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To the City of Grass Valley:

I have been an environmental professional for over 20 years and work as an independently employed biologist/botanist. |
hold a M.S. in Plant Ecology and a B.S. in Field Biology. I am a former employee of two federal agencies that required
the implementation of a variety of environmental laws. | have implemented numerous environmental laws as an
independent biologist including but not limited to: CEQA, NEPA. Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, Section 7 of the
Endangered Species Act, CDFG 1600 Program (Streambank Alteration Permits), State and Federal Protections for Birds
and Sensitive Species, Erosion/Sedimentation Controls, and Habitat Restoration/Revegetation. | offer my comments as
both a professional biologist and as a citizen of western Nevada County.

I am providing comments on the DRAFT EIR for the proposed reopening of the Idaho Maryland Mine in Grass Valley. |
am completely opposed to this project. Participating in comment periods and public workshops implies tacit approval of a
project. By providing these comments. | am not giving tacit approval to this project. I am completely opposed to it.

Some Relevant Political History

In the summer and fall of 2008, Grass Valley citizens rallied to put a measure on the ballot that would have required this
and other large projects to go to.a community-wide vote. This was a reflection in the citizenry losing faith in its City
Council. This citizen-sponsored measure was called Measure Z. The Grass Valley City Council and a former mayor
colluded to sabotage this measure and introduced “Measure Y” with the full intent to confuse the public and block t.e
vote for Measure Z. Measure Y did in fact confuse the public and Measure Z failed. Therefore, the City Council has
already played its hand with this project in showing outward and blatant bias before any democratic process under CEQA
has been implemented. | have no confidence whatsoever a legitimate public process as required under CEQA will take
place by the City of Grass Valley for this project and attest the City of Grass Valley is already under violation of CEQA
through its interference with Citizen’s Measure Z. Based on the City of Grass Valley's outward bias and lack of
objectivity for this and other development projects ("Measure Y"), review of the IMM project should be elevated to the
State Attorney General’s office for review under the State of California. Decisions related to this project should be
completely removed from the hands of a crony-based and parochial city council that has already revealed what way it will
vote prior to a full public review under CEQA.

The City of Grass Valley is acting as the “Lead Agency™ for the IMM project under CEQA and has entered into an MOU
with the Mining Company to act as the Lead Agency. This project will have major and long-lasting impacts on the
community on many levels. It will have major impacts in the present and in the future. (The city and county still has not
assessed and cleaned-up mine waste from decades ago). Because | am not confident this project will receive the due
process it requires by the City of Grass Valley, the City of Grass Valley should be stripped of its designee as “Lead
Agency” and this project must be elevated to the State Attorney General’s office for consideration by this office and/or the
Office of Planning and Research. A procedure under CEQA exits to establish a new Lead Agency designation (Title 14,
Chapter 3, Article 4: 15050-15053). The State of California should assume the “Lead” for this project under CEQA. The
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City’s lobbying activities against Measure Z also violates Title 14. Chapter 3 Guidelines for CEQA: Section 15021: Duty
to Minimize Environmental Damage and Balance Competing Public Objectives. | am not convinced competing public
objectives will be "balanced" if this process is kept in the hands of the City of Grass Valley.

General Comments

The DEIR provides inadequate analysis under the following provisions of the CEQA Implementing Regulations,
Title 14 California Code of Regulations, Chapter 3 Guidelines for Implementation of the California Environmental
Quality Act:

Biological Resources

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Hydrology and Water Quality

Land Use and Planning

Noise

Transportation and Traffic

Utilities and Service Systems

Energy

Growth

Cumulative Impacts

Climate Change

From the website of the State of California State Attorney General's office:

"The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), signed into law by Governor Reagan in 1970, requires that
state and local agencies disclose and evaluate the significant environmental impacts of proposed projects, and
adopt all feasible measures to mitigate those impacts. This includes cumulatively significant impacts such as
increased greenhouse gas emissions. A copy of every complaint filed under CEQA must be provided to the

Attorney General."

The IMM DEIR does not sufficiently address impacts the operation may make to climate change as required by the State
of California. This letter is being sent to the Attorney General in order to insure compliance.

The IMM project must also be in compliance with Assembly Bill, now law, 32. Transportation planning for this project
must also comply with SB, now law, 375. The IMM project must insure compliance with all regulations and laws related
to the release of climate change gases.

Some Sections Where Document Is Inadequate (list could be longer):

15021. Duty to Minimize Environmental Damage and Balance Competing Objectives
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The City Council of Grass Valley, by proposing as official business a measure (Measure Y) intended to completely
counter a Citizen's Measure (Measure Z) that would have required a vote for the mine has already shown it is incapable of
"balancing competing objectives" under Article 2 of the Implementing Guidelines. Designation of the City of Grass
Valley as the Lead Agency should be removed and/or elevated to the State Attorney General's Office for review.
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