
Baca, John, NMENV

From: Kathryn Albrecht <lapaz@zianet.com>
Sent: Wednesday, September 26, 2018 1:41 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: [EXT] In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No.

8WB-18-06(P)

Please deny the Copper Flat discharge permit, due to inevitable surface and groundwater contamination it would
engender. Thank you!

Kathy Albrecht

Kathryn Albrecht
San Antonio, NM

“Do not be daunted by the enormity of the world’s grief.
Act justly now. Love mercy now. Walk humbly now.
You are not obligated to complete the work,
but neither are you free to abandon it.” — The Talmud
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Richard Altrock <altrockr@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 11:39 AM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: Discharge Permit-1840

I cannot imagine that the department is even considering this horrible permit. This permit should be immediately
refusecfl Any mention of contamination of ground water should cause it to be rejected. If it is accepted, I will call for an
investigation into criminal influence.

Richard Altrock, Ph.D.

1

18469



Baca, John, NMENV

From: Kim Audette <kcaudette@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 4:47 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-18-O6fP)

Dear Sir;
I am against permitting the discharge from the Copper Mine in Sierra County

1. The discharge (113 million tons) will be contained in a 600-acre (1 square mile) tailing pond behind a 2-mile sand dam. Even a minor
break in the retaining dam or its synthetic liner system can cause catastrophic damage to surface water and groundwater to the east
and south of the mine, endangering the Caballo Reservoir and the Rio Grande and therefore all municipal and agricultural water users
in the Mesilla Valley. This threat to people and the economy will exist until two decades past closure, when the 24 billion gallons of
wastewater (that once was drinking water) is finally evaporated and the tailing pond buried. Unlike agricultural, municipal, or domestic
wastewater, this water will not return to the soil to be reused.

2. The pit will be 2,800 feet across and 900 feet deep at cessation of mining and have a 22-acre pitlake at its bottom with water that
many state agencies think will be polluted. That pitlake will be left in perpetuity, constituting a deadly hazard to birds, bats, and animals
forever. Being hundreds of feet below groundwater level, it will perpetually be a drain on water supply even if it does not contaminate
groundwater.

3. New Mexico Copper has only enough water rights to operate three months every year. While the company projects an 11-year
operation, in reality it will mine intermittently for decades. During that extended period, Copper Flat Mine remains unreclaimed, the
polluted pitlake and the tailings pond will be a constant threat to New Mexico wildlife if not to New Mexico groundwater.

4. Eleven years of mining will require 23 billion gallons of water pumped from wells near the Rio Grande River. The pumping will
damage the river’s flow, raise New Mexico’s liabilities in Texas’s lawsuit challenging our state’s management of the river, and may cost
New Mexico taxpayers millions of dollars.

5. Keeping in mind the abysmal response of the NM Environmentl Department to the discharge of the Colorado gold mine into the
San Juan River, which was a lot smaller at 9 million gallons than this copper pit mine waste pit is, it is impossible for New Mexico to
both permit the mine and protect its waters. New Mexico is too incompetent to contain spills in the public interest. Therefore, New
Mexico cannot permit pit mines anywhere near any aquifers as a matter of acting in the public interest.

Kim Audette kcaudelte@yahoo.com 618 Van Patten 575-740-1988 Truth or Consequences, NM 87901
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Subject: On the Hearing before the Secretary of the Environment

In the Matter of Discharge Permit 1840 for Copper Flat Mine

Docket No. *WB 18 06(P)

Background: My name is Ben Lewis. I am a 23year resident of Hillsboro, NM. I am also the current
President of the Hilisboro Mutual Domestic Water Consumers Association (HMDWCA). The HMDWCA is
organized under the Sanitary Projects Act and has provided potable water to its’ members since the

early 1960’s. The Association is also a litigant in the matter before the NM Court of Appeals regarding
the claimed water rights of the Copper Flat Mine (NMCC). I have been authorized by the Association

Board of Directors to summarize and convey our comments on the proposed Discharge Permit. We are

requesting that our comments be added to the record of the hearing.

Comments: The Association opposes the granting of the requested permit to discharge polluted water
from mining operations in to the ground water adjacent to the mine.

• We believe that declaring the proposed pit-lake to be an evaporative sink in order to avoid

additional requirements in the reclamation process is risky. While there may be an equilibrium
of inflows and evaporation at the current depth of the pit-lake; at the proposed final depth of
approximately 250 feet the direction of the flow of water may reverse and become an outflow.

This process could also be affected by climatic conditions. We do not believe the water in the
lake will meet applicable quality standards and therefore becomes an ongoing risk to the
environment. The pit lake will be a permanent feature in the environment with the need for
monitoring for the foreseeable future. A safer and more environmentally responsible option for
reclamation of the pitlake would be to fill it with waste rock at the end of production. Also, the

proposed mine does not have sufficient water rights to execute their preferred reclamation
option of doing a “rapid fill” of the pit.

• The current proposed design of the Tailing Storage Facility (TSF) utilizing a single layer of HDPE

over a gravel bed is of particular concern. Since HDPE is designated as semipermeable we know

it leaks. The gradual construction over time creates a concern of degradation of the material

from ultraviolet light, perforation by equipment during construction and the inability to verify
the effectiveness of the many joints. The Association recommends that NMCC be required by
the Department to construct the TSF using a a clay, not gravel bed underneath two layers of
HDPE with a drainage system between the layers.

• We are concerned that the monitoring and interception wells are too far apart and too few in

numbers. The proposed quarterly monitoring is too infrequent to be adequate for the intended
purpose. Based on our experience over the past 50 or so years that the monitoring wells be
tested on a monthly basis. We are also concerned that NMCC does not have sufficient water

rights to operate the monitoring and interception wells.

• We have been led to believe that the operating life of the proposed mine is approximately 11
years. What is not clear is this to be construed as 11 contiguous years or many years of

intermittent operation. This is important because it has serious implications for monitoring
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pollution and maintenance of the mine infrastructure. At what point, this process does the
proposed permit become null and void? At what point is reclamation required to commence?

• The proposed mine is based on a marginal ore base and to a great extent on optimistic
projections of the price of copper. NMCC has no real roots in New Mexico and no longterm
commitment to Sierra County. It is not part of a larger more robust mining operator with a track
record of keeping commitments and successfully operating and reclaiming the sites where they
operate. It is very much a boutique operation without the resources to withstand the variability
of operating environment and economic conditions.

• Finally, we believe that it is premature to consider this application. NMCC does not have the
necessary water rights to execute their mining plan. Premature granting of permits can infer
greater value to the property and perhaps lead to another transfer of ownership as I have seen
several times over the years. It is also the conversion of government permits to private property
which is not allowed under the New Mexico constitution.
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Chuck Barrett <amanecer.chuck@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 2:30 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: Comment For Record of Hearing on DP 1840
Attachments: Discharge Permit 1840 Comment.docx

Dear Mr. Baca,

I hereby request that the attached comment document be added to the record of the hearing on DP 1840, Docket No.
8W8-1 8-06(P).

Thank You,
Charles P. Barrett
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To: Butch Tongate, Cabinet Secretary
New Mexico Environment Department
Subject: In the Matter of Discharge Permit 1840 for Copper Flat Mine.

Docket No. 8WB-l8-06(P)

Comments Of Charles P. Barrett
Homeowner: 10792 HWY 152, Hilisboro, NM

I own a home that is a scant three miles as the crow flies from the site of the New Mexico
Copper Corporation’s Copper Flat Mine. I oppose the granting of Discharge Permit 1840
due to the accumulation of serious unanswered questions and concerns that remain after
examination of the Draft of the Discharge Permit.

I would like to put these into the record. I believe they are of sufficient scope and weight
to require further investigation and substantiation before a valid Discharge Permit could
be granted. They are as follows:

1. The tailings pond liner might leak: interceptor system.

The material for the liner has been known to leak in other instances of similar application
over operational and post-operational time (which is seriously underestimated due to
NMCC’s undercapitalization and inaccurate projections and surety—see 5 below). If it
does there is nothing underneath to catch the leakage. Does that mean the interceptor
system has to be in place before the leakage is detected? Has NMED determined that
NMCC has the water rights to pump water at that location at the base of the darn?

2. The tailings pond liner might leak: sufficient groundwater.

Has NMED seen the design of the interceptor system in sufficient detail to determine
whether there is sufficient groundwater at that location to make the system work to
capture all contamination?

3. HDPE liner material degrades

Is it true in the scientific literature that HDPE is considered not wholly impermeable to
water but always leaks at least a little? For example black HDPE that I have used in my
garden cracks and degrades in the sun and is clearly not impermeable. Has NMED
evaluated this aspect of the liner’s potential for leakage over decades?

4. The Plan for the Tailing Storage Facility (TSF) is Contradictory and
Inadequate

The Draft states that the TSF will be reclaimed after operation by 6 years of “active
evaporation” and then 21 years of “passive evaporation,” and then covered up and
seeded. During the first period, the “under-drain” (which is not an under drain) system is
draining the TSF to a pond on the downstream side of the darn (i.e., near the highway)
from where the water is pumped back up to the TSF. This is just a continuation of what
has been happening during operation, that is, water seeps through the accumulated
sediments of the tailings, goes into a layer of sand which has perforated pipes in it to
collect and carry the water out under the dam to the drainage pond. It’s analogous to a
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big “French drain.” When the drainage stops after 5 or 6 years, NMCC’s plan is to turn
off the electricity and sell the pumps and go into the “passive” phase, which only means
that the muck in the TSF is left to dry on its own, for 20 years or so before they cover it
with dirt and seed it. During the passive phase, the drainage pond will be replaced by a
larger evaporation pond (which seems to suggest that water wilt still be seeping out the
bottom of the tailings pond). This plan is unacceptable as it allows seepage in the
“passive” phase that could contaminate groundwater.

5. The TSF Reclamation Raises Questions Due To NMCC’s Inadequate
Operational Finances

In the studies the NMCC presented to the NMED, they continue the assumption that mine
operation is 11 years. following this logically they then say about the TSF reclamation
that it will be completed in “year 39.” This is contradicted by both the history of the
mine and the history of copper prices that would affect the mine which would strongly
suggest that they are probably not going to be able to mine for 11 years
continuously. NMCC projects that it needs $3.00 per pound copper prices to make their
needed 20% profit. En the last 120 years the average copper price has been $2.50 /lb. in
contemporary dollars. There’s never been 11 straight years of over $3.00 /lb. prices. So
the chances are slight that we will see the TSF covered up in 39 years. If the mine takes
20 years to get the copper out, it will be 47 years that those of us who live or own
property nearby, as is the case with this commentator, live with the threat of the 1SF
hanging over the whole Rio Grande valley. In fact, if some blip happens in
Thcmac/NMCC’s finances and the company goes bankrupt or if the company just shuts
down after taking out the copper, arc we left with a permanent contamination
issue? After all, Themac/NMCC owns no other property: are they going to stay intact
just to reclaim the tailings pond? So, the arrangements for a surety bond are crucial, and
that is not yet in place but still being negotiated. NMED should not grant a Discharge
Permit until the public gets a look at how we are to be protected.

6. Unanswered technical questions about closure.

How often will the monitoring wells that detect leakage from the 1SF be checked after
closure? This question arises from the fact that the duration of the reclamation of the
TSF is longer than the operating life of the mine. If there is a leakage, an interceptor
system has to be activated. Who will do that? Who will pay for that since the cost of
these wells and pumps will not be part of the normal reclamation surety. The
contamination of groundwater will trigger a fine of$ 10,000 per day, but that will be
insufficient to pay for continuing operation of an interceptor system plus the cost of
cleaning up the contamination. What if there is a major break in the HDPE liner or of the
dam during active evaporation? What if during the passive phase, the evaporation pond
overflows (note that it is near the highway)? That surface contamination will be
undetected by the monitoring wells, and even if detected, the protective ring of
interceptor wells will be inoperative since the electricity will have been turned off.

7. The Pitlake Reclamation Plan Contradicts Beneficial Use Standard

The question arises as to whether NMCC’s fast-fill method of reclaiming the pitlake
violates the New Mexico Constitution, wherein under (XVI, 3) the right to use water is
limited to beneficial use. To use approximately 2,800 af of water to avoid having to
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reclaim the steep pit walls or to avoid regulatory standards of pollution is not beneficial
use of water. To create a large, chemically polluted body of water is not a beneficial use
of water. To waste this much water— when the 201$ Draft New Mexico State Water Plan
cites insufficiency of water supply as the major water problem the state faces and the
2016 Regional Water Plan for Socorro and Sierra Counties documents this insufficiency
in corning years for Sierra County — will irrevocably han-ri the people’s welfare and
violate the public’s interest, the water being permanently lost through evaporation. If the
water were used to dilute polluted water so that it could be used beneficially, the filling of
the pitlake might be allowed, but here the dilution is temporary, and eventually the
pitlake will be polluted, as is the present pitlake.

How can this wasteful use of water be seen as part of the beneficial use of mining and
have any lawful merit. First, the use is post-closure, after productive mining has ceased.
Second, and more important, the usage is peripheral to actual productive use, a distinction
defined in numerous court cascs. In State cx re Martinez v. McDermett, 120 N.M. 327,

§ 13, the New Mexico Court of Appeals distinguishes productive agricultural use—
meaning to grow crops - from peripheral uses such as using water to soften land to
prepare it for plowing. The denial of peripheral uses of water as beneficial use has a solid
base recognizable in New Mexico. See United States v. Alpine Land and Reservoir Co.,
697 F. 2d 851, 854 (9th Circ. 1983) (“We do not deny or overlook the differences in
water law among various western States. However on the point of what is beneficial use
the law is ‘general and without significant dissent.”) (citing I Waters and Water Rights §
19.2 (R. Clark ed., 1967).

Before proceeding to permit, the NMED should seek an opinion from the legal branch of
the OSE as to the legality of wasting water in New Mexico.

3

18476



Baca, John, NMENV

From: Bo Bergstrom <bo.cinesthetic.30.yx@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 1:10 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-18-06(P)

Dear Mr Baca:

I oppose this permit for the following reasons:

1. The discharge (113 million tons) will be contained in a 600-acre (1 square mile) tailing pond behind a 2-
mile sand dam. Even a minor break in the retaining dam or its synthetic liner system can cause catastrophic
damage to surface water and groundwater to the east and south of the mine, endangering the Caballo
Reservoir and the Rio Grande and therefore all municipal and agricultural water users in the Mesilla
Valley. This threat to people and the economy will exist until two decades past closure, when the 24 billion
gallons of wastewater (that once was drinking water) is finally evaporated and the tailing pond buried. Unlike
agricultural, municipal, or domestic wastewater, this water will not return to the soil to be reused,

2. The pit will be 2,800 feet across and 900 feet deep at cessation of mining and have a 22-acre pitlake at its
bottom with water that many state agencies think will be polluted. That pitlake will be left in perpetuity,
constituting a deadly hazard to birds, bats, and animals forever. Being hundreds of feet below groundwater
level, it will perpetually be a drain on water supply even if it does not contaminate groundwater.

3. New Mexico Copper has only enough water rights to operate three months every year. While the company
projects an 11-year operation, in reality it will mine intermittently for decades. During that extended period,
Copper Flat Mine remains unreclaimed, the polluted pitlake and the tailings pond will be a constant threat to
New Mexico wildlife if not to New Mexico groundwater.

4. Eleven years of mining will require 23 billion gallons of water pumped from wells near the Rio Grande River.
The pumping will damage the rivet’s flow, raise New Mexico’s liabilities in Texas’s lawsuit challenging our state’s
management of the river, and may cost New Mexico taxpayers millions of dollars.

Thank for you taking my citizen’s opinion.

--Sincerely, Bo Bergstrom, 30 Village Rd., Silver City NM 88061
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Walter Bishop <walterjbl@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 11:29 AM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. BWB-18-06(P)

Copper Flat Mine knew from the beginning of mining in New Mexico that there would be liquid wastes
that they could not process to make it safe to discharge. Now, they want to make their problem to
become the citizens of New Mexico’s problem.

I say “No.”

Walter Bishop
PC Box 841
Elephant Butte, NM 87935
310 686 8336
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Ramona Blaber <monablaber@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 10:39 AM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: Discharge Permit 1840

Hello Mr. Baca — Is this the correct email address to send written comments to on the Copper Flat Mine permit, and
what is the deadline?

Thanks,
Mona Blaber
Sierra Club Rio Grande Chapter communications director
505-660-5905
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Public hearing corn ments on Copper Flats Mine

September 24, 2018

Good morning. I am Dr. Kathleen Blair. I am a resident of Hillsboro and have owned property there for
10 years. My Pd.D. is in Zoology with a specialization in Ecology, particularly the impacts of natural and
human caused changes in natural processes to ecosystems. I have taught a wide variety of university
courses as an assistant professor in ecology, environmental biology, botany, and wildlife biology and
management at Central Missouri State and West Texas A&M universities and as adjunct at Texas A&M.
For the last 20 years I have been the ecologist for the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service at the Bill Williams
River NWR which is located downstream of the Bagdad Copper Mine. Consequently, I have professional
expertise as well as a personal interest in the results of this discharge permit hearing for the Copper Flat
Mine.

Copper and other minerals it is found in association with as well as many by-products of processing,
have been found highly toxic in multiple studies. As a result, I have 4 major concerns I do not believe
have been adequately addressed relative to this discharge permit:

A) Federally protected migratory waterfowl and New Mexico wildlife species of concern will be
attracted to this extremely large, increasingly toxically contaminated water of the
settling/evaporation ponds and pit lake as they have been to many similar features in mines in
Arizona and throughout the desert west. This has resulted in major deaths of wildlife and high
costs in fines and remediation for the mines. I see no provision for preventing this from
occurring.

B) Due to the toxicity of copper, as well as ancillary contaminants, any discharge from the
catchment basin into surface or groundwater regardless if accidental human error or a natural
event in excess of your current parameter estimates could be severely damaging for people,

wildlife, and plants in the watershed downstream of the mine. Such impacts would include the

rural residents of Animas and Percha watershed, the town of Caballo, Cabalto Reservoir, Percha

Dam State Park and potentially into the lower Rio Grande mainstem. This would likely last for

decades, or perhaps in perpetuity, as it has elsewhere. Naturally occurring contaminants

released or exposed by mining activities and not considered in these documents may well prove

to be the most damaging of all even as mercury from the Bagdad has contaminated Alamo Lake,

one of the top bass fishing lakes in Arizona, until the fish are frequently found to exceed human

safe consumption levels. Effects on other wildlife has not been as well tracked.

C) Copper is necessary in small quantities for healthy plant development but can be highly toxic in

higher concentrations especially in water as noted by recent concerns for copper as well as lead

in public water supplies. It is the primary algaecide, fungicide, and herbicide for aquatic

application. Wind driven dust from the massive tailing piles and the dry sediments from the

evaporation ponds carrying copper, as well as other companion contaminants, may easily affect
the people, wildlife, and plants downwind. Once rain carries the contaminated dust to the

ground it enters the soil where plants and critical mycorrhizal fungi can uptake it and be

damaged and killed. Without those soil fungi communities restoration will not have good

success. It not an accident that the land and hillsides around such towns as Globe, Bisbee, Santa

Clara, and Bagdad look like they have been sterilized. They have been. And ask Ottawa county
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Oklahoma about making the deadly mistake of using mine tailings on roads and infrastructure
projects.

D) Climate change has not been adequately addressed in my opinion.
1) Projections of increasing temperatures in New Mexico for the foreseeable future will result

in higher evaporation rates than projected. This will increase the contamination
concentration in the settling basins and pit lake especially when combined with the
recycle/reuse process. Higher evaporation rates will also speed the exposure of toxic
sediments as dust which becomes airborne for distribution downwind to contaminate air
quality in the air and the watershed after rain.

2) Flash flood potential will be increasing over the time this mine is projected to function.
Although overall the weather pattern is reliably projected to increase drought overall, rain
events resulting in increased severity of flash flooding is projected to increase and has
begun to be documented in many locations in the western US. This will be further fueled by
increasing forest fire frequency and severity altering the watersheds to further increase
flooding. Such ecosystem processes require many decades to regain the ability to temper
heavy rain fall. Hurricanes in the Gulf of Mexico are projected to increase in intensity and
some of those impact New Mexico such as the massive flooding from Hurricane Dolly in
Ruidoso 2008 proved as well as hurricanes crossing Mexico from the Pacific bringing high
rainfall. Should any feature holding or directing contaminated water including the
permanently and increasingly contaminated pit lake be overtopped, eroded, or fail at any
time during or after mining activities, the downstream flow of heavily contaminated and
sediment would damage property and water resources potentially as far are Cabailo
Reservoir and the lower Rio Grande, perhaps permanently. There are certainly many, many
examples of both mine retention ponds being over topped, failing due to flooding, and
accidental release due to human error. I see no provision for an emergency retaining
structures to protect the downstream watershed from any of these events during the life of
the tailings storage ponds until it is fully reclaimed or afterwards should closure sealing fail,
or for the pit lake at all. The pit lake will be a permanent pollution machine.

3) Species and genetics of plant community chosen for restoration. Has anyone done a
botanically valid flora of the area to enhance success? Worked with universities? New

Mexico Plant Material lab? In light of climate changing the vegetation?

Kathleen Blair, Ph.D.

P0 Box 494, Hillsboro, NM 88042

575-895-5159

18481



NEW MEXICO MINING ASSOCIATION
COMMENTS--PUBLIC HEARING ON PROPOSED DISCHARGE

PERMIT DP-1840
FOR NEW MEXICO COPPER COMPANY, COPPER FLAT PROJECT

SEPTEMBER 25, 2018

My name is Michael Bowen and I am the Executive Director of the New

Mexico Mining Association (“Association”), whose address is 1470 St. Francis

Drive, Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505. The New Mexico Mining Association

currently has 1$ operator members who explore, mine, produce and refine sand

and gravel and other aggregates, coal, copper, humate, industrial minerals,

molybdenum, potash, precious metals and uranium in New Mexico. In addition,

the Association has over 70 associate members who provide consulting,

construction, engineering, drilling, laboratory, legal, reclamation, and other

services, and equipment, fuel, power, chemicals and other supplies to the New

Mexico mining industry. The Association serves as a spokesman for the industry

and is active in representing its members and keeping them informed concerning

legislation and regulatory developments. It also serves its members on a wide

variety of subjects such as taxation, environmental quality, public lands, health and

safety, and education primarily through the expertise of its members and member

companies.

According to the latest Annual Report published by the Energy, Minerals

and Natural Resources Department, in 2016 the mining industry in New Mexico
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reported production values of more than $1.7 billion. New Mexico ranks first in

the U.S. in potash production, second in copper production, and 11th in coal

production. New Mexico was once a leader in the production of uranium and still

has large uranium resources that may be mined in the future, market conditions

permitting.

Total direct and contract employment by the mining industry in 2016 was

just under 5000, with total payrolls over $330 million. Mining jobs are typically

some of the highest paying and sought-after jobs, particularly in rural areas.

Mining creates many additional jobs in the community, as illustrated by the goods

and services provided by our associate members, and other local goods and

services provided to our mine employees. Since most mining operations are

located in rural areas, these jobs are critical to the local economies where the mines

operate.

Minerals are vital to everyday life. All of our electrical energy is supported

by mineral production, including electric power generated from coal, uranium and

oil and gas, as well as renewable power generation that requires steel and copper

and other metals for wind towers and motors; steel, copper, silver and other metals

for photovoltaic cells and solar installations; and copper, steel and other metals for

transmission lines. Potash and other fertilizers are essential to produce our food,

and our roads and buildings for homes and businesses cannot be constructed
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without aggregates. If these essential minerals are not being produced in New

Mexico, they must be produced somewhere else. New Mexico might as well enjoy

the economic benefits of mineral production as well as the everyday benefits that

consume minerals. As the Legislature said in the Mining Act, the exploration,

mining and extraction of minerals is vital to the welfare of New Mexico.

I believe this is the first public hearing held on a proposed discharge permit

under the Copper Rule. The Copper Rule was adopted by the Water Quality

Control Commission in December 2013 pursuant to the New Mexico Water

Quality Act. Since then, the Copper Rule has been scrutinized and upheld on

appeals to the New Mexico Court of Appeals and the Supreme Court, in each case

by unanimous decision. The Copper Rule implements legislation passed in 2009,

so the Copper Rule has been backed by all three branches of New Mexico’s

government. The Copper Rule specifies detailed requirements for the design,

construction, operation, monitoring and closure of copper mines to protect ground

water quality. These requirements are based upon experienced gained under

discharge permits issued over nearly 40 years.

I am impressed by New Mexico Copper Company’s plans for the Copper

F lat project. New Mexico Copper has worked tirelessly to satisfy the requirements

of multiple federal and state agencies, including BLM, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife

Service, the Environment Department, and the Mining and Minerals Division.
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While this hearing is limited to consideration of the requirements for a ground

water discharge permit, the mine plans reflect the need to comply with a myriad of

environmental protection laws. These plans have taken years to come to fruition at

a tremendous cost, representing New Mexico Copper’s investment in the

development of New Mexico’s mineral resources. I am happy to see that the

Environment Department has issued a draft permit based upon the Department

staffs conclusion that New Mexico Copper’s mine plans appear to meet or exceed

all of the requirements of the Copper Rule and the Commission’s regulations.

With the permit conditions proposed by the Department, the Copper Flat project

will be operated in a manner that protects ground water quality.

As I previously discussed, development of New Mexico’s mineral resources

provides many local and statewide economic benefits and employs many local

residents. Issuance of a discharge permit for the project will be a great step

forward to realizing the important benefits this project will provide in terms of

employment, revenue for local and New Mexico businesses, and substantial

contributions to state and local tax revenues to support our schools, roads, and

other government services.

Many years have been spent and countless dollars spent for experienced

engineers, scientists, and other experts to develop the plans for the Copper Flat

project. These plans must comply with the myriad of federal and state laws and
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regulations imposed on mining projects to ensure protection of public health and

safety and the environment. Nevertheless, project opponents seek to distract from

all of these protections by creating imagined scenarios intended to scare the public

and exaggerate the risks. Many ofthese perceived risks have nothing to do vith

the Copper Rule, ground water protection, and the matters at issue in this hearing.

I urge the Hearing Officer and the Department to focus on the requirements set out

by the Water Quality Control Commission. Other matters, such as dam safety

requirements and water supply issues should be left to consideration by the

agencies assigned by the Legislature to consider those issues.

Approving DP-l840 will be good for the state and local communities, and

will send the right message to mining companies that are willing to invest

significant resources in promising projects such as the Copper Flat Mine. For

these reasons, on behalf of the New Mexico Mining Association, 1 urge you to

approve Discharge Permit DP-1840 after considering all relevant testimony and

comment.
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Reid, Brad, NMENV
Sent: Friday, September 28, 2018 4:38 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: FW: Public Commentary Flat Copper Mine

From: Gordon Bryson <gordonbryson@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 18, 2018 3:45 PM
To: Reid, Brad, NMENV <brad.reid@state.nm.us>
Subject: Public Commentary Flat Copper Mine

Dear Mt. Reid,

I am not a citizen of the state of New Mexico but have lived all my life in East Texas. My
opportunities to visit New Mexico have been limited but the several times I’ve been in the
northeastern part of your state have been most enjoyable and always create a desire to return again
soon.

My reason for writing this is to register my concern for the proposed Flat Copper Mine and its
probable impact on the beautilcil streams and natural habitat of a vast part of New Mexico. Not only
that immediate area, but a wide watershed area that ultimately impacts the State of Texas via the Rio
Grande River. The Animas River incident that happened in the past few years should make all aware
of the potential ecological dangers posed by commercial enterprises, especially when foreign
corporations who have little concern for our country are permitted to operate here.

As an avid fly fisherman, and father and grandfather to two more generations of active fly fishers. I
am deeply concerned about the effects of this project on the fine trout fishing found in the pristine
streams of New Mexico.
While not a hunter, I have many friends in Texas who hunt there and the impact on the wildlife is
another major issue. People from all parts of Texas visit your state for fishing, camping, hunting,
hiking, shopping and other pastimes that generate substantial financial gains for your business
people and the state of New Mexico.

Please do not permit this project to proceed in its present format, and only consider acceptance of
redefined plans if they are acceptable to all affected environmental entities.

Gordon Bryson
2205 Thornwood
Tyler, TX 75703
903.520.2766
qorclonbrysonyahoo.com

Lone Star Fly Fishers on Facebook
Lone Star Fly Fishers (LSFF Website)
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Robbin Brodsky <robbinbrodsky@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 18, 2018 3:06 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: Comments on the hearing before the Secretary of Environment

Concerning discharge permit #1840 for Copper Flat Mine, Docket #8WB-18-06 (P)

I oppose granting this permit. My name is Joyce Robbin Brodsky. I am a resident of Hillsboro,

New Mexico and a member of the National Audubon Society, New Mexico Wild, and the
National Wildlife Federation. Themac’s plans to mine copper and other ores using a pit mine
and construct a tailings containment pond that will cover approximately 1 square mile will
appear to our migrating bird populations as a welcoming stopover. When in fact, the waters
would most likely kill these birds with the pollutants as in what happened at a copper mine
outside of Butte, Montana when a flock of migrating geese landed in pit waters and died.
Necropsies showed their insides were lined with burns and festering sores from exposure to
high concentrations of copper, cadmium, and arsenic. Then there is the 4-legged wildlife such
as deer, elk, bear, mountain lion, javelina that will see the water in this high desert
environment very inviting. It does not make sense that an individual in Australia will profit
from the loss of our wildlife. Please keep our state’s vulnerable wildlife in mind when
considering your decision.

1
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September 13, 2018

Deborah Brandt

502 W. Hadley Ave

Las Cruces, NM 88005

Dear Brad Reid,

I have property in Kingston, NM and regularly stay there.

The draft proposal for the Copper Flat Mine should be denied for a number of
reasons. There is inadequate characterization of the bedrock. Mine pollutants would
probably not be adequately contained to prevent groundwater pollution.

Water quality standards are not relevantly addressed, and the proposed
groundwater monitoring wells are inadequate.

The discharge permit, authorizing up to 25.3 million gallons per day of potentially
polluted wastewater is wholly unacceptable. The impact on streams, humans,
wildlife and endangered species could be seriously affected by contamination; even
the potential risk is unacceptable.

The amount of water needed for the mines use is staggering to even consider in our
arid climate. Pumping our precious water resources would adversely drain and
damage our ecosystem, local streams, and the Rio Grande. Not acceptable.

NMCC is not a trustworthy steward. They have been cited for numerous violations.

There is no guarantee that the mine would meet the Water Quality Act, and in this
time of loosening environmental regulations, I do not trust that any serious
enforcement would occur if NMCC failed to comply.

I do not want transport trucks on highway 152. The highway was not built for that
kind of traffic.

All things considered as a resident and taxpayer in Sierra County I strongly oppose a
permit for Copper Flat Mine.

Thank you,

Deborah Brandt
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Reid, Brad, NMENV
Sent: Friday, September 28, 2018 4:42 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: FW: Copper Flat Mine
Attachments: copper flat mine.docx

From: Deborah Brandt <debjbrandt@me.com>
Sent: Thursday, September 13, 2018 2:10 PM
To: Reid, Brad, NMENV <brad.teid@state.nm.us>
Subject: Copper Flat Mine

1
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September 13, 2018

Deborah Brandt

502W. HadleyAve

Las Cruces, NM 88005

Dear Brad Reid,

I have property in Kingston, NM and regularly stay there.

The draft proposal for the Copper Flat Mine should be denied for a number of
reasons. There is inadequate characterization of the bedrock. Mine pollutants would
probably not be adequately contained to prevent groundwater pollution.

Water quality standards are not relevantly addressed, and the proposed
groundwater monitoring wells are inadequate.

The discharge permit, authorizing up to 25.3 million gallons per day of potentially
polluted wastewater is wholly unacceptable. The impact on streams, humans,
wildlife and endangered species could be seriously affected by contamination; even
the potential risk is unacceptable.

The amount of water needed for the mines use is staggering to even consider in our
arid climate. Pumping our precious water resources would adversely drain and
damage our ecosystem, local streams, and the Rio Grande. Not acceptable.

NMCC is not a trustworthy steward. They have been cited for numerous violations.

There is no guarantee that the mine would meet the Water Quality Act, and in this
time of loosening environmental regulations, I do not trust that any serious
enforcement would occur if NMCC failed to comply.

I do not want transport trucks on highway 152. The highway was not built for that
kind of traffic.

All things considered as a resident and taxpayer in Sierra County I strongly oppose a
permit for Copper Flat Mine.

Thankyou,

Deborah Brandt
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Reid, Brad, NMENV
Sent: Friday, September 28, 2018 4:42 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: FW: Copper Flat Mine
Attachments: copper flat mine.docx

From: Deborah Brandt <debjbrandt@me.com>
Sent: Thursday, September 13, 2018 2:10 PM
To: Reid, Brad, NMENV <brad.reid@state.nm.us>
Subject: Copper Flat Mine

1
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September 13, 2018

Deborah Brandt

502 W. Hadley Ave

Las Cruces, NM 88005

Dear Brad Reid,

I have property in Kingston, NM and regularly stay there.

The draft proposal for the Copper Flat Mine should be denied for a number of
reasons. There is inadequate characterization of the bedrock. Mine pollutants would
probably not be adequately contained to prevent groundwater pollution.

Water quality standards are not relevantly addressed, and the proposed
groundwater monitoring wells are inadequate.

The discharge permit, authorizing up to 25.3 million gallons per day of potentially
polluted wastewater is wholly unacceptable. The impact on streams, humans,
wildlife and endangered species could be seriously affected by contamination; even
the potential risk is unacceptable.

The amount of water needed for the mines use is staggering to even consider in our
arid climate. Pumping our precious water resources would adversely drain and
damage our ecosystem, local streams, and the Rio Grande. Not acceptable.

NMCC is not a trustworthy steward. They have been cited for numerous violations.

There is no guarantee that the mine would meet the Water Quality Act, and in this
time of loosening environmental regulations, I do not trust that any serious
enforcement would occur if NMCC failed to comply.

I do not want transport trucks on highway 152. The highway was not built for that
kind of traffic.

All things considered as a resident and taxpayer in Sierra County I strongly oppose a
permit for Copper Flat Mine.

Thank you,

Deborah Brandt
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Reid, Brad, NMENV
Sent: Friday, September 28, 2018 4:36 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: FW: Docket No. 8WB-18-06fP)

Another one....

From: Rick Burns <animasrick@gilanet.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 11:08 AM
To: Reid, Brad, NMENV <brad.reid@state.nm.us>
Subject: Docket No. 8WB-18-06(P)

Hearing Clerk,John Baca

Docket No. 8WB-18-06(P)

My name is Rick Burns, I live in Animas Creek canyon north of the copper flat well field, and would
like this to be included into the public comments re: this discharge permit.

Here are a list of things i find lacking in the current wording of the permit application:

1. Incomplete Characterization — There is inadequate characterization of the bedrock, leaving the
potential for contamination to move through the ground. Pollutants from the mine could leak into
groundwater contaminating the area’s water supply, and could also reach the Rio Grande. The permit
must require that the bedrock be fully characterized to determine the possibility of contaminants
leaching into groundwater.

2. State Water Quality Standards Must Apply — NMCC is claiming that the pit lake is not part of the
Waters of the State of New Mexico and therefore not subject to surface water quality standards.
However, the pit lake will combine with clean groundwater — there will be flow-through during at least
part of its operation — and the lake is likely to extend onto public land. The permit must
acknowledge that these are Waters of the State and that all relevant water quality standards must
apply.

3. Groundwater Monitoring Is Inadequate — Even though NMED has added 2 additional groundwater
monitoring wells, the total number of wells and their location is still inadequate. The permit must
require sufficient monitoring wells to reliably detect contamination leaking from the mine’s waste rock
piles and the tailings storage facility.

4. Hazard to Public Health and Undue Risk to Property and Public Safety

o The discharge permit authorizes the discharge of up to 25.3 million gallons per day of tailings,
mining-impacted wastewater, and domestic wastewater.

1
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o The mine will dump upwards of 100 billion gallons of polluted liquid waste during its planned
operation into a 560-acre pond just 11 miles west of Caballo Reservoir. A collapse or breach at the
tailings pond could devastate landowners to the east, Caballo Reservoir, and the Rio Grande.

5. Streams Important for Wildlife, Including Endangered Species — Two arroyos run through the mine
site and others in the area could also be impacted by surface and groundwater contamination. The
permit must ensure that the mine does not damage vital habitat and forage for wildlife, including
several threatened and endangered species.

6. Financial Assurance — The proposed financial assurance in the mine permit is insufficient to cover
the costs of long-term monitoring and maintenance of post-mining site reclamation. This was not
satisfactorily done during the permitting for Quintana.

2
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the

NEW MEXICO
BUSINESS COALITION

Comments for Copper Flat Mine NMED Groundwater Discharge Permit Hearing

My name is Ray Irwin. I am a registered professional geologist currently serving as
Exploration Manager for Stella Natural Resources, and I’m here today on behalf of the
New Mexico Business Coalition.

As you may or may not be aware, the New Mexico Business Coalition is a grass-roots,
statewide, pro-business association. We support job creation and reasonable
regulation, which includes granting of the necessary discharge permit for the Copper
Flat Mine.

As V.P. of Exploration for THEMAC Resources from January 2012 to December 2013, I
planned and supervised all geology related activities at the Copper Flat mine site. As a
result, I have specific knowledge and a deep understanding of the project’s geology and
potential environmental impacts due to planned mining. During and since my time
working on the project, THEMAC Resources has expended a very significant amount of
time and money to develop a niine plan that will safely exploit the copper deposit at
Copper Flat in an environmentally soLind manner that complies with all State and
Federal regulations, and minimizes long term environmental impact.

You will probably be hearing opposition to this mine that is largely, if not completely
emotionally based. My comments will stick to what I know to be a fact. The Copper
Flat Mine is going to be a closed-loop facility, which not only minimizes water
consumption but also prevents water from leaving the premises except via evaporation.
Additionally. a lined tailings storage facility equipped with an impermeable synthetic
pond liner will be constructed to prevent water used in the milling process from seeping
into ground water while simultaneously the mill tailings are secured by an engineered
structure to prevent discharge into nearby drainages.

Since the planned operations of the Copper Flat Mine will be a zero-discharge facility, it
will not require a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit from the EPA,
which governs surface water discharges. Likewise, under current mine plans and
designs, Copper Flat will not need a 404 permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

With these plans in place and federal agencies satisfied, NMBC is confident that a
Groundwater Discharge Permit approved by the New Mexico Environmental
Department would be a prudent step in moving the development of the Copper Flat
Mine forward.
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From an economic perspective and during the 18 to 24-month constwction period, the
Copper Flat Mine will generate approximately 1,150 direct, indirect, and induced jobs in
the region and the State.

Once in operation, the Copper Flat Mine will generate approximately
275 to 300 long-term, high paying jobs at the Sierra County location; and similar to the
constwction phase, many more indirect project related service and support jobs in the
region and State.

The estimated annual mine payroll is approximately $16 million before payroll taxes and
benefits. These anticipated new high paying jobs with good benefits is exactly what
Sierra County and New Mexico needs.

The NMBC and I, therefore, ask that your decision on this important issue not be
swayed by negative misinformation and encourage you to approve the Groundwater
Discharge Permit.

Thank you
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cAP

Freeport-McMLR3n Chine Mines Curnpany Sherry Burt-Ke5ted
P0. Box JO Manqer, Environmental Service
Bayard, NM 88023 Telephone: 575.912-527

e-mail: sburtkesfmi.com

September 27, 2018

Hand Delivered

Hearing Officer
New Mexico Environment Department
Ground Water QuaNy Bureau

Dear Madame Heating Officer:

Re: Copper Flat Discharge Permit DP-1 840 Public Comment

Fceeport-McMoRan is not a party to this proceeding, though I and some of my fellow workers
have attended and listened to this hearing with great interest. Even though Freeport-McMoRan is
not involved in this hearing, testimony concerning Freeport McMoRan’s mines in Chino and
Tyrone has been provided This comment is intended to correct a number of
mischaracterizations and provide additional information for the Commission.

The witness who testilied regarding incidents at the Chino and Tyrone mines has no personal
knowledge of them, and in fact those incidents occurred before I began working at the mine.
Indeed, the most recent incident addressed in the testimony occurred in 2007. Testimony was
provided regardino reports and a settlement in 2011 and reference to documents that were
developed in connection with that case These documents tvere not intended as authoritative
evaluations about impacts to the environment from Freeport’s current mining operations or even
long term impacts from its historical operations at these mines. Further, my understanding is that
the process leading to that settlement began in 2003, related to incidents reported in 2000, and
coveted the entire history of the mines prior to that time and beginning in the early part of the last
century. For example, open pit mining began at Chino in 1910, and as you can imagine, mining
technology and attention to protection of water quality and the environment has changed
dramatically since then. In sum, the incidents you have heard of generally reflect historic mining
practices, and our use of modern mining engineering practices and implementation and
advancement of regtilations by the state agencies ensure that there are few, if any, of these types
of incidents in the future.

The current environmental and engineering staff at the Chino and Tyrone Mines takes great care
to design, construct and operate our facilities to comply with our permits and laws that protect
water quality and the environment. Our permit applications are rigorously reviewed by the
professional staff at the New Mexico Environment Department and other agencies to make sure
that we are following the rtiles and doing all eje can to protect water quality. That review process
involves extensive public engagement inClLlding hearings such as this, and is backed up by
regular water quality monitoring and ongoing review, both by our staff and the agency.

Both our company and the regulatory agencies have learned a great deal over the last several
decades about how to better operate our mines to prevent incidents that can impact water
quality. That knowledge is reflected in the Copper Rule, which requires all mines, and particularly
new mines, to meet rigorous requirements. An example is the new standards for pipelines and
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September 27, 2018
Pace 2

tanks, which are the source of many of the incidents that have been discussed with you. Indeed,
the Copper Rule provides far greater detail of the requirements to protect water quality than was
in place before.

I suspect that the witness used public records of the incidents he discussed with you, and those
public records are always available for anyone to obtain and review. However, the testimony
provided did not cover the lull extent of those reports. Spills and other incidents must be promptly
reported to the Environnjent Department and often other agencies, but that is not the end of the
requirements. Our reporting must discuss the actions taken in immediate response to an incident
for cleanup and to minimize its impacts, as well as longer term cleanup when necessary to
restore impacted soils and surface and groundwater to meet standards for water quality
protection. Long-term protection of water quality also involves reclamation of parts of the mine no
longer needed for production. Over the last ten years or so, we have successfully reclaimed over
5000 acres of tailings impoundments and stockpiles in a manner to maintain their long-term
stability. We have also instituted practices for the regular review of facilities such as tailings
dams which, along with regular monitoring and reporting to the agencies. is designed to ensure
that nothing is overlooked and that these facilities will remain stable and that water quality will be
protected during operations as well as long after these facilities are closed.

I hope that these comments will help put the testimony you have heard in perspective, and
appreciate your time and attention to my comments.

Sincerely,

Sherry Burt-Kested
Manager, Environmental Services
Freeport-McMoRan Chino k’iines Company
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Susie Bussmann <suceppib@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 10:14 AM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: Docket No. SWB-18-06(P)

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

To the Secretary of the Environment for the State of New Mexico

Re: Docket No. $WB-18-06(P)

In the matter of the Copper Flat mine discharge permit:

Sir:

My name is Dr. Susan Bussmann. My family farm is just 3000 feet north of the of Copper flat Mine production tvell field,
and I urge you to deny the discharge permit for this alleged mining operation. There is just no way these foreigners will
operate this mine for 11 straight years and fulfill the cleanup requirements, bond or no bond. The 10 largest copper mines in
the tvestern hemisphere produce more in 11 days than this operation would in ii years, and when they do go under the fme
people of New Mexico will be left holding the bag for the cleanup, as they already have. Just say no, thank you.

Dr. Susan Bussmann

HC3I Box 89

Caballo NM 87931

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Bill Bussmann <bussmann@zianet.com>
Sent: Friday, September 28, 2018 4:06 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: [EXT] Copper Flat Mine Discharge Permit 1840 comment

To the Secretary of the Environment for the State of New Mexico

Re: Docket No. 8WB-l8-06P)

In the matter of the Copper Flat mine discharge permit:

Sir:

My name is Bill Bussmann. I live on Animas Creek near the proposed mine and I would like to share my concerns with you.

At this time it makes sense to delay a decision on the discharge permit until such a time as Themac can show they have
legitimate water rights for the entire operation. Ongoing litigation over alleged water rights in the lower Rio Grande basin
demonstrates the inappropriateness of the NMED issuing a permit for discharge from an operation which has only enough
water rights to run 83 days a year, but all the details of the discharge and possible contamination of ground tvater are
calculated using a 12 month a year/Il year life of mine scenario. Sort of like buying the variety dozen pack of Trojans when
you don’t even know any girls! They should resume the permitting process when they have obtained sufficient legal water
rights.

Chief operating officer Jeff Smith mentioned that Tulla was the Mahoney family trust that was going to fully finance the
installation and initial operation of the mine, taking all the risk, and taking up the slack when copper prices were down, to
ensure a full, non-stop, 11 year operation. Two years ago they agreed that they would discuss the terms on which Chinese
mining company Yunnan Haliliya might be able to increase their interest in NMCC to 51%, after an initial 6% investment. The
deal fell through, but demonstrates they are really trying to get all the permitting papenvork in order so they can pass off this
used car ofa mine or, at the very least, sell most of the risk.

Since NMCC has a proven track recofd of NO reclamations and NO financial assurances in their past mining history, I urge
you to proceed tvith utmost care to ensure that the people of New Mexico are not stuck with the cleanup bill for this toxic
rockpile.

Hydrogeologically yours

bill bussmann

hc3l box89

Caballo NM $7931

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: A.T. Cole <atandcinda@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 25, 2018 2:50 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: [EXT] In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No.

8WB-18-06(P)

Hello:

This request ignores the reality of our times. There is a shortage of potable water and to allow this magnitude of
dumping is unconscionable. Please say ‘No.”

A.T. & Lucinda Cole
Grant County Residents

“We are faced with the most colossal set of events in human history: the catastrophic
convergence of poverty, violence and climate change.” Christian Parenti

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Susan A Christie <susan.christiel@icloud.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 2:22 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8W8-18-06fP)

From Susan Christie & Bill Brown
Residents at 905 N Foch, T or C

We are registering our opposition to the Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840.
We are totally against going thru this fight again but we are again registering out
total opposition to this permit.

Claims that this will produce continuous jobs are false. New Mexico Copper has only enough water rights to operate three
months every year. While the company projects an 11-year operation, in reality it will mine intermittently for decades. During
that extended period, Copper Flat Mine remains unreclaimed, the polluted pitlake and the tailings pond will be a constant
threat to New Mexico wildlife if not to New Mexico groundwater.

They will not clean up after themselves. The pit will be 2,800 feet across and 900 feet deep at cessation of mining and have a
22-acre pitlake at its bottom with water that many state agencies think will be polluted. That pitlake will be left in perpetuity,
constituting a deadly hazard to birds, bats, and animals forever. Being hundreds of feet below groundwater level, it will
perpetually be a drain on water supply even if it does not contaminate groundwater. The threat to people and the economy
will exist until two decades past closure, when the 24 billion gallons of wastewater (that once was drinking water) is finally
evaporated and the tailing pond buried. Unlike agricultural, municipal, or domestic wastewater, this water will not return to
the soil to be reused.

They require a damaging amount of water. In fact we believe that they are only after the water and do not care about the
copper. It is likely that it will destroy environments up into Hillsboro and communities by lowering the water table.

This is our brief but important list of objections to this permit.
Thankyou.

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: BrLIce Cosper <brcbruce@outlook.com>
Sent: Friday, September 28, 2018 5:34 AM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: [EXTJ Cooper Flat discharge permit

To Whom it may concern:

My name is Bruce Cosper and I am a resident of Hillsboro N.M. My family has lived here for four generations. My son
and business partner Asa Cosper, who also lives here own and operate a constrLlction company, Black Range Const. We
are in support of the Cooper Flat Mine. was living here when Cooper Flat opened and worked out at the mine for
Quintana. At the time of the mine operating there was positive influence on the town of Hilisboro and TorC. Young
families were able to live here and have decent work that payed well. The school bus that served Hillsboro carried a
number of kids instead of the one or two that ride it now. Even when the mine wa working at full capacity you would
never know it on the streets of Hilisboro. I never hearc] of anybody’s well being effected by the mine, know for a fact
that our well never fell below it’s original static level. My uncle, Harvey Chatfield whose family homesteacled there
Ranch in Animas creek never had any well problems that resulted from the wells that the mine pumped out of, if they
did effect him, and his ranch you would have heard about it from him.
I trust that the EPA and other agency’s of the state will do there job, as well as Cooper Flat Mine to keep our
environment safe and returned to a more natural state whenever the mine closes. What I am worried about is that
some of the people that have been apposing the mines opening. Some have only lived here a short time, and don’t know
the history of the area some only live here part time. Many of these folk’s will sell there homes and move on to
somewhere else after a few years of being here weather the mine opens or not. They are retired and really don’t care
what the economics of the county are in and what this mine can do for young families, for our schools and small
business that currently struggle making ends meet. I believe that the positive economics will carry on for years to come
and will out way any of the negative that might occur.
I want to Thank you for your consideration and time that you are taking in approving the Cooper Flat mine discharge
permit and look forward towards your continuing efforts in making this operation a success.

Thanks Again,
Bruce Cosper
Black Range Const.
Hillsboro N.M.

Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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My name is Veronique be Jaegher. I live locally in Kingston. I am opposed to the granting of the
bischarge Permit f bocket No. 8W8-18-06(P)) for many reasons...

I am concerned about the interceptor system around the dam of the tailings pond, a ring of wells
that pumps groundwater back into the pond if contamination is detected in the monitoring wells.

Are there enough monitoring wells to detect all the contamination2
If the water if flowing fast. can’t a stream of pollution go between the monitoring wells

undetected t the wells?
The same questions can be asked about the interceptor wells.

How do they know if all the contamination will be captured.
How close do they have to be to each other?

How deep do the wells have to be?
Have they testecLor even designed the system? If not, who will design and build the system if
NMCC is gone. i.e.. during reclamation.
f’oes the money NMCC leave with the state for reclamation include funds for an interceptor

system that m!ght be needed if after closure the_monitoring detects contamination?

NMCC SAYS IT WILL CREATE 270 JOBS OVER 11 YEARS...I know that this issue is not germane
to the granting of the bischarge Permit, but the issue is repeatedly brought up by the mine’s

supporters,
- First, in the contract that binds NMCC with the Jicarilla Apaches it is specifically stated that
‘NMCC will give preference in employment to members of the Nation and to maximize utilization
of tribal members in all available employment opportunities” So those jobs won’t be local
employment...

SEE ARTICLE 21
POLICY STATEMENT ON INbIAN PREFERENCE
21.0 As an employer, the Nation seeks to employ individuals

who possess the skills, abilities, and background to meet the employment needs of the tribe.
As a sovereign Indian tribe and a unique cultural group, the Nation promotes preference
for qualified Indian individuals in employment. Accordingly, the Nation has established Title 23 in
the Jicarilla Apache Nation Code for hiring employees to provide services that meet the

needs of the Nation’s people. NM Copper hereby supports and endorses the policy
of the Nation and shall reasonably consult with the Nation to give preference in employment to
members of the Nation and to maximize utilization of tribal members in all available employment
opportunities. It is the intent of NM Copper to build a core group of skilled labor candidates

through job ptacement and training assistance to eligible enrolled members of the Nation....

- Second, that employment would be temporary because of the “stop and go” mining due to
fluctuation of copper price and not enough water.

What happens to all those jobs when the mine temporarily closes2?
Thank you for your attention.
Véronique be Jaegher
HC 69 Box 101
Hillsboro, NM 88042
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Good evening, I am Nichole Trushell of Kingston. I am a biologist and have lived in the
southwest all of my life.

As a resident of Kingston, why I am concerned -- this project is not located in my backyard. I
care because if the Discharge Permit is granted, wheels will be in motion for stunning
quantities of un-reclaimable water to be used, for toxic chemicals to be released from the soils,
and for life-supporting waterways to be threatened. Groundwater would likely be impacted, as
would Animas Creek, a unique ribbon of LIFE running through our dry landscape. The lives and
farms of local people, many of whom have lived in along the Animas for decades, could be
irreparably damaged. And, of course, the Animas flows into the Rio Grande.

Deciding in favor of this permit is wrong, key reasons for me:

1. The toxicity of the massive amount of waste material and its permanence. Serious
questions: How can long term management of the liner be assured? Who truly understands the
effects of the underlying geology? Who will monitor this area and the potential for devastating
contamination for generations to come? Who monitors it now? Where are those reports?
Who will respond when system failures occur? Who will pay for long term care?

2. The monumental use and toxification of precious water. The amounts of water proposed
for operational needs are preposterous in a dry environment. I noted that a figure of 2.3
BILLION gallons of water was requested by NMCC for yearly operations. Unlike municipal water,
this water will never directly recharge our groundwater—it cannot. Let’s quickly calculate: If an
average personal water use is say 125 gallons of water a day, this amount of water alone would
supply a city of 50,000 people for a year!

3. The economic benefit is very short term and questionable at best. And a FOREIGN company
is the greatest beneficiary, not New Mexicans.

In closing:
Allowing this project is a decision with effects long into the future — negative effects. If any of
you have precious family, or care about water, you must not grant this permit. This excessive
waste and toxic legacy will be yours. The TRUE COST to our water and to our environment is
too great. NO PERMIT.

Thankyou.

Nichole Trushell M.S.
123 Kingston North Street
Hillsboro, NM 88042
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Sharon Dogruel <dogruel@earthlink.net>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 2:17 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-18-06(P)

Dear Mr. Baca,

lam very concerned about the permit referenced in that the discharge (113 million tons) will be contained in a 600-acre (1
square mile) tailing pond behind a 2-mile sand darn.

Even a minor break in the retaining darn or its synthetic liner system can cause catastrophic damage to surface water and groundwater
to the cast and south of the mine, endangering the Caballo Reservoir and the Rio Grande and therefore all municipal and agricultural
water users in the Mesilla Valley. I work with many residents in the Mesilla Valley and know how important water is in this
area. Contaminated water would be disastrous for this region and beyond.

This permit will allow discharge from eleven years of mining and will require 23 billion gallons of water pumped from wells near the
Rio Grande River. The pumping will damage the river’s flow, raise New Mexico’s liabilities in Texas’s lawsuit challenging our state’s
management of the river, and may cost New Mexico taxpayers millions of dollars.

Granting this permit is wrong and New Mexicans will pay dearly for this mistake if it goes through. You have the authority to halt
the discharge permit and prevent a serious environmental catastrophe. Please act responsibly.

Sincerely, Sharon Dogruel

1

18511



Baca, John, NMENV

From: pgnm <pgnm@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, September 26, 2018 8:51 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: [EXT] In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No.

8W8-18-06fP)

Stop Copper Flat Mine.
Pat Duncan.
Los Lunas NM

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Brittany Fallon <blfallon@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, September 26, 2018 2:26 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: tEXT] In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No.

8WB-18-06fP) -

I am a voting citizen and I would like this permit to be rejected. Thank you.

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Les Field <lesfield@unm.edu>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 2:43 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-18-06(P)

To Whom It May Concern;

As a citizen of the state of New Mexico and the United States, concerned about the scarcity of water
in our desert state, concerned about the health and well-being of the plants, animals and people who
live here, and appreciative of the natural beauty which I want to see my grandchildren also enjoy, I
strong;y oppose New Mexico Copper’s plan to discharge 8 billion gallons of horribly contaminated
water each year for the following reasons:

1. The discharge (113 million tons) will be contained in a 600-acre (1 square mile) tailing pond
behind a 2-mile sand dam. Even a minor break in the retaining dam or its synthetic liner system can
cause catastrophic damage to surface water and groundwater to the east and south of the mine,
endangering the Caballo Reservoir and the Rio Grande and therefore all municipal and agricultural
water users in the Mesilla Valley. This threat to people and the economy will exist until two decades
past closure, when the 24 billion gallons of wastewater (that once was drinking water) is finally
evaporated and the tailing pond buried. Unlike agricultural, municipal, or domestic wastewater, this
water will not return to the soil to be reused.

2. The pit will be 2,800 feet across and 900 feet deep at cessation of mining and have a 22-acre
pitlake at its bottom with water that many state agencies think will be polluted. That pitlake will be
left in perpetuity, constituting a deadly hazard to birds, bats, and animals forever. Being hundreds of
feet below groundwater level, it will perpetually be a drain on water supply even if it does not
contaminate groundwater.

3. New Mexico Copper has only enough water rights to operate three months every year. While the
company projects an 11-year operation, in reality it will mine intermittently for decades. During that
extended period, Copper Flat Mine remains unreclaimed, the polluted pitlake and the tailings pond
will be a constant threat to New Mexico wildlife if not to New Mexico groundwater.

4. Eleven years of mining will require 23 billion gallons of water pumped from wells near the Rio
Grande River. The pumping will damage the river’s flow, raise New Mexico’s liabilities in Texas’s lawsuit
challenging our state’s management of the river, and may cost New Mexico taxpayers millions of dollars.
Please attend the hearing this week in Truth or Consequences or write to the Environment
Department to show that New Mexicans oppose this dangerous and wasteful use of our water.

Sincerely,

Les W. Field

Les W. Field
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Professor and Chair
Department of Anthropology
University of New Mexico
Albuquerque, NM 87131
Tel #: (505) 277-4524
email: lesfield@unm.edu
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: CEG <ceg@plazarealtynm.com>
Sent: Friday, September 28, 2018 7:35 AM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: [EXT] copper flat discharge permit

Mr. Baca,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above referenced item. I was not able to address the group in person

and am grateful that I may include my position on the record. And, while I am the President of the Sierra County Board

of REALTORS, I speak to you in my personal behalf, and not in behalf of the Board of REALTORS.

There will be a great deal of prepared data on both sides that will he presented to you I am sure, however, as I
understand the purpose of the public hearing being held in TrUth or Consequences, NM is to determine the will of the

local public and the impact upon them.

Sierra County is one of the poorest counties in one of the poorest states in the Nation, we can go into many directions as
to why, however, to focus on Sierra County, with your approval of the permit, and the subsequent approval of the

mining operation, you will afford Sierra County to begin establishing an economic base that will allow for the populace
of the county to reap the benefits for generations.

Yes, it is anticipated that the mine will produce for around 12 years, however, there will be time before production

begins, and time after production ends where individuals will be employed. It will also allow for additional commerce to
consider the area, antI may introduce entities to our area that have never considered, or, have previously dismissed our

community.

Currently there is only one approved subdivision, with infrastructure, in our county where any building is occurring, and

there has only been one home built in that subdivision in the last five years.

I ask that you approve the Copper Flat Discharge Permit, it will be a great blessing to our people, homes and community.

Of course, should you have any questions of me please contact me.

Rega rd s,

C. EARL GREER
PLAZA REALTY

P.O.BOX 985 ELEPHANT BUTTE NM 87935

575.744.5140 FAX 575.744.5121 CELL 505.350.1155

wwwreajym.com
twitter cegreer skype cegreer
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REALTY
This email message is intended for the personal use of the recipient(s) named above, may be legally privileged and is
confidential, If you are not the intended recipient, you may not review, copy or distribute this message. If you have
received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by email and delete the original
message.ard
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Deborah Guerra <guerra.cleb@gmaii.com>
Sent: Monday, Sejternber 24, 2018 1:02 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Stibject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-18-06(P)

New Mexico Copper

The New Mexico Environment Department Discharge Perrnit-1840

This permit for Copper Flat Mine outside Hilisboro would allow New Mexico Copper
Corp. to discharge 24 million gallons per day of contaminated wastewater that “may
move directly or indirectly into the groundwater” and “may contain water contaminants or
toxic pollutants elevated above the standards” of New Mexico’s Clean Water Act.

Dear Email Hearing Clerk John Baca,

Some of the many reasons to reject this permit

1. The discharge (113 million tons) will be contained in a 600-acre (1 square mile) tailing pond
behind a 2-mile sand darn. Even a minor break in the retaining dam or its synthetic liner system can
cause catastrophic damage to surface water and groundwater to the cast and south of the mine,
endangering the Caballo Reservoir and the Rio Grande and therefore all municipal and agricultural
water users in the Mesilla Valley. This threat to people and the economy will exist until two
decades past closure, when the 24 billion gallons of wastewater (that once was drinking water) is
finally evaporated and the tailing pond buried. Unlike agricultural, municipal, or domestic
wastewater, this water will not return to the soil to be reused.

2. The pit will be 2,800 feet across and 900 feet deep at cessation of mining and have a 22-acre
pitlake at its bottom with water that many state agencies think will be polluted. That pitlake will be
left in perpetuity, constituting a deadly hazard to birds, bats, and animals forever. Being hundreds
of feet below groundwater level, it will perpetually be a drain on water supply even if it does not
contaminate groundwater.

3. New Mexico Copper has only enough water rights to operate three months every year. While the
company projects an 11-year operation, in reality it will mine intermittently for decades. During that
extended period, Copper Flat Mine remains unreclairned, the polluted pitlake and the tailings pond
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will be a constant threat to New Mexico wildlife if not to New Mexico groundwater.

4. Eleven years of mining will require 23 billion gallons of water pumped from wells near the Rio
Grande River. The pumping will damage the river’s flow, raise New Mexico’s liabilities in Texas’s lawsuit
challenging our state’s management of the river, and may cost New Mexico taxpayers millions of dollars.

Sincerely,
Debbie Guerra
Silver City, NM
88061

L1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Barry Hatfield <barryhat@cybermesa.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 25, 2018 12:39 AM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8W8-18-06(P)

Dear Sir,

This permit should be rejected.

New Mexico Copper has only enough water rights to operate three months every year. While the company projects an 11-
year operation, in reality it will mine intermittently for decades. During that extended period, Copper Flat Mine remains
unreclaimed, the polluted pit-lake and the tailings pond will be a constant threat to New Mexico wildlife if not to New
Mexico groundwater.

Eleven years of mining will require 23 billion gallons of water pumped from wells near the Rio Grande River. The pumping
will damage the river’s flow, raise New Mexico’s liabilities in Texas’s lawsuit challenging our state’s management of the
river, and may cost New Mexico taxpayers millions of dollars.

This threat to people and the economy will exist until two decades past closure, when the 24 billion gallons of wastewater
-- that once was drinking water -- is finally evaporated and the tailing pond buried. Unlike agricultural, municipal, or
domestic wastewater, this water will not return to the soil to be reused.

Thank you,

Barry Hatfield

Santa Fe NM
(505) 473-0695

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: KrisK <karpaul@mail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 6:44 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Mailer of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-18-06(P)

To Whom It May Concern: I would like to state my position as a New Mexico resident that I am totally against approving
a discharge permit for the Copper Flat Mine outside Hillsboro. I believe the potential risk to the groundwater is
unacceptable. Water is such a precious resource in our state and we need to protect both the quantity and quality of
the life giving liquid we still have left. The 24 million gallons per day of contaminated wastewater that will be released if
this permit is granted may one day escape into the surrounding groundwater causing pollution that will endanger both
people and wildlife possibly for decades to come. It is simply not worth the risk. The permit must be denied!

Kris Karsteadt
3236 High ridge St
Las Cruces, NM

Sent from my iPad
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Jaswant Khalsa <jaswantkhalsa@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, September 28, 2018 11:02 AM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: [EXI] In the Matter of Copper Flat Men’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No.

8W8-18-06fP)

To: New Mexico Environment Department
Butch Tongate, Cabinet Secretary Designate
Kurt Vollbrecht, Director of Mining Environment Compliance

My husband and I are residents of Sierra County, NM. We retired here three years ago and own both residential and
commercial property in Truth or Consequences, NM. We have lived in the Southwest, including AZ, for over forty years,
and also own property in Catron County, NM. We love the Southwest and Southern New Mexico in particular.

We pay close attention to economic, water resource, and environmental issues in the U.S. and the Southwest. This week
(Sep 24-28), we attended and listened intently to the NMED hearings held in T or C. We remain opposed to NM
Copper Corp. (Themac Resource Group) reopening the Copper Flat Mine in Hillsboro, NM and the issuance of
Discharge Permit 1$40. This project would have profound long-term detrimental consequences to the water,
environment, and people of New Mexico.

1. First and foremost, 11 years of mining would use 23 billion gallons of water pumped from wells near the Rio Grande
River. Unlike agricultural, municipal, or domestic wastewater, this water will not be returned to the soil to be reused.
Municipal and agricultural water users in Southern NM, need every drop of water that exists. As you know, ground water
is a significant problem throughout the Southwest and particularly in Southern New Mexico. With good reason, New
Mexico is currently being sued by Texas regarding excessive agricultural pumping of ground water that feeds the Rio
Grande. Independent of the Copper flat Mine, this has been a huge issue that will be at the Supreme Court within a few
short years. This lawsuit itself is clear evidence that NEW MEXICO DOES NOT HAVE GROUND WATER TO
SPARE.

2. Approval of this permit creates a significant threat to Southern New Mexico. It would endanger the Caballo Reservoir
and the Rio Grande River and all municipal and agricultural water users in the Mesilla Valley. According to this permit
application, 113 million tons of discharge would be contained in a 600 acre tailing pond behind a 2 mile sand dam with a
22 acre pit lake of polluted water at the bottom. Even a minor mishap in the dam or the synthetic liner would cause
catastrophic damage to surface and ground water, contaminating what little water we have, endangering all human, plant,
and animal life. This would mean decades of constant threat to New Mexico groundwater, wildlife, and economic
development.

3. The economic benefit of reopening Copper flat Mine will not be nearly as great as city county, and state officials and
business people hope. New Mexico Copper Corp. has only enough water rights to operate three months per year. This
means the environmental and economic threat would continue during decades of intermittent mining. The company says
it will employ abut 270 employees. But this relatively low number of part-time low wage jobs are of questionable
benefit. Based on the NM Copper Corporation’s water agreement with the Jicarilla Apache Reservation, their people
would have employment preference. Regardless of where employees originate from or settle, the Copper Flat Mine is at
least a 30-60 minute one-way drive from most residential communities. Such part-time intermittent employment would
be minimally beneficial to Southern New Mexico. In fact, it is likely the mine would not attract permanent residents but,
instead, to result in an increased transient population. Most of the economic benefit of this mine would be to Australian-
based CEO’s and shareholders that are not even NM residents.

To increase NM Tax revenue, it would be of greater long-term benefit to create policies that would attract sustainable
energy companies that will offer long-term revenue and resident employment. The cost/benefit ratio of the Copper flat
Mine “opportunity” is way too high. Given very significant threat to the water, environment, and economy and minimal

1
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economic benefit to the people of Souther New Mexico, we urge the NM Environment Department to disapprove
Discharge Permit 1840.

We understand the need for increasing state revenue, but the cost of a project like this is much too high. The NM
Environment Department is responsible to the people of this state - not foreign corporations. We urge you to make your
decisions accordingly.

Thank you,
Satwant Singh and Jaswant Khalsa
574 W. 4th Ave
TorC,NM87901
602 359 2146
602 290 8076

2
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Eaca, John, NMENV

From: Jaswant Khalsa <jaswantkhalsa@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, September 28, 2018 11:09 AM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: [EXTI Fwcl: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No.

8WB-18-06(P)

Correct ion to Subject

Forwarded message
From: Jaswant Khalsa <aswaritkhaIsa@gmail.corn>
Date: Fri, Sep 2$, 201$ at 11:02 AM
Subject: in the Matter of Copper Flat Men’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-1$-O6fP)
To: <jn.bac stte.nm us>

To: New \ lexico Environment l.)epartmcnt
I3utch lonatc, Cabinet Secretary I)csignate
Kurt \1ollbrecht, l)irector of M inino Environment Compliance

1\Iy husband and t are residents of’ Sierra C ‘mints’, N 1. We retit’cd hei-e three years ago and own 1)0th residentiaL and
commercial property in IrLith or ConsecftLcnces. NM. We have lived in the Southwest, including AZ, for over lot’ty Vears,

and also owti property in (‘atron (‘ounty, Ni . \Ve love the Southwest and Southern New Mexico in particular.

\\‘e pay close attention to economic, water resource, and environmental issues in the U.S. and the Southwest. ‘[his week
(Sep 24—25), we attended and listened intently to the N\l 1:1) hearings held in 1 or C. We t.eiiiaifl opposed to NiI
Copper Curl). (themac Resource Group) reof)ening the (‘upper Hat Mine in IIitlSl)OtO, NM anti t lie issuance of
1)isch urge Permit I 54t). ‘l’his 1)101CC t w out (I Ii ;i ye pi’o to ii ut) It) ng—t Ci’lfl (letri nieiit al cuuisetjiiences to the wa tei’,
en Viroui uient, fl 11(1 people of’ New \ I exi CO.

• First and foremost. Ilyears of minine would use 23 billin Iofwatc pumped fmm el s near the Rio (plJcI
River. Unlike ai.tricultural, municipal. or domestic wastewatcr, this water will not be returned to the soil to he reused.
Municipal and agricultural water tisers in Southern NM, need evety drop of water that exists As ou know, ground water
is a significant piollem thmughout the Southw est and particularly in Southern New Mexico. With good reason, New
Mexico is cui-rently being sued by Texas regarding excessive agricultural pumping of gt’ound water that feeds the Rio
Grandc. independent of the topper Flat Mine, this has been a huge issue that will be at the Supreme Court within a
short years. This lawsuit itself’ is clear evidence that NE\\’ MEXICO DOES Nt.) F I I.\\’E URt )UNI) WA’I’ER T(
SP.\RE.

2. Approval of this penn creates a significani threat Mexico. It would endanger the (‘aballo Reservoir
and the Rio ( irande River and all municipal and agricultural water users in the Mesitla Valley.According to this permit
application. 11 3 million tons of discharge would be contained in a 600 acre tailing pond behind a 2 mile sand clam with a
22 acre pit lake of polluted water at the bottom. I ven a minor mishap in the clam or the s nthetic liner voulcI cattse
catastrophic damage to surface and ground water, contaminating what little water we have, endangering all human, plant.
and animal life. Ihis would mean decades of constant threat to New \ lexico groundwater. w i lclli fe. and economic
development.

3 lh cconomtL bLnLf it of i LtJpLntnL C oppci I lit s I mnL w ill not hL n’_ U 1SW Lii N Ltt’ count\ md st ik o tic I il’ mcI
business peqple hope. New Mexico Copper Corp. has only enough water m’ights tc) operate three months pem• year. ‘I’his
means the envirc)mummental antI economic threat would continue during decades 01’ intermittent mining. ‘I’he company says
it will employ abut 27t) employees. i3tit this relatively low’ number of part—time low’ wage ohs are of’ ctmestionahle
benefit. Ilasecl on the N I Copper C ‘om porlit ion’s w atcr agreement w ith the .licaril Ia Apache Reservation, their people
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would have employment preference. Regardless of where employees originate from or settle, the Copper flat Mine is at
least a 30-60 minute one-tvay drive from most residential communities. Such part-time intermittent employment would
be minimally beneficial to Southern New Mexico. In fact, it is likely the mine would not attract permanent residents but,
instead, to result in an increased transient population. Most of the economic benefit of this mine would be to Australian-
based CEO’s and shareholders that are not even NM residents.

To increase NM Tax revenue, it would be of greater long-term benefit to create policies that would attract sustainable
energy companies that will offer long-term revenue and resident employment. The cost/benefit ratio of the Copper flat
Mine “opportunity” is way too high. Given very significant threat to the water, environment, and economy and minimal
economic benefit to the people of Souther New Mexico, we urge the NM Environment Department to disapprove
Discharge Permit 1840.

We understand the need for increasing state revenue, but the cost of a project like this is much too high. The NM
Environment Department is responsible to the people of this state - not foreign corporations. We urge you to make your
decisions accordingly.

Thank you,
Satwant Singh and Jaswant Khalsa
574 W. 4th Ave
TorC,NM 87901
602 359 2146
602 290 8076

2
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Thomas Kindig <tokind@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 25, 2018 1:14 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: [EXT] In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No.

8WB-18-06(P)

Sir,
The permit for Copper Flat Mine outside Hillsboro would allow New Mexico Copper Corp. to discharge 24 million gallons
per day of contaminated wastewater that “may move directly or indirectly into the groundwater” and “may contain
water contaminants or toxic pollutants elevated above the standards” of New Mexico’s Clean Water Act.

One of New Mexico’s most endangered resources is groundwater. As our region continues to experience dry conditions
which deplete our surface water resources, it would be criminal to risk our groundwater resources in this fashion.
Release of contaminated substances to our environment should be met with massive penalties - not permits.

Thanks,

Thomas
- We are as gods and have to get good at it. -Stewart Brand

1
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9/23/2018 THEMAC - tedletha105gmail.com - GmaiI

Dear State Engineer office
I hope you would support the THEMAC’s application to open the copper mine at Copper Flats in Sierra County N.M. I

support THEMAC because they have taken every present environmental precaution so far that has been brought up to this
point in time. I know a lot about environment construction because I worked 8 years as a survey engineer, and 30 years in
maintenance.

Sierra County also needs a break to improve our economy, and to give our local people a chance to have an opportunity
and a quality learning experience, If you haven’t gone to one of THEMAC’s meetings you should go for a quality learning
experience.

You will also heat from the Citizens Against Virtually Everything (CAVE) groupe and senior citizens who don’t want this
mine reopened. They have a lot of reasons not to open this mine because they are afraid to look at the real facts, and the fact
that they don’t want a new group of young people helping to give our county anew and productive start. I would appreciate
that you would sign the necessary documents to open the mine at CopperFlats so that we can have an opportunity to
revitalize our people and our economy, and stabilize our county.

Sincerely,
Ted Kuzdrowski
PC Box 1445
Elephant Butte, N.M.87935
1-4-17
Email tedletho I 05@gmil.com

https://maiI.google.comlmauIu/O/?tab=wm#searcMn%3Asent+copper!FMICgxmTnNsTwLPgGmnzRkBzHXQDCFdH 1/1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Cathy Knight <knight.cathy30@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, September 28, 2018 4:59 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: [EXT] In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No.

8WB-18-06fP)

I am against the Copper Flat Mine’s request because

1. The discharge (113 million tons) will be contained in a 600-acre (1 square mile) tailing pond
behind a 2-mile sand dam. Even a minor break in the retaining dam or its synthetic liner system can
cause catastrophic damage to surface water and groundwater to the east and south of the mine,
endangering the Caballo Reservoir and the Rio Grande and therefore all municipal and agricultural
water users in the Mesilla Valley. This threat to people and the economy will exist until two decades
past closure, when the 24 billion gallons of wastewater (that once was drinking water) is finally
evaporated and the tailing pond buried. Unlike agricultural, municipal, or domestic wastewater, this
water will not return to the soil to be reused.

2. The pit will be 2,800 feet across and 900 feet deep at cessation of mining and have a 22-acre
pitlake at its bottom with water that many state agencies think will be polluted. That pitlake will be
left in perpetuity, constituting a deadly hazard to birds, bats, and animals forever. Being hundreds of
feet below groundwater level, it will perpetually be a drain on water supply even if it does not
contaminate groundwater.

3. New Mexico Copper has only enough water rights to operate three months every year. While the
company projects an 11-year operation, in reality it will mine intermittently for decades. During that
extended period, Copper Flat Mine remains unreclaimed, the polluted pitlake and the tailings pond
will be a constant threat to New Mexico wildlife if not to New Mexico groundwater.

4. Eleven years of mining will require 23 billion gallons of water pumped from wells near the Rio
Grande River. The pumping will damage the river’s flow, raise New Mexico’s liabilities in Texas’s
lawsuit challenging our state’s management of the rivet, and may cost New Mexico taxpayers millions
of dollars.
Please attend the hearing this week in Truth or Consequences or write to the Environment
Department to show that New Mexicans oppose this dangerous and wasteful use of our water.

New Mexico does not need anymore bad environmental decisions. I am seeing plenty of them
throughout our state. We should be conserving our waters not wasting and poluting them. I grew up
in Silver City and had many drives through the beautiful Black Range in route to T or C for weekends
at Elephant Butte. Please choose to protect our lands.

Cathy Knight
202 S. Lea Ave.
Roswell, NM 88203

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Robert Johnson <rjwata@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 25, 2018 11:07 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: tEXT] In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No.

8WB-18-06(P)

Dear Mr. Baca,

I’d like to voice my opposition to Copper Flat Mine’s discharge permit 1840, for the following reasons:

1. The discharge (113 million tons) will be contained in a 600-acre (1 square mile) tailing pond behind a 2-
mile sand dam. Even a minor break in the retaining dam or its synthetic liner system can cause catastrophic
damage to surface water and groundwater to the east and south of the mine, endangering the Caballo
Reservoir and the Rio Grande and therefore all municipal and agricultural water users in the MesiHa
Valley. This threat to people and the economy will exist until two decades past closure, when the 24 billion
gallons of wastewater (that once was drinking water) is finally evaporated and the tailing pond buried. Unlike
agricultural, municipal, or domestic wastewater, this water will not return to the soil to be reused.

2. The pit will be 2,800 feet across and 900 feet deep at cessation of mining and have a 22-acre pitlake at its
bottom with water that many state agencies think will be polluted. That pitlake will be left in perpetuity,
constituting a deadly hazard to birds, bats, and animals forever. Being hundreds of feet below groundwater
level, it will perpetually be a drain on water supply even if it does not contaminate groundwater.

3. New Mexico Copper has only enough water rights to operate three months every year. While the company
projects an 11-year operation, in reality it will mine intermittently for decades. During that extended period,
Copper Flat Mine remains unreclaimed, the polluted pitlake and the tailings pond will be a constant threat to
New Mexico wildlife if not to New Mexico groundwater.

4. Eleven years of mining will require 23 billion gallons of water pumped from wells neat the Rio Grande
River. The pumping will damage the river’s flow, raise New Mexico’s liabilities in Texas’s lawsuit challenging
our state’s management of the river, and may cost New Mexico taxpayers millions of dollars.

Sincerely,
Robert Johnson
Albuquerque, NM, USA
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i Hello. My name is Dan Lorimier and I’m a 40 year resident of Sierra County

where I live rurally. I have installed and maintain a private water well to

supply my home and property.

Thanks to the Department for holding this public comment session and thanks

to the Hearing Officer for formalizing it.

I was involved in the development of the ‘Dairy Rule’ stipulated agreement

with this agency and the NM dairy industry in 2013-14 and 15. From that

work, I developed a sense of the importance of synthetic liners with leak

detection and recovery. I also became familiar with the problems associated

with monitor wells and their after-the-fact pollution detection nature.

I oppose this Groundwater Discharge Permit as drafted and here is one
reason: Originally, NMCC planned a double liner system with leak recovery
between the two synthetic liners. So, they would have installed a gravel bed,
a bottom plastic liner, an under-drain leak collection system plus leak
detection sensors, a top plastic liner and then the tailings. The current plan,
which is allowed by our new copper rule, calls only for a bed of gravel to hold
a single synthetic liner and the tailings. It would also have a very mysterious
component - an ‘under-drain’ collection system installed above the liner. The
Department should ask how the planned system could capture and recycle
leaks above the synthetic liner when its purpose is to recapture leaks between
two synthetic liners.

What this plan calls for is actually an ‘above-drain’ water capture system that
pumps water that’s inside the tailings pond, to be used for production
purposes. Nothing is there to prevent pollution that has made its way past or
through the liner from entering the vadose zone and then the groundwater.
Rather than prevent groundwater contamination, this plan proposes to install
monitor wells. And, if pollution is detected, the company would install
‘interceptor wells’ to pump up and treat the polluted water. Is their financial
assurance sufficient to cover these formidable potential expenses?
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With wide agreement that the unlined tailings pond used in the past is

currently causing groundwater pollution, shouldn’t the Department require
this Company to install ‘interceptor wells’ to treat the existing contamination
at the outset of their production phase in addition to their planned monitor
wells? Shouldn’t this Company install these wells in anticipation of
groundwater pollution from their single lined ‘dumb’ taffings pond that has
no leak detection or under-lagoon pollution recycling capacity?

Again, I oppose this plan and this draft permit as written. The department
might still fold together their mission to protect and improve our New
Mexican groundwater quality while regulating a New Mexican industry as
sanctified and ultra-legal as copper mining.

Thanks.
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Michael Madrid <mjmadrid@lcps.net>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 11:16 AM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the matter of Copper Flat Mines Discharge Permit

Please, please, please don’t allow the mining industry to pollute our drinking water! We live in a desert and
there are few places where the meme “Water is Sacred” is more applicable than the desert southwest. Our
survival in the desert is precariously balanced on the fact that we (I’m including wildlife) rely on clean, safe
drinking water.

Please deny Copper Flat’s discharge permit. All living things here will thank you.

Mi Madrid

For sale: antique desk suitable for lady with thick legs and large drawers
from Addled Ads in Anguished English by Richard Lederer

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Jan McCreary <mccrearyjan27@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 2:56 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8W8-18-06(P)

I am opposed to allowing Copper Flat Mine to create a polluted pitlake and tailings pond because:

1. The discharge (113 million tons) will be contained in a 600-acre (1 square mile) tailing pond
behind a 2-mile sand dam. Even a minor break in the retaining dam or its synthetic liner system can
cause catastrophic damage to surface water and groundwater to the east and south of the mine,
endangering the Caballo Reservoir and the Rio Grande and therefore all municipal and agricultural
water users in the Mesilla Valley. This threat to people and the economy will exist until two decades
past closure, when the 24 billion gallons of wastewater (that once was drinking water) is finally
evaporated and the tailing pond buried. Unlike agricultural, municipal, or domestic wastewater, this
water will not return to the soil to be reused.

2. The pit will be 2,800 feet across and 900 feet deep at cessation of mining and have a 22-acre
pitlake at its bottom with water that many state agencies think will be polluted. That pitlake will be
left in perpetuity, constituting a deadly hazard to birds, bats, and animals forever. Being hundreds of
feet below groundwater level, it will perpetually be a drain on water supply even if it does not
contaminate groundwater.

3. New Mexico Copper has only enough water rights to operate three months every year. While the
company projects an 11-year operation, in reality it will mine intermittently for decades. During that
extended period, Copper Flat Mine remains unreclaimed, the polluted pitlake and the tailings pond
will be a constant threat to New Mexico wildlife if not to New Mexico groundwater.

4. Eleven years of mining will require 23 billion gallons of water pumped from wells near the Rio

Grande River. The pumping will damage the river’s flow, raise New Mexico’s liabilities in Texas’s lawsuit
challenging our state’s management of the river, and may cost New Mexico taxpayers millions of dollars.

This is unacceptable.

Sincerely,
Jan McCreary

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Robert McCorkle <frogman3030@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 11:15 AM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-18-06(P)

Dr. Mr. Baca: I would like my comment to be entered in the record, noting my strong desire to see Copper Flat’s
discharge permit denied. Allowing 113 million tons of copper tailings to be contained behind a 2-mile sand dam for more
than a decade is inviting catastrophe that could adversely impact the drinking water of tens of thousands of us living in
the Mesilla Valley. That’s a risk not worth taking. Wildlife, too, will be negatively impacted by the polluted tailing pond.
Furthermore, the immense quantity of fresh water that would be used in the mining operations for the next decade
would be much better used to sustain an ample water supply for agricultural and domestic uses. A front-page story
today in the Las Cruces Sun-News noted that due to prolonged drought and lack of snow runoff into the Rio Grande this
past winter (the least runoff since the dam was built in the early 20th century), Elephant Butte Reservoir is at 3 percent
capacity. Under this scenario, if sustained, the importance of groundwater will be greatly elevated. Allowing Copper Flat
Mine to pump 23 billion gallons of water from the aquifer over 11 years is nothing short of insanity. Permit 1840 should
be rejected.
Thank you,
Robert McCorkle
Las Cruces, NM

1
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On the Hearing before the Secretary of Environment in the matter of Discharge Permit 1840 for Copper

Flat Mine

Docket No. 8WB-18-06(P)

Attention: Hearing Clerk John Baca

Dear Mr. Baca,

We are writing to express our concern about the proposed reopening of the Copper Flat Mine, in
particular regarding the Discharge Permit (public notice #2, 2/2/2018, DP#1840). As residents of

Kingston, NM, we live only about 10 miles from the mine and have an apple orchard and ground- and

surface-water right, so the health of the local environment and the availability and quality of local water

resources are important to us. As professional hydrologists, water resources in general are important to

us as well. Although we have limited familarity with local hydrogeology in the Copper Flat Mine area,

one of us (Van Metre) has 38 years of experience in water quality and sediment chemistry, a Masters

Degree in Hydrology from the Univ. of Arizona, and a PhD in Geology from the Univ. of Rouen, France.

The other (Mahier) has 25 years of experience in aqueous geochemistry and hydrogeology, with a

Masters and PhD in hydrogeology from the Univ. of Texas.

The discharge permit request states that “New Mexico Copper Corporation, proposes to discharge up to

25,264,000 gallons per day (25 MGD) of mine tailings, process water, impacted stormwater, and

domestic wastewater to a lined tailing impoundment. ... Potential contaminants from this type of

discharge include sulfate, nitrate, total dissolved solids, and metals.” We think there are important
questions to be answered regarding this request. These include:

1. 25 MGD translates to filling the existing tailings impoundment, about 1 square kilometer in area,

with 120 feet thickness of water and tailings over the course of a year. What portion of the 25

MGD is water that must be evaporated to avoid eventual outflows? Annual evaporation is

expected to remove only about 6 feet of water. What becomes of the remaining 114 feet of

water and tailings? Or over 5 years, 570 feet of water and tailings? The existing tailings

impoundment is about 150 feet above the land surface (per the 1996 USGS quadrangle map);

how much does NMCC propose to increase the size of the impoundment to accommodate all

this material for how many years of mining? We are unclear on how NMCC is proposing to

handle the level of discharge requested in the permit.

2. What is the proposed source of the water in the 25 MGD that will be discharged? If a substantial

portion of this water will be pumped from the pit as part of the dewatering operations, how will

the resulting change in water level affect the groundwater flow system in the area? What will

the quality of that water be? The report produced by SRK Consulting (SRK Project Number

19100003; 2018) cites elevated concentrations of copper, sulfate, chloride, TDS, manganese,

cobalt, fluoride, sodium, and potassium in pit lake water as a result of periodic Acid Wall Seep

(AWS) events. For example, Figure 1.9 in that report shows a maximum copper concentration in

the pit lake of 26 mg/L in 2013; the USEPA Maximum Contaminant Level for copper for drinking

water is 1.3 mg/L.

We have additional concerns and questions about contradictory information on the hydrologic setting of

the mine in the environmental engineering reports that are the foundation of the mining plans and the
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Discharge Permit. Two documents from the public record describe the geology and hydrology of the
Copper Flats mine site and, specifically, the pit lake. These documents are inconsistent—which one is
incorrect? The letter from Shoemaker and Associates to Ms Katie Emmer, dated June 25, 2015,
responding to questions raised about the rapid fill scenario, includes and relies heavily on the figure

reproduced below (Figure 1). This data and modeling exercise indicates that the groundwater level in
the pit will have stabilized at about 4900 feet (amsl) 100 y after mining and a difference in groundwater

level from the pit lake to the eastern local maximum of 200-250 feet, which would drive groLlndwater

flow in the direction of the pit. The authors conclude that more than 20 feet of rain on the pit and

surrounding drainage area to reverse that gradient and cause pit water to flow into the regional

groundwater system.

East

t.!

I
hgore I. West—to—cast prohic of post—mintng ater levels across the open pit.

Figure 1 indicates that the highest water level down-gradient (east) of the pit is always above
elevation 5,1 Of) Ii amsl. The long-term pit water elevation fluctuates near elevation 4850 ft
amsl, with maximum ssater elevation of 4,900 II amsl occurring at the end of rapid fill. To
create a flow—through system, water level in the pit would have to exceed elevation 5,100 ft
amsl,

However, a figure in NMCC report DP-1840, dated 2018, (Figure 2, reproduced over the mine pit below)

shows the current potentiometric surface (groundwater level) at the mine site in map view based on

monitoring wells. In this document, the groundwater level at the center of the pit is 5440 feet (amsl),

whereas in the Shoemaker and Associates letter the groundwater level in the pit is given as 4900 feet, a

different of more than 500 feet. Why would the pit water level stabilize more than 500 feet lower after

the next round of nflning compared to where it is now? In the NMCC report, the nearest monitoring

well to the east, regionally clown-gradient, is 5448 feet—just 8 feet above the level in the pit. This

indicates that only a small change in water level in the pit relative to the surrounding groundwater level,

less than 10 feet, would reverse flow direction, compared to the change of 200-250 feet citecJ by

Shoemaker. The very large inconsistencies between the modeling results presented in the Shoemaker

letter and the current groundwater levels raise crucial questions regarding the reliability of the
hydrologic assessments that underlie this permit redlLlest.
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New Mexico (pper Corporation, DP- $40
Effective L)te: X)OC< X. 201$

Sincerely,

Dr. Peter Van Metre

Dr. Barbara Mahier

35 Kingston Main Street

Hilisboro, NM 88042

Figure 2 — Ground a;id Surface WTa
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Edward LeBlanc <el2@twenty15.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 2:08 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-18-06(P)

Dear Mr. Baca,

After reading about the proposed discharge permit 1840, I had to ask myself if we have lost our collective minds to even
consider such a permit!

Coincidently just about a month ago, I showed my 17 year old son some information about the Berkeley Pit and Yankee

Doodle tailings pond on the edge of the city of Butte, Montana. Apparently a lot of people thought that was a good idea

at first. Now everybody sees that it was clearly a bad idea because it is a superfund site. It is so polluted that it kills birds

unfortunate enough to landing on the water.

So that was in 1955, and apparently we have collectively still not learned enough from this and similar atrocities to stop

doing this kind of thing. Someone will surely claim that the proposed discharge permit for the Copper Flat Mine is
different, perhaps claiming that the “modern techniques” would not cause the same problems, but any such arguments

would be naive.

What is being considered is to knowingly permit a future superfund site. This cannot be allowed! It is too dangerous.

With all due respect,
Sincerely,
Edward LeBlanc

531A Dolores St.
Santa Fe, NM
87501
505-471-9176

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Ben Lewis <hillbro48@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 6:12 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: Comments on Draft Discharge Permit Copper Flat Mine
Attachments: HMDWCA Comments on Discharge Permit for Copper Flat Mine.pdf

Please find attached the Association’s comments on the above referenced permit. We would ask that our comments be
added to the record of the Hearing.

Ben Lewis, President
Hillsboro MDWCA

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Dan Maxwell <swex@cybermesa.com>
Sent: Friday, September 28, 2018 1:34 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV; Jeffrey Smith
Subject: [EXTI comments on Copper Flat discharge permit

I have worked in New Mexico as a mining engineer for 43 years, and during my career, I have witnessed the mining
industry shrink at an alarming rate. Along with this demise goes the tax base of our rural communities to the point of
near extinction for some; just ask the folks in Grant, Hidalgo, Luna, Cibola, McKinley, San Juan, Colfax, Taos and Eddy
Counties.

As an alternative to this “old” resource economy, the green community has re-packaged another old idea in its buzz
phrase of a “recreation economy”. But the jobs in this “Tourism” sector are largely seasonal, low skill and low pay, which
leads to further strain on public coffers to support workers during off-season periods of unemployment. With Elephant
Butte Lake as an example, long-time Sierra County residents know this all too well; many in the community survive off
one assistance program or another during slow periods.

As a major producer, Copper Flat would go a long way towards improving the economy of Sierra County with long-term,
skilled, high-paying jobs, and beyond the planned 10-15 year mine life, proposed operations may reveal additional
resources for the future. Loud, emotional hyperbole is difficult for the Department to ignore, but from my knowledge of
the contents of NMCC’s discharge permit application, I support NMED’s approval of the Plan on its technical merits.

If you have questions, please email the address above, or call me at 575-537-9594.

Sincerely, Dan Maxwell.

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Peter Van Metre <pcvanmet@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 4:41 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV; bjmahler59@gmail.com
Subject: [EX1] Comment on Discharge Permit 1840 for Copper Flat Mm
Attachments: Copper Flats comment from Van Metre & Mahler.docx

Dear Mr. Baca,

Please find the attached comment on the subject Discharge Permit request.

Regards,
Peter Van Metre and Barbara Mahier

1

18541



9/27/2018

Felicia Orth,

My name is Robert Middleton. I was born here in Hot Springs (now Truth or
Consequences), New Mexico. I own Los Arcos Steak and Lobster Restaurant in T
or C. and have been in business here for over 48 years. I did not have a chance to
speak at the NMCC Copper Flat Mine Groundwater Protection I)ischarge permit.
Thanks for allowing me to submit a written statement.

I have strong leelings about the positive economic impact that it will have
on our struggling community and have seen the positive economic impact
personally here in Sierra County. I was in business at I.A)S Arcos in the late 70’s
and early 0’s while the Quintana Mine was in the construction and production

ihase. It was the only time in the last 48 years that I have seen a significant
economic impact in my business and in our community. Our community was
flourishing due to workers with good paying jobs and paychecks to spend here in
our commtinity. It would be wonderful to see that again and for our youth to have
the opportttmtv of choice to remain in our community without leaving for
employment elsewhere as we have seen I’or years.

Thank you for your consi cleration.

S incerly,

Robert M idol leton (owner)
Los Arcos Steak and Lobster

P 0. Box 786 • 1400 North Date St.
(505) 894-6200

Thttlz or c’onsequences. New Mexico 87901
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Debora Nicoll <4ncx123@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 4:14 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: [EXTJ DP 1840, Docket 8WB-18-06(P), copper flat mine

Dear Secretary of Environment,

I am Debora Nicoll, (105 Caje Trail Rd, Hiisboro NM 88042) and am writing regarding the discharge
permit 1840 for copper flat mine in Hifisboro Mel, Docket No. 8WB-18-06(P). I am a retired
biomedical researcher with a BS in chemistry and a PhD in biology.

I oppose your granting this permit. The mine owners seem very vague about how they propose to deal
with the “pit lake” after mining. In their environmental impact statement, they have referred to the
current pit lake as an environmental sink with water inputs coming from groundwater and precipitation
and with evaporation exceeding those inputs. This, of course means, that any contaminants in the pit
lake are becoming more concentrated with time. The mine company also mentioned that the current
pit lake already has displayed elevated levels of a number of metals including aluminum, lead, cadmium
and zinc. The mining company states that because of this, the pit mine does not meet standaids for
uses in warm water aquatic habitat, livestock watering or for wild life habitat.

The mining plan includes pumping water from the pit lake and using it on the walls of the mine to
control dust. I understand this to mean that they will pump the contaminated water from the bottom
of the pit and spray it on the roads leading down into the mine. That water wifl pick up additional
contaminants while draining back to the bottom of the pit and those contaminants will become more
concentrated with time.

The pit lake is in contact with groundwater as evidenced by the input of groundwater to the pit lake.
Since this is so, that also means that the contaminants in the pit lake can diffuse into the ground water
and flow, most likely into the direction of Lake Caballo and the Rio Grande, or, perhaps more
alarmingly, into the wells, seeps and springs that are used by local human and non human residents.

It seems that the best way to deal with the pit lake after mining would be to backfill the pit and bring
the area back up to contour. This is exactly what the mine company says it is doing. Instead, they
propose to allow the lake to fill and to plant trees and other landscaping and make it accessible to
wildlife. This sounds like a perfect recipe for ridding the area of all the local fauna.

Given all these points, I must highly encourage you not to approve discharge permit 1840, docket no.
8WB-18-06(P) for the copper flat mine.

Thank you
Debora Nicoll

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Shannon Patrick <xannin2@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 1:41 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mines Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-18-06(P)

Please reject this permit because:

1. The discharge (113 million tons) will be contained in a 600-acre (1 square mile) tailing pond
behind a 2-mile sand dam. Even a minor break in the retaining dam or its synthetic liner system can
cause catastrophic damage to surface water and groundwater to the east and soUth of the mine,
endangering the Caballo Reservoir and the Rio Grande and therefore all municipal and agricultural
water users in the Mesilla Valley. This threat to people and the economy will exist until two decades
past closure, when the 24 billion gallons of wastewater (that once was drinking water) is finally
evaporated and the tailing pond buried. Unlike agricultural, municipal, or domestic wastewater, this
water will not return to the soil to be reused.

2. The pit will be 2,800 feet across and 900 feet deep at cessation of mining and have a 22-acre
pitlake at its bottom with water that many state agencies think will be polluted. That pitlake will be
left in perpetuity, constituting a deadly hazard to birds, bats, and animals forever. Being hundreds of
feet below groundwater level, it will perpetually be a drain on water supply even if it does not
contaminate groundwater.

3. New Mexico Copper has only enough water rights to operate three months every year. While the
company projects an 11-year operation, in reality it will mine intermittently for decades. During that
extended period, Copper Flat Mine remains unreclaimed, the polluted pitlake and the tailings pond
will be a constant threat to New Mexico wildlife if not to New Mexico groundvvater.

4. Eleven years of mining will require 23 billion gallons of water pumped from wells near the Rio
Grande River. The pumping will damage the river’s flow, raise New Mexico’s liabilities in Texas’s
lawsuit challenging our state’s management of the river, and may cost New Mexico taxpayers millions
of dollars.

Thank you,
Shannon Patrick, MA, M.Ed., MLS
Las Cruces NM

] Virus-free. www.avg.com
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Eaca, John, NMENV

From: Daniel Richards <dprichards42@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 4:25 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-18-06(P)

Attention Clerk John Baca,

This permit is totally unacceptable for the following reasons:

1. The discharge (113 million tons) will be contained in a 600-acre (1 square mile) tailing pond
behind a 2-mile sand dam. Even a minor break in the retaining dam or its synthetic liner system can
cause catastrophic damage to surface water and groundwater to the east and south of the mine,
endangering the Caballo Reservoir and the Rio Grande and therefore all municipal and agricultural
water users in the Mesilla Valley. This threat to people and the economy will exist until two decades
past closure, when the 24 billion gallons of wastewater (that once was drinking water) is finally
evaporated and the tailing pond buried. Unlike agricultural, municipal, or domestic wastewater, this
water will not return to the soil to be reused.

2. The pit will be 2,800 feet across and 900 feet deep at cessation of mining and have a 22-acre
pitlake at its bottom with water that many state agencies think will be polluted. That pitlake will be
left in perpetuity, constituting a deadly hazard to birds, bats, and animals forever. Being hundreds of
feet below groundwater level, it will perpetually be a drain on water supply even if it does not
contaminate groundwater.

3. New Mexico Copper has only enough water rights to operate three months every year. While the
company projects an 11-year operation, in reality it will mine intermittently for decades. During that
extended period, Copper Flat Mine remains unreclaimed, the polluted pitlake and the tailings pond
will be a constant threat to New Mexico wildlife if not to New Mexico groundwater.

4. Eleven years of mining will require 23 billion gallons of water pumped from wells near the Rio
Grande River. The pumping will damage the river’s flow, raise New Mexico’s liabilities in Texas’s
lawsuit challenging our state’s management of the river, and may cost New Mexico taxpayers millions
of dollars.

I trust that the evidence for how destructive to people, wildlife and environment will make denying this permit a
forgone conclusion. Please present my comment at the appropriate time in this hearing

Daniel Richards, 42 Chamisa Rd, Mimbres, NM 88049
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Reid, Brad, NMENV
Sent: Friday, September 28, 2018 4:35 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: FW: [EXT] Copper Flat permit

John,

For the Copper Flat Hearing record

From: shdooley@aol.com <shdooley@aol.com>
Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 3:45 PM
To: Reid, Brad, NMENV <brad.reid@state.nm.us>
Subject: [EXI] Copper Flat permit

The New Mexico Environment Department is holding a public hearing on the discharge permit for the
Copper Flat mine in Hillsboro.
The heating will consider a proposed groundwater discharge permit prepared by the Environment
Department in response to a permit application submitted by New Mexico Copper Corporation for
discharges from the proposed Copper Flat Mine. The draft permit authorizes the mine operator to
discharge 22.3 million gallons per day of tailings, mining impacted and domestic wastewater that could
contain contaminants and toxic pollutants above state standards.

The draft discharge permit for the Copper Flat Mine is inadequate. It should be denied, but at a
minimum the permit needs to be re-written with conditions for the following reasons:

• Incomplete Characterization — There is inadequate characterization of the bedrock, leaving the
potential for contamination to move through the ground. Pollutants from the mine could leak into
groundwater contaminating the area’s water supply, and could also reach the Rio Grande. The
permit must require that the bedrock be fully characterized to determine the possibility
of contaminants leaching into groundwater.

• State Water Quality Standards Must Apply — The draft permit assumes that the pit lake is not
part of the Waters of the State of New Mexico and therefore not subject to surface water quality
standards. However, the pit lake will combine with clean groundwater — there will be flow-through
during at least part of its operation — and the lake is likely to extend onto public land. The permit
must acknowledge that these are Waters of the State and that all relevant water quality
standards must apply.

• Groundwater Monitoring Is Inadequate — Even though NMED has added two additional
groundwater monitoring wells, the total number of wells and their location are still inadequate. The
permit must require sufficient monitoring wells to reliably detect contamination leaking
from the mine’s waste rock piles and/or the tailings storage facility.

• Hazard to Public Health and Undue Risk to Property and Public Safety

• The discharge permit authorizes the discharge of up to 25.3 million gallons per day of tailings,
mining-impacted wastewater, and domestic wastewater.

• The mine will dump upwards of 100 billion gallons of polluted liquid waste during its planned
operation into a 560-acre pond just 11 miles west of Caballo Reservoir, A collapse or breach at the
tailings pond could devastate landowners to the east, Caballo Reservoir, and the Rio Grande.
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• Streams Important for Wildlife, Including Endangered Species— Two arroyos run through
the mine site and others in the area could also be impacted by surface and groundwater
contamination. The permit must ensure that the mine does not damage vital habitat and forage for
wildlife, including several threatened and endangered species.

• Financial Assurance— The proposed financial assurance in the mine permit is insufficient to cover
the costs of long-term monitoring and maintenance of post-mining site reclamation should the
company default, pushing the costs of cleanup onto taxpayers.

Susanne Hoffman-Dooley
Santa Fe, NM
shdoolevaol.com

2
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Reid, Brad, NMENV
Sent: Friday, September 28, 2018 4:41 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: FW: New Mexico Copper Flat Mining .-horrid idea

From: Fiona Van Reisen <fiona@fionavanreisen.com>
Sent: Sunday, September 16, 2018 3:34 PM
To: Reid, Brad, NMENV <brad.reid@state.nm.us>
Subject: New Mexico Copper Flat Mining -horrid idea

Mr Reid,

Please do not go to your grave knowingly allowing this wrong to the environment. It’s a lose lose and there’s no coming

back.

Got a conscience? It will hurt many people as well as ruining the landscape.

Please consider yourself as able to stop a wrong.

Fiona van Reisen

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Peter Roche <sunmtnsft@aol.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 2:16 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-18-06(P)

I am opposed to the issuing of the permit in that I think that the mine discharge tailing pond represents an unacceptable risk to the
water in the Caballo Resevoir and the Rio Grande for decades to come. Also the open tailings pit will represent a hazard to wildlife for
decades or more.

Peter Roche,
Santa Fe, NM
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Adrienne Ross <ahlight@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 9:26 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: “In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-18-06(P).”

Dear Mr. Baca,

I respectfully request that you deny Copper Flat Mine’s discharge permit and protect our precious groundwater
for the following reasons:

1. The discharge (113 million tons) will be contained in a 600-acre (1 square mile) tailing pond behind a 2-
mile sand dam. Even a minor break in the retaining dam or its synthetic liner system can cause catastrophic
damage to surface water and groundwater to the east and south of the mine, endangering the Caballo
Reservoir and the Rio Grande and therefore all municipal and agricultural water users in the Mesilla
Valley. This threat to people and the economy will exist until two decades past closure, when the 24 billion
gallons of wastewater (that once was drinking water) is finally evaporated and the tailing pond buried. Unlike
agricultural, municipal, or domestic wastewater, this water will not return to the soil to be reused.

2. The pit will be 2,800 feet across and 900 feet deep at cessation of mining and have a 22-acre pitlake at its
bottom with water that many state agencies think will be polluted. That pitlake will be left in perpetuity,
constituting a deadly hazard to birds, bats, and animals forever. Being hundreds of feet below groundwater
level, it will perpetually be a drain on water supply even if it does not contaminate groundwater.

3. New Mexico Copper has only enough water rights to operate three months every year. While the company
projects an 11-year operation, in reality it will mine intermittently for decades. During that extended period,
Copper Flat Mine remains unreclaimed, the polluted pitlake and the tailings pond will be a constant threat to
New Mexico wildlife if not to New Mexico groundwater.

4. Eleven years of mining will require 23 billion gallons of water pumped from wells near the Rio Grande River.
The pumping will damage the river’s flow, raise New Mexico’s liabilities in Texas’s lawsuit challenging our state’s
management of the river, and may cost New Mexico taxpayers millions of dollars.

Thank you for your consideration and cooperation on behalf of all New Mexicans.

Sincerely,
Adrienne Ross

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: JMR <jmr@pwross.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 11:45 AM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mines Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8W8-18-06(P)

My name and address are as follows:

James Ross

P08ox16258

Las Cruces, NM 88004

I am Against Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-18-O6fP)

1. The discharge (113 million tons) will be contained in a 600-acre (1 square mile) tailing pond behind a 2-mile sand

dam. Even a minor break in the retaining dam or its synthetic liner system can cause catastrophic damage to surface

water and groundwater to the east and south of the mine, endangering the Caballo Reservoir and the Rio Grande and
therefore all municipal and agricultural water users in the Mesilla Valley. This threat to people and the economy will
exist until two decades past closure, when the 24 billion gallons of wastewater (that once was drinking water) is finally

evaporated and the tailing pond buried. Unlike agricultural, municipal, or domestic wastewater, this water will not
return to the soil to be reused.

2. The pit will be 2,800 feet across and 900 feet deep at cessation of mining and have a 22-acre pitlake at its bottom
with water that many state agencies think will be polluted. That pitlake will be left in perpetuity, constituting a deadly
hazard to birds, bats, and animals forever. Being hundreds of feet below groundwater level, it will perpetually be a drain
on water supply even if it does not contaminate groundwater.

3. New Mexico Copper has only enough water rights to operate three months every year. While the company projects
an 11-year operation, in reality it will mine intermittently for decades. During that extended period, Copper Flat Mine
remains unreclaimed, the polluted pitlake and the tailings pond will be a constant threat to New Mexico wildlife if not to
New Mexico groundwater.

4. Eleven years of mining will require 23 billion gallons of water pumped from wells near the Rio Grande River. The
pumping will damage the river’s flow, raise New Mexico’s liabilities in Texas’s lawsuit challenging our state’s
management of the river, and may cost New Mexico taxpayers millions of dollars.

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Miranda Roussel <mirandaraven@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 9:S3 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. $WB-18-06(P).

1. The discharge (113 million tons) will be contained in a 600-acre (1 square mile)
tailing pond behind a 2-mile sand dam. Even a minor break in the retaining dam or its
synthetic liner system can cause catastrophic damage to surface water and groundwater
to the east and south of the mine, endangering the Caballo Reservoir and the Rio Grande
and therefore all municipal and agricultural water users in the Mesilla Valley. This threat
to people and the economy will exist until two decades past closure, when the 24 billion
gallons of wastewater (that once was drinking water) is finally evaporated and the tailing
pond buried. Unlike agricultural, municipal, or domestic wastewater, this water will not
return to the soil to be reused.

2. The pit will be 2,800 feet across and 900 feet deep at cessation of mining and have a
22-acre pitlake at its bottom with water that many state agencies think will be
polluted. That pitlake will be left in perpetuity, constituting a deadly hazard to birds,
bats, and animals forever. Being hundreds of feet below groundwater level, it will
perpetually be a drain on water supply even if it does not contaminate groundwater.

3. New Mexico Copper has only enough water rights to operate three months every
year. While the company projects an 11-year operation, in reality it will mine
intermittently for decades. During that extended period, Copper Flat Mine remains
unreclaimed, the polluted pitlake and the tailings pond will be a constant threat to New
Mexico wildlife if not to New Mexico groundwater.

4. Eleven years of mining will require 23 billion gallons of water pumped from wells near
the Rio Grande River. The pumping will damage the river’s flow, raise New Mexico’s liabilities in
Texas’s lawsuit challenging our state’s management of the river, and may cost New Mexico
taxpayers millions of dollars.
Please attend the hearing this week in Truth or Consequences or write to the
Environment Department to show that New Mexicans oppose this dangerous and
wasteful use of our water.

Please reject the permit. My family lives on Animas Creek and they use the ground water for
drinking. Please don’t let mining prospects threaten my family.
Thank you,
Miranda Roussel

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: John Saridan <john.saridan@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 201$ 6:28 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8W8-18-06(P)

Hearing Clerk John Baca,

If this permit is allowed for Copper Flat Mine neat Hilisboro NM, it would allow New Mexico Copper Corp. to
discharge 24 MGD of contaminated wastewater that can move directly or indirectly into the groundwater.
The effluent discharge will be contained in a 600-acre pond behind a 2-mile sand dam. If a break occurs in

the retaining dam or its synthetic liner system, it will cause catastrophic damage to surface water and
groundwater to the east and south of the mine. It will endanger the Caballo lake and the Rio Grande river and
therefore all municipal and agricultural water users in the Mesilla Valley. A threat to citizens, wildlife,
agriculture and the economy will occur for many decades past closure, when the 24 billion gallons of
wastewater is finally evaporated and the pond area buried. Remember this could have been used for drinking
water!
The New Mexico Copper Flat Mine has only enough water rights to operate three months every year. This

company projects an 11-year operation. Actually it will mine intermittently for decades. During that protracted
period, Copper Flat Mine will remain not fit for use, the polluted pit lake and the pond will be a constant threat
to New Mexico wildlife and New Mexico groundwater.

11 years of mining will depend upon approximately 23 billion gallons of water pumped from groundwater
wells near the Rio Grande Rivet. This pumping will impair the river’s flow, enlarge New Mexico’s liabilities in
Texas’ lawsuit challenging our state’s management of the river, and can cost New Mexico taxpayers millions of
dollars.

Best Regards,
John and Michele Saridan
3901 Sonoma Springs Ave Unit # 1211
Las Cruces, NM 88011

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Melody Sears <tunessears@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 8:55 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: For Secretary of the Environment Re: the Hearing on the Matter of Discharge Permit

1840 for Copper Flat Mine

I am a resident of Hilisboro, NM, unable to attend Hearing Meetings due to a previous commitment out of state. I served
for four years on the Board of Hillsboro Mutual Domestic Water Consumers Association (HMDWCA) and am extremely
concerned about pollution of groundwater from Copper Flat Mine operations if the Discharge Permit is approved by
NMED. I currently oppose approval of New Mexico Copper Corporation’s application based on the following:

1. The present pitlake is polluted and during NMCC’s operation of the mine, should it be permitted to operate, the
pitlake waters will also be contaminated. It is my understanding that the NM Copper Rule currently suspends the normal
standards of allowable contamination while the mine is operating, but if the mine only operates intermittently, based on
variable copper prices, then what will happen with the polluted pitlake water? Is NMCC then required to revert to
normal standards of contamination in the pitlake water until mining activity resumes? If not, why not? And if mine
operations do not resume within a reasonable time frame (6 months? 1 year?) then is NMCC required to begin
remediation efforts? If not, why not?
2. The mine currently has been granted only enough water rights to operate for about 3 months of the year and is
involved in an appeal regarding that decision. Nevertheless the discharge permit application is based on NMCC’s
calculations of discharge and contamination for a mine life of 11 continuous years of operation. NMED would be derelict
in its duty if it issues a discharge permit until the appeal mentioned above has been decided.
3. If NMCC were to go into bankruptcy there should be measures in place before being granted a discharge permit by
NMED requiring that a fully funded bond or some other surety be established to ensure that remediation of the pitlake
and tailings pond will be done within a reasonable time frame (2 years?) despite abandonment of the mine or cessation
of operations. Again, NMED would be derelict in its duty if it issues a discharge permit before the appeal mentioned
above has been decided and it is clear whether or not NMCC will have enough water rights to operate fully each year for
11 years, which their discharge permit application calculations are based upon.
4. Finally, the existing tailings pond has no HDPE liner and has been leaking contamination into groundwater for the past
35 years. An interceptor system should be required of NMCC and put in place before they begin mining operations,
rather than waiting for new monitoring wells to detect new contamination. This requirement must be based on the
certainty that NMCC owns sufficient water rights to operate an interceptor system correctly sized for their 11 years of
full-time operations.

Thank you for your attention to these concerns.

Since rely,
Melody Sears
10792 Highway 152, Hillsboro NM 88042

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: deb shekter <dtshekter@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 25, 2018 8:25 AM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-18-06(P)

Please do not allow this permit for Copper Mining! Look at what happened in Butte, Montana - the
Berkeley Pit!
Let’s think about the long term effect this will have on our environment in New Mexico and Texas. By long
term, I mean decades and decades from now. Please do not allow this to happen.

Respectfully submitted, Deborah Shekter

1
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I \ 20 Years of Promoting Healthy Communities
by Protecting Our Environment

‘P41 0

Seitemhet 28, 2018

Brati Reid, Permit Lead
New Mexico Environment Department
Ground ‘vVater Quality Bureau
1 19t) South St. Francis Dr.
PD Box 5469
Santa Fe, NM. 87502

Via e—mail: b cad .reid ti sta bit mu s

RE: Public Comment on Copper Flat Mine I)ischarge Permit (I)P—1840)

Dear Mr. Reid:

I am submitting the following public comments on behalf ot the Gila Resources Information
Project (GRIP) regarding the Copper Flat Mine Discharge Permit (DP— I 81 0). GRIP was
tinable IC) attend the public hearing in Truth or Consoqueoces and provide oral comments. I
am theretore submitting them in writing.

CR1 P is very concerned that the draft discharge permit D13— I 8l U will not adequately protect
surface and groundwater quality in the vicinity ol the Copper Flat Mine. We believe the

draft permit should he denied or re—written with appropriate conditions to protect water
resources.

Require full characterization of bedrock u nclerneiith the in inc site — The mine
operator has not conducteti an adequate characterization of the bedrock underneath the
in no. It is unknown the magnitude of the potential for pollutants to) move through the
ground, contaminating groundwater that serves as the areas water supply. Based on the
extensive experience at (1rant Count copper mines with mine—impacted groundwater
moving into the regional aquifer or oftsite, the dlraft tIP— 1840 should recluire extensive
evaluation 0)1 the geology underneath the mine to understand the potential for tt’anSport of
mine ofl tieut and to io tori) develop appropriate permit conditions to protect groundwater.

• Miintlate that state water quality stanclartis apply — The draft permit assumes
that the mine pit lake is not part of the Waters of the State ot New Mexico and therefore not
subject to surface water quality standards. I lowever, the pit lake will likely combine with
clean grou ndwater antI extend onto public laud. The peru it must acknowledge that these
are Waters of the State antI that all relevant water quality standards must apply.

305A North Cooper St. Silver City, NM 88061
75.38.8t)78 www.gilaresources.info grip6iigilaresources.iiifo
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Expand groundwater monitoring network at mine site — We concur with
N MED’s requirement for two additional groundwater monitoring wells, but we believe this
is still insufficient to reliably detect contamination discharged from the mine’s waste rock
piles and the tailings storage facility. As seen at the Tyrone mine, mine-impacted
groundwater has moved across a fault line that was thought to be a barrier to groundwater
movement. Contamination has also moved into the regional aquifer. Because the monitoring
network is not dense enough, this contamination was able to move downgradient without
being detected until much later. An effective monitoring network is critical to the capture
system that will contain discharges from the Copper Flat mine site. GRIP believes that the
monitoring network must be expanded to properly detect discharges from the mine site.

• Ensure that streams important for wildlife and endangered species are
protected — Two arroyos run through the mine site and others in the area could also be
impacted by surface and groundwater contamination. The permit must ensure that the
mine does not damage vital habitat and forage for wildlife, including several threatened and
endangered species. We are particularly concerned that stormwater management plans at
the Copper Flat mine take into consideration climate change predictions of increased
frequency of severe precipitation events. Best management practice recommends that
design standards use a 200-year/24-hour storm event. More severe 500-year storm events
have already occurred in the region. Permit conditions should reflect the reality on the
ground.

• Require adequate financial assurance to protect the state, taxpayers and local
communities — The proposed financial assurance in the draft permit is insufficient to cover
the costs of long-term monitoring and maintenance of post-mining site reclamation should
the mine operator default. Cost estimates should be developed assuming monitoring and
maintenance for at least 100 years, and sufficient financial assurance put in place to cover
these costs.

Thank you for your consideration of our comments.

Sincerely,

Allyson Siwik
Executive Director

2
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Vollbrecht, Kurt, NMENV
Sent: Friday, September 28, 2018 4:35 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Cc: ‘Allyson Siwik’ (grip@gilaresourcesinfo); Reid, Brad, NMENV
Subject: FW: IEXTI Copper Flat DP-1840 - GRIP PUblic Comments
Attachments: GRIP-CopperFlat-DP-l84oHearing.pclf

Hi John,

Please find attached comments from GRIP regarding the draft DP-1840 proceeding.

Thanks Allyson.

Kurt Vollbrecht, Program Manager
Mining Environmental Compliance Section
Ground Water Quality Bureau
New Mexico Environment Department
(505) 827-0195

From: GRIP <grip@Jgilaresources.info>
Sent: Friday, September 28, 2018 4:21 PM
To: Reid, Brad, NMENV <brad.reicl@state.nm.us>
Cc: Vollbrecht, Kurt, NMENV <kurt.vollhrecht@state.nm.us>
Subject: tEXT] Copper Flat DP-1840 - GRIP Public Comments

Good afternoon, Brad:

Please find attached public comments from GRIP on the Copper Flat mine DP-1840. I was unable to attend the hearing
this week in TorC given a family health emergency.

Thank you for your consideration of our comments.

Allyson Siwik, Executive Director
Gila Resources Information Project
305A North Cooper St.
Silver City, NM $8061
575.538.8078 office/fax
Www.gilaresources.info

Virus-free. www.avq.com
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Donald Smith <pithouse@outlook.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 11:36 AM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-18-06(P)

1. The discharge (113 million tons) will be contained in a 600-acre (1 square mile) tailing pond
behind a 2-mile sand dam. Even a minor break in the retaining dam or its synthetic liner system can
cause catastrophic damage to surface water and groundwater to the east and south of the mine,
endangering the Caballo Reservoir and the Rio Grande and therefore all municipal and agricultural
water users in the Mesilla Valley. This threat to people and the economy will exist until two decades
past closure, when the 24 billion gallons of wastewater (that once was drinking water) is finally
evaporated and the tailing pond buried. Unlike agricultural, municipal, or domestic wastewater, this
water will not return to the soil to be reused.

2. The pit will be 2,800 feet across and 900 feet deep at cessation of mining and have a 22-acre
pitlake at its bottom with water that many state agencies think will be polluted, That pitlake will be
left in perpetuity, constituting a deadly hazard to birds, bats, and animals forever. Being hundreds of
feet below groundwater level, it will perpetually be a drain on water supply even if it does not
contaminate groundwater.

3. New Mexico Copper has only enough water rights to operate three months every year. While the
company projects an 11-year operation, in reality it will mine intermittently for decades. During that
extended period, Copper Flat Mine remains unreclaimed, the polluted pitlake and the tailings pond
will be a constant threat to New Mexico wildlife if not to New Mexico groundwater.

4. Eleven years of mining will require 23 billion gallons of water pumpedfrom wells near the Rio
Grande River. The pumping will damage the river’s flow, raise New Mexico’s liabilities in Texas’s
lawsuit challenging our state’s management of the river, and may cost New Mexico taxpayers millions
of dollars.
Please attend the hearing this week in Truth or Consequences or write to the Environment
Department to show that New Mexicans oppose this dangerous and wasteful use of our water.”

Donald H Smith

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Chris Spigarelli <eldoradosf@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 6:52 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-18-06(P)

Hello Sir: This permit is a totally NOT environmentally safe or smart idea. As often happens, big business wants to steam
roller over safety of the precious life-sustaining water, neglecting to see the results of this huge water waste & dumping
the toxins back into the NM water supply. This will endanger the current humans & wildlife plus generations to come.
Please take my comments into account...many NM citizens feel the same way, even though they might not comment.

Thank you sincerely, Chris Spigarelli from T or C

Sent from my iPad

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Laverne S. Stinnett <dancingswanjewels@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 25, 2018 12:25 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: [EXT] ‘In the matter of Copper Flats Mine discharge permit 1840, docket number

8WB-18-06 [P]”

To all who are involved with this project, I live on Animas Creek, located south of this mine. I live with 300+ year old
Arizona Sycamores on this property. They are ancient, beautiful wise sentinels in the creek, their life much longer then
ours...and I want them to live in good health on this creek for future generations to enjoy. They are NOT replaceable.
These trees are a treasure worth far more then a mine which rips up the landscape and pollutes our water. I feel we
have a moral responsibility to this Earth, our home to care for & preserve it. Let morals rule, NOT MONEY. I feel this
whole thing is about greed and money. I am VERY VERY opposed to this mine being operational. Our water table here
on Animas Creek is already somewhat polluted from the original mine operation. WHO is responsible for cleaning it
up?? Empty promises ...why should we all believe it will be ‘different’ this time?? NO,NO,NO!
Laverne S Kennedy
395 Animas Creek Road
Caballo N.M.
575-649-3424

1
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NM Environment Department
Copper Flat Mine Ground Water Discharge Permit Public Hearing

September 24-28, 2018

i’vl natie is Bruce Swingle. County Manager for Sierra County and I am speaking on behalf of
the Sierra County Board ofCountv Commissioners. fhe Sierra County Commission has and
continues to support Copper Hat Mine. In determining whether to support the Mine. as a matter
of public policy. Count leadership relied on much data and information presented by many

credentialed protessionals. Professionals wtth extensive experience and expertise.

After assessing New Mexico Copper Corporations (N MCC) business model and environmental
satcuards. the county commission has approved two resolutions of support br the Mine. The
City of Elephant Butte and Village of Williamsburg also approved resolutions of support.
Suffice it to say, the vast ma!oritv of Sierra Count residents support the Mine.

Today. NMCC gave an impressive presentation on Copper Flat Mine operations and mitigation
plans to protect the environment and area resources.
Let us not fiarget. NMCC is tr ing to reopen a mine that has been operating on and off for
generations. in an area where the mining of copper and other precious metals has beet] a part ol
this community since the 1 StYs. NI ining. particularly at the Copper I ‘hit N I inc site is culturally
and historical l\ connected to Sierra Counts . I lillsboro was orhi inull\ selected as Sierra
( ‘ountv s. coutlt\ seat. univ because of mining umd the mining population in the area.

N lan misrepresentations are circulating about how the Mine vi II harm the Rio Grande Valley.
These misrepresentations are intended to scare people and create hysteria agait]st the Ni inc. The
fhct is NN ICC is committed to responsible mining and implementing reasonable environmental
protections to safeguard our community and state.

One of the misrepresentations is that due to a water contract. the Mine is recjuired to hire only
members of the .1 icari I Ia Apache Nation. Indian Pre frence” language is common boilerplate
language in contracts w itli Native American entities. As a former Cottntv Manager in McKinley
County. entered in to a number of contracts with similar language. Indian Preference” simply
means that if you have two candidates w iii] equal ski I Is. experience and suitability, you hi i-c the
Native American. You hire the candidate that is best qualified and best suited for the job. which
of course could be a Jicarilla Apache member.
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Regardless of the contract with the Jicarilla’s, the Mine will need to hire many skilled workers
from outside the county. Sierra County does not have enough skilled workers in the mining
industry to satisfy the Mine’s needs. Growing our community’s population is an intended
benefit we welcome.

Another misrepresentation is that NMCC will bus employees to the Mine from various areas of
the state. Thus, no or limited Sierra County residents will be employed. The truth of the mailer,
creating vanpools to transport workers to the job site is positive for all concerned. Transporting
workers from I or C to the Mine decreases traffic and serves as a benefit to employees. The St.
Cloud Mine and many other operations around the state use vanpools.

The final misrepresentation I will discuss is about mining camps. This misinformation claims
that no Mine employees will live or shop in our community, and that Mine employees will be
forced to live, work and shop on Mine property. NMCC is not creating mining camps in Sierra
County; although, mining camps, research camps, oil and gas field camps, and the like, serve a
purpose in extremely remote areas. Copper flat Mine is not in an extremely remote area.

Sierra County and the State of New Mexico need Cooper flat Mine. New Mexico and Sierra
County rank at the bottom of most socioeconomic measures. Copper Flat Mine can single
handedly change the economic landscape in Sierra County and vastly improve New Mexico’s
economy, without compromising the environment.

Sierra County’s “Per Capita Income” is a meager $20,495, while the National rate is over twice
that of Sierra County at $58,030. Sierra County is truly one of the poorest counties, in one of the
poorest states.

The county’s “Median Household Income” is $29,679, substantially lower than New Mexico’s
rate of $46,748. The National “Median Household Income” rate is even higher at $59,039.

New Mexico has the 2d worst “Poverty” rate in the United States at 20.4%. The National
“Poverty” rate is 12.7%, while Sierra County’s “Poverty” rate is over 22%. 2. I

The “Mean Property Value” in Sierra County is $89,900, compared to New Mexico’s at
$167,500. Properties are not selling and there is virtually no new construction in Sierra County.

As of March 2018, Sierra County’s “Unemployment” rate was 8.8%, compared to New Mexico’s
rate of 5.6%.

To compound the issue, Sierra County is losing its population. The county’s population has
declined about 19%, since 2000. Unfortunately, without the Mine and similar economic
development projects that create jobs, the county’s population will continue to decline.

Currently, our youth leave the community to seek meaningful employment, while our skilled
workers work for far less than they can make in nearby communities. One cannot blame our
youth and skilled workforce for leaving; they must work and receive reasonable wages.

From a public policy perspective, the only thing worse than the out migration of residents, is for
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residents capable of working to stay in Sierra County. If they stay, they will remain unemployed
or under-employed and survive on some form of government welfare or social assistance
program.

Sierra County needs this Mine. Copper flat Mine will provide a significant economic boost to
Sierra County and New Mexico through job creation and tax revenues. The Mine will create
approximately 1,300 direct, indirect and induced jobs. Copper flat Mine is expected to create
275 direct jobs, making it the largest employer in the county. The estimated taxes paid over
construction and life of the Mine is approximately $175 million.

Property taxes alone are projected to exceed 6.5 million dollars. In a county that only collects 8
million dollars a year in property taxes, the Mine’s taxes wilt equate to improved services, better
quality of life for our residents and provided much needed revenue to our schools.

The Mine will stimulate population growth, improve employment rates, increase earnings per
capita, positively affect our housing market, improve the quality of life of area residents, and
certainly affect other key-industries in the area, such as, construction, retail, arts, entertainment,
recreation, health care, and tourism.

The entire state will benefit from Copper Flat Mine. As of February 201$, NMCC has spent 38.8
million dollars in New Mexico. Of that, $3.4 million in Sierra County, $12.6 million in
Albuquerque and $22.8 million in other areas of the state.

With respect to the environment, we are all environmentalists. We alt want to protect our natural
resources; these resources sustain our way of life and our culture. However, if someone is
against mining because of a belief that all mineral extraction is an assault on the environment,
they will never support Copper Flat Mine or any other mine for that matter.

Reasonableness must prevail. Mining is accomplished all over the country without harming the
environment. After hearing NMCC’s presentation, reasonable people will agree that NMCC is
implementing reasonable safeguards to protect the environment and our community.

This environmental debate reminds me of the Dakota Pipeline protests in 2016. Extremists,
and I do not use the term “extremist” carelessly or irresponsibly... Extremists from around the
country reacted to construction of an oil pipeline running from North Dakota to southern Illinois.
In reality, it was a pipeline similar to the 2.4 million miles of energy-pipeline running across this
country. This specific pipeline created no greater threat than any other pipeline to the
environment, but these individuals, failed to reason and believed this particular pipeline would
cause irreparable harm to the environment.

Folks, you are seeing an extreme element that will not reason or rationalize facts. They are
against the Mine no matter what measures NMCC employs. They believe mining, in any
fashion, will destroy the environment. They believe creating good paying jobs through mineral
extraction is harmful to the environment. They fail to comprehend that preservation of the
environment and the creation ofjobs are not mutually exclusive.
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After decades of regulations, state and federal oversight, and scientific and technological
advancements, extremist refuse to acknowledge that a win win scenario can be achieved. Based
on the plan articulated by NMCC today, the Sierra County Commission believes NMCC’s Mine
exceeds every reasonable standard.

The commission implores you to make a reasonable decision, make the right decision for Sierra
County and the State of New Mexico, and approve Copper Flat Mine’s Groundwater Protection
Discharge Permit.

Thank you for giving Sierra County the time and opportunity to support Copper Flat Mine.
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Comment by Taylor Streit

HC31Box72

Caballo NM $7931

I like living on the frontier. But it has its drawbacks and when there aren’t many people around bad

things happen to the environment. Such was the case with the Moly Mine on the Red River in northern

NM a couple decades ago. There was little opposition but myself and a handful of people—the

Concerned Citizens of Questa--went to a lot of these meetings. But molybdian prices stayed high so our

work didn’t amount to much.

But that was a different time and if a mine was proposed near present day Taos—there wouldn’t even

be a meeting. Who cares what happens between Array, Hilisboro and Caballo? Those tiny towns are

somewhere near the extremely remote Aldo Leopold Wilderness.

In the north I saw a relatively small mine turn into a huge beast that broke all the rules. I watched it

devastate the lonely blue ribbon trout fishery of the lower Red River where I made my living. Not that

the government didn’t lay down the law. The Moly mine was fined what amounted to pocket change

regularly.

When the operation pulled out it left a mess. Instead of doing the right thing and cleaning up the vast

rubble, contaminated dirt and water, the mining companies fought the superfund process vehemently.

And when our superfund committee was given a tout of reclaimed land we burst out laughing at a

“reclaimed” slope we were taken to. There was two bushes growing out of a pile of smallish boulders!
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We thought this was a joke, but the gal who was showing us around had such a hurt look on her face we

realized she was getting well paid to visualize a garden.

The town of Questa’s people had many health problems from exposure to heavy metals. These were

ongoing problems because when the mine pulled out it left the town’s water system bedded in tailings,

the air full of nasty white dust in spring winds. The people—who were formally called miners— all of a

sudden were simply “the unemployed”. Many were forced to move on from what was their historical

homes. And there were lots of social and criminal problems too over the years. like the 12 unsolved

murders that had occurred over the mines tenure.

I have moved to this lonely place in southern NM and don’t want to see the same thing happen here. At

my tender age I am more interested in catfishing than “hike in” trout fishing. But if I get in shape its

possible, because we have the southernmost Rio Grande Cutthroat trout fishery in the world. ((That’s

our state fish by the way.) the Animas aint much of stream; and it usually dries by the time it gets near

the proposed mine wells, but it has a population of Rio Grande cutthroat trout above the Ladder on

public land. But when that mammoth well starts a pumpin we can be sure that it will suck on the Animas

aquafer so powerfully that it will dry it up even up even up into the Wilderness.

And then there is the downstream element too. Where me and my prized well and two peach trees ate.

Besides myself there are many other lifeforms; rare Arizona Sycamore, catfish, hatch green chili, pecans,

waterfowis, cows, quail, deer, bighorn, farmers and even Texans.

I care what happens to all this life—don’t you? But this “you” I speak of is just a few of us, and so we rely

on the NM EID to do the right thing and not permit this mine.

This is my comment and I have included two photos from my book Man vs Fish. (From the story—Down

on the Red.) The rare early photo is from 1980 and shows a clear Red Rivet. The other—and later—
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photo shows the blue/gray Red river of today. Which is now considered the standard water quality. As

the story sadly points out, I unfortunately, remember a different, clear water Red River.
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the reel as fast as possible, giving the fish slack—the idea being that the current would

carry the fly line below the ignorant creature, looping below the fish. Theoretically,

when the fine pulled from the other direction, the fish would lose track of the crafty

angler and stop.

It seemed to work—the line went slack anyway—and either I had lost him or he

was stopped. But I was on the wrong side of the log; and if our boy was still hooked,

he was way downstream. Litcratly—around a bend 1 could see through the branches.

Anything for such a fish So 1 gulped some air, held my nose with one hand and the rod

with the other, and under the log! dove. 1 bobbed back up to the surface and splashed on

Nite the b1u’ tint of the modern-day Red River.

s1retTWRIndd 24 07-97129 ft 71) 6/2607 32l :13 PM
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Paul Tooley
916 Yucca Street

Truth or Consequences, NM 87901
(575) 740-1640

I was born, raised, and a lifelong resident of Sierra County. I served on

the Truth or Consequences Municipal School Board for 16 years. I am

currently on the Truth or Consequences Fire Department and have
served for 32 years and currently hold the position of Fire Chief. I am

employed by Sierra County as the Emergency Services Administrator. As

a first responder I understand the need for safety regulations,

inspections and education. I believe THEMAC Resource Group has done

everything possible to meet the requirements of the New Mexico

Environment Department Groundwater Quality Bureau. I support the

position of the Copper Flat Mine Project and the issuing of their

Groundwater Protection Discharge Permit.
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Before there was a Sierra County, before there was a New Mexico, mining was the

main trading source of the area, by the Spanish, by the Native Americans, and the

inhabitants long before them. Sierra County grew up on mining, because it was

blessed with an abtindance of underground resources, resources that many others

would be overjoyed to have.

So why do so many throw their hands up in horror and try to tell us it will be the

apocolypse for water, nature and life as these people know it if Copper Flat were

to be allowed to proceed?

It really seems that some people think this is the first mine ever to come to Sierra

County, when we’ve had mining here for many, many hundreds of years, and it’s

still a beautiful place to live.

It’s time that our citizens realize the enormous value, and the positive economic

impact that the Copper Flat Mine will have on our comm unity.

It’s time that the advantages and the true facts were seriously considered and
appreciated by this community, not the fearmongering and exaggerated hogwash
continually promolgated by those who don’t want things to change, most
especially the ones who consider themselves to be “leaders”. These are the people
who should be making sure we move forward, and not letting real opportunities to
improve our economy slip away.
Many make the claim that the mine would take away water that we can’t afford,
but I don’t hear the resistance to new pecan orchards that use multiple times more
water per acreage, and don’t have much economic impact for the citizens.
It’s time to come down to earth and realize that all things change, they change for
the better, or they change for the worse, but nothing stays the same.

The mining industry has also changed greatly, and it is time that the old
perceptions catch up with those changes. The technical advances made over
recent years affect just about every aspect of the industry, especially the ability to
operate a successful mine that is also ecologically responsible in it’s operations.
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The mine will need several hundred employees, and although local labor will have

the chance to be trained for some of the jobs needed at the mine, most of the

labor will have to move here because we had little to offer in the way of

employment, so most of our young people move away.

If the mine employs 200 workers that come from elsewhere, (and that’s a low

figure), it will mean about 600 new residents, (includes spouses, children etc.).

That is a 10% population increase for T or C, and a 6% increase for the county.

These are not retirees, these are mostly people of working age, something we

need here.

That will be 400 who do NOT work at the mine, and some will have skills that we

really need in our community.From these 400 family members, you can be sure

that a good percentage of these will look for work, part time or otherwise, and this

will also help bring othere businesses to our area because one of the drawbacks we

have had for bringing in new business, has been the shortage of labor, especially

skilled labor.

Having a larger labor pool would and drawing more business to our area, will also

improve the growth opportunities for our already established businesses.

These new residents will shop, buy gas and use services here in Sierra County, they

will use our doctors, our hospital and our clinics. They will go to the cinema, the

brewery, etc. and and they will need houses and appartments.

There are many here who have the common sense to realize that this is an

enormous opportunity for our community. It’s time to hear from more of those

people and about the positive support for this one time, one of a kind opportunity

for Sierra County, instead of nebulous negatives from the repetitive naysayers,

who sometimes take a fact, but look to bend and shape that fact out of all reality

to fit their agenda. Sometimes they don’t even start with a fact at all.

These people are NOT thinking about the survival of the community, they say these
things mostly for selfish personal reasons and with no thought for the families that

struggle to survive, living a long way below the poverty line. Many of these families
have lived in Sierra County for generations.

I hear the claim that this is a retirement community, but that is an assumption that
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is based on the present preponderence of older folks, not on the way the

community was built.

This city was formed by workers, workers from the dam, workers who brought

their families to live and grow here. We still have families, we still build schools for

their children.

The reason for the abundance of older people is that we have a generation gap, a

gap caused by the migration of young adults leaving to find a place where they can

earn a better living. We don’t just lose those young adults, we lose their children,

and their child tens children, and it leaves a community with the too young to

leave, and older adults who don’t want or need to leave. Yes, retirees move in, but

the percentage would be much smaller if we kept our young adults, and of course

their children who would then grow up and restart the cycle.

We hear continuous complaining about the state of our roads, our water and

sewer systems, electric and many other basics that make life comfortable.

That’s partly because Sierra County is so very poor, among the poorest counties in

the US, not just NM. THAT IS NOT GOING TO CHANGE UNLESS WE HELP IT TO

CHANGE, AND THIS IS ABOUT THE BEST CHANCE WE ARE GOING TO GET!!
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Rebecca Walding <studio50@swcp.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 12:09 PM
To: Baca, John, NM[NV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-18-06(P)

To Whom It May Concern,
I am appalled to think it is possible for New Mexico Copper to get a permit to dump ANY contaminated waste, let alone
into or near New Mexico’s water supply. This is a terrible idea with incredibly negative consequences that they are
saying is likely to go into the groundwater.

Please, just say “No!”

Rebecca Walding
50 Main Street
Cerrillos, NM 87010
505-474-4931

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Swan Webb <swan.webb@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 11:26 AM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-18-06(P)

The proposal to build a copper mine near Hillsboro is absolutely insane for a couple of reasons:

(1) Clean water is one of our most precious natural resources. The Rio Grande watershed is already diminished and and
polluted. This would absolutely make the situation worse.

(2) New Mexico is currently being sued by Texas in the US Supreme Court over not delivering enough water to Texas in
the Rio Grande. This water use would only make the situation worse.

(3) The Rio Grande Valley in general, and Hilisboro in particular, benefit greatly from outdoor activity, hunting, fishing
and tourism. These long-term, sustainable and job creating industries are all threatened by this toxic mine.

Extractive and toxic industry is not the key to New Mexico’s future. New Mexico Copper has no right to make life worse
on millions of people by taking and polluting our water so they can make a few bucks. Please reject this reckless and
dangerous proposal.

Thanks and regards,
Swan Webb
Downriver in Las Cruces

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Al Webster <awebster.sar@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 11:10 AM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-18-06(P)

The ground water, and in fact, allwater, is extremely important for both human and livestock consumption
and for agricultural use here in New Mexico. If the water is not fit for those uses it is lost for human use.

The discharge (113 million tons) will be contained in a 600-acre (1 square mile) tailing pond behind a 2-mile
sand dam. Even a minor break in the retaining dam or its synthetic liner system can cause catastrophic
damage to surface water and groundwater to the east and south of the mine, endangering the Caballo
Reservoir and the Rio Grande and therefore all municipal and agricultural water users in the Mesilla
Valley. This threat to people and the economy will exist until two decades past closure, when the 24 billion
gallons of wastewater (that once was drinking water) is finally evaporated and the tailing pond buried. Unlike
agricultural, municipal, or domestic wastewater, this water will not return to the soil to be reused.

The pit will be 2,800 feet across and 900 feet deep at cessation of mining and have a 22-acre pitlake at its
bottom with water that many state agencies think will be polluted. That pitlake will be left in perpetufty,
constituting a deadly hazard to birds, bats, and animals forever. Being hundreds of feet below groundwater
level, it will perpetually be a drain on water the supply even if it does not contaminate groundwater.

Please do not permit the Copper Flat Mine to have any such discharge permit.

Thanks,

Al

Al Webster
Lamy, NM
C: 505.901.2073

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Rob Wilson <gdoldrob@earthlink.net>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 11:46 AM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-18-06fP)

How can we even think of considering approval of this permit after the dry winter and summers we have
experienced. Pumping or draining that much contaminate into our precious ground water is totally unthinkable. Don’t
let it happen. The Rio Grande is under enough pressure as it is; doing more damage to it is unfair to New Mexico and all
others down stream.

Robert G. Wilson
Santa Fe

1
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Nolan Winkler <nolanwinkler@windstream.net>
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2018 1:04 PM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: In the Matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-18-06fP)
Attachments: hearing statement.docx

I hope to take my 3 minutes at Tuesday’s hearing but if something happens I cannot, I am submitting my statement for
the NM Environment Department.
Thanks so much,
M. Nolan Winkler (ms.)

1
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In the matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-i8-o6(P)

First I would like to read part of New Mexico’s Constitution that I feel is
important to granting this discharge permit.

Article 22, Section 21 of the Constitution of the State of New Mexico says, “The
protection of the state’s beautiful and healthful environment is hereby
declared to be of fundamental importance to the public interest, health,
safety, and general welfare. The legislature shall provide for control of
pollution and control of despoilment of the air, water and other natural
resources of this state, consistent with the use and development of these
resources for the maximum benefit of the people.”

I would ask if leaving 700 vertical feet of steep pitfalls after mining ‘protects’ the
state’s beauty or health. This seems to benefit TheMac and NOT the people.

Second, I am confused about letting this Discharge Permit go through at this time
as the Australian company that owns the mine has not yet secured enough water to
allow it to function more than 1 1/2 or 2 months of a year. If they cannot secure
more, that means their ii years of working time would extend way into the future.
My concern is, trying to learn from the history of like mining, would they even be in
business so many years down the road. I would ask that this Discharge Permit not
even be considered until the mine has secured enough water to function.

Third, I am told the Reclamation Bond of 54 million dollars the mine suggests has
not been legally set and I again ask that the Discharge Permit not be considered until
a Reclamation Bond is in place.

I wonder if this entire hearing is not putting the cart before the horse and to whose
advantage is that?

Respectfully submitted,

M. Nolan Winlder
Vice President of Hilisboro Mutual Domestic Water Consumer’s Association
10822 State Road 152
Hillsboro, NM 88042
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In the matter of Copper Flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-i8-o6(P)

First I would like to read part of New Mexico’s Constitution that I feel is
important to granting this discharge permit

Article 22, Section 21 of the Constitution of the State of New Mexico says, “The
protection of the state’s beautiful and healthful environment is hereby
declared to be of fundamental importance to the public interest, health,
safety, and general welfare. The legislature shall provide for control of
pollution and control of despoilment of the air, water and other natural
resources of this state, consistent with the use and development of these
resources for the maximum benefit of the people.”

I would ask if leaving 700 vertical feet of steep pitwalls after mining ‘protects’ the
state’s beauty or health. This seems to benefit TheMac and NOT the people.

Second, I am confused about letting this Discharge Permit go through at this time
as the Australian company that owns the mine has not yet secured enough water to
allow it to function more than 1 1/2 or 2 months of a year. If they cannot secure
more, that means their ii years of working time would extend way into the future.
My concern is, trying to learn from the history of like mining, would they even be in
business so many years down the road. I would ask that this Discharge Permit not
even be considered until the mine has secured enough water to function.

Third, I am told the Reclamation Bond of 54 million dollars the mine suggests has
not been legally set and I again ask that the Discharge Permit not be considered until
a Reclamation Bond is in place.

I wonder if this entire hearing is not putting the cart before the horse nd to whose
advantage is that?

Respectfully submitted,

M. Nolan Winider
Vice President of Hifisboro Mutual Domestic Water Consumer’s Association
10822 State Road 152

Hilisboro, NM 88042
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In the matter of Copper flat Mine’s Discharge Permit 1840, Docket No. 8WB-;8-o6(P)

First I would like to read.part ofNew Mexico’s Constitution that I feel is
important to granting this discharge permit.

Article 22, Section 21 of the Constitution of the State of New Mexico says, “The
protection of the state’s beautiful and healthful environment is hereby
declared to be of fundamental importance to the public interest, health,
safety, and general welfare. The legislature shall provide for control of
pollution and control of despoilment of the air, water and other natural
resources ofthis state, consistent with the use and development ofthese
resources for the maximum benefit of the people.”

I would ask if leaving 700 vertical feet of steep pitwalis after mining ‘protects’ the
state’s beauty or health. This seems to benefit TheMac and NOT the people.

Second, I am confused about letting this Discharge Permit go through at this time
as the Australian company that owns the mine has not yet secured enough water to
allow it to function more than 1 1/2 or 2 months of a year. If they cannot secure
more, that means their ii years of working time would extend way into the future.
My concern is, trying to learn from the history of like mining, would they even be in
business so many years down the road. I would ask that this Discharge Permit not
even be considered until the mine has secured enough water to function.

Third, I am told the Reclamation Bond of 54 million dollars the mine suggests has
not been legally set and I again ask that the Discharge Permit not be considered until
a Reclamation Bond is in place.

I wonder if this entire hearing is not putting the cart before the horse and to whose
advantage is that?

Respectfully submitted,

M. Nolan Winkler
Vice President of Hiisboro Mutual Domestic Water Consumer’s Association
10822 State Road 152
Hilisboro, NM 88042
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September 17, 2018

My name is Steve Morgan. I am a Landscape Architect and I live in Kingston, NM.
I perform Living History performances as Aldo Leopold, considered by many as the most
important conservationist of the 20th century because his ideas are so relevant to the
environmental issues of our time. He is also referred to as the father of the National Wilderness
System, wrote the first book on Wildlife Management, established the science of ecological
restoration and authored “The Sand County Almanac” in 1949, which stills inspires many to see
the natural world as a community to which we belong.

I speak his words here:
We must quit this thinking about decent land use as solely an economic problem. Instead we
should look at each problem in terms ofwhat is ethically and aesthetically right, as well as
economically expedient. for a thing is right when it tends to presen’e the integrity, stability
and beauty of the biotic community.
It is wrong when it tends othenvise.

I strongly believe that if Aldo was aware of this current issue, he would say these words and also
remind those involved that the total cost of this kind of economic destruction is never fully
calculated. The amount of New Mexico water involved and the possibility of catastrophic
flooding and the resulting environmental and economic destruction downstream should heavily
outweigh the economic benefit to a foreign company.

I am opposed to granting the DISCHARGE PERMIT for the New Mexico Copper
Company.

Thank you for accepting and considering my concerns and thoughts.
Sincerely,

Landscape Archite nd Mdo Leopold Living History Performer
123 Kingston North St.
Hill sboro, NM 88042
(92$) 830-9972

iVL /LJ4
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I tive on Animas Creek, and I encourage all of the hearing officers to take a drive up Animas Canyon

to check out the magnificient Sycanmore trees - they are 350 to 450 years old - and see what is at

stake here. This is not small potatoes -these are the redwoods of the southwest. If you make a

decision - any decision- without seeing with your own eyes this incredible perennial riparian creek in

New Mexico, then you are derelict in your duty to the people of New Mexico, and to seven

generations that follow.
The pitlake and talflngs pond that are at issue here are ten to fifteen miles upcreek from my home.

The water production wells are even closer. We don’t need an expert hydrologist to tell us that

water flows downhill. I am assuming groundwater also flows in a similar manner. The last operator

of this mine left in 1982. They left behind a tailings pond without a liner which as been leaking

contamination into the groundwater for 35 years. Perhaps we have the cart before the horse here

but I would think that an environment department of the State of New Mexico should perhaps be

concerned that there is presently contamination leaking into the groundwater from the existing

tailings pond before considering another permit by the same mine to do the same thing all over

again!
And what about monitoring welts to monitor the plume of contamination that has already been

contaminating the groundwater for 35 years? By NMED’s own regulations, there should be

interceptor wells in place to pump the contaminated groundwater back into the tailings pond. In

order to do this, there would have to be sufficient water available in the interceptor wells, along

with the water rights necessary to pump this water. There are no interceptor wells at present.

This mine has had nine owners in forty years, and has only been in operation a total of three

months in forty years. DUuing these forty years, numerous letters of violation have been sent by

the NMED, none of which have been responded to. There has been no bond set to insure that

reclamation is adequate. As a private property owner, who will I seek redress from if the

groundwater becomes polluted .. do you think I will be able to find anyone to answer the phone?

This is all list one big scam - a water grab, if you ask me. The promise of jobs and money flowing

into Sierra County is minimal compared to the impact on not )jst Sierra County, but potentially the

whole lower Rio Grande valley. Fat more money is generated in the State of New Mexico from

tourism than from mining - let’s change our priorities. Our Land is more valuable than your money.

Catherine Berger
425 Animas Creek Road
Cabatto NM 87937
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2-Year Price Lock offer: Lirnted-time otter. Va’id in wired service areas only for new resident:al customers or existing customers who add a new quaDying core service Pnce Lock applies to
core services only Alter 24 months, standard ratas wi apply Otter(s) not avatable in all areas, and is subject to change without notice Certain restrictions apply It customer terminates the
bundle or any indivdual serv:ce that is part of the bundle, price lock is vod and promotional pricing may no longer apply Customers w;th delinquent accounts are not eligible Prices do not
include federal, state. Cr local taxes and lees Equ pment charges, which may apply, are additional See full offer terms and ccnditiorts at hellolds com/2yeartcrrns IV: All prices, packages and
programming subject to charge Some channels are not avarlabe in a1 areas Sports programming is sublect to in-market availability and blackouts Freedom and Starter TV pactiage can only
have the foltcwing ado-on t.Crs, Lalino Tier, 1-480, Showtime, Cinemax, Stare, and SlareEncom (where available) Freedom and Starter TV Package must have an additional q Jaityng seciica
with Phone and/cr Internet. Starter TV Package isa retal nonprornotional rate Starter TV package is only ava:table to new customers located in Cedar City, Cortea, Estes Park, Ft Carson
Ft Cc :ns Msq.i:t. St George Arvada, and Woodland Park markets Customer is responsible for applcabIe lAdow On Demand and Pay-per-view charges. Video On Demand not available
in all markets A set-top box is recuired for each TV to receive arid view prcçramm’tg Equipn-ent provided by TDS must be returned upon termination of service or unreturc-d equipment
charges will apply Return shipping charges may apply High-Speed Internet: Ava.labitity varies and speeds shown may not be available at all service addresses Actual speeds espenenced
by customers vsrj and are not guaranteed Speed ranges shown are expressed as ‘up to” to represent network capabiilies between Customer location arid the TDS network Speeds vary
due to factors inciuding. distance from switching locat’cr,s and extemal%nternal network conditions In order to maximize Internet speeds above 100Mbps. a gigabit wired Network Interface
Lard (NIC) and/or a more advanced wreless NIL. preferably 802.llac or higher is needed. Additional equipment may be required and charges may apply A $15 service charge Will apply to
existing customers who sw1ch plans without increasing speed or adding qualifying service. TV Everywhere: Requires TOS online account credentials end Internet ac-cuss Customer receives
WE access to channels in the:r TDS video subscription Type and arriount of content ava;lable for each network is determined by netwok, and subject to change Use ct parental controls
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The NM Poiltical Report
mc_cid=0762ec1 be2&rnc_eid=5a3e8837b7)

ENVIRONMENT 11 hours ago

As warming strains NM’s water
supplies, status quo’ no longer works
By Laura Paskus

![ !;!‘V!!

Elephant But:e Reservoir on Sept 10, 2018, at 3.7 percent capaty It has since dropped down to 3.0
percent capa:ity, or less than 60,000 acre teat of water

On the downstream side of Elephant Butte Dam, U.S. Bureau of Reclamation employees
navigate a stairwell above the Rio Grande, passing scat from the ring-tailed cats that like to hang
out here and enter through a door into the 300-foot tall concrete darn.

Built in the early twentieth century, Elephant Butte Dam holds back water stored for farmers in
southern New Mexico, the state of Texas and Mexico At full capacity, the reservoir is about 40
miles long and can retain more than 2,000,000 acre feet of water.

Jesse Higgins, an electrician who manages the powerplant at the darn, goes first and flips on the
lights, which flicker and fire up after a few minutes Labyrinthine tunnels burrow throughout, and
water drains along the sides of the narrow, elevated path. Inside, it’s easy to imagine what the
world was like in 1916, when the dam was completed. The Civil War had been over for half a
century—nearly comparable to the time between the Vietnam War and now—and the Mexican
Revolution was ongoing. Since 1916, there have been world wars and shifting alliances, medical
and technological breakthroughs. Humans have visited the moon and landed a rover on Mars.
Our understanding of the Earth and humanity’s impacts upon it have changed, as well.

But during that time, comparatively little has changed when it comes to how water is managed in
New Mexico. The Rio Grande Compact, which divides water among Colorado, New Mexico and
Texas was signed in 1938. And New Mexico’s water laws today are still based on codes that the
territorial legislature passed in 1907.

This story is the second in a three-part series about the Rio Grande, its reservoirs
and the U.S. Supreme Court battle over its waters.

Laura Paskus
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But as the climate changes and warmer temperatures affect the states rivers, reservoirs and
aquifers, the same tactics and strategies that may have helped New Mexicans weather dry times
over the past century wont keep working. And perhaps no place in the state offers such a stark
reminder of that fact than the reservoir behind this dam. After a dry winter and hardly any
snowmelt this spring, Elephant Butte Reservoir is at three percent capacity, storing 58,906 acre
feet of water as of September 24 (httosI;riaterdatafoeexas ora’teseciriindividuai!eIephant-buhe).

Historically, people tend to listen to what they want to hear, rather than what they need to hear:
What they need to heat is that outlaws do not reflect hydrology and our hydrology is changing
for the worse, and if we do not manage it, it will manage itself,” says Phil King, an expert on
hydrology and the relationship between surface and ground water in southern New Mexico. “I
would much rather correct the system ourselves through management than let nature do it’s
cold, hard reality fix,” adds King, a professor of civil engineering at New Mexico State University
and a consultant to the Elephant Butte Irrigation District, or EBID.

Stopping the ‘death spiral’

EBID serves about 8,000 farmers in the Rincon and Mesilla valleys in southern New Mexico,
from Arrey to the border town of Santa Teresa. If you’ve eaten chile from Hatch or pecans from
Mesilla, fed alfalfa to your horses or poured milk from a New Mexico dairy into your coffee,
you’ve consumed water that EBID’s farmers divert from the Rio Grande and Elephant Butte or
pump from the aquifer.

For roughly a century, EBID farmers have supplemented irrigation water with groundwater.
Without it, they would not have survived the drought of the 1 950s. But they pumped during the
wet years, too, including throughout the 1980s and ‘9Cc, Then, beginning around 2003, about
four years into the Southwest’s current drought period, pumping ramped up even more.

That’s a problem, especially in the Rio Grande Valley, where river water recharges the
groundwater, and pumping water from the aquifer makes it even thirstier for rivet water.

With both the surface water and the groundwater strained, the system suffers a double-whammy,
King says. That causes a positive feedback or what King calls a “death spiral.”

Even though scientists, engineers, hydrologists and farmers know the two are intertwined within
the same system, in New Mexico, groundwater and surface water are managed separately. King
calls that hydrological folly.

We’ve got some major rethinking to do with New Mexico water law: Status quo is not an option,”
he says. “I think what people need to understand is we are facing conditions that mankind has
not faced here before.”

And the only way to reverse that death spiral is to use less water.

Laura Pasl<us

One way to do that, King says, is to formalize a fallowing system that allows cities, factories
and businesses—in Las Cruces or in burgeoning border cities like Santa Teresa—to pump
groundwater if they pay southern farmers with surface water rights to fallow their fields. Another
way is for farmers to reduce their irrigated acreage and grow higher-value crops.

--
“%. .“
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Che ñelds in southern New Mexico
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It’s clear that any real solutions to cut water use must focus on agriculture. That’s because farms
use 75 percent of the water in the Rio Grande Basin. Cities can implement conservation
measures, and people can reduce their household water use, King says, but the overall savings
are minimal. Even finding new’ sources of water to add to the system—like capturing
stormwater runoff or desalinating brackish water—will only add only tens of thousands of acre
feet, King says. That doesn’t come close to making up for the amount of water drought and
climate change deplete from the system

In King’s ideal world, water management schemes would reflect the connection between surface
and ground water. And water management wouldn’t get blown off course by political winds. UI

think the handling of water policy, in terms of both promulgation and implementation, needs to be
de-poIiticized, he says. 1t needs to be based much more on science, hydrology and the
hydraulics of the system, rather than on politics.”

Then, rather than each sector—agricultural, municipal and industrial—fighting over every last
drop of water, solutions could emerge. And so, too, could changes that protect the river and
groundwater system, the economy and people’s futures.

‘We’re going to do everything we can’

At Elephant Butte, Reclamation runs the Rio Grande Project, delivering water each year to EBID,
Texas and Mexico. The agency made it through this year, getting water to downstream users.
even with record-low spring runoff. Elephant Butte, and other reservoirs, did their job,
spokeswoman Mary Carlson has pointed out,_lflpi/njpohtcaIreportcorn;879s47/nrnsreervoits.

storing water from wetter years in the past.
Meanwhile, the agency will continue refining its tools and technologies for modeling, forecasting
and water delivery to figure out how to make it through next year, and the years after that

“As you get stressed, you have to look for those outside-the-box ideas,” says Yvette Roybat
McKenna, with Reclamation’s Water Management Division “We have to find the optimum path
so we can move forward and adapt.” She says she can’t accept a future where the project fails

Reclamation has also been studying climate change and its effects on the Rio Grande Basin,
which supplies drinking and irrigation water for more than six million people

Between 1971 and 2001, average temperatures in the Upper Rio Grande Basin increased by an
unprecedented 0.7 degree Fahrenheit per decade, or double the global average. And they’re
expected to rise within the basin by an additional four to six degrees Fahrenheit by the end of the
21st century.

to deliver water. We’re going to do everything vie can.”

•1
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Those rising temperatures will cut the amount of water flowing into the system, as well as the
timing of those flows, according to a 2013 report from Reclamation about the impacts of
climate change on the Upper Rio Grande Basin. At the same time, mote water will evaporate
from reservoirs. And plants—forests and crops—will demand more water to survive. All of these
factors together, according to the report, ‘are expected to cause significant changes in the
available water supply and demand.”

A 2016 Reclamation report also notes that the rivers flows are already insufficient to meet the
basin’s water demands, and the basin already experiences water supply shortages, even without
the effects of climate change.

Elephant Butte is ‘out of date’

One idea to keep more water in canals and pipes, as well as in the Rio Grande itself, is to stop
storing water at Elephant Butte.

Keeping water in Elephant Butte is a practice I think is out of date, and not wise, says Jen Pelz,
an attorney for WildEarth Guardians. Located in southern New Mexico—an arid environment that
keeps getting warmer—Elephant Butte Reservoir loses an enormous percentage of water each
year to evaporation.

Rates of evaporation vary depending on humidity, wind, radiation, temperature and the amount
of water actually in the lake. According to a 2004 report (https //nmwrr nrnsuedu,\vp
ccntent/uploads/201 5fresearch’rfp/studentgrantsO3’tepartsJhertingpfi_from New Mexico State University,
evaporation from Elephant Butte can be up to one-third ci the average inflow each year.
Between 1940 and 1999, when inflows to the lake ranged from 114,100 acre feet to more than
2.8 million acre feet per year, annual evaporation averaged about 250,000 acre feet of water

WildEarth Guardians wants the National Academies of Sciences to evaluate existing reservoirs
in the basin and run models of how the system would function if water were stored in
different places, such as in upstream reservoirs with lower evaporative losses.

Storing Rio Grande Project water—the water in Elephant Butte that Reclamation has to deliver to
EBID, Texas ard Mexico-—in higher-altitude reservoirs would could save between 40,000 and
85,000 acre feet a year from evaporating, according a report from WildEarth Guardians called
“Rethinking the Rio.” (http./Iw.irethinknqtherioorg/executive summaryl

Warming will only accelerate Elephant Butte’s evaporation rate—by another ten percent,
according to Reclamation’s 2016 report.

That means its time to change where water is stored on the Rio Grande, says Pelz.
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Changing where water is stored would mean renegotiating parts of the Rio Grande Compact of
1938. And since federal laws passed during the twentieth century lay out the rules for reservoir
operations and water storage, Congress would need to take action.

People have been talking about reservoir re-operation for a long time, but no one talks about
how you do it,” she says. ‘You have to deal with the compact, deal with the
reservoir reauthorizations, deal with accountability along the river.” If water were stored higher in
the system, for example, downstream users would need to know their upstream neighbors
weren’t diverting their water unfairly.

Making these monumental changes demands building trust and relationships within the
watershed, says Pelz. But New Mexico’s vulnerability to climate change—revealed so clearly this
year—should motivate everyone to start doing things differently.

For the middle valley and in the south, tmanagers] delivered all the water for irrigation this year,”
Pelz says, And if the reservoirs can’t be filled up over the winter, there will be no water for next
year.”

That’s a crisis, PeIz says, for the Rio Grande and for the people who depend upon it.

“Taking concrete steps to do something different means sacrifice: The reality in New Mexico is
there are going to be sacrifices, areas that get dried up, and people have to change the way they
make a living,” she says. ‘ihat’s the reality of the climate-changed world we live in.”

This story is the second of a three-part series about the Rio Grande, its reservoirs and the
U.S. Supreme Court battle over its waters. Read Part I

You can also read all of our past
coverage of the Rio Grande (h pJ/nrnpoliticaltepou.carn/taift o-gtnd&) and the Texas v. New Mexico
& Colorado lltigfigfljhtIp:llnmpoIitcaIreport comfsees!texas.v-rinw-rnexico-scoI).

Share this:

(h:tp:(/ninpoIncIteport.corn/BBOS1 2/as-warming-straIns-nms-water-supplies-tus-qic.no.tonger-
works-en/#printl
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Good Afternoon, I am Denise Barrera, General Manager
of Sierra Electric Cooperative, Inc. headquartered in
Elephant Butte New Mexico. Sierra Electric is a member
owned rural electric cooperative serving over
members with 4,192 meters. We serve Sierra, Catron,
Socorro and Luna counties. 99% of our meters are in
Sierra County. We have about 900 miles of line with a
density of 4.65, which is meters per mile.

Rural cooperatives have seven cooperative principles
that they go by, one being “Concern for Community” —

which is one of the highest concerns for SEC, including
the economic needs of the members and residents of
Sierra County. The NMCC will enhance and provide a
unique opportunity for growth and sustainability to the
Sierra County residents, surrounding counties and the
state of New Mexico. It will offset the existing weak
economic conditions our county is currently facing. It will
allow local companies to provide additional employment
opportunities and local governments the resources to
improve and develop sustainable critical services for its
citizens.
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In 1982 when Quintana Mine came on line for a short

period, our purchases went from 18.2 million kwh in

1981 to 47.5 million. That is an increase of 29 million

kwh. And that was for just a few months of operation.

The NMCC, with a 40MW load at 90% LF would increase

our purchases from 65.4 million kwh to 263 million kwh.

We are looking at approximately 197 million kwh per

year. This would benefit the economic and financial
conditions for our members of SEC by reducing the

burden on our current rate payers, which 81% are
residential. It would allow us to maintain and upgrade

our system and infrastructure without having to increase

rates or borrow funds and open up opportunities for
additional economic development projects.

The SEC Board of Trustees adopted a board resolution in
January 2016 supporting NMCC for its investment and
efforts in the development of the Copper Flats Mining
Project in Sierra County. Over two years later, we
continue to strongly support this unique opportunity for
growth and sustainability to Sierra County and state
economics.
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On a more personal note — I have lived here practically
my whole life. I graduated from HSHS. I started my
career at SEC. I left in 1987 for a better job. The last 22

years of my 36 years in the electric cooperative business,
I drove every day to Deming for work. While working in
Deming, I never moved out of Sierra County. I have

served on numerous boards and committees. One of

which I served 12 years on the local school board. As a
member of the School Board, I handed out hundreds of
diplomas to graduating students knowing the majority of

these kids were going to leave Sierra County for better
career opportunities. And those who remain in Sierra
County are faced with higher cost of living and lower
wages. My son and his classmates graduated in 2004.
My son is in Yuma, AZ, he has fellow classmates in Las
Cruces, Albuquerque, Santa Fe, Dallas, Nashville. And
this is just a few. I could go on for hours on what this
mine would do for our community. But in closing, NMCC
has demonstrated their commitment to Sierra County.
They have already invested millions of dollars in this
project. I ask that you please approve the Groundwater
Protection Discharge Permit.

Thank you for giving us the opportunity to support NMCC
and Copper Flat Mine.
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#01-02-2016

BOARD RESOLUTION
Sierra Electric Cooperative, Inc.

A resolution supporting New Mexico Copper Corporation for Its Investment and efforts in the development of the
Copper Flats Mining Project, located within the confines of Sierra County, which will enhance and provide a unique
opportunity for growth and sustalnability to the Sierra County and state economies.

WHEREAS, the Sierra Electric Cooperative is a Member owned, rural electric cooperative serving over 3,150

members with 4,142 meters in Sierra County and whose mission is “to provide the highest quality electric service, at

the most affordable price, and in the safest manner” to our members; and

WHEREAS, the Sierra Electric Cooperative Board of Trustees “SEC Board” has reviewed the information

developed under the management of the Las Cruces District Office of the Bureau of Land Management, Draft
Environmental Impact Statement and finds it to be comprehensive, complete, and protective of environmental

resources while providing economic opportunity for Sierra County and New Mexico, as presented; and

WHEREAS, the “SEC Board” recognizes the importance of regional economic development; and

WHEREAS, one of the Cooperative Principles that guides Sierra Electric is “Concern for Community” and the

economic needs of the members of the Cooperative and the re5idents of our County are of the highest concern; and

WHEREAS, Sierra County is endowed with natural resources including copper which is an important industrial
element used in infrastructure development, electrical power generation and transmission; and

WHEREAS, it is the desire of the SEC Board to promote the economic utilization of Sierra County’s natural
mineral resources in a responsible fashion that will allow local companies to provide additional employment
opportunities and local governments the resources to improve and develop sustainable important critical services for
its citizens; and

WHEREAS, the economic base of Sierra County will be enhanced through the development of the Copper
Flat Mine Project to help offset the existing weak economic conditions being experienced in Sierra County; and

WHEREAS, it is the desire of the SEC Board to support businesses that employ local citizens and utilize

proven technologies that provide community safeguards and balance environmental stewardship with mineral and
other natural resources production.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the SEC Board fully supports and encourages the granting of state

and federal permits to the New Mexico Copper Corporation as needed to facilitate the opening and continuing

operation of the Copper Flat Mine Project in Sierra County.

CERTIFICATE OF SECRETARY

i, J. -, hereby certify that I am the Secretary of Sierra Electric Cooperative,

Inc. and I further hereby certify that the above Resolution is a true and correct copy of the resolution passed and

adopte Wárd,of Trustees of Sierra Electric Cooperative, Inc., at its meeting held on February 19, 2016, at

present, and that this Resolution has not been rescinded or modified.

: (V
y\ A i O.L. Wood

3 .E’A1--—-”
.

Secretary

- . .,l_

,
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Before there was a Sierra County, before there was a New Mexico, mining was the

main trading source of the area, by the Spanish, by the Native Americans, and the

inhabitants long before them. Sierra County grew up on mining, because it was

blessed with an abundance of underground resources, resources that many others

would be overjoyed to have. Z’ /(t

tsr) /7/ C

It’s time that our business community realize the enormous value, and the positive

economic impact that the Copper Flat Mine will have on our community?

It’s time that the advantages and the true facts were seriously considered and

appreciated by this community, not the baseless fearmongering and exaggerated

hogwash continually promolgated by those who don’t want things to change, most

especially the ones who consider themselves to be “leaders”. These are the people

who should be making sure we move forward, and not letting opportunities to

improve our economy slip away.

It’s time to come down to earth and realize that all things change, they change for

the better, or they change for the worse, but nothing stays the same.

The mining industry has also changed greatly, and it is time that the old

perceptions catch up with those changes. The technical advances made over

recent years affect just about every aspect of the industry, especially the ability to

operate a successful mine that is also ecologically responsible in it’s operations.

The mine will need several hundred employees, and although local labor will have

the chance to be trained for some of the jobs needed at the mine, most of the

labor will have to move here because we had little to offer so most of our young

people moved away.

If the mine employs 200 workers that come from elsewhere, (and that’s a low

figure), it will mean about 600 new residents, (includes spouses, children etc.).

That is a 10% population increase for T or C, and a 6% increase for the county.

These are not retirees, these are mostly people of working age, something we

need here.

18596



That will be 400 who do NOT work at the mine, and some will have skills that we

really need in our community.From these 400 family members, you can be sure

that a good percentage of these will look for work, part time or otherwise, and this

will also help bring othere businesses to our area because one of the drawbacks

we have had for bringing in new business, has been the shortage of labor,

especially skilled labor.

Having a larger labor pool wou[d and drawing more business to our area, will also

improve the growth opportunities for our already established businesses.

These new residents will shop, buy gas and use services here in Sierra County, they

will use our doctors, our hospital and our clinics. They will go to the cinema, the

brewery, etc. and and they will need houses and appartments.

There are many here who have the common sense to realize that this is an

enormous opportunity for our community. It’s time to hear from more of those

people and about the positive support for this one time, one of a kind opportunity

for Sierra County, instead of nebulous negatives from the repetitive naysayers,

who sometimes take a fact, but look to bend and shape that fact out of all reality

to fit their agenda. Sometimes they don’t even start with a fact at all, they start

with an outright lie and go on to embelish that lie.

These people are NOT thinking about the survival of the community, they say

these things mostly for selfish personal reasons and to be an anti hero.

We hear continuous complaining about the state of our roads, our water and

sewer systems, electric and many other basics that make life comfortable.

That’s partly because Sierra County is so very poor, one of the poorest in the US,

not just NM. THAT IS NOT GOING TO CHANGE UNLESS WE HELP IT TO CHANGE,

AND THIS IS ABOUT THE BEST CHANCE WE ARE GOING TO GET!!
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Statement

My name is Robert Byrd, I am a retired engineer living in Las Cruces. My mother’s
family is from the old Hot Springs area, now T or C, my father worked in mining in
New Mexico at Magdalena, and later Grants before moving out of state. I was
afforded my own educational opportunities thanks in great part to my father’s
work in mining.

My concern is that opportunities for today’s youth in southern New Mexico are
seriously limited by the lack good-paying job opportunities that invest in their
communities, which in turn affects the ability of communities to adequately-fund
education, and pay for infrastructure upkeep, a deadly cycle. Farming is
important, but work is seasonal, and generally low paying. Government jobs are
often good, but can be easily moved as political winds shift. New Mexico, with its
low education rating isn’t even close to the first choice for relocating high-tech
industry. The Spaceport? Mañana- So why not mining? We have the resources-
that other states don’t have, we have institutional excellence at New Mexico
Tech, and we have a willing workforce that needs high-paying jobs with a future.

I commend New Mexico Copper for their planned mine at Copper Flat. New
Mexico has mineral resources that can, and should be developed in a sustainable
fashion that are entirely compatible with other important economic activities-
farming, tourism, manufacturing, as well as the high-tech fields.

The technical plan that New Mexico Copper has presented details how much
water it will use, and how it will be managed. This isn’t exotic, untried, or
especially expensive technology- but it is modern, and represents the state of the
art in an industry that deals with the same concerns across the world. I made
some quick comparisons with the water that will be used in the Copper Flat
operation, which is equivalent to the same amount of water consumed by a large
pecan farm covering two sections of farmland. But the “social benefit” return on
that water use in mining vastly dwarfs that in pecan farming- in terms of good
paying jobs, local business rejuvenation, tax revenues and potentially follow-on
support industries.

I strongly support approval of the necessary permits for the Copper Flat mine.
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Statement for the City of Elephant Butte for the New Mexico Environment Department, Groundwater
Protection Bureau

for the

Copper flat Mine Project Groundwater Protection Discharge Permit O

p:

tP
The City of Elephant Butte became New Mexico’s 101 incorporated community in July 1998, and is tdrj,tc3-’f
home of about 1,500 full time residents, and hosts as many as 100,000 on key summer holidays that visit L.r(OL.J-dl$3
New Mexico’s largest lake, Elephant Butte Reservoir. In the City’s 20 years of existence, we have striven c1-z#es

to develop a friendly, safe and diverse community that is open to tourism and a comfortable retirment .ø4zI
environment. ou1yi jc.iptJc-+ot OL’-e4t( t Ol hç WWk_ }-

As with much of New Mexico, particularly Sierra County and other rural New Mexico counties,
maintaining a sustainable City infrastructure has been challenging since our inception, with poor
economic conditions state-wide, and a lack of good paying, full-time jobs in Sierra County. With much
of our county being federally-owned, and other large private land holdings, the opportunities for
economic development are constrained and challenging.

While we remain hopeful that Spaceport will someday soon develop and provide the economic stimulus
that we have been waiting for since its official opening in 2011, this has not yet happened on a scale that
has much effect on our economy.

In addition, the drought plaguing New Mexico over the past years, as well as political pressures to
provide more and more water to the Mesilla Valley for increased agricultural acreages, as well as to the
more water in the Rio Grande River system to the State of Texas and to Mexico, Elephant Butte Lake is
currently only about 3% of its holding capacity. This has resulted in fewer visitations to Sierra County
and Elephant Butte than virtually any year in our City’s existence. This of course increases pressure on
our local businesses, and we have seen some of them closing their doors.

While some opportunities can be developed in a variety of geographic locations, a Mineral Deposit must
be developed where it occurs. You cannot relocate Ore Bodies.

The Copper Flat Mine Project offers a unique and valuable opportunity to the City of Elephant Butte, to
Sierra County and to the State of New Mexico. The Copper flat Project job opportunities are the kind
that communities can build on. Currently, we lose many of our young, bright high school graduates,
leaving our communities to education and job opportunities that are not available here. Copper Flat will
provide neatly 300 full-time jobs, many of which will be entry level or well suited to many of our local
skilled individuals that can operate heavy equipment, drive trucks, work as accountants, engineers, human
resource specialists, Safety Professionals, Environmental Professionals, and many, many other
opportunities.

These people will live in our communities, and spend their good paychecks on their daily family needs
such as food, clothing, vehicles, gasoline and diesel, on an on. They will also pay Federal and State taxes;
as well as contribute significantly to the Gross Receipts Taxes that our local municipal and county
governments rely on to provide services to our communities.

Like a city or a county or even a state, when a major project is needed, it must be designed and built by
qualified professionals. So too does a mining company like New Mexico Copper Corporation (NMCC).
NMCC has engaged an impressive assemblage of Professional, Licensed and Experienced Engineers,
Hydrologists, Metallurgist’s, and others to develop the plans for the proposed facilities for the Copper
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Flat Mine Project. Once approved for construction, there will be many opportunities for our local
construction companies to play a rote in the construction and development of the Copper Flat Mine
Project.

Our city, our county and our state all need the Copper Flat Mine Project! The company has done its part,
has professionally waded through the myriad of requirements, hired the best they can source to design the
facilities so that they will be protective of the Environment during operations and well into the
future something that was considered in the past. They will also post a significant Bond to assure that
the operation and infrastructure is protective during operations and in the future.

We must seize this opportunity for our residents, our communities and for our future. What else to do we
have to support our future? Our lake may never reach levels that it has in the past? Spaceport is a great
opportunity, but when will it happen for Sierra County?

Without the Copper flat Mine Project, our future and sustainability of our communities will be a difficult
and challenging at best.

The City of Elephant Butte needs and supports the approval of the Groundwater Protection Discharge
Permit for the Copper flat Mine Project, and encourages the New Mexico Environment Department to
complete their analysis and issue this permit as soon as possible!
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BUTTE PROPANE EMAIL butteptopane@outlook co

COMPANY, LLC After hour #: 575-496-7155

Wednesday, september26, 2018,

Mynäme is Michael Skidmore. I am the owner of Butte Propane Company and I
am here today to express my strong, unwavering and total support for the
Copper Flat Mine.

Sierra County is my home. I moved here 35 years ago in 1983 from Oklahoma.
At that time the copper mine was in full operation, providing good paying jobs for
our county residents and much needed tax revenue for our state and local
governments. Many other secondary businesses and jobs were also supportedby the mine as they provided services and goods to the mine.

When the mine closed in 1985, the economic impact to the county was drastic!
Jobs were lost, businesses closed and people moved away. Real Estate prices
plummeted. The county experienced a depression it has never recovered fromto this day.

What THEMAC Resources is asking is not a new mine in the sense that none
has ever existed in our county before, but rather that we utilize the alreadyexisting resources that have been successfully mined in the past!

THEMAC has met or exceeded all mine safety and environmental codes and
they own their own water. There is no valid reason to deny them the right to
operate on land they own.

I see several obvious reasons the mine should be operating.

FIRST: The economic impact to our local community, and indeed, the stategovernment in Santa Fe is obvious! Almost 400 full time, permanent, high payingjobs will generate much needed income for all! The taxes the mine will pay to thestate, as well as the taxes paid by the employees will be substantial.

SECOND: Instead of a dying county with aging residents slowly reducing thepopulation, our children can stay in Sierra County and infuse it with new vibrantenergy and life.

THIRD: Those who oppose the copper mine are biting the very hand that feedsthem! 90% of the automobiles we drive are made from mined metal ores, steel,aluminum, silver, copper, titanium, etc. Those who advocate for electric cars butoppose copper mining are opposing themselves! One can’t have cars without
Butte Propane, LLC

575-744-5914 575-496-7155
64 Greenwood Lane Truth or Consequences, NM 87901
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— BUTTE POPANE PHONE 575-744-5914
EMAIL:buttepropane@outlook.com

COMPANY, LIC After hour #: 575-496-7155

copper! Those who advocate for wind energy but oppose copper mining oppose
themselves! Wind turbines need copper, where will the copper come from? A
mine! Those who advocate for solar energy surely must realize that solar is
impossible without copper!

Computers, cell phones, Televisions, cameras, video equipment, literally every
field of technology is dependent on a secure, safe and continuing supply of
copper! The demand for copper continues to escalate! In addition to the
technical fields’ dependency upon copper, our nation’s power grid, electrical
generating stations, power lines, electrical wiring for homes and businesses all
need copper! Even my propane business needs copper for the regulators and
tank tubing!

As new technology advances, the need for copper will only increase! It will not
decrease!

When America is forced to import copper from other countries to supply the
growing demand, not only is the cost increased, our national security is
threatened. A country could simply cut off our copper supply and America would
grind to a halt!

What good is a valuable natural resource if we are not allowed to use it?

Why not use a resource that is local, less expensive to mine, provides great
paying jobs, much needed tax revenues and advance the technological age we
live in?

Do everyone a favor and open the mine!

Butte Propane, LLC
575-744-5914 575-496-7155

64 Greenwood Lane Truth or Consequences, NM 87901
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Madam Hearing Officer, I appreciate the opportunity to comment.

My name is Crystal Diamond, I am the director of Sierra Soil & Water Conservation District, a division of state
government governed by a board of officials elected by all registered voters within their district boundaries, in
our case Sierra County, Socorro County, Catron County, and parts of Dona Ana County.

By state statute, our district is charged with furthering the conservation, development, utilization, flood
prevention and disposal of water, and thereby preserve and protect New Mexico’s land and water resources.

Earlier in testimony, a representative from Turner Properties spoke of the protection and conservation
measures implemented on the Ladder Ranch. The term pristine water was reference throughout. Ironically, it
was our district and community landowners that seemed most concern for the water quality of Animas Creek
when just 4 years ago, the ranch proposed the poisoning of our creek waters, including Rotenone, to kill out
all fish inhabiting our steam in an effort to introduce the rio grande cutthroat trout. The poisonous waters
would reach Caballo Lake, effectively killing fish species the ranch classified as undesirable, additionally, it was
not disputed that protected species such as leopard frogs within the waters would be killed in the process.
Impacts to irrigation and livestock waters were unknown, and the community push back was extreme. The
project was abruptly halted when federal judges ruled the cutthroat trout did not warrant protected species
designation. A ruling that pleased many within sierra county, specifically residents along Animas Creek, who
Were not pleased at the attempt made by their upstream neighbor to poison their water.

Our orders to promote sustainable conservation through multiple-use practices is a mission we take very
seriously, therefor we were not quick to support the opening of Copper Flat mine without first being confident
that our land, water, air and wildlife would not be negatively impacted.

Like the Ladder Ranch proposal, the conservation district was equally concerned about the impact Copper Flat
proposal would have on our natural resources, specifically water quality. We have carefully reviewed the
proposals and studies and called numerous meetings with copper flat representatives, including on-site visits.
Our concerns and the concerns brought to us by the many farmers and ranchers we serve, have been
thoroughly addressed and alleviated. We are confident that the mine has put in place measures of adequately
protecting our waters and land.

It appears the effort to stop the opening of Copper Flat Mine, is not based on genuine concern for the
environment. The opposition seems spearheaded in attempt to protect profits generated from an eco-tourism
business that relies on “quiet open spaces and views”. Sierra County welcomes this business. Just as we
welcome the business opportunity of another- to use the land responsibly and wisely, generating profits for
themselves while conserving the lands for future land steward.

This mining project has met what is required of them. We urge for their permitting to be granted. Together
with the overwhelming majority of our citizens, Sierra SWCD stands in full support of Copper Flat Mine.
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Madam chairwoman and all other interested parties in these proceedings, my name is -iiD C/9LL4A1

live in Hillsboro NM. According their websites, Themac and NMCC are exploration and development
corporations. It is my belief that it is their intent to sell the mine property, which is well within their

rights. However, if that is their intent then there is no need for a discharge permit. If they want the
permit as part of their development strategy and for marketability I believe that the law prohibits the

government from enriching private entities with actions of its own doing. That is, the mine should be

saleable as is, if not, then the permit is adding prohibited valuation. Further, if their intent is to actually

operate the mine I would like to point out that neither company has any history or experience in

operating a mine. As we all know, environmental damage is a probability with all mining operations. To

allow inexperienced operations magnifies that potential to an unacceptable degree.

So, on these two points, non-governmental participation and inexperience, I ask that the discharge

permit be denied. Thank you.

10634 Highway 152

Hillsboro NM 88042
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Sierrtt EleCtriC €oopercttive, Inc.
6 It) Hwy 1 95 • P.O. Box 29() IIephant I3utte, New Mexico 87935

;Z 575-744-5231 • Fax:575-744-5819
www.sierraelectric.org

ii1

Copper Flat Mine Groundwater Discharge Permit Hearing

Testimony of:
John I3okich
President, Board of Trustees
Sierra Electric Cooperative
PC Box 290
Elephant Butte, NM $7935

2$ September 201$

• John Bokich, President of the I3oard of Trustees for Sierra Electric Cooperative
• My background includes:

o Bachelor of Science and Master of Science degrees in Biological/Ecological
Sciences from the University of Texas at El Paso

o Certified Wildlife I3ielogist
o Licensed Contractor in NM
o Certi lied M SFIA Safety Instructor
o Certi fled Auditor, International Cyanide Management Institute
o 36 years experience as an Environmental Professional in the Mining Industry

• $ awards for Excellence in Reclamation, including one in British Columbia
and one in New Zealand. Six in Nev Mexico.

• Sierra I.lectric established in 1 941 , now in out- 77tt year of serving Sierra County
• About 4,t)t)() members

o Challenges of an Electric Coop in Southern Rural New Mexico
Dccl ining Membership with declining population in Sierra County

• One of the poorest Counties in New Mexico with a stagnate to declining
economy and little Industrial electrical load

• Aging infrastructure with constant need for replacement and upgrading.
o Nearly 90t) miles of power lines (3 lines — -3,000 miles of wire)
• l4,000 Wood Power Poles
• Approximately 3,300 Transformers

Your Touchstone Enerv Cooperative
SEC Ic An Equal UpporittnTh P,ovidcr and Employer.
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• Approximately 600 Regulators, Capacitors, Sectionalizing Devices,
etc.

• 2 Substations (Cuchillo (1977): 10 MVA / Caballo (2005): 5 MVA)
• A fleet of specialized vehicles, equipment and Safety gear

Primarily a Residential Customer Base, the most difficult type of Base for
sustaining infrastructure and service without continually needing to increase
rates to Members
Difficulty finding skilled workers, rely on hiring bright locals and providing
professional training and then trying to retain them

• Problem with being in an economically challenged County is that we
can’t pay as much as other Coops with better economies.

a Electric Coop’s, like mining operators, rely on professionals to design and construct
our infrastructure

• Sierra Electric has ongoing requirements to upgrade and replace our aging
infrastructure as described above

• For large Capital Projects, after they are Professionally designed, it goes to
Bid, and is constructed by Licensed Professionals specialized in electrical
projects.

• Once construction complete, our own highly trained and specialized Linemen
and Support Crews monitor and maintain the system, and conduct
Maintenance and New small scale Construction Projects.

. NMCC has done the same with design of their mine facilities, including the
Tailings Storage Facility. It has been designed by Professionals, with
extensive Experience in such operations and facilities. These Professionals
rely on their designs and constructed facilities working to protect the
environment in order to stay in business as will NMCC!

• Sierra Electric Cooperative is a Working Example of how when good
opportunity for good employment is available in Sierra County, that our local
youth, and talented individuals who may be from other areas and like living
in Small Town New Mexico, seek out these jobs, work through intensive and
professional Training Programs, and improve themselves and build Careers in
Sierra County.

• This results in Growth to the County, which is what Sierra Electric needs to
sustain and improve our service to our Members.

o We have heard a lot of talk this week, opinion, not fact, about the effects of mining
on a community.

• It is too bad that mining is such a rare industry in New Mexico these days.
Mining is a wonderftil and unique industry. It is much like a family as how
employees and families feel like member of a Team.

• Mining folks work, live and share their lives with Workmates, and establish
relationships that last a Lifetime.

• Mining is an incredibly Complex, Technical and Potentially Dangerous
industry.
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• Mining has and continually upgrades a CULTURE Of SAFETY.
• Like an Electric Cooperative... SAFETY IS NUMBER ONE!
• Before you are hired, you will be required to take and pass a Drug and

Alcohol Test, and Drug Tests will likely be given randomly through the
year, or to any individual that has an accident on the mine that äould
have, or does result in injury to an employee or equipment. This is to
protect our Workforce from someone who might come to or be at work
in an impaired state.

• A new employee will go through 24 hours (3 full workdays) of specific
training by an MSHA Certified Instructor. All employees work
together in these Training Classes Administration such as
Receptionist, Accountants, Human Resources are in the same Safety
Training Class with Haul-Truck Drivers, Bulldozer Operators,
Mechanics and Mill Workers. You will receive full pay for any training
that you take for Safety, or that is required by your job.

• Every 12 months every employee must have an 8-hour Refresher Class
to be Recertified to work at the mine.

• SAFETY TRAINING, is not the end of your exposure to Safety at a
mine. Every day before starting work, you will have a Safety Tailgate
Meeting with your Crew to discuss the day’s work plan, any special
hazards or conditions that should be avoided or repaired, and more time
and site-specific information to ensure that all employs are on the same
page.

• In addition, Task Training will be required before anyone, even an
experienced Operator, demonstrating that they know how to Safely operate a
piece of Equipment.

• Task Training will also be continually offered to inexperienced employees so
that they can learn Safe Operating Practices and be available for Promotion.

• M$FIA Safety Training, and the Safety Culture that will be practiced
and required at the Copper Flat Mine will make you a Safer Person in
all aspects of your life.

o You will take home your Safety knowledge and culture and
• integrate it into you family life.

o No-one in your family will ride in a moving vehicle, not even 50
feet, without buckling your seat belt.

o You will be proveded PPE (Personal Protective Equipment), e.g.
hard hat, reflective vest, hearing protection, eye protection, etc.,
by the Company. You will likely purchase your own steel-toed
footwear.

o You will teach your family the importance of using PPE around
home for chores, and you will likely prepare and keep a kit in

Your Touchstone Energy Cooperative
SEC Is An Equal Opportunity Provider and Employer.
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your vehicles for emergencies blankets, water, food, tools,
etc. You and your family will be prepared!

• As I said previously, a mine functions as a Team. Equipment Operators,
Admin Staff, Mill Operators, Engineers, Environmental Dept., Safety
Dept., etc., will all function together to operate the mine in a Safe and
Planned way.

• The Mine Team will consist of:
o Admin Staff Receptionist, Accountants, HR, etc.
o Operations. . .Equipment Operators, Mill workers, Road and

Infrastructure Maintenance, Blast Hole Drillers, Blasters, etc.
o Operations Support.. . .Environmental/Reclamation, Drainage

Control, Mine Geology, Surveying, Grade Control, Warehouse,
Equipment Maintenance (Heavy Equipment), Mill Maintenance,
etc.

o Management General Manager, Dept. Heads, etc.
• The Mine Team is made up of women, men, Hispanics, Blacks, Native

Americans, Asian and any other persons legally able to work and live
in Sierra County.

• I have been a land-owner in Sierra County, through my parents, since 1961, when they
acquired a lot at Hot Springs Landing at Elephant Butte.

o I was 10 years old when we “got out lot”, and in the ensuing 57 years, I was a regular
visitor to the area. In 2005, my wife and moved here full-time, and in 2016 I retired
here.

o I have seen many changes Sierra County since 1961, and few are positive. TorC was
a thriving place, people were working, stores were open and diverse, things were
happening good things, and our newspapers weren’t full ofphoto’s ofpeople who
had been arrested for drugs, murder, robbery, etc.

o While Tourism is an important component of the future economy of Sierra County,
it cannot carry the county on its own, as Sierra County’s economy demonstrates.

• Tourism jobs tend to be Seasonal, Temporary, with little to no Benefits, while
Copper flat jobs will be full-time with Benefits, Training and a future.

• Tourism in Sierra County centers primarily around Elephant Butte Reservoir.
Our lake level is currently about 3% full, as low as it has been in has been in
about 50 years. A year ago the lake was about 12% full. With inflow in late
2017 and in 2018, the lake was reduced by 9%. If we don’t have a large
snowpack in 2018/2019, what is going to happen? Will the lake be at 1% full?
Or 0% full. How is that going to affect Sierra County’s tourist economy?

• With ever increasing acreage ofpecan trees being planted, a high water-
use crop, and desert/riparian lands being converted to cropland, the
issue of water with Texas and Mexico, will Elephant Butte ever again
be a lake that is the engine of tourism in Sierra County?
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o I spent 36 years working in the Mining Industry as an Environmental Manager at
several mines in New Mexico, Nevada and Overseas.

One notable observation that I had in working at large mine sites over the
years is that wildlife species are not driven away by mining, but attracted!
Game that is hunted learns that a mine permit area is an area of protection as
MSHA does not allow huntinglfirearms on mine areas. In addition, many
species learn that there are unique habitat opportunities on mine areas. I have
noted Rock Wrens actively foraging for insect on recently blasted rock slopes,
within minutes of a blast taking place. In addition, active mining areas as well
as mine reclamation areas offer diversity to the habitat from surrounding areas,
which draws in many species, short and long term.

o As an Environmental Professional in Mining, I have seen and been an Active
Member of Mine Teams to plan and manage the construction, operation,
environmental management, closure and reclamation of several large Tailings
Storage Facilities, Heap Leach Pads and other mine facilities that have similar
construction objectives and used the same techniques and materials as those
proposed for the Copper Flat Mine.

o I also managed an Environmental Auditing program for a Gold Company, and
conducted Environmental Audits on gold mines in the US, Canada, Chile, Brazil,
Zimbabwe and Russia.

• Many of these mines were aged, and yet the tailings facilities and systems
were designed, built and operated to rigorous standards, and were protective
of the environment.

• I have never known of a project that I was involved with, that was designed,
constructed and operated, as is proposed at Copper Flat, to have failed.

• The Copper Flat Mine Project has been designed with the most advanced and
proven technologies known today, and will use the most advanced and proven
materials to protect the environment while providing jobs, training and
opportunity to our local youth and working people, and economic stimulus to
Sierra County.

The design, construction and operation of the Quintana Mine in the late 1970’s and early
1980’s was in a totally different era of mine and facility design, and consideration of the
environment, and our science has advanced significantly since that time.

o When Quintana constructed the Tailings Storage Facility, it only had a clay-type
liner and little else to prevent migration of fluids and tailings constituents into
groundwater.

o The result was a relatively small plume of water that did percolate from the TSF into
the groundwater below and downgradient of the TSF.

o I have reviewed data taken from monitoring wells that intersect this plume.
o While the groundwater samples from the monitoring wells does have some elevated

values for some constituents, primarily TDS and Sulfate, the values are not really
very high, and there were no samples that showed copper as being above Standards!

Your Touchstone Energy Cooperative
SEC Is An Equal Opportunity Provider and Employer.
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‘ In contrast, in a report published by NM Tech in 2013, samples taken of water
discharged from the TorC Hot Springs District, directly into the Rio Grande
River at a rate of about 1 million gallons per day show some sulfate and TDS
concentrations well above Human Health Standards.
In addition, thousands of tons of ammonium sulfate fertilizer is applied to the
crops in the Mesilla Valley, which borders the Rio Grande River south of the
Copper Flat Project.

• A paper in the publication Chemical Geology in 2011, which studied
sulfate levels in the Mesilla Valley, concludes that fertilizers containing
sulfate were major contributors to elevated sulfate in groundwater,
down to depths of as much as 600 feet.

• Also, water samples reported by the US Geologic Survey in 199$ for the years
1992-95, showed elevated levels of many pesticides and volatile organic
compounds and nutrients, which were detected in surface and ground waters
of the Rio Grande Valley. With the significant increase of croplands since
1995, what are those values today?

o I find it hypocritical that there is criticism of Copper Flat potentially affecting
groundwater quality.. . .historically shown to be sulfate and TDS, when there is
residue of nitrogen (nitrates) and sulfate that leaches into the groundwater of the
Mesilla Valley in much greater quantities.

o In addition, there has been criticism of the design of the TSF and the materials to be
used, HDPE in particular. HDPE is used extensively to protect groundwater and the
environment. Hazardous Waste Landfills, gold mines containing solutions
containing cyanide, and many others utilize this material. FDPE is estimated to last
500+ years. In this application, where there is a compacted sub-base and the HDPE
liner is protected from excess pressures by the solution drainage system and from
UV light by the covering of tailings, it could well last in perpetuity.

• And who is to say that the Elephant Butte Dam, which is already 100 years
old, is going to last 500+ years, or if it is, that the lake won’t be virtually full
of sediment with little or no water storage capacity? Without the Elephant
Butte Dam, agriculture in the Mesilla Valley will be a remnant of the past.

• NMCC has followed the path that federal and state regulation require, they have engaged
highly trained, experienced and professional teams to design a comprehensive project that
will protect the environment, generate much needed opportunity and economic benefits to
Sierra County, and reclaim the land to a condition better than what it is today.

IT IS TIME TO APPROVE THiS PROJECT AND LET THOSE IN SIERRA COUNTY THAT WANT TO
WORK, THAT WANT TO SEE THEIR CHILDREN STAY IN SIERRA COUNTY AND WORK, AND
WANT A COUNTY THAT IS ECONOMICALLY SUSTAINABLE, RECEIVE WHAT CAN BE HAD IF THE
PORJECT IS APPROVED.
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New Mexico Copper Corporation Copper Flat Discharge Permit DP 1 $40.

My name is Linda Seebach, I live in Hillsboro, NM.

I am opposed to this permit being approved for the following reasons:

I hold a Bachelor of Arts Degree in Social Science from New Mexico Institute Of Mining and
Technology (now New Mexico Tech), a Master’s Degree In Social Work from the University of
Denver, I am a former (now retired) Certified Floodplain Manager (CFM) in New Mexico and
also a former NPDES Administrator for the Village of Los Ranchos de Albuquerque NM and
therefore am in a unique position to address the proposed Copper Flat Mine ground water
discharge permit before you.

I would first like to address the socio economic position of Sierra County. It is true that Sierra
County needs jobs and economic income. However, historically, Copper Flat Mine had not been
economically viable. Bankruptcy, near bankruptcy, abandonment until sold has been its history.
THEMAC and NMCC, who have never operated a mine, would have you believe this is going to
change, they have all the answers and history would not repeat itself. This is a projection, not a
guarantee.They need $3.00 per pound copper prices to make their needed 20% profit. In the last
120 years the average copper price has been $2.50 fIb. in contemporary dollars. There’s never
been 12 straight years of over $3.00 fib, prices.

Secondly, THEMAC and NMCC have put forth hydrological information in a dogmatic position,
“This is what is and how it will remain for the next 100 years”. They have not addressed the
hydrological changes which WILL occur by pumping 7000 + acre feet per year from the aquifer
in addition to current usage. Depleting the aquifer by that amount yearly will cause a change in
the hydrology of the area. Over a twelve year period, this will be significant.

In their presentation NMCC mentioned briefly a seismology report was required by the OSE,
Dam Division, however, there has not been, to my knowledge, a comprehensive study of the
effects of the shock waves from blasting over the twelve year production projection and the
redistribution of 112 million tons of material within ¼ mile of the Las Animas fault. It is
reasonable to question whether the combined mining activities of blasting, machinery vibration,
and redistribution of 112 million tons of material would cause fractures in the Las Animas fault
and what the results of that fracturing would be.

HDPE liners are considered, for several reasons, always to leak a little (they are specifically said
by manufactures to be “water resistant” not “water proof’). The under-drain collecting system
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(which normally would be under a top liner to catch the expected leakage) is located above the
liner. It is not, in fact, an “under-drain” system, but they still call it that. It is an “above drain”
system which functions to capture water directly from the tailings to be reused. Nothing
prevents contaminated water that gets past the liner (mostly through accidental punctures, rips,
etc. — they have to drive equipment over the liner to install it) from going into the ground and
thus into groundwater. This violates the NM Water Quality Act, but the NM Supreme Court
sanctioned this violation by saying the Copper Rule’s solution to this problem is valid. That
solution is to say that if the groundwater is polluted by the tailings pond, that pollution has to be
detected by the monitoring wells placed around the TSf, and then the situation is remedied by a
network of “interceptor wells” that pump the contaminated groundwater back into the tailings
pond thus not letting any pollution downstream. That is why the proposed TSF has neither a real
under-drain collection system nor even a leakage detection system.

To respond to these points: a) since NMED knows definitively that the existing tailing pond
(which has no plastic liner) is leaking contamination into groundwater and has been for 35 years,
NMED should require an interceptor system to operate from the beginning of operations, i.e., it
should be in place and not wait until new contamination is detected by the new monitoring
wells; b) NMED must verify that NMCC owns enough water rights to operate a sufficient
interceptor system; if they don’t then the permit should not be issued; c) the location of the so
called “under-drain” system does not satisfy the Copper Rule requirement for a tailing pond
which specifies a “tailing seepage collection system” [NMAC 20.6.7.22A(4)(d)(v)] because it
does not catch the seepage going past the liner into the ground. The Copper Rule itself defmes
“seepage” as leachates that get into the vadose zone, which is the moist layer of soil above
groundwater. The requirement is for under-drain systems.

As a result of climate change, New Mexico has experienced a higher incident of 500 year storm
events in the last ten years, two of which have been in the Hillsboro area. In calculating the storm
water management portion of the permit, they have devised a “ledge” which would separate
NMCC property from BLM property within the proposed pitlake area. In the NM Water Quality
Act (NM Statutes Annotated 74-6-1) there is a provision called Limitations (NMSA 74-6-12C)
which exempts water that is entirely on private property, that does not combine with other
waters, and whose effects are confmed to that property. NMCC started resurveyed the land
around the pit to show they own all of the pit. However, there is a small portion of BLM land
which sticks into the projected future pitlake at the end of operations. The level of the pitlake is
going to change according to storm events. The ledge is planned to be three feet above the
proposed water level, it will overtop the ledge during a 500 year storm event, as three feet does
not allow sufficient freeboard for a 500 year event.

They have not addressed the probability of a 500 year storm which would impact the holding pits
of the mine, thus causing the overflow of contaminates into the Greyback Arroyo and on to the
Ladder and Hillsboro Pitchfork Ranches. Should the contaminated pits overflow in such a
manner, the mine becomes a point source contamination to the Rio Grande River.
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In summary, I protest this permit on the grounds of insufficient studies into the above mentioned
areas of concern. THEMAC and NMCC are asking you to believe “This is what is, and it will
continue to be so”. NO it will not continue to be so.. .there are many variables in the equation
that have not been adequately addressed. They are saying, “This is what will continue to be”.
No, they need to have contingency plans and more detailed analytical studies, instead of theft
dogma.

Sincerely,

cL%

Linda Seebach

10634 Hiway 152

Hilisboro, NM $8042
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Froeport-McMoRan China Mines Company Sherry Burt-Kested
P 0 Box 10 Manger, Environmental Servce
Bayacd, NM 68023 Telephone 575.912-5927

e-mail: sburtkesrMrni.com

September 27, 2018

Hand Delivered

Hearing Officer
New Mexico Environment Department
Ground Water Quality Bureau

Dear Madame Heating Officer:

Re: Copper Flat Discharge Permit DP-1 840 Public Comment

Freeport-McMoRan is not a party to this proceeding, though I and some of my fellow workers
have attended and listened to this hearing with great interest Even though Fceeport-McMoRan is
not involved in this hearing, testimony concerning Freeport McMoRan’s mines in Chino and
Tyrone has been provided. This comment is intended to correct a number of
mischaracterizations and provide additional information for the Commission.

The witness who testified regarding incidents at the Chino and Tyrone mines has no personal
knowledge of them, and in fact those incidents occurred before I began working at the mine.
Indeed. the most recent incident addressed in the testimony occurred in 2007. Testimony was
provided regarding reports and a settlement in 2011 and reference to documents that were
developed in connection with that case. These documents were not intended as authoritative
evaluations about impacts to the environment from Freepott’s current mining operations or even
long term impacts from its historical operations at these mines Further, my understanding is that
the process leading to that settlement began in 2003, related to incidents reported in 2000, and
covered the entire history of the mines prior to that time and beginning in the early part of the last
century. For example, open pit mining began at Chino in 1910, and as you can imagine, mining
technology and attention to protection of water quality and the environment has changed
dramatically since then. In sum, the incidents you have heard of generally reflect historic mining
practices, anti our use of modern mining engineering practices and implementation and
advancement of regulations by the state agencies ensure that there are few, if any, of these types
of incidents in the future.

The current environmental and engineering staff at the Chino and Tyrone Mines takes great care
to design, construct and operate our facilities to comply with our permits and laws that protect
water quality and the environment. Our permit applications are rigorously reviewed by the
professional staff at the New Mexico Environment Department and other agencies to make sure
that we are following the rules and doing all we can to protect water quality. That review process
involves extensive public engagement including hearings such as this, and is backed up by
reguilar water quality monitoring and ongoing review, both by our staff and the agency.

Both our company and the regulatory agencies have learned a great deal over the last several
decades about how to better operate our mines to prevent incidents that can impact water
quality. That knowledge is reflected in the Copper Rule, which requires all mines, and particularly
new mines, to meet rigorous requirements. An example is the ne.’,’ standards for pipelines and
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Page 2

tanks, which are the source of many of the incidents that have been discussed with you. Indeed,
the Copper Rule provides far greater detail of the requirements to protect water quality than was
in place before.

I suspect that the witness used public records of the incidents he discussed with you. and those
public records are always available for anyone to obtain and review However, the testimony
provided did not cover the full extent of those reports. Spills and other incidents must be promptly
reported to the Environment Department and often other agencies, but that is not the end of the
requirements. Our reporting must discuss the actions taken in immediate response to an incident
for cleanup and to minimize its impacts, as well as longer term cleanup when necessary to
restore impacted soils and surface and groundwater to meet standards for water quality
protection. Long4errri protection of water quality also involves reclamation of parts of the mine no
longer needed for production. Over the last ten years or so, we have successfully reclaimed over
5000 acres of tailings impoundments and stockpiles in a manner to maintain their Iongterm
stability. We have also instituted practices for the regular revew of facilities such as tailings
dams which, along with regular monitoring and reportina to the agencies, is designed to ensure
that nothing is overlooked and that these facilities will remain stable and that water quality will be
protected during operations as well as long after these facilities are closed.

I hope that these comments will help put the testimony you have heard in perspective, and
appreciate your time and attention to my comments.

Sincerely,

Sherry Burt-Kested
Manager, Environmental Services
Freeport-MctdoRan Chino Mines Company
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Baca, John, NMENV

From: Stan Brodsky <stanandrob@windstream.net>
Sent: Friday, September 07, 2018 11:59 AM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: Copper Flat Mine Re-opening

I am all for adding several hundred jobs to Sierra County, but the price for doing that seems pretty high. I’m
talking mainly about water usage. We are in a draught. Wells are going dry in Hillsboro. The mine has said they
need to use about 16-17 acre-feet of water per day, which is over 5 million gallons per day. An average family
used less than 1 acre-foot per YEAR.

I am also concerned about pollution of the ground water from contaminated water flowing out of the mine
operation. As you know, there will be a hearing on the mine’s projected water discharge om 9/24 — 9/25. We’ll
see what NMCC and Themac have to say at that time.

And then there are a couple of less important, but still important, things. One would be damage to the road on
route 152 from the very heavy trucks, and then there is also the question of added traffic to route 152 (trucks
and workers). As you probably know, Rt. 152 is a 2 lane road, one lane each way, with no shoulders.

Stan Brodsky

1
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_____

BUTTE PHOPANE PHONE 575-744-5914

_______

EMAIL:buttepropane@outlook.com

COMPANY, ILC After hour #: 575-496-7155

Wednesday, September 26, 2018,

Mynäme is Michael Skidmore. I am the owner of Butte Propane Company and I
am here today to express my strong, unwavering and total support for the
Copper Flat Mine.

Sierra County is my home. I moved here 35 years ago in 1983 from Oklahoma.
At that time the copper mine was in full operation, providing good paying jobs for
our county residents and much needed tax revenue for our state and Local
governments. Many other secondary businesses and jobs were also supported
by the mine as they provided services and goods to the mine.

When the mine closed in 1985, the economic impact to the county was drastic!
Jobs were lost, businesses closed and people moved away. Real Estate prices
plummeted. The county experienced a depression it has never recovered from
to this day.

What THEMAC Resources is asking is not a new mine in the sense that none
has ever existed in our county before, but rather that we utilize the already
existing resources that have been successfully mined in the past!

THEMAC has met or exceeded all mine safety and environmental codes and
they own their own water. There is no valid reason to deny them the right to
operate on land they own.

1 see several obvious reasons the mine should be operating.

FIRST: The economic impact to our local community, and indeed, the state
government in Santa Fe is obvious! Almost 400 full time, permanent, high payingjobs will generate much needed income for all! The taxes the mine will pay to thestate, as well as the taxes paid by the employees will be substantial.

SECOND: Instead of a dying county with aging residents slowly red ucing thepopulation, our children can stay in Sierra County and infuse it with new vibrantenergy and life.

THIRD: Those who oppose the copper mine are biting the very hand that feedsthem! 90% of the automobiles we drive are made from mined metal ores, steel,aluminum, silver, copper, titanium, etc. Those who advocate for electric cars butoppose copper mining are opposing themselves! One can’t have cars without
Butte Propane, LLC

575-744-5914 575-496-7155
64 Greenwood Lane Truth or Consequences, NM 87901
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. EMAiL:buttepropane@outlook.com

(:O1IPANY, LI After hour #: 575-496-7155

copper! Those who advocate for wind energy but oppose copper mining oppose
themselves! Wind turbines need copper, where will the copper come from? A
mine! Those who advocate for solar energy surely must realize that solat is
impossible without copper!

Computers, cell phones, Televisions, cameras, video equipment, literally every
field of technology is dependent on a secure, safe and continuing supply of
copper! The demand for copper continues to escalate! In addition to the
technical fields’ dependency upon copper, our nation’s power grid, electrical
generating stations, power lines, electrical wiring for homes and businesses all
need copper! Even my propane business needs copper for the regulators and
tank tubing!

As new technology advances, the need for copper will only increase! It will not
decrease!

When America is forced to import copper from other countries to supply the
growing demand, not only is the cost increased, our national security is
threatened. A country could simply cut off our copper supply and America would
grind to a halt!

What good is a valuable natural resource if we are not allowed to use it?

Why not use a resource that is local, less expensive to mine, provides great
paying jobs, much needed tax revenues and advance the technological age we
live in?

Do everyone a favor and open the mine!

Butte Propane, LLC
575-744-5914 575-496-7155

64 Greenwood Lane Truth or Consequences, NM 87901
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Madam Hearing Officer, I appreciate the opportunity to comment.

My name is Crystal Diamond, I am the director of Sierra Soil & Water Conservation District, a division of state
government governed by a board of officials elected by all registered voters within their district boundaries, in

our case Sierra County, Socorro County, Catron County, and parts of Dona Ana County.

By state statute, our district is charged with furthering the conservation, development, utilization, flood

prevention and disposal of water, and thereby preserve and protect New Mexico’s land and water resources.

Earlier in testimony, a representative from Turner Properties spoke of the protection and conservation
measures implemented on the Ladder Ranch. The term pristine water was reference throughout. Ironically, it
was our district and community landowners that seemed most concern for the water quality of Animas Creek
when just 4 years ago, the ranch proposed the poisoning of our creek waters, including Rotenone, to kill out
all fish inhabiting our steam in an effort to introduce the rio grande cutthroat trout. The poisonous waters
would reach Caballo Lake, effectively killing fish species the ranch classified as undesirable, additionally, it was
not disputed that protected species such as leopard frogs within the waters would be killed in the process.

Impacts to irrigation and livestock waters were unknown, and the community push back was extreme. The
project was abruptly halted when federal judges ruled the cutthroat trout did not warrant protected species
designation. A ruling that pleased many within sierra county, specifically residents along Animas Creek, who
Were not pleased at the attempt made by their upstream neighbor to poison their water.

Our orders to promote sustainable conservation through multiple-use practices is a mission we take very
seriously, therefor we were not quick to support the opening of Copper Flat mine without first being confident
that our land, water, air and wildlife would not be negatively impacted.

Like the Ladder Ranch proposal, the conservation district was equally concerned about the impact Copper Flat
proposal would have on our natural resources, specifically water quality. We have carefully reviewed the
proposals and studies and called numerous meetings with copper flat representatives, including on-site visits.
Our concerns and the concerns brought to us by the many farmers and ranchers we serve, have been
thoroughly addressed and alleviated. We are confident that the mine has put in place measures of adequately
protecting our waters and land.

It appears the effort to stop the opening of Copper Flat Mine, is not based on genuine concern for the
environment. The opposition seems spearheaded in attempt to protect profits generated from an eco-tourism
business that relies on “quiet open spaces and views”. Sierra County welcomes this business. Just as we
welcome the business opportunity of another- to use the land responsibly and wisely, generating profits for
themselves while conserving the lands for future land steward.

This mining project has met what is required of them. We urge for their permitting to be granted. Together
with the overwhelming majority of our citizens, Sierra SWCD stands in full support of Copper Flat Mine.
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Madam chairwoman and all other interested parties in these proceedings, my name is 7D C/9tAA..1

live in Hillsboro NM. According their websites, Themac and NMCC are exploration and development
corporations. It is my belief that it is their intent to sell the mine property, which is well within their

rights. However, if that is their intent then there is no need for a discharge permit. If they want the
permit as part of their development strategy and for marketability I believe that the law prohibits the
government from enriching private entities with actions of its own doing. That is, the mine should be
saleable as is, if not, then the permit is adding prohibited valuation. Further, if their intent is to actually

operate the mine I would like to point out that neither company has any history or experience in
operating a mine. As we all know, environmental damage is a probability with all mining operations. To

allow inexperienced operations magnifies that potential to an unacceptable degree.

So, on these two points, non-governmental participation and inexperience, I ask that the discharge

permit be denied. Thank you.

10634 Highway 152

Hillsboro NM 88042
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Sierra Electric Cooperative, Inc.
610 Hwy 195 • P.O. Box 290 Elephant Butte, New Mexico 87935

—, 575-744-5231 • Fax: 575-744-5819

P

Copper Flat Mine Groundwater Discharge Permit Hearing

Testimony of:
John Bokich
President, Board ofTrustees
Sierra Electric Cooperative
P0 Box 290
Elephant Butte, NM 87935

28 September 2018

• John Bokich, President of the Board ofTrustees for Sierra Electric Cooperative
• My background includes:

o Bachelor of Science and Master of Science degrees in Biological/Ecological
Sciences from the University ofTexas at El Paso

o Certified Wildlife Biologist
o Licensed Contractor in NM
o Certified MSHA Safety Instructor
o Certified Auditor, International Cyanide Management Institute
o 36 years experience as an Environmental Professional in the Mining Industry

• 8 awards for Excellence in Reclamation, including one in British Columbia
and one in New Zealand. Six in New Mexico.

• Sierra Electric established in 1941, now in our 77th year of serving Sierra County
• About 4,000 members

o Challenges of an Electric Coop in Southern Rural New Mexico
• Declining Membership with declining population in Sierra County
• One of the poorest Counties in New Mexico with a stagnate to declining

economy and little Industrial electrical load
• Aging infrastructure with constant need for replacement and upgrading.

• Nearly 900 miles ofpower lines (3 lines - —3,000 miles of wire)
• —14,000 Wood Power Poles
• Approximately 3,300 Transformers

Your Touchstone Energy’ Cooperative

___

SEC Is An Equal Opporiunhy Provider and Enqdojer.
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• Approximately 600 Regulators, Capacitors, Sectionalizing Devices,
etc.

• 2 Substations (Cuchillo (1977): 10 MVA / Caballo (2005): 5 MVA)
• A fleet of specialized vehicles, equipment and Safety gear

Primarily a Residential Customer Base, the most difficult type of Base for
sustaining infrastructure and service without continually needing to increase
rates to Members

• Difficulty finding skilled workers, rely on hiring bright locals and providing
professional training and then trying to retain them

• Problem with being in an economically challenged County is that we
can’t pay as much as other Coops with better economies.

o Electric Coop’s, like mining operators, rely on professionals to design and construct
our infrastructure

• Sierra Electric has ongoing requirements to upgrade and replace our aging
infrastructure as described above

• For large Capital Projects, after they are Professionally designed, it goes to
Bid, and is constructed by Licensed Professionals specialized in electrical
projects.

• Once construction complete, our own highly trained and specialized Linemen
and Support Crews monitor and maintain the system, and conduct
Maintenance and New small scale Construction Projects.

‘ NMCC has done the same with design of their mine facilities, including the
Tailings Storage facility. It has been designed by Professionals, with
extensive Experience in such operations and facilities. These Professionals
rely on their designs and constructed facilities working to protect the
environment in order to stay in business as will NMCC!

• Sierra Electric Cooperative is a Working Example of how when good
opportunity for good employment is available in Sierra County, that our local
youth, and talented individuals who may be from other areas and like living
in Small Town New Mexico, seek out these jobs, work through intensive and
professional Training Programs, and improve themselves and build Careers in
Sierra County.

• This results in Growth to the County, which is what Sierra Electric needs to
sustain and improve our service to our Members.

o We have heard a lot of talk this week, opinion, not fact, about the effects of mining
on a community.

• It is too bad that mining is such a rare industry in New Mexico these days.
Mining is a wonderful and unique industry. It is much like a Family as how
employees and families feel like member of a Team.

• Mining folks work, live and share their lives with Workmates, and establish
relationships that last a Lifetime.

• Mining is an incredibly Complex, Technical and Potentially Dangerous
industry.
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• Mining has and continually upgrades a CULTURE Of SAFETY.
• Like an Electric Cooperative... SAFETY IS NUMBER ONE!
• Before you are hired, you will be required to take and pass a Drug and

Alcohol Test, and Drug Tests will likely be given randomly through the
year, or to any individual that has an accident on the mine that öould
have, or does result in injury to an employee or equipment. This is to
protect our Workforce from someone who might come to or be at work
in an impaired state.

• A new employee will go through 24 hours (3 full workdays) of specific
training by an MSHA Certified Instructor. All employees work
together in these Training Classes Administration such as
Receptionist, Accountants, Human Resources are in the same Safety
Training Class with Haul-Truck Drivers, Bulldozer Operators,
Mechanics and Mill Workers. You will receive full pay for any training
that you take for Safety, or that is required by your job.

• Every 12 months every employee must have an 8-hour Refresher Class
to be Recertified to work at the mine.

• SAFETY TRAINING, is not the end of your exposure to Safety at a
mine. Every day before starting work, you will have a Safety Tailgate
Meeting with your Crew to discuss the day’s work plan, any special
hazards or conditions that should be avoided or repaired, and more time
and site-specific information to ensure that all employs are on the same
page.

• In addition, Task Training will be required before anyone, even an
experienced Operator, demonstrating that they know how to Safely operate a
piece of Equipment.

• Task Training will also be continually offered to inexperienced employees so
that they can learn Safe Operating Practices and be available for Promotion.

• MSHA Safety Training, and the Safety Culture that will be practiced
and required at the Copper Flat Mine will make you a Safer Person in
all aspects of your life.

o You will take home your Safety knowledge and culture and
• integrate it into you family life.

o No-one in your family will ride in a moving vehicle, not even 50
feet, without buckling your seat belt.

o You will be proveded PPE (Personal Protective Equipment), e.g.
hard hat, reflective vest, hearing protection, eye protection, etc.,
by the Company. You will likely purchase your own steel-toed
footwear.

o You will teach your family the importance of using PPE around
home for chores, and you will likely prepare and keep a kit in

Your Touchstone Energy® Cooperative
SEC Is An Equal Opportunity Provider and Employer.
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your vehicles for emergencies blankets, water, food, tools,
etc. You and your family will be prepared!

• As I said previously, a mine functions as a Team. Equipment Operators,
Admin Staff, Mill Operators, Engineers, Environmental Dept., Safety
Dept., etc., will all function together to operate the mine in a Safe and
Planned way.

• The Mine Team will consist of:
o Admin Staff Receptionist, Accountants, FIR, etc.
o Operations. . . .Equipment Operators, Mill workers, Road and

Infrastructure Maintenance, Blast Hole Drillers, Blasters, etc.
o Operations Support.. . .Environmental/Reclamation, Drainage

Control, Mine Geology, Surveying, Grade Control, Warehouse,
Equipment Maintenance (Heavy Equipment), Mill Maintenance,
etc.

o Management General Manager, Dept. Heads, etc.
• The Mine Team is made up of women, men, Hispanics, Blacks, Native

Americans, Asian and any other persons legally able to work and live
in Sierra County.

• I have been a land-owner in Sierra County, through my parents, since 1961, when they
acquired a lot at Hot Springs Landing at Elephant Butte.

o I was 10 years old when we “got out lot”, and in the ensuing 57 years, I was a regular
visitor to the area. In 2005, my wife and moved here full-time, and in 2016 I retired
here.

o I have seen many changes Sierra County since 1961, and few are positive. TorC was
a thriving place, people were working, stores were open and diverse, things were
happening good things, and our newspapers weren’t full ofphoto’s ofpeople who
had been arrested for drugs, murder, robbery, etc.

o While Tourism is an important component of the future economy of Sierra County,
it cannot carry the county on its own, as Sierra County’s economy demonstrates.

• Tourism jobs tend to be Seasonal, Temporary, with little to no Benefits, while
Copper Flat jobs will be full-time with Benefits, Training and a future.

• Tourism in Sierra County centers primarily around Elephant Butte Reservoir.
Our lake level is currently about 3% full, as low as it has been in has been in
about 50 years. A year ago the lake was about 12% full. With inflow in late
2017 and in 2018, the lake was reduced by 9%. If we don’t have a large
snowpack in 20 18/2019, what is going to happen? Will the lake be at 1% full?
Or 0% full. How is that going to affect Sierra County’s tourist economy?

• With ever increasing acreage ofpecan trees being planted, a high water
use crop, and desert/riparian lands being converted to cropland, the
issue of water with Texas and Mexico, will Elephant Butte ever again
be a lake that is the engine of tourism in Sierra County?
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o I spent 36 years working in the Mining Industry as an Environmental Manager at
several mines in New Mexico, Nevada and Overseas.

One notable observation that I had in working at large mine sites over the
years is that wildlife species are not driven away by mining, but attracted!
Game that is hunted learns that a mine permit area is an area of protection as
MSHA does not allow hunting/firearms on mine areas. In addition, many
species learn that there are unique habitat opportunities on mine areas. I have
noted Rock Wrens actively foraging for insect on recently blasted rock slopes,
within minutes of a blast taking place. In addition, active mining areas as well
as mine reclamation areas offer diversity to the habitat from surrounding areas,
which draws in many species, short and long term.

o As an Environmental Professional in Mining, I have seen and been an Active
Member of Mine Teams to plan and manage the construction, operation,
environmental management, closure and reclamation of several large Tailings
Storage Facilities, Heap Leach Pads and other mine facilities that have similar
construction objectives and used the same techniques and materials as those
proposed for the Copper Flat Mine.

o I also managed an Environmental Auditing program for a Gold Company, and
conducted Environmental Audits on gold mines in the US, Canada, Chile, Brazil,
Zimbabwe and Russia.

• Many of these mines were aged, and yet the tailings facilities and systems
were designed, built and operated to rigorous standards, and were protective
of the environment.

• I have never known of a project that I was involved with, that was designed,
constructed and operated, as is proposed at Copper Flat, to have failed.

• The Copper Flat Mine Project has been designed with the most advanced and
proven technologies known today, and will use the most advanced and proven
materials to protect the environment while providing jobs, training and
opportunity to our local youth and working people, and economic stimulus to
Sierra County.

The design, construction and operation of the Quintana Mine in the late 1970’s and early
1980’s was in a totally different era of mine and facility design, and consideration of the
environment, and our science has advanced significantly since that time.

o When Quintana constructed the Tailings Storage facility, it only had a clay-type
liner and little else to prevent migration of fluids and tailings constituents into
groundwater.

o The result was a relatively small plume of water that did percolate from the TSF into
the groundwater below and downgradient of the TSF.

o I have reviewed data taken from monitoring wells that intersect this plume.
o While the groundwater samples from the monitoring wells does have some elevated

values for some constituents, primarily TDS and Sulfate, the values are not really
very high, and there were no samples that showed copper as being above Standards!

Your Touchstone Energy’ Cooperative
SEC Is An Equal Opportunity Provider and Enq,loyer.
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In contrast, in a report published by NM Tech in 2013, samples taken of water
discharged from the TorC Hot Springs District, directly into the Rio Grande
River at a rate of about 1 million gallons per day show some sulfate and TDS
concentrations well above Human Health Standards.

• In addition, thousands of tons of ammonium sulfate fertilizer is applied to the
crops in the Mesilla Valley, which borders the Rio Grande River south of the
Copper Flat Project.

• A paper in the publication Chemical Geology in 2011, which studied
sulfate levels in the Mesilla Valley, concludes that fertilizers containing
sulfate were major contributors to elevated sulfate in groundwater,
down to depths of as much as 600 feet.

• Also, water samples reported by the US Geologic Survey in 1998 for the years
1992-95, showed elevated levels of many pesticides and volatile organic
compounds and nutrients, which were detected in surface and ground waters
of the Rio Grande Valley. With the significant increase of croplands since
1995, what are those values today?

o I find it hypocritical that there is criticism of Copper Flat potentially affecting
groundwater quality.. . .historically shown to be sulfate and TDS, when there is
residue of nitrogen (nitrates) and sulfate that leaches into the groundwater of the
Mesilla Valley in much greater quantities.

o In addition, there has been criticism of the design of the TSF and the materials to be
used, HDPE in particular. HDPE is used extensively to protect groundwater and the
environment. Hazardous Waste Landfills, gold mines containing solutions
containing cyanide, and many others utilize this material. FDPE is estimated to last
500+ years. In this application, where there is a compacted sub-base and the HDPE
liner is protected from excess pressures by the solution drainage system and from
UV light by the covering of tailings, it could well last in perpetuity.

• And who is to say that the Elephant Butte Dam, which is already 100 years
old, is going to last 500+ years, or if it is, that the lake won’t be virtually full
of sediment with little or no water storage capacity? Without the Elephant
Butte Dam, agriculture in the Mesilla Valley will be a remnant of the past.

• NMCC has followed the path that federal and state regulation require, they have engaged
highly trained, experienced and professional teams to design a comprehensive project that
will protect the environment, generate much needed opportunity and economic benefits to
Sierra County, and reclaim the land to a condition better than what it is today.

IT IS TIME TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT AND LET THOSE IN SIERRA COUNTY THAT WANT TO
WORK, THAT WANT TO SEE THEIR CHILDREN STAY IN SIERRA COUNTY AND WORK, AND
WANT A COUNTY THAT IS ECONOMICALLY SUSTAINABLE, RECEIVE WHAT CAN BE HAD IF THE
PORJECT IS APPROVED.
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New Mexico Copper Corporation Copper Flat Discharge Permit DP 1 $40.

My name is Linda Seebach, I live in Hilisboro, NIVI.

I am opposed to this permit being approved for the following reasons:

I hold a Bachelor of Arts Degree in Social Science from New Mexico Institute Of Mining and
Technology (now New Mexico Tech), a Master’s Degree In Social Work from the University of
Denver, I am a former (now retired) Certified floodplain Manager (CFM) in New Mexico and
also a former NPDES Administrator for the Village of Los Ranchos de Albuquerque NM and
therefore am in a unique position to address the proposed Copper Flat Mine ground water
discharge permit before you.

I would first like to address the socio economic position of Sierra County. It is true that Sierra
County needs jobs and economic income. However, historically, Copper flat Mine had not been
economically viable. Bankruptcy, near bankruptcy, abandonment until sold has been its histoiy.
TFMAC and NMCC, who have never operated a mine, would have you believe this is going to
change, they have all the answers and history would not repeat itself. This is a projection, not a
guarantee.They need $3.00 per pound copper prices to make their needed 20% profit. In the last
120 years the average copper price has been $2.50 /lb. in contemporary dollars. There’s never
been 12 straight years of over $3.00 fib, prices.

Secondly, THEMAC and NMCC have put forth hydrological information in a dogmatic position,
“This is what is and how it will remain for the next 100 years”. They have not addressed the
hydrological changes which WILL occur by pumping 7000 + acre feet per year from the aquifer
in addition to current usage. Depleting the aquifer by that amount yearly will cause a change in
the hydrology of the area. Over a twelve year period, this will be significant.

In their presentation NMCC mentioned briefly a seismology report was required by the OSE,
Dam Division, however, there has not been, to my knowledge, a comprehensive study of the
effects of the shock waves from blasting over the twelve year production projection and the
redistribution of 112 million tons of material within ¼ mile of the Las Animas fault. It is
reasonable to question whether the combined mining activities of blasting, machinery vibration,
and redistribution of 112 million tons of material would cause fractures in the Las Animas fault
and what the results of that fracturing would be.

HDPE liners are considered, for several reasons, always to leak a little (they are specifically said
by manufactures to be “water resistant” not “water proof’). The under-drain collecting system
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(which normaliy would be under a top liner to catch the expected leakage) is located above the
liner. It is not, in fact, an “under-drain” system, but they still call it that. It is an “above drain”
system which functions to capture water directly from the tailings to be reused. Nothing
prevents contaminated water that gets past the liner (mostly through accidental punctures, rips,
etc. — they have to drive equipment over the liner to install it) from going into the ground and
thus into groundwater. This violates the NM Water Quality Act, but the NM Supreme Court
sanctioned this violation by saying the Copper Rule’s solution to this problem is valid. That
solution is to say that if the groundwater is polluted by the tailings pond, that pollution has to be
detected by the monitoring wells placed around the TSf, and then the situation is remedied by a
network of “interceptor wells” that pump the contaminated groundwater back into the tailings
pond thus not letting any pollution downstream. That is why the proposed TSF has neither a real
under-drain collection system nor even a leakage detection system.

To respond to these points: a) since NMED knows definitively that the existing tailing pond
(which has no plastic liner) is leaking contamination into groundwater and has been for 35 years,
NMED should require an interceptor system to operate from the beginning of operations, i.e., it
should be in place and not wait until new contamination is detected by the new monitoring
wells; b) NMED must verifS’ that NMCC owns enough water rights to operate a sufficient
interceptor system; if they don’t then the permit should not be issued; c) the location of the so
called “under-drain” system does not satisfy the Copper Rule requirement for a taiLing pond
which specifies a “tailing seepage collection system” [NMAC 20.6.7.22A(4)(d)(v)J because it
does not catch the seepage going past the liner into the ground. The Copper Rule itself defines
“seepage” as leachates that get into the vadose zone, which is the moist layer of soil above
groundwater. The requirement is for under-drain systems.

As a result of climate change, New Mexico has experienced a higher incident of 500 year storm
events in the last ten years, two of which have been in the Hilisboro area. In calculating the storm
water management portion of the permit, they have devised a “ledge” which would separate
NMCC property from BLM property within the proposed pitlake area. In the NM Water Quality
Act (NM Statutes Annotated 74-6-1) there is a provision called Limitations (NMSA 74-6-12C)
which exempts water that is entirely on private property, that does not combine with other
waters, and whose effects are confmed to that property. NMCC started resurveyed the land
around the pit to show they own all of the pit. However, there is a small portion of BLM land
which sticks into the projected future pitlake at the end of operations. The level of the pitlake is
going to change according to storm events. The ledge is planned to be three feet above the
proposed water Level, it will overtop the ledge during a 500 year storm event, as three feet does
not allow sufficient freeboard for a 500 year event.

They have not addressed the probability of a 500 year storm which would impact the holding pits
of the mine, thus causing the overflow of contaminates into the Greyback Arroyo and onto the
Ladder and Hillsboro Pitchfork Ranches. Should the contaminated pits overflow in such a
manner, the mine becomes a point source contamination to the Rio Gmnde River.
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In summary, I protest this pemlit on the grounds of insufficient studies into the above mentioned
areas of concern. THEMAC and NMCC are asking you to believe “This is what is, and it will
continue to be so”. NO it will not continue to be so.. .there are many variables in the equation
that have not been adequately addressed. They are saying, “This is what will continue to be”.
No, they need to have contingency plans and more detailed analytical studies, instead of theft
dogma.

Sincerely,

LL
Linda Seebach

10634 Hiway 152

Hilisboro, NM $8042
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EFEPORT- OHAI

Freeport-cMoRan China Mines Company Sherry Burt-Kested
P 0 Box 10 Manger. Environmental Service
Bayard, NM 88023 Telephone 575-912-5927

e-mail: sburtkesfmi.crn

September 27, 2018

Hand Delivered

Hearing Officer
New Mexico Environment Department
Ground Water Qualty Bureau

Dear Madame Hearing Officer:

Re: Copper Flat Discharge Permit DP-1 840 Public Comment

Freeport-McMnRan is not a party to this proceeding, though I and some of my fellow workers
have attended and listened to ths hearing with great interest. Even though Freeport-McMoRan is
not involved in this hearing, testimony concerning Freeport McMoRan’s mines in Chine and
Tyrone has been provided. This comment is intended to correct a number of
mischaracterizations and provide additional information for the Commission.

The witness who testified regarding incidents at the Chino and Tyrone mines has no personal
knowledge of them, and in fact those incidents occurred before I began working at the mine.
Indeed, the most recent incident addressed in the testimony occurred in 2007. Testimony was
provided regarding reports and a settlement in 2011 and reference to documents that were
developed in connection with that case. These documents were not intended as authoritative
evaluations about impacts to the environment from Freeports current minina. operations or even
long term impacts from its historical operations at these niines Further, my understanding is that
the process leading to that settlement began in 2003, related to incidents reported in 2000, and
covered the entire history of the mines prior to that time and beginning in the early part of the last
century. For example, open pit mining began at Chino in 1910, and as you can imagine, mining
technology and attention to protection of water quality and the environment has changed
dramatically since then. In sum, the inciäents you have heard of generally reflect historic mining
practices, and our use of modern mining engineering practices and implementation and
advancement of regulations by the state agencies ensure that there are few, if any, of these types
of incidents in the future.

The current environmental and engineering staff at the Chine and Tyrone Mines takes great care
to design, construct and operate our facilities to comply with our permits and laws that protect
water quality and the environment. Our permit applications are rigorously reviewed by the
professional staff at the New Mexico Environment Department and other agencies to make sure
that we are following the rules and doing all we can to protect water quality. That review process
involves extensive public engagement including hearings such as this, and is backed up by
regular water quality monitoring and ongoing review, both by our staff and the agency.

Both our company and the regulatory agencies have learned a great deal over the last several
decades about how to better operate our mines to prevent incidents that can impact water
quality. That knowledge is reflected in the Copper Rule, which requires all mines, and particularly
new mines, to meet rigorous requirements. An example is the new standards for pipelines and
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tanks, which are the source of many of the incidents that have been discussed with you. Indeed,
the Copper Rule provides far greater detail of the requirements to protect water quality than was
in place before.

suspect that the witness used public records of the incidents lie discussed with you, and those
public records are always available for anyone to obtain and review. However, the testimony
provided did not cover the full extent of those reports. Spills and other incidents must be promptly
reported to the Environment Department and often other agencies, but that is not the end of the
requirements. Our reporting must discuss the actions taken in immediate response to an incident
for cleanup and to minimize its impacts, as viell as longer term cleanup when necessary to
restore impacted soils and surface and groundwater to meet standards for water quality
protection. Long-term protection of water quality also involves reclamation of parts of the mine no
longer needed for production. Over the last ten years or so, we have successfully reclaimed over
5000 acres of tailings impoundments and stockpiles in a manner to maintain their long-term
stability We have also instituted practices for the regular review of facilities such as tailings
dams which, along with regular monitoring and reporting to the agencies, is designed to ensure
that nothing is overlooked arid that these facilities will remain stable and that water quality will be
protected during operations as well as long after these facilities are closed.

I hope that these comments will help put the testimony you have heard in perspective, and
appreciate your time and attention to my comments

Sincerely,

Sherry Burt-Kested
Manager, Environmental Services
Freeport-McMoRan Chino Mines Company

18635



Baca, John, NMENV

From: Stan Brodsky <stanandrob@windstream.net>
Sent: Friday, September 07, 2018 11:59 AM
To: Baca, John, NMENV
Subject: Copper Flat Mine Re-opening

I am all for adding several hundred jobs to Sierra County, but the price for doing that seems pretty high. I’m

talking mainly about water usage. We are in a draught. Wells are going dry in Hillsboro. The mine has said they
need to use about 16-17 acre-feet of water per day, which is over 5 million gallons per day. An average family
used less than 1 acre-foot per YEAR.

I am also concerned about pollution of the ground water from contaminated water flowing out of the mine
operation. As you know, there will be a hearing on the mine’s projected water discharge om 9/24 — 9/25. We’ll
see what NMCC and Themac have to say at that time.

And then there are a couple of less important, but still important, things. One would be damage to the road on
route 152 from the very heavy trucks, and then there is also the question of added traffic to route 152 (trucks
and workers). As you probably know, Rt. 152 is a 2 lane road, one lane each way, with no shoulders.

Stan Brodsky

1
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