GRASS VALLEY
NOV 2 4 2008

To whom it concerns, Community Dev, Dept

I am opposed to the Idaho-Maryland Mine Project. 1 feel that this is not the kind of
growth that will draw other clean environmentally friendly businesses to our area. I am
concerned about water in our wells. They state that wells are normally 300 ft. This was
in 2006 how has that changed with the drought. Does any one know how far this fracture
fault lines travel is it only the immediate area surrounding the mine or do they travel
further and support the wells in out lying areas. Are these outlying areas given any
protection? According to Banner Mtn home owner we are out in the cold. They say that
they will mitigate those residences impacted but how will you be able to prove it if you
are outside the outlying area.

I have read in the Union that some of tech based industry is considering leaving if the
mine is reopened because their equipment is so sensitive it will be impacted by the
blasting. I question how many of the jobs that are high paying will go to local residents.
Is there any arsenic in the water to be dewatered? As the dewater occurs is it possible
that the water quality might change. We do not need heavy equipment traffic on are
roads.

Tourists want the charm of a mine town not the reality of a mine. I disagree that is will
have a positive environmental, social and economic benefit. What guarantees do we have
that they will protect our community and not just sell it once it is approved? Will this
company prove an asset or a determent to draw new businesses and homeowners to this
area? In an area already dealing with poor air quality why would you want to add a
business that only increases the poor air quality? Please do not vote or encourage this
development.

Diane Gould

Frank Gould

14138 Banner Mtn Lookout Rd
P O Box 842

Nevada City Ca 95959
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GRASS VALLEY

Public Comment Card DEC 0.2 2008

. . Community Dev. Dept.
ldaho-Maryland Mine Project y opt

Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
SCH No. 2007092017
Comment Period: 10/30/08 to 12/15/08

Comment Card: Name: Jerry Henderson
Address: 446 Glenwood Rd, Grass Valley, Ca
Organization: None

Comment: Topic - Air Quality

The draft EIR finds that there will be a significant adverse effect on air quality that can not be
mitigated. However, the report does not detail the health impacts of an increase in
degraded air. A study by CSU Fullerton finds that:

1.The result of non-atttainment of air quality standards in California is 3000 additional deaths
each year.

2. The cost to the state in premature deaths and deteriorating health in infants, children, and
adults at risk due to age or other health problems is $28 billion a year.

Given this information, which was not available while the draft EIR was being prepared, the
authors of the report should quantify what the increased deterioration in air quality will mean
to the area in terms of premature deaths, and added health costs. Furthermore, the authors
should address the economic impact in terms of people and businesses who will move out
of the area, and how the increased degradation of our air will keep people and businesses
from moving here.
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GRASS VALLEY

PUBLIC COMMENT CARD NOV 24 2008
Idaho-Maryland Mine Project DEIR SCH No. 2007092017
Comment Period: 10/30/08 — 1/20/09 Community Dev, Dept.

Name: J. Pelton, home owner and resident, Grass Valley

After attending the open house on Tuesday, 11/18, and then reading through the recently released draft environmental
impact report, | am very surprised that this project is slill alive, considering that the benefits are so uncertain, while the
substantial costs are certain and far-reaching:

1) The Emgold/IMMC estimate of 400 net new jobs over the estimated 14 years of “stabilized” operation assumes
a profitable mine and ceramics plant, both in full operation in Grass Valley. However, since the location of the
ceramics plant appears to be an open question and the marketability of the Ceramixt product is unknown, the
jobs estimate could quickly fade to 200 or fewer. Of course, the anticipated net new jobs will evaporate
altogether if existing employers on Whispering Pines and elsewhere in Grass Valley pack up and leave as a
result of the negative environmental impact created by the mine, taking tax revenue with them. Have you
asked the business owners on Whispering Pines for their input?

2) Grass Valley residents with homes around the mine site will see their property values plummet. Are you
prepared to buy those properties at pre-mine fair market value, or defend against the inevitable lawsuits?

3) Before they can even begin to take any ore out of the mine, Emgold/IMMC will need to spend a LOT of money
up front for bringing NID water to properties with wells around the mine site, for cleaning up toxic mine waste
already existing on the site, for construction of water treatment facilities prior to dewatering the tunnels, for
gravel roads and parking, for enhancements to existing City roads and intersections, for construction of mine
buildings and the ceramics plant, for storage and security.

4) ltis not at all clear that Emgold/IMMC has the resources to honor their promise of “mitigation”. Nonetheless,
the City would be required to provide the infrastructure for delivery of significant amounts natural gas,
electricity, and water to the mine, as well as “higher than average levels of (public safety) staffing, specialized
training and equipment”.

5) Emgold/IMMC could turn right around and sell the project to another foreign entity. What then? Once started,
they could abandon the project at any stage. What then? Has the City attorney weighed in on this from a
financial risk management perspective?

6) The DEIR lists air pollution as significant and unavoidable. Air quality in Nevada County is already poor due
primarily to smog/ozone from Valley cities. The Sacramento Bee has published several articles about this,
including coverage of a Sierra ozone summit in Grass Valley, during which some young families stated their
intention to leave this area because of poor air quality and the specific danger to developing children from
ozone pollution. Diesel exhaust from trucks and equipment during mine construction and operation, as well as
blast chemicals, will further degrade air quality in our area.

7) The potential for contamination of Wolf Creek cannot be overstated and, by extension, contamination of the
downstream waterways with which Wolf Creek merges. A recent study of modern era hard-rock mining shows
that most of those mines failed to prevent ground water contamination with toxic heavy metals, arsenic, and
cyanide, despite their stated intention to the contrary. Pollution of Wolf Creek is already an issue, brought
forward via a lawsuit regarding drainage from the Empire Mine.

8) Spilled explosives, or “remnant undetonated charges in mined waste rock” can (and has at other mines)
resulted in contamination of ground surface and ground water with ammonia and nitrates.

9) The project sits on top of a splinter earthquake fault in the Foothills Fault Zone. The DEIR states “it is possible
that a seismic event capable of shaking the ground surface may occur sometime during the expected life of
the project”. The USGS website confirms that deep mining can cause (and has caused) quakes.

10) In assessing the significance of ground/water pollution and hazards to nearby residences, the preparers of the
DEIR have made the unrealistic assumption that the mine operators, crews and contractors will all consistently
do everything according to “best practices”, consistently adhere to all federal and state regulations, and never
have any accidents. Please.

11} In their own words, the assumptions by the preparers of the DEIR cannot be accepted without further
investigation and action by others: the “possibility of generating asbestos laden dust’ during grading; the need
for “a complete characterization” of backfill materials by the Regional Water Quality Control Board “to prevent
those materials from impacting the naturally occurring quality of area ground water”; the need for “detailed
analyses of materials to be backfilled underground by a qualified gecchemist”; the need for “detailed
geotechnical subsurface investigations when assessing location and condition of near surface underground
mine workings that may pose a threat of collapse”.



Re-opening the ldaho-Maryland mine would be a huge mistake, with long term consequences for the quality of life in
Grass Valley. Instead, let's concentrate our efforts on keeping businesses that have already located here, and
attracting clean industries that will bring in revenue while enhancing our community.



1038 W. Main Street, Grass Valley, CA 85945-5424 ~ www.nidwater.com
(530) 273-6185 ~ FAX: (530) 477-2646 ~ Toll Free: (800) 222-4102

N
ovember 17, 2008 GRASS VALLEY
Thomas Last, Planning Director
City of Grass Valley NOV 19 2008
125 East Main St. : .
c
Grass Valley, CA 95945-6505 ommunity Dev. Dept.

Re: NOC Draft EIR for Idaho-Maryland Mine Project
Dear Mr. Last:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the referenced document. The District
would like the following comments on file.

In Section 4.7.4 — Cumulative Impacts, the document states “NID has determined
that supplying surface water to households, in the event that wells dewater, is
feasible and within its projected water demand”. While the source of the District’s
treated water is “surface water”, the water actually delivered to the affected
households will have gone through state approved treatment processes and
therefore no longer considered “surface water”. The regulations of the California
Department of Health do not allow the District to supply surface water for
household use.

If you have any questions, you may contact me at the number below.

Sincerely,

Bill Gann
Business Coordinator

Nevada Irrigation District
(530) 273-6185 Ext. 240

SERVING PORTIONS OF NEVADA, PLACER & YUBA COUNTIES



November 18, 2008

Grass Valley Planning Commission
Public Comment

Re: Idaho-Maryland Mine Project DEIR
SCH No. 2007092017

Honorable Planning Commissioners,

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the Draft
Environmental Impact Report on the impacts of the proposed
re-opening Idaho Maryland Mine. The Sierra Fund is a
community foundation dedicated to increasing public and

private investment in protecting the special people and places of
the Sierra Nevada, including our abundant natural resources.

We have spent the last several years developing a
comprehensive analysis of what happened during the Gold Rush
and its ongoing environmental, cultural and health impacts.

Our research has benefited from the work of CSU, Chico
scientists, state and federal agency regulators, public health
experts, and conservation leaders. A copy of our findings is
available in our report Mining’s Toxic Legacy (download from
our website at www.sierrafund.org/campaigns/mining).

The Sierra Fund has assembled a team of experts to carefully
review this EIR, especially how it assesses and addresses the
legacy mining toxins left from the Idaho-Maryland’s historic
mining operation. We will carefully examine the recommended
mitigation measures to ensure that public and environmental
health is appropriately protected from toxins that may be on
site, including mercury, arsenic, asbestos and lead.

The length and complexity of the document requires more time
than the normal 45 day period granted for review. We ask that
the Planning Commission act today to extend the deadline for
comments on this project to the legally allowable extent. We
believe that this will enable members of our community to study
the document and ensure that public participation is not
compromised over the holiday period.

Please feel free to call me at (530) 265-8454 x11 if you have
any questions about my comments.

Marfr-

For the Sierra,

Elizabeth “Izzy” MZ@

CEO

409 Spring Street
Nevada City, CA 95959
P :530.265.8454

F 15302658176
Evinfogsierrafund.org

wwwisierrafund.org

Board Members
Patty Brissenden, Board Chair
John F Regan, Secretary

Greg Frandis, CPA, Treasurer

Esther Feldman

John Hellwig

Shawn Garvey
Bilt Newsom
Drummond Pike

David Welch

This is 100% Tree-Free paper made from cotton,



GRASS VALLEY
NOV 1.8 2008

Community Dev. Dept,

MOTHER LODE CHAPTER - SIERRA CLUB
November 18, 2008

Tom Last, Planning Director
City of Grass Valiey

125 East Main Street

Grass Valley, CA 94945

Dear Mr. Last,

Last week at a joint Grass Valley City Council and Planning Commission
meeting, | requested that the City extend the ldaho Maryland Mine DEIR comment
period. The project is very complex involving many layers of information and levels of
understanding in order to properly examine the impacts. | respect Grass Valley’s and
ESA’s efforts to explain and define the impacts of the project. However, 45 days is not
sufficient time for the general public to assess and respond adequately to the document.

Recently another far reaching public process within our area, the Tahoe National
Forest’'s OHV Travel Management Plan, was released for comment. The public was
given 60 days to respond and just yesterday was granted another 30 days. Just as with
the Mine, the Travel Management Plan took several years to develop and evolve. It
seems only fair that the public have ample time to evaluate the impacts of an industrial
development that will substantially change the way Grass Valley has been viewed for
the last 50 years.

The City Council and its Commission is also in a period of transition with new
members being seated within the next month or so - another reason to request that the
City extend the comment period for the Idaho Maryland Mine DEIR.

Sincerely,

Barbara Rivenes, Conservation Chair

PO. Box 1042 e Nevada City, California 95959



Public Comment Card
Idaho-Maryland Mine Project
Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
SCH No. 2007092017
Comment Period 10/30/08 to 12/15/08

Comment Card: Name: Mike Nevius (Voluntary)
Address: 10472 West Piper Lane, Nevada City, CA 95959 (Voluntary)

Comment: I live in Nevada City and am retired from the Tahoe National Forest. I came to the area 58 years
ago when I was 10 years old. The economy was good then, lumber mills running, area mines open and
employed many men at the North Star, Idaho-Maryland, Empire and Pennsylvania mines.

My dad had a grocery store at Union Hill. The miners from Cedar Ridge, Union Hill and the Union Hill
area came to the store to purchase groceries, gas, etc. There were no major super markets then except for
Safeway in Grass Valley. The fathers of the kids I ran around with were miners. It was an exciting time
listening to the stories the miners told as they came in to the store. The pay scale was not very high but it
was a fair wage for the times and men were working and the economy was strong. I don’trecall any
problemns with air pollution from dust, ore crushing, or cars and trucks. The noise was minimal,
occasionally hearing a whistle at shift changes and we never felt or heard blasting noise and I lived within
Y4 mile of the Empire Mine. We played in the white quariz sand piles of waste south of the Empire where
they had a sediment pond. I do admit “legacy” mining has created the problem cleanups of today; however
with today’s regulations the chances of this being a problem for the future are slim to none,

The Idaho-Maryland Mine has agreed to mitigate all areas of public concerns related to traffic, water,
blasting, and hazardous wastes. I feel opening the mine could be a real boost to the economy as well as
tourism — mining is after all our heritage and is now regulated by city, state, and federal laws. In my mind,
it is a win, win business for Grass Valley and surrounding areas.

We live in a very historic area and many people came here for that reason. I am a volunteer for the North
Star Mine Musenm in Grass Valley, one of the best on the West Coast. 1 also volunteer at the Nevada City
Narrow Gange Museum and at Miners Foundry in Nevada City. Iam a Past President of the Native Sons
of the Golden West Hydraulic Parlor #56 in Nevada City where our interest is in preserving California
history and historic sites.

I'worked as a fleet mechanic for the Tahoe National Forest from 1974 to retirement in 1995 in downtown
Nevada City at 412 Commercial Street. We had over 600 vehicles and heavy equipment we maintained at
that site. All equipment came through town to the shop. At times we had to block streets to get low bed
and trailer with tractors to the shop. Never did we have a problem with the city. The shop site had a wash
rack with collective sump for hazardous oils and grease and dirt and we had it inspected and pumped as
needed. All oils and greases, paints, brake fluids in storage had to have containment to comply with state
and federal regulations. We worked from 7:00 a.m. to 3:30 p.m. There was some noise, dust and smoke
from welding jobs, but we never heard complaints from neighbors or city managers.

I have been involved with Tahoe National Forest Minerals Officer, Greg Schimke in mine cleanups on the
forest the past 14 years as a voluntcer. Bond monies from previous mine operators have been used to fund
cleanups. Also, budgeted cleanup funds were used where no bond money was collected. We are still
actively cleaning up mine sites and closing old tunnels and shafts.

I am definitely in favor of the Idaho-Maryland Mine opening and I urge the Planning Commission and the
City Council o allow this to happen as soon as possible, Please, no more exiensions on this matter.
Enough public meetings have been held over the past several years and it’s time to make a decision. This
has gone on long enough! Thank you. Mike Nevius



Beth and Kevin J. Baker it
13496 Tranquility Lane
Nevada City, CA 95959
(530) 273-9648
bethbaker@ncws.com

November 12, 2008

Tom 1.ast, Planning Director
City of Grass Valley

125 East Main Street

Grass Valley, CA 95945

Re: IMM Reopening and Local Well Levels
Dear Mr. Last:

we recently read the Draft EIR that is now available regarding the Idaho
Maryland Mine (IMM) and its reopening.

AS we are sure you are aware, the report found that the dewatering of the
mine could cause dewatering of local wells. We own a parcel with a well. We
are quite concerned about the toll the dewatering of the mine could have on
our well. We would appreciate Grass Valley’s requiring IMM to provide
alternate water supplies to our home if and when our well is affected by the
dewatering of the mine. Please note that NID may be running its new pipeline
down county property, which is adjacent to our home. We live near Loma
Rica Reservoir.

We would appreciate your response and your adding our name to the list of
those who are concerned about their wells.

cc: Idaho-Maryland Mining Corporation/Emgold
179 Clydesdale Court
Grass Valley, CA 95945



GrassVALLEY COUNTY OF NEVADA

NOV 172008 STATE OF CALIFORNIA
950 Maidu Avenue - Nevada City, California 95959-8617
Community Dev. Dept. Telephone: (530) 265-1480 - FAX: (530) 265-9836

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS John C. Spencer
Supervisor, 3rd District
Email: john.spencer@co.nevada.ca.us

http://mynevadacounty.com/boardofsupervisors

November 17, 2008

Tom Last

Planning Director

City of Grass Valley
125 East Main Street
Grass Valley, CA 95945

Subject: Idaho-Maryland Mine Project Public Comment Period
Dear Mr. Last:

I am pleased that the Idaho-Maryland Project Draft Environmental Impact Report has finally been
completed by the City of Grass Valley. I am also pleased to see that the report is so positive and
every aspect of the project, except air quality, has been successfully mitigated to have no
significant impacts. I was also excited to review the economic analysis and see the positive
impacts it will bring to the City of Grass Valley to support our local government and essential
services. For a project of this size and scope, that is a major accomplishment. Now we must move
on with the process in an expeditious manner.

As you are aware, the economic situation in the U.S., California, Nevada County, and Grass
Valley continues to worsen. In Grass Valley, a number of stores have closed recently and the
economic damage is worsening. Weaver Auto recently closed and there has been talk about
another auto dealership leaving the community. The City is going to a four-day work weck as its
finances worsen. Property values are decreasing. Sales tax and property tax revenue is
decreasing. While it is important that the public has the right to comment on the Draft
Environmental Impact Report, a 45-day time span is more than adequate to allow this. The City
Council and Planning Commission need to work to expedite the review process, ensure the public
is involved and has input, but ultimately they have a responsibility to the citizens of Grass Valley
to make a decision on this project in a timely fashion. If the project is approved, the economic and
environmental benefits it may bring the community are substantial, especially as we are entering
into a recession (and hopefully not a depression).

Supervisor, District 3




GRASS VALLEY
NOV 17 2008

Community Dev. Dept.

November 14, 2008

Dear Mr. Last,

Very pleased and relieved the EIR has finally made its’ way to the public for
review. The 45 day public comment time frame is adequate, although it's a mass to
comprehend, but please do not extend the comment time beyond 60 days.

Nevada County needs this mine to re-open ASAP, especially now in this
economic downturn.

You, along with the Grass Valley City Council and Planning Commission have
this very special opportunity to allow the idaho-Maryland Mine to re-open, use the
natural resource of gold we are blessed to have, and save this county from a recession

or worse.
The city of Grass Valley is being watched not only by those of us who live and

are trying to work here, but across the nation as well.

Respecifully,
Lis e it —

Carol Marshall / Director and Secretary
Sierra Nevada Mining & Industry Council



STATE OF CALIFORNIA

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

(916) 653-4082

(916) 657-5390 - Fax

Thomas Last

November 4, 2008

City of Grass Valley
125 East Main Street
Grass Valley, CA 95945

RE: SCH#2007092017 Idaho-Maryland Mine Project: Nevada County.

Dear Mr. Last:

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) has reviewed the Notice of Completion (NOC) referenced above.
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) states that any project that causes a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an historical resource, which includes archeological resources, is a significant effect requiring the preparation of
an EIR (CEQA Guidelines 15064(b)). To comply with this provision the lead agency is required to assess whether the project
will have an adverse impact on historical resources within the area of project effect (APE), and if so to mitigate that effect. To
adequately assess and mitigate project-related impacts to archaeological resources, the NAHC recommends the following

actions:

v Contact the appropriate regional archaeological Information Center for a record search. The record search will determine:

If a part or all of the area of project effect (APE) has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.
If any known cultural resources have already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE.

if the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.

If a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.

¥ If an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report detailing the
findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.

The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measurers should be submitted immediately
{o the planning department. All information regarding site locations, Native American human remains, and
associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum, and not be made available for pubic
disclosure.

The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the appropriate
regional archaeological Information Center.

v' Contact the Native American Heritage Commission for:

A Sacred Lands File Check. USGS 7.5 minute quadrangle name, township, range and section required.
A list of appropriate Native American contacts for consultation concerning the project site and to assist in the
mitigation measures. Native American Contacts List attached.

¥v" Lack of surface evidence of archeological resources does not preclude their subsurface existence.

Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the identification and evaluation of accidentally
discovered archeological resources, per California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) §15064.5(f). In areas of
identified archaeological sensitivity, a certified archaeologist and a culturally affiliated Native American, with
knowledge in cultural resources, should monitor all ground-disturbing activities.

Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the disposition of recovered artifacts, in
consultation with culturally affiliated Native Americans.

Lead agencies should include provisions for discovery of Native American human remains in their mitigation plan.
Health and Safety Code §7050.5, CEQA §15064.5(e), and Public Resources Code §5097.98 mandates the
process to be followed in the event of an accidental discovery of any human remains in a location other than a
dedicated cemetery.

- Sincerely,

{&ff}/ f[i%o% 3
aty Sarichez
Program Analyst

CC: State Clearinghouse



Native American Contact

Nevada County
November 3, 2008

Jill Harvey
11799 McCourtney Road Maidu
Grass Valley , CA 95949  Miwok

(530) 273-1749

United Auburn Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria
Jessica Tavares, Chairperson

10720 Indian Hill Road Maidu

Auburn » CA 95603 Miwok
530-883-2390

530-883-2380 - Fax

Todd Valley Miwok-Maidu Cultural Foundation
Christopher Suehead, Cultural Representative
PO Box 1490 Miwok
Foresthill » CA 95631 Maidu
tvmmcf@foothill.net

T'Si-akim Maidu
Eileen Moon,Vice Chairperson

548 Searls Ave Maidu
Nevada City , CA 95959

(530) 265-0711

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

T'Si-akim Maidu
Grayson Coney, Cultural Director
548 Searls Ave Maidu

Nevada City ., CA 95959
(530) 265-0711

United Auburn Indian Community of the Auburn
Tribal Preservation Committee

10720 Indian Hill Road Maidu

Auburn » CA 95603 Miwok
530-883-2390

530-883-2380 - Fax

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and
Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural resources for the proposed

SCH# 2007092017 Idaho-Maryland Mine Project; Nevada County.



BANNER MOUNTAIN

Homeowners Association ciy or o
P.O. Box 833 Nevada City, CA 95959 PLANNING DIVI%%QNEY

November 7, 2008

Mr. Tom Last

Planning Director

City of Grass Valley

125 East Main St.

Grass Valley, CA. 95945

Re: Draft EIR, Idaho-Maryland Mine Project
Dear Mr. Last:

On behalf of Banner Mountain Homeowners Association (BMHA), | am writing to request an
extension of the 45-day comment period allowed for the Idaho-Maryland Mine Project Draft
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR).

BMHA is making this request due to the amount of material presented in the DEIR, and the time
needed to do a thorough analysis of this complicated project. This DEIR was over a year in
preparation and involves highly technical matters. We are not experts, just citizens trying to come to
grips with this massive project and to understand how it will affect our community. As such, we need
as much time as possible to digest the information and provide some informed feedback, which | am
sure you will find valuable. In addition, the existing 45-day comment period included Election Day,
transits the Thanksgiving holiday and precedes Christmas, making it very difficult for our citizens to
review all this information in the allotted time frame.

Please extend the comment period by at least 30 days to Jan 15, 2009, preferably 45 days to Jan 30,
2009, so that we can get through the holiday season and still provide reasonable comments. This
project is too important to rush to judgment.

On behalf of BMHA

cc: Nate Beason, Hank Weston Nev Co Supervisors
Governor’s Office of Planning and Research
Secretary of the Resources Agency, State of California
County of Nevada Planning Department
The Union, Yubanet.com



November 3, 2008

Mr. Tom Last

The City of Grass Valley
125 East Main St.

Grass Valley, CA. 95945

Re: Draft EIR, Idaho-Maryland Mine Project
Dear Mr. Last,

On behalf of Citizens Looking At Impacts of Mining (CLAIM)-GV , | am writing to
request an extension of the 45-day comment period allowed for the Idaho-
Maryland Mine Project Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR).

CLAIM-GV is making this request due to the volume of material presented in the
DEIR, and time needed to do a thorough analysis of this complicated project.
CLAIM-GV notes that this DEIR was 17 months in preparation and involves
highly technical matters not found in the usual DEIR. In addition, the existing 45-
day comment period occurs over the Thanksgiving holiday and during the pre-
Christmas season, making it very difficult for technical experts to commit time to
giving CLAIM-GV their input on this project. The project itself is large with
multiple impacts, and appears to be the largest ever put before the City Council.
Finally, as you are aware, the City Council has extended the public review
process for the entire mine project through November 18, 2008, and CLAIM-GV
believes that an extension is therefore warranted, if not mandated, by this
Council adopted procedure.

Please consider this request and extend the comment period on the DEIR.

Sincerely, )
ﬁ[&&@ Hatl
On behalf of CLAIM-GV
Cc: Governor’s Office of Planning and Research

Secretary of the Resources Agency, State of California
County of Nevada Planning Department



Public Comment Card
Idaho-Maryland Mine Project
Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
SCH No. 2007092017
Comment Period: 10/30/08 to 12/15/08

Comment Card: Name: 9@(4 (o V)’}W,-/)M (Voluntary)
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Public Comment Card
Idaho-Maryland Mine Project
Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) T

SCH No. 2007092017 335
Comment Period: 10/30/08 to 12/15/08
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