From: Maura Kwiatkowski

To: Adam McAnally; Ann Day; Benny Gomez; Colby Bowser; Deb Miller; Evangelina Quihuis; Hope E. Cramer;
Jennifer Cabrera; Jennifer Eckstrom; Jennifer Wong; Keith Bagwell; Kiki Navarro; Malena Barajas; Michael
Lundin; Patrick Cavanaugh; Ramon Valadez; Ray Carroll; Richard Elias; Sharon Bronson; Tom Ward; Valerie
Samoy-Alvarado

Cc: Nicole Fyffe; Deseret Romero

Subject: FW: Your Recent Email to Pima County Re: Rosemont Mine

Date: Tuesday, October 25, 2011 8:45:18 AM

Attachments: Prod - CA OUTCORR - RESPONSE TO TUCSON CHAMBER ROSEMONT OPINION.PDF

Good morning, Supervisors.

Below and attached constitute Mr. Huckelberry’s response to the 11 emails he
received in response to the Tucson Chamber’s call to action to its members
regarding Rosemont Mine.

Regards,
Maura

From: Maura Kwiatkowski

Sent: Tuesday, October 25, 2011 8:32 AM

To: 'Bill Becken'; ‘Carol McMullen'; ‘Christy Giroux'; '‘Dale Nunn'; 'Glenn McDaniel'; '‘Joan Green'; 'Keith
Cooper’; 'Michael Flowers'; '‘Penny Pretti'; 'Phil Hageman'; ‘Susan Moore'

Subject: Your Recent Email to Pima County Re: Rosemont Mine

Good morning. Please see the message below from County Administrator
Huckelberry in response to your recent email.

Thank you for your email regarding approval of the Rosemont Mine. We
appreciate your input and perspective.

The County shares your concern about jobs for our community. This is the exact
reason we advanced our capital construction program faster than usual. Since
2006, and continuing today, we have invested over $794 million in capital
improvements, creating and prolonging nearly 12,000 construction jobs. If you
are interested, you may review the list of projects and jobs creation at
http://www.pima.gov/Administration/EconDev/bd-

construction.employment.county.contracts.pdf.

The County cannot deny, delay, obstruct nor approve the Rosemont Mine.
Approval authority rests with the United States Forest Service and other federal
agencies, not the County.

While Rosemont and their parent company, Canadian-based Augusta Resource
Corporation, has had and continues to conduct a very effective public relations
campaign, but some of their technical analysis is inadequate. The County does
have serious concerns and reservations regarding the Rosemont Mine proposal.

We are very concerned about the lack of adequate mitigation measures to lessen
or eliminate the adverse impacts associated with this mining proposal. But,
again, our role is simply to point out these issues to the Forest Service, and they
decide what is adequate or inadequate.
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RESPONSE TO TUCSON METROPOLITAN CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
ROSEMONT MINE EDITORIAL

By Chuck Huckelberry, Pima County Administrator

Apparently, the Tucson Metropolitan Chamber of Commerce believes we should get behind
a less than well thought out scheme by Augusta Resource Corporation, a Canadian
company, to exploit the natural resources of the Santa Rita Mountains.

The Chamber appears not to understand the complex federal mine approval process. The
County can neither approve nor reject the project. Approval rests with the United States
Forest Service and Army Corps of Engineers, as well as several other federal and state
agencies — not Pima County.

For federal agencies, the law requires the project proponent, Rosemont Copper Company,
which is owned by Augusta Resource Corporation, to clearly and accurately describe the
use of and impacts to federal lands and the environment by their proposed action. The law
also allows those who may be affected — negatively as well as positively — to comment on
the proposed project. Our role is simply to comment on the technical accuracy and
adequacy of the reports and proposals of Rosemont as a formal Cooperating Agency to the
Forest Service.

The Chamber says they would like Pima County to lead, follow or get out of the way. This
is a simple slogan that disguises the complexity of the issues confronting our community
when faced with the adverse impacts of Rosemont’s proposal.

The Forest Service has already said they cannot say no to the project as long as Rosemont
complies with federal laws and the Forest Service preferred alternative known as the Barrel
Alternative, named after the Upper Barrel Canyon.

Rosemont needs to be held to real requirements that substantially reduce the impact of
their proposed action. In designating an alternative plan, the Forest Service clearly is
dissatisfied with Rosemont’s proposal based on their concerns stated in their Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS).

Pima County is also dissatisfied with Rosemont’s proposed plan. Some of our greatest
concerns are:

e Lack of any real mine mitigation to lessen the impact of the pit and waste piles.
As far as we can see, this mine is simply a repeat of many other open pit mines
— hardly a “modern, environmentally friendly mine” as claimed by Rosemont. If
the Chamber did some of their own research instead of exclusively relying on
Rosemont, they would find that backfilling is required by state law in California.
Several mine pits there, and in other states, have been backfilled. The Carlota






mine in the Miami-Globe area of Arizona is required to backfill as part of their
Forest Service permit. It appears pit backfilling, to lessen destruction of natural
areas, is opposed because it will not allow a hydraulic sink to prevent
groundwater pollution. Rosemont was supposed to be a modern, nonpolluting,
environmentally friendly mine! We now find out it is being designed to contain
groundwater pollution.

Lack of mitigation for adverse transportation impacts. Rosemont will not make
road improvements in proportion to actual impacts on accelerated pavement
wear due to heavy truck traffic on County, City and State highways, including
the widening of Scenic Highway 83. The Forest Service shares this concern in
their DEIS.

Lack of meaningful mitigation for adverse impacts to existing investment and
local employers. Rosemont says they’ll create jobs. But how many jobs will be
lost by existing industries that depend on dark skies and retention of the natural
environment? What is the net effect on job creation and preservation?
Rosemont light pollution actually threatens the planned expansion of facilities
and research activities in astronomy, planetary and space sciences at Whipple
Observatory and other facilities. The Forest Service shares this concern in their
DEIS.

Lack of assurance that groundwater pumping in the Sahuarita area will be
mitigated. Rosemont says they’ll extend the Central Arizona Project (CAP)
pipeline and recharge significant volumes of water pumped from the Sahuarita
area. As far as we can tell, Rosemont has no legal commitment or requirement
to fund a CAP pipeline extension. What will be the impact on residents and
businesses already coping with reduced groundwater levels in this area?
Rosemont is now recharging excess CAP water in Marana to offset their
groundwater withdrawal impacts. This will not help the citizens of Green
Valley and Sahuarita. Water needed to run the mine facility will reduce
groundwater availability in the Santa Cruz Valley, specifically used by the
communities of Green Valley and Sahuarita. Household water availability may
be reduced. The Forest Service shares this concern in their DEIS.

Lack of mitigation to offset impacts to biological and cultural resources.
Rosemont says they will be in compliance with the Sonoran Desert
Conservation Plan. That would require the conservation of at least 8,800 acres
of similar undisturbed natural areas; something to which Rosemont refuses to
commit. Previous mining proposals at this location at least included land
exchanges that would provide this level of conservation. But not Rosemont’s.
Rosemont completely fails to recognize the cultural and spiritual importance of
the Santa Rita Mountains to the Tohono O’odham. Such a lack of cultural
sensitivity is of concern. The Forest Service shares this concern in their DEIS.






o Based on all information analyzed to date, there is a real possibility the mining
proposal will create water and air pollution events that exceed federal
standards. The Forest Service also believes there is a real possibility
Rosemont’s proposal will cause water and air pollution events that exceed
federal standards. Water pollution in Cienega Creek and Davidson Canyon,
which enjoy unique Arizona water protection, will be devastating.

These highlight just a few of the unanswered impacts of the Rosemont proposal.
Rosemont always touts the benefits of the proposed mine but never talks about the costs.
Yes, of course, we are all in favor of more jobs. But the public deserves to know the
impacts and their costs. Why no response to the costs and impacts from Rosemont?
Could it be the economic costs of Rosemont greatly exceed the benefits so widely
advertised by Rosemont?

The public needs to be fairly and adequately represented in this process. Clear definition
of the issues and impacts will allow thoughtful, intelligent choices regarding the Rosemont
proposal. The Chamber should remember they are encouraged to comment just as the
County can comment; indeed everyone can and should be encouraged to comment on this
mining proposal. No one, either proponent or opponent, should have their views
discounted on this important community matter. Comments will be received by the Forest
Service at public meetings starting on October 22, 2011, as well as by telephone at (888)
654-6646, by fax at (435) 750-8799, via their website www.RosemontEIS.us, emailed to
CoronadoNF@RosemontEIS.us, and by mail addressed to Rosemont Comments, P. O. Box
4207, Logan, Utah 84323.

Finally, we absolutely agree with the Chamber about jobs. We must do everything we can
to protect existing employers and provide them with opportunities to grow. We must
encourage new employers, many of whom get their start from the intellectual capacity of
The University of Arizona like Ventana Medical Systems, The Roche Group and Sanofi-
Aventis US. Job protection and creation is our most important goal. We think the
Chamber agrees, and we will work with them to accomplish this goal.

#it#





Tucson Metro Chamber, business community and job
seekers demand answers from Pima County regarding
Rosemont Copper

Rosemont Copper has undergone a five-year study and review by nearly every level of
government led by the U.S. Forest Service. The Tucson Metro Chamber has reviewed
the Rosemont plans and determined it would be a good thing for the people of Pima
County — a 21 century mine with 2,000 jobs and a lot of local spending and tax
revenue. Those are numbers we cannot ignore.

Needless to say, the Tucson Metro Chamber (and many other groups and citizens)
were disappointed again by Pima County’s recent actions to stall the development of
the mine. In a recent edition of Inside Tucson Business, Pima County Administrator
Chuck Huckelberry was quoted as saying, “To elevate our (the County's) role as one to
stop this project is grandiose.”

If Mr. Huckelberry dismisses his role and the county’s role as being one of leadership,
then what is his role?

Common sense says there are only three roles our county can play: lead, follow or get
out of the way.

The U.S. Forest Service has the ultimate decision making authority in approving the
manner of operation for Rosemont. And so it would seem that the Forest Service owns
the leadership role. By process of elimination, the two choices remaining for Pima
County are “following” or “getting out of the way”.

“Following” would infer that the role of Pima County’s Air Quality Control District (AQCD)
of the Pima County Department of Environmental Quality (PDEQ) is to comply with the
prescribed process by doing its air quality permitting according to the schedule required
by the application process. But Pima County appears unable to follow the rules. The
County has missed the deadline specified in the federal program.

It's kind of like the kid who just can’t seem to turn in his homework on time. However, in
this case, the penalty isn’t being sent to the principal’s office, but rather answering
lawsuits filed by Rosemont to force the County to follow the rules. According to Inside
Tucson Business, hiring “outside consultants” to check on Rosemont (a role that is
being performed by the Forest Service and any number of other governmental
agencies) has now drained more than $70,000 from the taxpayer’s pocket. So the





County clearly isn’t “following”. And instead of following its own rules, AQCD decided to
make up its own new rules and denied the permit.

That leaves just “getting out of the way”.

With all due respect, we kindly ask that Pima County get out of the way. You aren’t
leading. You aren't following. You're being an obstructionist. Your demands for
mitigation are unreasonable. You are asking Rosemont to do something not called for
by the Forest Service and something no other mining company has ever done (fill in the
open pit).

Pima County will be paid millions in tax revenues by Rosemont ($3.5 million a year in
property taxes and a $110 million one-time construction sales tax). Perhaps the County
has a different number in mind, but the millions it will receive can make a real difference
in our community now.

The Rosemont Mine application has demonstrated environmental sensitivity beyond
anything called for in U.S. Forest Service regulations. Once in operation, it will have to
comply with the strictest mining regulations in the world. Rosemont’s mining and
mitigation processes rely on 21 century technologies including the use of solar energy
and revegetation techniques recommended by the University of Arizona. The estimated
economic impact on Pima County over the 20-year life expectancy of the mine is north
of $9 billion. Perhaps most importantly, 465 badly needed direct jobs and 1,600 indirect
jobs are stalled as Pima County continues to obstruct the application process. This does
not include the 1,500 construction jobs required over a two year period to build the
facility.

You say you aren’t leading, Mr. Huckelberry, and it is now clear that the County’s PDEQ
obviously hasn't been following instructions or meeting deadlines under the supervision
of the Board of Supervisors. Yet, it appears you are not “getting out of the way”, either.

It's time for Pima County to think about the citizens it is supposed to represent. Lead.
Follow. Get out of the way. For the sake of the families who need the paychecks, the
Pima County coffers that need the revenue and a community that is weary of
government agencies stifling economic vitality, we ask that Administrator Huckelberry,
Chairman Valadez and Supervisors Bronson, Day, Carroll and Elias reconsider their
obstruction and expedite the Rosemont approval process.






We understand the Chamber’s concern regarding this matter and share the
Chamber’s sense of urgency over job retention and growth in our region. | am
enclosing for your information a recent County response to a Chamber position
paper on the Rosemont Mine.

Thank you, again, for your input. | hope this response and related information
resolves any misunderstanding that some may have regarding the County’s
approval authority for the Rosemont Mine.

Maura J. Kwiatkowski

Chief Administrative Assistant to
County Administrator C.H. Huckelberry
130 W. Congress Street, Floor 10
Tucson, Arizona 85701

520.740.8587



