Attachment A

Response to Comments on the
December 6, 2011, Public Notice

l. Information/Background: On December 6, 2011, the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, Los Angeles District (SPL), issued a public notice for the U.S. Forest Service
(USFS) Notice of Availability of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), and
request for comments on the proposal by Rosemont Copper Company (RCC) to
discharge dredged and/or fill material into waters of the U.S. for the construction of a
proposed copper mine approximately 30 miles southeast of Tucson, Arizona. The
public notice comment period was identified as ending on January 5, 2011. As a result
of the public notice, SPL received 7,030 letters or emails dated prior to the end of the
public comment period. Of these comment letters or emails, 449 were in support of the
proposed action, and the remaining 6,581 provided information or expressed concerns
with, or opposition to, the proposed action. On January 6, 2011, SPL extended the
public notice comment period to January 19, 2011.

Since the close of the public comment letter, 367 letters or emails have been submitted
to SPL and the South Pacific Division (SPD) related to the proposed action. Of those,
149 were in support of the proposed action, and the remaining 218 provided information
or expressed concerns with or opposition to, the proposed action. Since the public
notice was issued in December 2011, a total of 7,397 comment letters/emails have
been received, 598 in support of the proposed action, and 6,799 providing information
or expressing concerns with, or opposition to, the proposed action. All comments on the
proposed action are located in the administrative record. Appendix A of this document
contains the December 11, 2011, public notice issued by the Corps. Appendix B of this
document contains comment matrixes for all comment letters/emails received during
and following the public notice comment period. The comment matrix contains the
date(s) the letter/email was received, name of the commenter, agency/organization (if
applicable), whether the comment was a form letter, and, the name of the form letter (if
applicable).

Of the 594 comment letters/emails supporting the proposed action, 19 (received after
the close of the public notice comment period) were form letters that provided the same,
or very similar comments and six commenters provided comments on two separate
occasions. Comments in the 594 total comment letters/emails supporting the proposed
action primarily related to the economic benefits of the proposed action as a result of a
direct and indirect increase in employment through the life of the mine and increase in
state and local taxes; comments related to future job opportunities for the commenter;
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the ability of the proposed action to contribute to the increased need for copper in the
United States; a reduction in the need to rely on foreign import of copper; and
avoidance and minimization measures incorporated by the applicant, which the
commenters believe would allow for a more environmentally sustainable project than
previous and existing copper mining operations. The comments in support of the
proposed action are noted. The environmental effects, both beneficial and detrimental,
of the proposed action under the Corps' scope have been fully discussed within the EIS,
Supplemental Impact Reports (SIR), and are further identified in the Record of Decision
(ROD), and therefore these comments will not be further discussed.

Of the remaining 6,799 comment letters/emails received, 6,347 were one of two form
letters (Say No to the Rosemont Mine and Deny Augusta Resources' permit) and emails
that provided the same, or very similar comments. Of the form letters, 125 commenters
provided the same letter/email twice, seven commenters provided the same letter/email
three times, and two commenters provided the same letter/email four times. If a
comment was received by an individual with the same name and home address and/or
email address, it was assumed to be the same individual. For duplicate form letters, if
the name of the commenter was the same but the home address was not provided or
was different, or if the email address was different, it was assumed to be a different
individual. A number of commenters also provided both versions of the form letter,
although these have not been quantified. In addition, 61 of the comments/emails
consisting of the same postcard were received in January 2019, requesting denial of the
proposed action, with no substantive comments not already received. The remaining
391 comment letters/emails were identified as unique. On February 8, 2012, SPL
provided the comment letters/emails received during the public notice comment period
to the applicant to solicit their response and additional information. On July 10, 2012,
the applicant provided a response to the comments (herein referred to as the
applicant's/their response to comments), which is located in the record. In addition, the
applicant has provided a number of responses to subsequent comments received by
agencies or organizations since the public notice, which are also located in the
administrative record.

All comments of concern or opposition from form letters and unique comment letters,
including those received both during and following the public notice comment period, fall
within 32 topic areas, as identified in Table 1.

On January 5, 2012, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 9 (USEPA),
submitted a letter identifying that per Part 1V, paragraph 3(a) of the August 11, 1992,
Clean Water Act Section 404(q), Memorandum of Agreement Between the
Environmental Protection Agency and the Department of the Army (USEPA-DA 404(q)
MOA), the proposed action may result in substantial and unacceptable effects to aquatic
resources of national importance (ARNIs). On February 13, 2012, USEPA submitted a
letter identifying that per Part IV, paragraph 3(b) of the USEPA-DA 404(q) MOA, the
proposed action will result in the significant degradation of waters of the U.S., including
substantial and unacceptable effects to ARNIs. Because the February 13, 2012, letter
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from USEPA was submitted within the timeframe identified in Part 1V, paragraph 3(b) of
the USEPA-DA 404(q) MOA (i.e. 25 days after the close of the public notice or extended
public notice comment period), if the decision of the Corps is to issue a permit for the
proposed action, the Corps will follow Part 1V, paragraph 3(c) of the USEPA-DA 404(q)
MOA. In addition, since the close of the public comment period, USEPA has submitted
a number of additional comments letters related to the proposed action as well as the
proposed compensatory mitigation. Responses to all of the comment letters submitted
by USEPA fall within the topic areas identified above, and are fully addressed below.

On January 19, 2012, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), Arizona Ecological
Services Office, submitted a letter identifying that per Part IV, paragraph 3(a) of the
December 21, 1992, Clean Water Act Section 404(q), Memorandum of Agreement
Between the Department of the Interior and the Department of the Army (USDOI-DA
404(q) MOA), the proposed action may result in significant and unacceptable effects to
ARNIs. On February 17, 2012, the USFWS, Southwest Region submitted a letter
identifying that per part IV, paragraph 3(b) of the USDOI-DA 404(q) MOA, the proposed
action will have substantial and unacceptable effects on ARNIs. Because the February
17, 2012, letter from USFWS was not submitted within the timeframe identified in Part
IV, paragraph 3(b) of the USDOI-DA 404(q) MOA (i.e. 25 days after the close of the
public notice of extended public notice comment period, which should have been no
later than February 13, 2012), the Corps has determined that the USDOI-DA 404(q)
MOA is not applicable, and therefore, if the decision of the Corps is to issue a permit for
the proposed action, the Corps will not follow Part 1V, paragraph 3(c) of the USDOI-DA
404(q) MOA. However, the Corps has reviewed the letter submitted by USFWS, and
determined the specific comments fall within the topic areas identified in Table 1, and
are fully addressed below.

This response to comments document responds to all comments received before and
after the close of the public notice comment period, all of which fall into the topic areas
identified above. However, comments and their responses received from federally-
recognized Native American tribes or their representatives as part of the government-to-
government consultation conducted by the Corps are not included in this response to
comment document. The attorney for the tribes raised non-tribal issues during the
government-to-government consultation. The Corps has reviewed those comments and
determined they fall within the topics identified in Table 1, and have been addressed.
See Section VL.i of the ROD for information related to the government-to-government
consultation conducted with Native American tribes.

The following is a summary of the general concerns for each of the topic areas identified
above, and the Corps' response to those comments.

Il. Response to Comments: Table 1 identifies the 32 topic areas relevant to the
comments submitted since the December 11, 2011, public notice issued by SPL.

Page 3 of 38



Attachment C: Response to Comments; Rosemont Copper Project

Table 1

Topic # | Subject
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1. Concerns Related to the Environmental Impact Statement:

a. Comments: A number of commenters indicated the Final EIS prepared by the
USFS is inadequate.

b. Corps Response: The USFS is the lead federal agency for preparation of the
EIS for compliance with NEPA. The Corps was a cooperating agency on the
preparation of the EIS. Following release of the Final EIS, the USFS released two SIRs
responding to new information that had been received. As identified in Section Il of the
ROD, the Corps' scope of analysis under the CWA is limited to the discharge of
dredged/fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with clearing, grubbing, and
grading prior to the operations associated with extraction of copper and other material,
as well as the discharge of fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with
construction of off-site infrastructure. The Corps' scope of analysis also includes any
permittee-responsible compensatory mitigation actions required to compensate for the
loss of waters of the U.S. The Corps, as a cooperating agency on the EIS, provided
review and assistance to the USFS during the completion of the EIS, and has reviewed
the two SIRs prepared by the USFS. The Corps has determined the Final EIS
sufficiently describes the effects of the proposed action within the Corps' scope of
analysis. The effects of the proposed action under the Corps scope are substantially
smaller than the effects under the scope of the USFS, as the Corps does not have
control or responsibility over the proposed mining operations. While commenters have
provided additional information related to the effects of the proposed action, these
comments relate primarily to activities outside of the Corps' scope (e.g. groundwater
drawdown and downstream effects to Outstanding Arizona Waters (OAWS) as a result
of the operations of the proposed mine), or would not result in new potentially significant
effects not already analyzed in the EIS.

2. General concerns regarding the proposed action and concerns regarding the
public interest review:

a. Comments: A number of commenters expressed concern that the economic
and community benefits of the proposed action do not outweigh the potential
environmental effects. A number of commenters also stated they believe the project is
not in the public interest or contrary to the public interest.

b. Corps Response: In making a determination on whether to issue a permit for
the proposed action, the Corps must make two fundamental determinations: (1) whether
or not the proposed action is contrary to the public interest; and (2) whether or not the
proposed action complies with the USEPA's Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines for the
Specification of Disposal Sites (Guidelines). The Corps must also ensure the proposed
action is in compliance with NEPA and other Federal laws, regulations, guidance, and
executive orders (e.g. Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA), Section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA)).
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The Corps regulations at 33 C.F.R. 320.4 identify that “The decision whether to
issue a permit will be based on an evaluation of the probable impacts, including
cumulative impacts, of the proposed activity and its intended use on the public interest.
Evaluation of the probable impact which the proposed activity may have on the public
interest requires a careful weighing of all those factors which become relevant in each
particular case.” The Corps regulations further identify that “all factors which may be
relevant to the proposal must be considered including the cumulative effects thereof,”
and includes, but is not limited to, 20 potential resource areas where direct, indirect, and
cumulative effects should be considered and evaluated, if applicable. When weighing
the effects of the action for the public interest review, the Corps must determine the
importance and relevance of a factor to the particular proposal, and must give full
consideration and appropriate weight to all comments. While considered, effects that
are more “attenuated” (i.e. would occur further away in distance or later in time), are
given less weight than those effects that are near the project site and would occur in the
near future. Only those effects that would occur as a result of the proposed action
requiring a permit from the Corps (i.e. the discharge of dredged and/or fill material into
waters of the U.S.), are considered in conducting the public interest review (See Section
lll.b of the ROD, as well as Regulatory Guidance Letter 88-13, Subject: National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Scope of Analysis and Alternatives). As further
described in Corps regulations at 33 C.F.R. 320.4, provided an activity subject to
Section 404 of the CWA complies with the Guidelines, and any other applicable
guidelines and criteria, a permit will be granted unless the Corps determines that the
proposed action would be contrary to the public interest.

As identified in Section Ill of the ROD, the Corps' scope of analysis for the public
interest review and Guidelines is limited to the effects associated with the discharge of
dredged/fill material into waters of the U.S. as a result of clearing, grubbing, and grading
prior to the operations associated with extraction of copper and other material, as well
as the discharge of fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with construction of
off-site infrastructure. The Corps' scope of analysis also includes any permittee-
responsible compensatory mitigation actions required to compensate for the loss of
waters of the U.S. Therefore, comments related to impacts associated with operations
of the mine are outside of the Corps' scope and jurisdiction. Any direct, indirect, and
cumulative effects associated with the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of
the U.S. and adjacent upland areas, including those to any applicable resource areas
identified within the EIS, or required for the Corps public interest review or determination
on compliance with the Guidelines are within the Corps scope.

In conducting the public interest review, the Corps utilized the June 2011 Draft EIS,
December 2013 Final EIS, May 22, 2015, SIR, the July 20, 2016, Second SIR,
comments submitted by the public, agencies, and other organizations, as well as other
information submitted by the applicant. See Section VIl and IX of the ROD for the
Corps’ public interest review. The Corps' final decision on whether or not the proposed
action is contrary to the public interest is located in Section IX of the ROD.
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3. Groundwater Quality and Quantity:

a. Comments: The majority of comments submitted related to effects to water,
from potential groundwater drawdown to seepage effects on groundwater, to effects to
specific aquatic resources. A number of comments received were regarding potential
effects to groundwater quantity and quality, including: future availability of Central
Arizona Project (CAP) water as a source for aquifer recharge; effects to private and
public wells from drawdown and contamination; creation of a hydraulic “sink” from the
proposed pit lake; effects from population growth; potential for contamination from
tailings, waste rock, and heap leach pad facilities; treatment of seepage post-mine
closure; potential for leaching of contaminated pit lake water into the aquifer; the ability
for liners to prevent leaks; the validity of the groundwater models used to characterize
water quality; the potential for exceeding Arizona Aquifer Water Quality Standards; and
potential effects to cave resources as a result of seepage. Comments were also
received after the close of the public notice comment period, identifying the reasons the
commenters believed the effects from groundwater drawdown should be within the
Corps' scope of analysis.

b. Corps Response: As identified in Section Il of the ROD, the Corps' scope of
analysis for the public interest review and Guidelines is limited to the effects associated
with the discharge of dredged/fill material into waters of the U.S. as a result of clearing,
grubbing, and grading prior to the operations associated with extraction of copper and
other material, as well as the discharge of fill material into waters of the U.S. associated
with construction of off-site infrastructure. The Corps' scope of analysis also includes
any permittee-responsible compensatory mitigation actions required to compensate for
the loss of waters of the U.S. Therefore, comments related to impacts associated with
operations of the mine are outside of the Corps’ scope and jurisdiction.

Any direct, indirect, and cumulative effects associated with the discharge of
dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S. and adjacent upland areas, including
those to any applicable resource areas identified within the EIS, or required for the
Corps public interest review or determination on compliance with the Guidelines are
within the Corps scope. The evaluation of the effects of the proposed action on
groundwater, including those effects outside of the Corps scope associated with mining
operations, has been analyzed in Chapter 3, Groundwater Quantity and Groundwater
Quality and Geochemistry, of the Draft EIS and Final EIS. The Corps, as a cooperating
agency on the EIS, was involved in the preparation and review of the Draft and Final
EIS. In addition, the Corps has reviewed the SIR and Second SIR, and believes these
documents incorporate the best available information on the effects of the proposed
action on groundwater.

See Section VIII and IX of the ROD, for a discussion of the effects of the
proposed action on the physical, chemical, biological, and human use characteristics of
the aquatic environment and the effects on the public interest, as it relates to the Corps'
scope of analysis. The final decision on whether or not the proposed action complies
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with the Guidelines is located in Section VIl of the ROD; the Corps' final decision on
whether or not the proposed action is contrary to the public interest is located in Section
IX of the ROD.

With regards to comments identifying reasons the commenters believe the
effects from groundwater drawdown should be within the Corps' scope of analysis under
the CWA, the Corps disagrees with these commenters as described in Section Il and
Section VIII of the ROD. Commenters identified that because the groundwater is
hydrologically connected to surface waters, the Corps must analyze the effects to
groundwater. Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1344) authorizes the
Secretary of the Army, operating through the Chief of Engineers, to issue permits, "after
notice and opportunity for public hearings for the discharge of dredged or fill material
into the navigable waters at specified disposal sites." The Corps' 1986 regulations at 33
C.F.R. 328.3, which are currently being utilized in Arizona, define waters of the U.S.,
which does not include groundwater. Therefore, groundwater is not a water of the U.S.
The Corps acknowledges that under the Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines, the Corps must
evaluate the direct, secondary, and cumulative effects of the proposed discharge on the
aquatic ecosystem. The aquatic ecosystem is defined in 40 C.F.R. 230.3(c) to mean
waters of the U.S., including wetlands, that serve as habitat for interrelated and
interacting communities and populations of plants and animals. As identified previously,
waters of the U.S. do not include groundwater, and therefore groundwater is not
considered to be part of the aquatic ecosystem. Secondary effects of the proposed
discharge on the aquatic ecosystem have been fully considered as described in Section
VIl of the ROD. To the extent there are impacts to groundwater, they are the result of
activities that do not require a permit under Section 404 of the CWA, including the
operation of the mine. Commenters suggested that a secondary effect of the discharge
is the operation of the mine, which will result in groundwater drawdown, which in turn
could have a secondary effect on waters of the U.S. Simply put, this is too attenuated a
connection. The Guidelines require the analysis of secondary impacts of the discharge
on the aquatic ecosystem, not an analysis of the possible third, fourth or fifth order
effects. Moreover, the fact that surface water may drain into ground water does not
render groundwater jurisdictional. Additionally, any effects of the groundwater
drawdown on hydrologically connected waters are the effects of the removal of the
groundwater for the operation of the mine, not of regulated discharges into the
groundwater. Suggestions that the Corps must consider whether groundwater
drawdown adversely affects hydrologically connected surface waters miss the point that
groundwater impacts are not due to discharges regulated under the CWA. They are due
to the operation of the mine. Therefore, regardless of whether recent studies have
shown that the groundwater is hydrologically connected to the surface waters, the
effects caused by groundwater drawdown associated with operations of the mine are
not within the Corps' scope of analysis under the CWA.
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4. Surface Water Quality and Quantity:

a. Comments: A number of commenters, including commenting agencies, tribes,
and organizations, expressed concerns related to surface water effects, including
changes in surface flow related to drought, projected climate change and flooding,
alteration of surface flows, potential for acid rock drainage, and general water quality
concerns. Many comments also related to the effects to surface water quality and
guantity as a result of groundwater drawdown from operations of the proposed mine.
Following the end of the public comment period, Pima County provided a comment
letter identifying previous mining activities in the area may have already adversely
affected water quality of the region, and stated the applicant should be held accountable
for investigating and remediating areas where previous mining activities have occurred.

Comments were also provided on the Section 401 Water Quality Certification
(WQC) issued by the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ), with
USEPA commenting regarding other water quality concerns related to the proposed
action, and Pima County commenting that ADEQ did not follow proper procedures when
issuing the 401 WQC. Following the end of the public comment period, Pima County
provided comments that ADEQ has not correctly identified livestock watering as
designated uses in many of the ephemeral drainages in Pima County. Within their
letter, Pima County identified that as a result of not identifying the correct uses of
ephemeral drainages, a less stringent standard to evaluate the Rosemont mine was
used than what is required (1.3 mg/L used instead of 0.5 mg/L).

b. Corps Response: As identified in Section Il of the ROD, the Corps' scope of
analysis for the public interest review and Guidelines is limited to the discharge of
dredged/fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with clearing, grubbing, and
grading prior to the operations associated with extraction of copper and other material.
The Corps' scope of analysis also includes any permittee-responsible compensatory
mitigation actions required to compensate for the loss of waters of the U.S. Therefore,
comments related to impacts associated with operations of the mine, including those
related to surface water quality and quantity as a result of groundwater drawdown, are
outside of the Corps' scope and jurisdiction. Any direct, indirect, and cumulative effects
associated with the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S. and
adjacent upland areas, including those to any applicable resource areas identified within
the EIS, or required for the Corps public interest review or determination on compliance
with the Guidelines are within the Corps scope. However, the evaluation of the effects
of the proposed action on surface water and climate change, including those effects
outside of the Corps scope related to mining operations, has been analyzed in Chapter
3, Air Quality and Climate Change, Surface Water Quantity, and Surface Water Quality
of the Draft EIS and Final EIS, and is further discussed in the SIR and Second SIR.
The Corps, as a cooperating agency on the EIS, was involved in the preparation and
review of the Draft and Final EIS. In addition, the Corps has reviewed the SIR and
Second SIR, and believes these documents incorporate the best available information
on the effects of the proposed action. The Corps does not believe it is appropriate to
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analyze changes in surface flow related to drought, as these effects would not be
caused by the proposed action, and are therefore outside of the scope of the regulatory
program. See Section VIII and I1X of the ROD, for a discussion of the effects of the
proposed action on the physical, chemical, biological, and human use characteristics of
the aquatic environment and the effects on the public interest, as it relates to the Corps'
scope of analysis. The final decision on whether or not the proposed action complies
with the Guidelines is located in Section VIl of the ROD; the Corps' final decision on
whether or not the proposed action is contrary to the public interest is located in Section
IX of the ROD.

With regards to the comments related to previous mining activities on the project
site, these comments are noted. Any water quality effects as a result of previous mining
activities are not within the Corps' scope of analysis, and the Corps does not have the
authority to require the applicant to undertake any clean-up or remediation for previous
mining activities that did not require a Corps permit and for which the applicant did not
undertake.

With regards to USEPA's comments advising of other water quality aspects to be
taken into consideration, Corps regulations at 33 C.F.R. 320.4(d) identifies the Section
401 WQC will be considered conclusive with respect to water quality considerations
unless the Regional Administrator, USEPA, advises of other water quality aspects to be
taken into consideration. Section VIII of the ROD includes the Corps final determination
on the USEPA's other water quality aspects to be considered, and whether or not the
proposed action will violate state water quality standards. The USEPA Regional
Administrator did not advise of other water quality aspects associated with the proposed
compensatory mitigation site, and therefore in accordance with 33 C.F.R. 320.4(d), the
Section 401 WQC is considered conclusive for water quality considerations, including
maintenance of designated uses under the authority of the state. With regards to Pima
County's comments related to the process by which ADEQ issued their Section 401
WQC, the Corps is not the responsible agency to determine whether or not ADEQ
followed appropriate procedures in issuance of the Section 401 WQC. Therefore, this
comment is outside of the scope of the Corps' Regulatory Program.

With regards to comments related to designated uses for livestock watering,
these uses for the purpose of water quality standards are determined by the state, not
the Corps. However, even if water quality standards for agricultural livestock watering
were used as the standard in the Final EIS, as identified in Table 105 of the Final EIS
(pg. 475), the predicted water quality of runoff for copper is far less than the 0.50 mg/L
Pima County identified should have been used as the standard, as the maximum
predicted runoff for copper would be 0.0085 mg/L, occurring from waste rock.
Therefore, even if agricultural livestock watering and their subsequent water quality
standards were utilized, runoff would not exceed those standards, and this comment
does not change the analysis.
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5. Outstanding Arizona Waters and Special Aquatic Sites

a. Comments: Commenters expressed concern about downstream effects to
Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek related to surface water quantity and quality, and
groundwater drawdown. Some specific concerns included reduction of sediment
delivery to Davidson Canyon Wash and Cienega Creek; potential increases in
suspended sediments due to channel scouring; reduction of surface flow in Davidson
Canyon; groundwater drawdown reducing stream flow and affecting surface water
quality; alteration of the geomorphic characteristics of the channels; and overall
reduction in groundwater recharge functions in Davidson Canyon. Following the end of
the public notice comment period, Pima County also provided a comment indicating the
applicant has requested the State remove the designation of Davidson Canyon as an
OAW. USEPA also commented that the proposed action would adversely affect three
special agquatic sites (wetlands, sanctuaries and refuges, and riffle and pool complexes).

b. Corps Response: As identified in Section Il of the ROD, the Corps' scope of
analysis for the public interest review and Guidelines is limited to the discharge of
dredged/fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with clearing, grubbing, and
grading prior to the operations associated with extraction of copper and other material.
The Corps' scope of analysis also includes any permittee-responsible compensatory
mitigation actions required to compensate for the loss of waters of the U.S. Therefore,
comments related to impacts associated with operations of the mine are outside of the
Corps' scope and jurisdiction. Any direct, indirect, and cumulative effects associated
with the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S. and adjacent upland
areas, including those to any applicable resource areas identified within the EIS, or
required for the Corps public interest review or determination on compliance with the
Guidelines are within the Corps scope. The evaluation of the effects of the proposed
action on OAWSs, including those effects outside of the Corps scope related to mining
operations, has been analyzed in Chapter 3, Surface Water Quantity; Surface Water
Quality; and Seeps, Springs, and Riparian Areas in the Draft and Final EIS, and is
further discussed in the SIR and Second SIR prepared by USFS. The Corps, as a
cooperating agency on the EIS, was involved in the preparation and review of the Draft
and Final EIS. In addition, the Corps has reviewed the SIR and Second SIR, and
believes these documents incorporate the best available information on the effects of
the proposed action on OAWSs. The Corps has also reviewed and evaluated information
submitted in the comments received, including those submitted by the USEPA
regarding other water quality considerations, the Section 401 WQC issued by the
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ), responses by ADEQ to USEPA,
and information submitted by the applicant to determine whether significant degradation
to the aquatic environment would occur from potential effects to surface water quality or
guantity. See Section VIII and IX of the ROD, for a discussion of the effects of the
proposed action on the physical, chemical, biological, and human use characteristics of
the aquatic environment and the effects on the public interest, as it relates to the Corps'
scope of analysis. The final decision on whether or not the proposed action complies
with the Guidelines is located in Section VIl of the ROD; the Corps' final decision on
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whether or not the proposed action is contrary to the public interest is located in Section
IX of the ROD.

With regards to the comment related to attempts by the applicant to remove the
OAW designation for Davidson Canyon, this comment is outside of the scope of the
Corps' regulatory program. The designation of OAWSs is made by the State and any
changes to that designation will be made by the State.

With regards to comments related to the project adversely affecting special
aquatic sites, the Corps has conducted an analysis of the potential direct and secondary
affects to special aquatic sites as a result of the proposed action on the mine site, as
described in Section Vlll.a.4 of the ROD. As described in Section Vlll.a.4 of the ROD,
the proposed action would not adversely affect special aquatic sites. Any indirect
effects to waters of the U.S., as a result of activities outside of the Corps' scope have
been evaluated in the EIS prepared by USFS.

6. Extent of waters of the U.S.:

a. Comments: Pima County and USEPA expressed concern that the extent of
waters of the U.S. within the project area may have been under-mapped, and the extent
of waters of the U.S. may be greater than was identified in the Corps preliminary
jurisdictional determination (PJD). Comments from Pima County included the following:
(1) method for identifying the ordinary high water mark (OHWM) was not provided in the
PJD; (2) extent of headwaters streams was underestimated based on a review of
stereo-paired aerial photographs; and (3) the width of the OHWM was not reflective of
the 10-year flood event. USEPA's comments were similar to those by Pima County,
and added a concern that the PJD has not been verified by the Corps. It was also
suggested that an approved jurisdictional determination (AJD) be completed because of
a perceived limitation to the PJD. Following the end of the public comment period, Pima
County submitted comment letters asserting that Barrel Canyon and Davidson Canyons
are not ephemeral, and have intermittent flow reaches.

b. Corps Response: On November 1, 2010, SPL issued a PJD for the proposed
Rosemont open pit copper mine site, Sycamore Canyon, and the proposed Santa Rita
Road waterline alignment. The PJD conducted by the Corps included multiple field
visits between 2006 and 2009, and review of information sources, including maps
prepared by the applicant, U.S. Geological Survey Maps, ground photographs, and
aerial photographs.

The determination of ordinary high water mark for potential waters of the U.S. is
made utilizing Corps regulations at 33 C.F.R. 328.3. The August 2008, A Field Guide to
the Identification of the Ordinary High Water Mark (OHWM) in the Arid West Region of
the Western United States, prepared by the Corps Engineer Research and
Development Center — Cold Regions Research and Engineering Laboratory (ERDC-
CRREL), provides additional guidance for the determination of the OHWM in the arid
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west. The Corps understands that Pima County utilized stereo-photographs to identify
over 100 miles of streams that would be affected on the Rosemont Copper site.
However, aquatic resources that would be identified as potential waters of the U.S. by
the Corps include only those features that meet the criteria as wetlands (as identified in
the 1987 Corps of Engineers Wetlands Delineation Manual and September 2008
Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual: Arid
West Region (Version 2)), or would be other waters (e.g. ponds, lakes, rivers, streams,
etc.) that contain an OHWM. Unless a potential feature is considered a wetland, or
contains an OHWM, the feature will not be identified by the Corps as a potential water
of the U.S. In many cases, especially in mountainous areas in the arid west,
topographical linear depressions occur, which may be erosional features, or features
with a steep gradient where an OHWM is not present. While these may be considered
aqguatic resources by other agencies, these are not considered by the Corps to be
aquatic resources, and therefore would not be identified as potential waters of the U.S.
subject to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. No information has been received by the
Corps to support a determination that the 100+ miles of streams identified by Pima
County contain an OHWM and are considered to be aquatic resources that are potential
waters of the U.S. Therefore, the Corps does not believe it appropriate to revise the
PJD based on the comments.

With regards to the width of the OHWM, the Corps does not have standards or
guidance that the OHWM is equal to a 10-year flood event. As identified above, the
OHWAM is identified in the Corps regulations at 33 C.F.R. 328.3, which defines the
OHWM as “that line on the shore established by the fluctuations of water and indicated
by physical characteristics such as clear, natural line impressed on the bank, shelving,
changes in the character of solil, destruction of terrestrial vegetation, the presence of
litter and debris, or other appropriate means that consider the characteristics of the
surrounding areas.” The Corps Engineer Research and Development Center - Cold
Regions Research and Engineering Laboratory (ERDC-CRREL), has developed the
August 2008, A Field Guide to the Identification of the Ordinary High Water Mark
(OHWM) in the Arid West Region of the Western United States, a delineation manual
used by the Corps in delineating the OHWM of intermittent and ephemeral streams in
the Arid West. The Corps disagrees that the OHWM, as defined by regulation,
necessarily corresponds to any particular flood event.

With regards to the comment that an AJD should have been conducted instead
of a PJD, the determination of the location and extent of aquatic resources does not
differ between an AJD and a PJD. The difference between an AJD and a PJD is that
with an AJD, the Corps makes a determination on whether the aquatic resources within
the review area are or are not waters of the U.S., and under a PJD, the Corps
determines only that the identified aquatic resources are potentially waters of the U.S.
Therefore, conducting an AJD for the proposed mine site would not result in a different
determination regarding the location or extent of aquatic resources within the review
area.

Page 13 of 38



Attachment C: Response to Comments; Rosemont Copper Project

With regards to the assertions by Pima County that portions of Barrel and
Davidson Canyons are intermittent, the PJD issued by the Corps in 2010 identifies that
the project area contains only ephemeral drainages and springs, with two of the springs
being wetlands. Within their comments, Pima County did not specify the exact locations
for the portions of Barrel Canyon they asserted are intermittent, although the comments
indicated these areas were east (downstream) of State Route (SR) 83, which is not
located on the proposed project site, and is not included in the review area of the PJD
issued by the Corps. Because the Corps has not reviewed an aquatic resources
delineation for any portions of Barrel or Davidson Canyons off of the proposed mine
site, the Corps is unable to make a final determination on whether there are portions of
Barrel Canyon that contain intermittent flow downstream of the proposed mine site. As
identified on Figure 67 and Table 106 of the Final EIS, Barrel Canyon and three reaches
of Davidson Canyon are considered ephemeral. On the project site, the Corps utilized
the definition for ephemeral and intermittent streams as used by the Corps for the
Nationwide Permit (NWP) program since 2000. While the proposed action is not being
evaluated under a Nationwide Permit, the Corps has determined this definition is
appropriate for use in reviewing and verifying aquatic resource delineations. These
definitions were also utilized in the Final EIS, as identified on page 491. As defined in
Section F on page 2006 of the Federal Register (FR) notice for the 2017 NWPs (82 FR
1860), an ephemeral stream "has flowing water only during, and for a short duration
after, precipitation events in a typical year. Ephemeral stream beds are located above
the water table year-round. Groundwater is not a source of water for the stream.
Runoff from rainfall is the primary source of water for streamflow.” An intermittent
stream, as defined in the NWPs, "has flowing water during certain times of the year,
when groundwater provides water for streamflow. During dry periods, intermittent
streams may not have flowing water. Runoff from rainfall is a supplemental source of
water for stream flow."

Between 2013 and 2015, the applicant installed a groundwater well in Barrel
Canyon, at a stream gage approximately 0.28 miles upstream from the SR 83 bridge.
Data from that well, when compared with streamflow data from the stream gage,
indicates the water table is more than 40 feet below the surface of the Barrel Canyon.
In addition, stream gage data between January and November 2017 also indicates
flows within Barrel Canyon upstream of SR 83 only occur in response to rain events
(see Response to Pima County (2017 a & b)), New Information: Rosemont Copper
Mine, Section 404 Clean Water Act, prepared by Westland Resources and Water &
Earth Technologies, dated January 24, 2018, located in the administrative record). The
comments from Pima County did not provide evidence that the PJD issued by the Corps
in 2010 is incorrect or that intermittent drainages exist within the project area.

7. Riparian Vegetation
a. Comments: A number of commenters expressed concern about effects to

riparian vegetation downstream of the proposed Rosemont copper mine site,
particularly those effects caused by groundwater drawdown.
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b. Corps Response: As identified in Section Il of the ROD, the Corps' scope of
analysis for the public interest review and Guidelines is limited to the discharge of
dredged/fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with clearing, grubbing, and
grading prior to the operations associated with extraction of copper and other material,
as well as the discharge of fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with
construction of off-site infrastructure. The Corps' scope of analysis also includes any
permittee-responsible compensatory mitigation actions required to compensate for the
loss of waters of the U.S. Therefore, comments related to impacts associated with
operations of the mine are outside of the Corps' scope and jurisdiction. Any direct,
indirect, and cumulative effects associated with the discharge of dredged or fill material
into waters of the U.S. and adjacent upland areas, including those to any applicable
resource areas identified within the EIS, or required for the Corps public interest review
or determination on compliance with the Guidelines are within the Corps scope. Based
on available information, the discharge of fill material into the ephemeral drainages and
springs as a result of clearing and grubbing activities will result in direct, and potentially
indirect, effects to riparian vegetation on the project site. The evaluation of the effects
of the proposed action on riparian areas, including those effects outside of the Corps
scope related to mining operations, has been analyzed in Chapter 3, Seeps, Springs,
and Riparian Areas in the Draft and Final EIS. The Corps, as a cooperating agency on
the EIS, was involved in the preparation and review of the Draft and Final EIS. In
addition, the Corps has reviewed the SIR and Second SIR, and believes these
documents incorporate the best available information on the effects of the proposed
action on riparian vegetation.

The direct and indirect effects to riparian vegetation from the proposed discharge
of dredged/fill material into waters of the U.S. would be less than those discussed in the
Final EIS, as the Final EIS also identified the effects as a result of mining operations
outside of the Corps scope.

8. Springs and Seeps

a. Comments: Several commenters expressed concern regarding effects to
springs and seeps within and near the proposed Rosemont copper mine site, primarily
as a result of groundwater drawdown. The comments ranged from those regarding the
value of these features as aquatic resources, important habitat for native (and sensitive)
species, and as cultural resources important to local tribal communities.

b. Corps Response: As identified in Section Il of the ROD, the Corps' scope of
analysis for the public interest review and Guidelines is limited to the discharge of
dredged/fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with clearing, grubbing, and
grading prior to the operations associated with extraction of copper and other material,
as well as the discharge of fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with
construction of off-site infrastructure. The Corps' scope of analysis also includes any
permittee-responsible compensatory mitigation actions required to compensate for the
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loss of waters of the U.S. Therefore, comments related to impacts associated with
operations of the mine are outside of the Corps' scope and jurisdiction. Any direct,
indirect, and cumulative effects associated with the discharge of dredged or fill material
into waters of the U.S. and adjacent upland areas, including those to any applicable
resource areas identified within the EIS, or required for the Corps public interest review
or determination on compliance with the Guidelines are within the Corps scope.

As identified on Figure 2 in the ROD and Attachment B to the ROD, three springs
would be directly affected as a result of the proposed discharge of fill material into
waters of the US. The evaluation of the effects of the proposed action on springs and
seeps, including those effects outside of the Corps scope related to mining operations,
has been analyzed in Chapter 3, Seeps, Springs, and Riparian Areas in the Draft and
Final EIS. The Corps, as a cooperating agency on the EIS, was involved in the
preparation and review of the Draft and Final EIS. In addition, the Corps has reviewed
the SIR and Second SIR, and believes these documents incorporate the best available
information on the effects of the proposed action on springs and seeps. See Section
Vlll.a.4, for a discussion of the effects of the proposed action under the Corps' scope on
springs. The final decision on whether or not the proposed action complies with the
Guidelines is located in Section VIl of the ROD; the Corps' final decision on whether or
not the proposed action is contrary to the public interest is located in Section 1X of the
ROD.

9. Characterization of the Barrel Alternative

a. Comments: Pima County commented they believe that the Barrel Alternative
(Alternative 4 in the DEIS and proposed action in the Corps public notice was
incompletely characterized and that an adequate evaluation could not be completed.
Pima County recommended that additional plans (e.g. grading and drainage plan, and
stormwater management plan) be completed before the 404 permit decision is made.

b. Corps Response: This comment is noted. Since the public notice, the applicant
has modified the proposed design to remove the proposed heap leach pads and flow-
through drains, and has prepared revised figures, a revised stacking plan, stormwater
management plan, and reclamation plan. The revised figures are located in Attachment
B of the ROD, and the updated description of the proposed action is located in Section
IV of the ROD. The Final EIS provided a full description of the Barrel Alternative. The
proposed action evaluated in the ROD is fully described in Section IV.c.2 of the ROD,
and includes a reduction in the proposed discharge of fill material into waters of the U.S.
as compared to the Barrel Alternative evaluated in the Final EIS.

10. Stormwater Sizing:
a. Comments: Several commenters expressed concern regarding the sizing of

stormwater features, and whether they are sufficient, with a number of commenters
indicating they believe sizing to the 100-year, 24-hour storm event is inadequate.
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b. Corps Response: The comments provided relate to how stormwater would be
handled during operations of the proposed mine, which, as identified in Section Il of
the ROD, is outside of the Corps' scope of analysis. However, as identified in the Final
EIS (pg. 45-46), stormwater from the mine pit, ore processing facilities, and mine
maintenance plant areas would be prevented from surface discharge. Other
stormwater would be routed to sediment control structures where discharge would be
monitored for chemical and sediment content in accordance with the ADEQ mining
stormwater general permit. In their response to comments, the applicant has identified
that their design of the stormwater conveyance structures considered a combination of
the 100- year, 500-year, 1000-year, and Local and General PMP storms in addition to
the nature of the structure (i.e. permanent or temporary). In their response to
comments, the applicant also identified that supporting analysis documents state that
the selection of the design flood is based on a number of factors such as size of the
contributing watershed, whether the structure will be used for temporary or permanent
containment. In their response to comments, the applicant also stated that, while
design of permanent conveyance structures will use a 500-year, 24-hour storm
temporary or sediment-control structures may be designed using smaller storm events.
According to the applicant in their response to comments, sizing of the structures is
covered under Rosemont’s Site Water Management Plan. Final review and approval
of the design of the structures rests with the USFS as part of the overall approval of
the MPO. .

11. Method to Assess Sediment Yield:

a. Comments: A number of commenters, including Pima County, BLM, and Save
the Scenic Santa Ritas, expressed concern about the use of the 1968 Pacific Southwest
Inter-Agency Committee (PSIAC) method to assess sediment yield, including concerns
with the date of development of this method, and application of this method in
watersheds smaller than 10 square miles in size.

b. Corps Response: As described in Section 3 of the Final EIS, the analysis of
changes in surface water quality as a result of the proposed action included expected
changes in sediment yield. These changes in sediment yield were estimated using the
1968 PSIAC method. The potential for downstream scour or aggradation cause by
changes to upstream sediment yield was assessed qualitatively, based on two
independent analyses and field observations (Final EIS, pp. 446). According to the
Final EIS, these studies were used in conjunction with modeling to analyze impacts on
surface water quality. The Final EIS also identifies that USFS investigated using other
models, but determined that given the type of system that exists in Barrel Canyon and
the difficulty of applying sediment transport models to ephemeral systems, running
these other models would not further inform the decision. The Corps has not received
any information from the commenters to indicate that utilizing other models would have
revealed additional impacts not already discussed in the EIS. Based on our review of
the applicant’s response to comments, and the Final EIS, the Corps believes this issue
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has been satisfactorily considered and addressed and no further analysis by the Corps
is warranted. In addition, the effects to water quality as a result of suspended
sediments are primarily under the purview of the ADEQ. However, because the USEPA
advised the Corps of "other water quality aspects,” to be considered (See Section VIII of
the ROD), the Corps did not consider the Section 401 WQC to be conclusive for the
evaluation of compliance with the Guidelines or public interest review, and instead
conducted an independent review to determine whether the proposed action would
violate state water quality standards, as described in Section VIII of the ROD. The final
decision on whether or not the proposed action complies with the Guidelines is located
in Section VIII of the ROD; the Corps' final decision on whether or not the proposed
action is contrary to the public interest is located in Section IX of the ROD.

12. Flow-Through Drains:

a. Comments: Pima County expressed concern about the long-term functionality
of the flow-through drains beneath the tailings impoundment, expressing concern that
the stormwater attenuation ponds associated with the flow-through drains are
undersized, and that the flow-through drains will clog and require long-term
maintenance.

b. Corps Response: Since the public notice for the proposed action, the applicant
has revised the proposed action to eliminate the flow-through drains. Therefore, this
comment is no longer applicable.

13. Stormwater Chutes:

a. Comments: Pima County commented that the design for the proposed
stormwater chutes is inadequate and therefore the proposed chutes may not be stable.
The specific comment provided by Pima County expressed concern regarding the use
of Agricultural Research Station (ARS) methods using rocks greater than the 0.6 to 11
inch diameter used in the ARS methods study, and commented that the applicant
should provide qualitative analysis to show the proposed riprap protection will not fail.

b. Corps Response: The proposed stormwater chutes are proposed to be
installed following all proposed discharges of dredged/fill material into waters of the U.S.
associated with clearing, grubbing, and grading of waters of the U.S. on the proposed
mine site. No discharge of dredged/fill material into waters of the U.S. would occur as a
result of the construction of the stormwater chutes. Therefore, comments related to the
stormwater chutes are outside of the Corps jurisdiction and scope.

However, the applicant has identified that, in proposing the size of proposed
rock-slope protection using rip-rap for stormwater chutes, they utilized the ARS
methods, incorporating a factor of safety for the proposed size. Pima County did not
provide an alternative method for calculating the appropriate size of rip-rap.
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14.Dry Stack Tailings:

a. Comments: A number of comments, including one comment in a form letter
suggested that the proposed dry-stack tailings method was untested in the arid south-
west.

b. Corps Response: As identified in Section Il of the ROD, the Corps' scope of
analysis for the public interest review and Guidelines is limited to the discharge of
dredged/fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with clearing, grubbing, and
grading prior to the operations associated with extraction of copper and other material,
as well as the discharge of fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with
construction of off-site infrastructure. The Corps' scope of analysis also includes any
permittee-responsible compensatory mitigation actions required to compensate for the
loss of waters of the U.S. Therefore, comments related to impacts associated with
operations of the mine are outside of the Corps' scope and jurisdiction, including
comments related to dry-stack tailings. Any direct, indirect, and cumulative effects
associated with the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S. and
adjacent upland areas, including those to any applicable resource areas identified within
the EIS, or required for the Corps public interest review or determination on compliance
with the Guidelines, are within the Corps scope.

While comments related to dry-stack tailings are outside of the Corps' scope and
jurisdiction, in their response to comments, the applicant has identified that the creation
of dry-stack tailing involves dewatering mining tailings using large-capacity pressure
filters to remove the majority of water from the tailings to create a dry cake with a
moisture content to 12 to 18 percent. The filtered tailings are then conveyed to, and
placed in the dry-stack tailings disposal facility, while the water would be recycled
(FEIS, Chapter 2). While this is a relatively new process, it has been used for other
mine sites, including those in Chile, Alaska, Canada and Mexico. As identified in
Chapter 2 of the Draft and Final EIS, dry-stack tailings have advantages over traditional
slurry tailings, including, but not limited to the following: eliminating the need for an
engineered embankment and seepage containment system; increasing water
conservation; reducing the footprint and associated effect to resources; and allow
concurrent reclamation and covering for dust control.

15. 404(b)(1) Alternatives Information:
a. Comments: Several commenters, including Pima County, and the USEPA,
commented on the 404(b)(1) alternatives information including in Appendix B of the

Draft EIS. The comments mainly concerned the identification of the least
environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA), and comments that
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additional information is needed regarding off-site alternatives in order to complete the
determination of the LEDPA. The comments also identified the Corps should examine
other on-site and off-site alternatives not previously evaluated in the EIS or the
applicant's 404(b)(1) Alternatives Information, including alternatives based on the
financial standing of the current applicant.

b. Corps Response: These comments are noted. Appendix B of the Draft EIS,
contained the September 2011 CWA Section 404(b)(1) Alternatives Analysis (SPL-
2008-00816-MB, Draft Deliberative Work Product, Rosemont Copper Project, prepared
by WestLand Resources, Inc., for the applicant, which contains information regarding
alternatives to the proposed action, including those that would reduce effects to the
aquatic environment. Based on comments received on the public notice and from the
Corps, the applicant revised the alternatives information, and submitted the September
2013, Rosemont Copper Project, CWA Section 404(b)(1) Alternatives Analysis (SPL-
2008-00816-MB), prepared by WestLand Resources, Inc., which was included as
Appendix B of the Final EIS. It is important to note that, despite the name, the
document prepared by the applicant is not a final alternatives analysis for compliance
with the Guidelines, but is only a document containing information on the practicability
of alternatives. Information from the September 2013, alternatives information has been
utilized by the Corps in developing the Section 404(b)(1) Alternatives Analysis, located
in Section VIl of the ROD. While information submitted by the applicant is utilized by
the Corps, the Section 404(b)(1) Alternatives Analysis is an independent evaluation
made by the Corps of the proposed action’s compliance with the Guidelines.

With regards to comments related to analyzing additional alternatives not
identified in the EIS, the EIS evaluated a number of alternatives to the proposed action,
including alternatives that would reduce the proposed discharge of dredged and/or fill
material into waters of the U.S. The EIS also considered but rejected a number of on-
site and off-site alternatives that would further reduce effects to waters of the U.S., as
described in Section IV of the ROD. In total, 11 off-site alternatives, 3 alternatives
owned by Rosemont Copper Company, and 9 on-site alternatives were evaluated. The
on-site alternatives also considered various configurations of dry stack tailings, waste
rock dumps, and heap leach pads. The Corps has evaluated the practicability of the
alternatives in the Final EIS, utilizing information provided in the applicant’'s September
2013, Rosemont Copper Project, CWA Section 404(B)(1) Alternatives Analysis (SPL-
2008-00816-MB) and determined there are no practicable alternatives that would have
fewer adverse effects to the aquatic environment and would meet the overall project
purpose, as described in Section IV of the ROD. The Corps has determined the
alternatives considered and considered but rejected from further analysis in the EIS are
sufficient to ensure an evaluation of a reasonable range of alternatives, as required by
NEPA, and are sufficient to ensure evaluation of practicable alternatives, as required by
the Guidelines. The Corps has also determined it is not reasonable or practicable to
identify multiple alternatives throughout the review process, as this places an
unreasonable burden on the applicant, and is not necessary to meet the requirement of
either NEPA or the Guidelines. With regards to comments suggesting the Corps should
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analyze alternatives based on the applicant's current financial standing, as the current
applicant has a higher market capitalization than the previous owner of Rosemont
Copper Company (Augusta Resources), the preamble to the Guidelines identifies (45
FR 85339) the evaluation of practicable alternatives is based on cost, not economics,
stating "Our intent is to consider those alternatives which are reasonable in terms of the
overall scope/cost of the proposed project. The term economic might be construed to
include consideration of the applicant's financial standing, or investment, or market
share, a cumbersome inquiry which is not necessarily material to the objectives of the
Guidelines." Therefore, the Corps has determined it is not appropriate to take into
consideration the applicant's financial standing.

16. Pit Backfill Alternative:

a. Comments: Several commenters, including Pima County and the USEPA,
suggested that an additional alternative be considered that included the backfill, or
partial backfill, of the mining pit with waste rock, tailings, heap leach material, or a
combination thereof.

b. Corps Response:

As described in Chapter 2 of the Draft and Final EIS, an alternative consisting of
configuring the mine pit to allow “continuous” back fill was considered but rejected from
further analysis as this would require a substantially larger pit, which would result in
greater effects, while reducing the economic feasibility of the proposed action. As also
described in Chapter 2 of the Draft EIS, an alternative of complete backfill of the mining
pit, without changing the configuration of the mining pit by changing the footprint of the
facilities to reduce effects and placing the waste rock and tailings near the pit and away
from sensitive resources was also considered but rejected from further analysis, due to
concerns regarding extending adverse environmental effects by an additional 16 years
(or more), financial effects, and safety concerns. Chapter 2 of the Draft EIS also
identified that an evaluation of partial pit backfill was currently being investigated by the
USFS. As aresult of the further investigation and comments on the Draft EIS, Chapter
2 of the Final EIS discussed two methods of partial backfill of the mining pit: (1) downhill
haulage into the pit with loaded trucks, and (2) dumping over the pit rim. Due to safety
concerns that would be caused by extended partial backfill of the mining pit (e.g. lack of
safety pullouts, ramps, and redesign of switchback turns, risk of overturning equipment,
rock avalanches, and burial by unstable material), partial backfill of the mining pit using
these methods was eliminated from further consideration in the Final EIS. Because
these alternatives were evaluated in the Draft and Final EIS, and would not result in a
reduction in the direct or indirect adverse effects as a result of the placement of fill
material into waters of the U.S., the Corps has determined that further evaluation of
complete or partial backfill of the mining pit is not necessary or appropriate.
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17. Reduced Pit Configuration

a. Comments: Pima County and the Arizona Game and Fish Department
recommended that additional evaluation be completed on a smaller mining pit
alternative, or an alternative that combines a smaller mining pit with an underground
operation in later mine stages.

b. Corps Response: Appropriate alternatives to reduce the size of the mining pit
have been evaluated by the Corps, as described in Section IV of the ROD. As
described in Response to Comment 15, the Corps has determined additional analysis of
alternatives is not necessary or appropriate.

18. Threatened and/or Endangered Species:

a. Comments: A number of commenters expressed concern regarding the direct
and indirect effects to Federally-listed threatened and/or endangered species, stating
that a biological assessment had not yet been conducted; that not all species present in
Davidson Canyon had been thoroughly considered; that the most current information
regarding some species was not considered; and an overall concern regarding effects
to habitat supporting these species. Following the end of the public comment period,
commenters identified the Corps should reiniitate consultation for effects to federally-
listed threatened and/or endangered species as a result of the proposed permittee-
responsible compensatory mitigation.

b. Corps Response: Concerns regarding the effects of the proposed action on
Federally-listed threatened and/or endangered species are noted. The proposed action
is in compliance with Section 7 of the ESA, and would not jeopardize the continued
existence of federally-listed threatened and/or endangered species. See Section VI.c of
the ROD for a complete discussion of compliance with Section 7 of the ESA.

19. Wildlife:

a. Comments: Commenters expressed concerns regarding the potential adverse
effects to wildlife and wildlife habitat associated with the proposed action. Specific
concerns related to the identification of Davidson Canyon as a Biological Core area,
and, along with Cienega Creek, as an Important Riparian Area, by Pima County’s
Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. Commenters also expressed concern that the
effects of the proposed action will disrupt wildlife movement corridors connecting the
Empire, Santa Rita, and Rincon mountain Ranges, and the potential increase in wildlife
fatalities from increased traffic on SR 83. Further comments suggested that changes
and disruption to life stages of fish and wildlife may occur as a result of affects to
groundwater and surface water quantity and quality and riparian habitat. Concerns
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were also raised regarding effects to migratory birds, lack of detail regarding mitigation
measures to protect wildlife from construction and operations, lack of mitigation related
to wildlife mortalities, and concern for specific, non-listed species that may occur in the
project area.

b. Corps Response: Comments and concerns regarding the effects of the
proposed action on wildlife are noted. As identified in Section Il of the ROD, the Corps'
scope of analysis for the public interest review and Guidelines is limited to the discharge
of dredged/fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with clearing, grubbing, and
grading prior to the operations associated with extraction of copper and other material,
as well as the discharge of fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with
construction of off-site infrastructure. The Corps' scope of analysis also includes any
permittee-responsible compensatory mitigation actions required to compensate for the
loss of waters of the U.S. Therefore, comments related to impacts associated with
operations of the mine are outside of the Corps' scope and jurisdiction, including those
effects related to wildlife and wildlife habitat. Any direct, indirect, and cumulative effects
associated with the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S. and
adjacent upland areas, including those to any applicable resource areas identified within
the EIS, or required for the Corps public interest review or determination on compliance
with the Guidelines are within the Corps scope.

However, effects to wildlife, including those effects outside the Corps' scope of
analysis, have been fully evaluated in Chapter 3, Biological Resources of the Draft and
Final EIS. See Section VIII and IX of the ROD, for a discussion of the effects of the
proposed action on the physical, chemical, biological, and human use characteristics of
the aquatic environment and the effects on the public interest, as it relates to the Corps'
scope of analysis, including an analysis of the effects to fish and wildlife. The final
decision on whether or not the proposed action complies with the Guidelines is located
in Section VIII of the ROD; the Corps' final decision on whether or not the proposed
action is contrary to the public interest is located in Section IX of the ROD. The
comments provided do not provide additional detail or information that has not been
evaluated.

20. Visual Effects on SR 83:

a. Comments: Several commenters expressed the opinion that the proposed
action would result in unacceptable visual effects along SR 83, which has been
designated by the Arizona Department of Transportation as a scenic corridor.

b. Corps Response: The comments and concerns regarding effects to aesthetics
along SR 83 are noted. As identified in Section Il of the ROD, the Corps' scope of
analysis for the public interest review and Guidelines is limited to the discharge of
dredged/fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with clearing, grubbing, and
grading prior to the operations associated with extraction of copper and other material,
as well as the discharge of fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with
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construction of off-site infrastructure. The Corps' scope of analysis also includes any
permittee-responsible compensatory mitigation actions required to compensate for the
loss of waters of the U.S. Therefore, comments related to impacts associated with
operations of the mine are outside of the Corps' scope and jurisdiction, including visual
effects. Any direct, indirect, and cumulative effects associated with the discharge of
dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S. and adjacent upland areas, including
those to any applicable resource areas identified within the EIS, or required for the
Corps public interest review or determination on compliance with the Guidelines are
within the Corps scope.

However, effects to aesthetics, including those associated with mining operations
outside of the Corps scope, have been fully evaluated in Chapter 3, Visual Resources of
the Draft and Final EIS. See Section VIl and IX of the ROD, for a discussion of the
effects of the proposed action on the physical, chemical, biological, and human use
characteristics of the aquatic environment and the effects on the public interest, as it
relates to the Corps' scope of analysis, including those effects to aesthetics. The final
decision on whether or not the proposed action complies with the Guidelines is located
in Section VIII of the ROD; the Corps' final decision on whether or not the proposed
action is contrary to the public interest is located in Section IX of the ROD. The
comments provided do not provide additional detail or information that has not been
evaluated.

21. Traffic

a. Comments: A number of comments expressed concern that increases in traffic
during construction and operations, and the subsequent potential effects to safety,
increased drive time, and/or degradation to SR 83.

b. Corps Response: The comments and concerns regarding effects to traffic along
SR 83 are noted. As identified in Section Il of the ROD, the Corps' scope of analysis
for the public interest review and Guidelines is limited to the discharge of dredged/fill
material into waters of the U.S. associated with clearing, grubbing, and grading prior to
the operations associated with extraction of copper and other material, as well as the
discharge of fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with construction of off-site
infrastructure. The Corps' scope of analysis also includes any permittee-responsible
compensatory mitigation actions required to compensate for the loss of waters of the
U.S. Therefore, comments related to impacts associated with operations of the mine
are outside of the Corps' scope and jurisdiction, including comments related to traffic.

Any direct, indirect, and cumulative effects associated with the discharge of
dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S. and adjacent upland areas, including
those to any applicable resource areas identified within the EIS, or required for the
Corps public interest review or determination on compliance with the Guidelines are
within the Corps scope. Effects to traffic, including those related to mining operations
outside of the Corps scope, have been fully evaluated in Chapter 3,
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Transportation/Access of the Draft and Final EIS. It is anticipated that construction
activities as a result of the discharge of dredged/fill material into waters of the U.S.
would result in temporary traffic effects from equipment accessing the project site.
Effects to traffic are not a specific evaluation factor for compliance with the Guidelines,
but have been evaluated as part of the Corps public interest review evaluation (see
Section IX of the ROD). The comments provided do not provide additional detail or
information that has not been evaluated.

22. Historic and Cultural Properties

a. Comments: Comments, including those from Pima County and the Tohono
O’odham Nation, expressed concern regarding effects of the proposed action on historic
and prehistoric cultural resources. These comments focused primarily on effects to
identified cultural resources determined eligible for listing on the National Register of
Historic Place, as well as the proximity of the proposed action site within and near Ce:wi
Duag.

b. Corps Response: These comments are noted. The Corps' evaluation of the
proposed action complies with Section 106 of the NHPA. See Section VI.f of the ROD
for a full description of compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA. See also Section
IX.c.6 of the ROD for the Corps' analysis of the effects of the proposed action on historic
properties related to the public interest review.

23. Economics

a. Comments: A number of commenters expressed concern that the proposed
action may have adverse economic effects, including a reduction in property values,
economic effects from a loss of recreation and tourism, and the sustainability of jobs
created by construction and operations of the proposed mine.

b. Corps Response: As identified in Section Il of the ROD, the Corps' scope of
analysis for the public interest review and Guidelines is limited to the discharge of
dredged/fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with clearing, grubbing, and
grading prior to the operations associated with extraction of copper and other material,
as well as the discharge of fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with
construction of off-site infrastructure. The Corps' scope of analysis also includes any
permittee-responsible compensatory mitigation actions required to compensate for the
loss of waters of the U.S. Therefore, comments related to impacts associated with
operations of the mine are outside of the Corps' scope and jurisdiction, including
comments related to economics. Any direct, indirect, and cumulative effects associated
with the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S. and adjacent upland
areas, including those to any applicable resource areas identified within the EIS, or
required for the Corps public interest review or determination on compliance with the
Guidelines are within the Corps scope. Temporary and beneficial effects to economics
would be expected during construction activities, as a result of increased employment
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and sales. Effects to economics, including effects related to mining operations outside
of the Corps scope, have been fully evaluated in Chapter 3, Socioeconomics and
Environmental Justice of the Draft and Final EIS.

Effects to economics are not a specific evaluation factor for compliance with the
Guidelines, but have been evaluated as part of the Corps public interest review
evaluation (see Section IX of the ROD). The comments provided do not provide
additional detail or information that has not been evaluated.

24. Light Pollution

a. Comments: Several commenters expressed concern that an increase in lighting
associated with the proposed mine has the potential to adversely affect the astronomy
industry in the Santa Rita Mountains. Other commenters noted that the light may affect
wildlife species in the Area.

b. Corps Response: These comments are noted. As identified in Section Il of the
ROD, the Corps' scope of analysis for the public interest review and Guidelines is
limited to the discharge of dredged/fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with
clearing, grubbing, and grading prior to the operations associated with extraction of
copper and other material, as well as the discharge of fill material into waters of the U.S.
associated with construction of off-site infrastructure. The Corps' scope of analysis also
includes any permittee-responsible compensatory mitigation actions required to
compensate for the loss of waters of the U.S. Therefore, comments related to impacts
associated with operations of the mine are outside of the Corps' scope and jurisdiction,
including comments related to light pollution. Any direct, indirect, and cumulative effects
associated with the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S. and
adjacent upland areas, including those to any applicable resource areas identified within
the EIS, or required for the Corps public interest review or determination on compliance
with the Guidelines are within the Corps scope. Effects to wildlife from lighting and
effects to dark skies, including effects related to mining operations outside of the Corps
scope have been fully evaluated in Chapter 3, Biological Resources, and Chapter 3,
Dark Skies of the Draft and Final EIS. Effects from light pollution are not a specific
evaluation factor for compliance with the Guidelines, but have been evaluated as part of
the Corps public interest review evaluation (see Section IX of the ROD). The comments
provided do not provide additional detail or information that has not been evaluated.

25. Noise

a. Comments: Commenters expressed concern regarding potential noise effects
and the effect on nearby property owners.

b. Corps Response: These comments are noted. As identified in Section Il of the

ROD, the Corps' scope of analysis for the public interest review and Guidelines is
limited to the discharge of dredged/fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with
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clearing, grubbing, and grading prior to the operations associated with extraction of
copper and other material, as well as the discharge of fill material into waters of the U.S.
associated with construction of off-site infrastructure. The Corps' scope of analysis also
includes any permittee-responsible compensatory mitigation actions required to
compensate for the loss of waters of the U.S. Therefore, comments related to impacts
associated with operations of the mine are outside of the Corps' scope and jurisdiction,
including comments related to noise. Any direct, indirect, and cumulative effects
associated with the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S. and
adjacent upland areas, including those to any applicable resource areas identified within
the EIS, or required for the Corps public interest review or determination on compliance
with the Guidelines are within the Corps scope. Effects from increased noise, including
effects associated with mining operations outside of the Corps scope, have been fully
evaluated in Chapter 3, Noise of the Draft and Final EIS and the Corps' public interest
review evaluation (see Section IX of the ROD). Temporary effects from noise would be
expected during construction activities within the Corps scope. The comments provided
do not provide additional detail or information that has not been evaluated.

26. Wildfire Hazards:

a. Comments: Several commenters expressed concern that the proposed action
would result in an increase in wildfire hazards.

b. Corps Response: These comments are noted. As identified in Section Il of the
ROD, the Corps' scope of analysis for the public interest review and Guidelines is
limited to the discharge of dredged/fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with
clearing, grubbing, and grading prior to the operations associated with extraction of
copper and other material, as well as the discharge of fill material into waters of the U.S.
associated with construction of off-site infrastructure. The Corps' scope of analysis also
includes any permittee-responsible compensatory mitigation actions required to
compensate for the loss of waters of the U.S. Therefore, comments related to impacts
associated with operations of the mine are outside of the Corps' scope and jurisdiction,
including comments related to wildfire hazards. Any direct, indirect, and cumulative
effects associated with the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S.
and adjacent upland areas, including those to any applicable resource areas identified
within the EIS, or required for the Corps public interest review or determination on
compliance with the Guidelines are within the Corps scope.

Effects from increases in wildfire hazards, including effects related to mining
operations outside the Corps scope, have been fully evaluated in Chapter 3, Fuels and
Fire Management of the Draft and Final EIS. The comments provided do not provide
additional detail or information that has not been evaluated.
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27. Hazardous Materials:

a. Comments: A number of comments expressed concern regarding the safety of
the public and mine employees as a result of increase in the potential for release of
hazardous materials.

b. Corps Response: These comments are noted. As identified in Section Il of the
ROD, the Corps' scope of analysis for the public interest review and Guidelines is
limited to the discharge of dredged/fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with
clearing, grubbing, and grading prior to the operations associated with extraction of
copper and other material, as well as the discharge of fill material into waters of the U.S.
associated with construction of off-site infrastructure. The Corps' scope of analysis also
includes any permittee-responsible compensatory mitigation actions required to
compensate for the loss of waters of the U.S. Therefore, comments related to impacts
associated with operations of the mine are outside of the Corps' scope and jurisdiction,
including comments related to hazardous materials. Any direct, indirect, and cumulative
effects associated with the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S.
and adjacent upland areas, including those to any applicable resource areas identified
within the EIS, or required for the Corps public interest review or determination on
compliance with the Guidelines are within the Corps scope. Effects associated with
hazardous materials, including effects related to mining operations outside the Corps
scope, have been fully evaluated in Chapter 3, Hazardous Materials of the Draft and
Final EIS. The comments provided do not provide additional detail or information that
has not been evaluated.

28. Public Health and Welfare

a. Comments: Several commenters expressed concern regarding effects to public
health, including exposure to radioactive elements in the mined ore and other potential
cancer causing agents; increased health risks related to the disturbance of amphibole
materials (asbestos); and effects related to potential contamination of public drinking
water.

b. Corps Response: These comments are noted. As identified in Section Il of the
ROD, the Corps' scope of analysis for the public interest review and Guidelines is
limited to the discharge of dredged/fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with
clearing, grubbing, and grading prior to the operations associated with extraction of
copper and other material, as well as the discharge of fill material into waters of the U.S.
associated with construction of off-site infrastructure. The Corps' scope of analysis also
includes any permittee-responsible compensatory mitigation actions required to
compensate for the loss of waters of the U.S. Therefore, comments related to impacts
associated with operations of the mine are outside of the Corps' scope and jurisdiction,
including comments related to public health and welfare. Any direct, indirect, and
cumulative effects associated with the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of
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the U.S. and adjacent upland areas, including those to any applicable resource areas
identified within the EIS, or required for the Corps public interest review or determination
on compliance with the Guidelines are within the Corps scope. Effects to public health,
including those related to mining operations outside the Corps scope, have been fully
evaluated in Chapter 3, Human Health and Safety of the Draft and Final EIS. Effects to
water quality, including those related to mining operations outside the Corps scope,
have been fully evaluated in Chapter 3, Groundwater Quality and Geochemistry, and
Surface Water Quality of the Draft and Final EIS.

Based on the applicant's response to comments, although uranium is a naturally
occurring radioactive element in bedrock material throughout Arizona, it is not
characteristic of the geologic host formations at the proposed action site. A technical
report published by the USEPA, titled Technologically Enhanced Naturally Occurring
Radioactive Materials in the Southwestern Copper Belt of Arizona (EPA 402-R-99-
002), identified the leaching and solvent extraction-electrowinning processes at copper
mines as potentially concentrating the radionuclides that occur naturally at some
mines. The applicant has removed the leaching circuit from the proposed Barrel
Alternative, so this potential source of technologically enhanced naturally occurring
radioative material will not be a part of the proposed action. In addition, with regards to
the potential for amphibole material, the applicant and their consultants have conducted
studies to characterize the mineralogy of the deposit at the proposed action site.
Tremolite-actinolite was observed in very minor and locally limited occurrences. Silky
fibers or aggregate mats characteristic of asbestiform materials have not been observed
in any of the drill cores evaluated to date, and tremolite-actinolite was only found to occur
as local disseminations near a contact in acicular crystals (non-asbestiform). Minerals
classified as nonfibrous or nonasbestiform do not fall within Mine Safety and Health
Administration (MSHA) or Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA), or
USEPA regulatory definitions for asbestos (see 30 C.F.R. Parts 56, 57, and 71, 19
C.F.R. Part 1910.1001, and 40 C.F.R. Part 61). See Section IX of the ROD for the
Corps' evaluation of the effects of the proposed action on safety.

29. Air Quality

a. Comments: Comments were received expressing concern regarding the ability
of the proposed action to comply with applicable air quality regulations; potential
increase in dust and overall particulate matter emissions; absence of air quality
monitors in residential areas closest to the proposed mine; effects to the air quality in
Tucson; and effects to climate change and greenhouse gasses. Pima County provided
a later comment letter identifying additional rock would be mined, potentially increasing
air quality impacts, and requested the Corps conduct an independent review of air
quality impacts.

b. Corps Response: These comments are noted. As identified in Section Il of the

ROD, the Corps' scope of analysis for the public interest review and Guidelines is
limited to the discharge of dredged/fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with
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clearing, grubbing, and grading prior to the operations associated with extraction of
copper and other material, as well as the discharge of fill material into waters of the U.S.
associated with construction of off-site infrastructure. The Corps' scope of analysis also
includes any permittee-responsible compensatory mitigation actions required to
compensate for the loss of waters of the U.S. Therefore, comments related to impacts
associated with operations of the mine are outside of the Corps' scope and jurisdiction,
including comments related to air quality. Any direct, indirect, and cumulative effects
associated with the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S. and
adjacent upland areas, including those to any applicable resource areas identified within
the EIS, or required for the Corps public interest review or determination on compliance
with the Guidelines are within the Corps scope. Effects associated with air quality and
climate change, including those effects related to mining operations outside of the
Corps scope, have been evaluated in Chapter 3, Air Quality and Climate Change of the
Draft and Final EIS. Effects associated with air quality and climate change are not a
specific evaluation factor for compliance with the Guidelines, but are further evaluated
as general environmental concerns, and where they affect other resources being
evaluated, as described in Section I1X of the ROD.

With regards to potential changes to air quality identified by Pima County, as
identified above, indirect effects to air quality associated with mining operations are
outside of the Corps' control and responsibility. Therefore, an independent review and
determination on these air quality effects by the Corps is not appropriate.

30. Mitigation:

a. Comments: A number of comments related to concern that conservation and
mitigation measures were not described in the public notice, and therefore the
commenter was not able to provide a comment. In addition, many of the commenters
urged that the USFS and Corps must ensure that adequate bonding and/or financial
assurances be established prior to permitting the proposed action. Commenters
providing comments after the Final HMMP was submitted to the Corps provided
discussion on the adequacy of the plan to offset impacts to waters of the U.S., the
appropriateness of the Sonoita Creek channel design, whether the mitigation would
require further evaluation under NEPA and the ESA, and requesting water quality
monitoring at the downstream end of the mitigation project.

b. Corps Response: These comments are noted. The Corps regulations at 33
C.F.R. Part 332 establishes standards and criteria for compensatory mitigation,
including on-site and off-site permittee-responsible mitigation, mitigation banks, and in-
lieu fee compensatory mitigation to offset unavoidable effects to waters of the U.S.
authorized through the issuance of a Department of the Army (DA) permit pursuant to
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act and/or Section 9 or 10 of the Rivers and Harbors
Act of 1899. The Corps has utilized these regulations, including those at 33 C.F.R.
332.3(n), related to sufficient financial assurances. In order to determine the amount of
compensatory mitigation required, the Corps has completed the South Pacific Division
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Mitigation Ratio Setting Checklist. A discussion of the required compensatory mitigation
including information responding to the comments provided on the Final HMMP can be
found in Section VIl of the ROD, with additional information located in the Supplemental
EA completed for the proposed compensatory mitigation, which is located in Attachment
G of the ROD. The Corps' response to comments related to the Corps' review process,
including the need for additional evaluation under NEPA and the Section Guidelines can
be found in Response to Comment 32, below. As identified in Section VI.c of the ROD,
the proposed action is in compliance with Section 7 of the ESA.

31. Significant Degradation:

a. Comments: During and following the end of the public comment period, the
USEPA commented the proposed discharge would result in significant degradation of
waters of the U.S. Several other commenters referenced USEPA's comments within
their comment letters.

b. Corps Response: The Guidelines contain a number of restrictions on
discharge, one of which is related to significant degradation as a result of a proposed
discharge of dredged and/or fill material into waters of the U.S. Specifically, the
Guidelines identify no discharge of dredged or fill material shall be permitted which will
cause or contribute to significant degradation of the waters of the U.S. The
determination on whether or not a proposed discharge would result in significant
degradation to the waters of the U.S. is based upon appropriate factual determinations,
evaluations, and tests. The evaluations include a determination on the potential short-
term or long-term direct, secondary (indirect), and cumulative effects to the physical,
chemical and biological components of the aquatic environment. In making a
determination on whether or not a proposed discharge into waters of the U.S. would
result in significant degradation, the Corps takes into account any minimization and
compensatory mitigation. As discussed in Section Il of the ROD, the evaluation of
significant degradation to waters of the U.S. includes only the effects of the proposed
discharge of dredged and/or fill material into waters of the U.S. For the proposed
action, the operations of the mine, including construction of the mine pit and discharge
of waste rock and mine tailings, would not result in a discharge of dredged and/or fill
material into waters of the U.S. Therefore, the effects of mine operations are outside of
the Corps scope under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act and not relevant to the
determination of whether or not there would be significant degradation of waters of the
U.S.

See Section VIII of the ROD, for a discussion of the effects of the proposed
action on the physical, chemical, biological, and human use characteristics of the
aquatic environment, which was used by the Corps in making the factual determinations
required for a determination on whether the proposed discharge into waters of the U.S.
would result in significant degradation. The final decision on whether or not the
proposed action complies with the Guidelines is located in Section VIl of the ROD; the
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Corps' final decision on whether or not the proposed action is contrary to the public
interest is located in Section IX of the ROD.

32. Corps' Review Process:

a. Comments: Following the end of the public notice comment period, several
commenters expressed concerns regarding the Corps permit review process,
specifically identifying that the Corps should prepare a supplemental EIS and issue a
new public notice. The commenter's stated new information regarding the proposed
action, specifically, related to the submittal of the Final Habitat Mitigation and Monitoring
Plan (HMMP) by the applicant, as well as new information related to the proposed mine
site. With regards to the HMMP, commenters stated the 859-page Final HMMP
represents substantial new information that requires the issuance of a new public notice
as well as preparation of a supplemental EIS. Other commenters identified the
proposed compensatory mitigation requires authorization under Section 404 CWA from
the Corps. Comments were also received identifying that the Corps should evaluate
alternatives to the proposed compensatory mitigation, for compliance with the
Guidelines at 40 C.F.R. 230.10.

With regards to the mine site, commenters identified their belief the Corps needs
to prepare a supplemental EIS due to either additional effects not previously identified,
or an inadequate analysis in the EIS prepared by the USFS. The alleged deficiencies
identified in the EIS prepared by the USFS were primarily related to what the
commenters thought was an inadequate analysis of effects, inadequate mitigation
measures to minimize adverse effects, and, other than alternatives, failure to
incorporate the requirements of the Guidelines into the analysis.

b. Corps Response:

Mitigation Site: With regards to comments stating the Final HMMP requires the
Corps to issue a public notice and Supplemental EIS, the Corps disagrees. Corps'
regulations at 33 C.F.R. 332.4(b)(1) require the public notice for a standard permit
address, to the extent that such information is provided in the mitigation statement
required by 33 C.F.R. 325.1(d)(7), the proposed avoidance and minimization and
amount, type, and location of any proposed compensatory mitigation, or indicate an
intention to use an approved mitigation bank or in-lieu fee program. The regulations at
33 C.F.R. 332.4(b)(1) further identify the public notice shall not include information that
the district engineer and the permittee believe should be kept confidential for business
purposes, such as the exact location of a proposed mitigation site that has not yet been
secured. Corps' regulations at 33 C.F.R. 325.1(d)(7) state the application must include a
statement describing how impacts to waters of the U.S. are to be avoided and
minimized, and must include either a statement describing how impacts to waters of the
U.S. are to be compensated for or a statement explaining why compensatory mitigation
should not be required for the proposed impacts.
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Within the December 6, 2011, public notice for the proposed action, the Corps
identified the applicant's proposed compensatory mitigation. In addition, Appendix B of
the Final EIS, which was made available to the public for review and comment by the
USFS, contained a conceptual mitigation and monitoring plan proposed by the
applicant. The conceptual mitigation plan included transfer of water rights secured at
the Pantano Dam parcel to a Corps-approved ILF sponsor for use in the development of
an ILF project downstream of the Pantano Dam, for which the applicant anticipated
receiving mitigation credits; potential compensatory mitigation at the Sonoita Creek
Ranch parcel; and, if additional compensatory mitigation is required, preservation at the
Mullberry parcel. Since the publishing of the Final EIS, the proposed compensatory
mitigation at the Pantano Dam parcel was determined to be not feasible. To address
concerns by the Corps that the proposed compensatory mitigation was not adequate,
the applicant has modified the proposed compensatory mitigation to that described in
Section VIl of the ROD. Contrary to the comments provided, the Corps and USEPA
2008 Compensatory Mitigation Rule (33 C.F.R. 332) does not require a public notice for
a final mitigation and monitoring plan, nor does it require a public notice for any changes
to the proposed compensatory mitigation. The preamble to the 2008 Compensatory
Mitigation Rule (73 FR 19640) states:

We have clarified in the final rule that the mitigation statement in the public
notice is to be based on the information submitted by the applicant, in
accordance with the new requirement at 33 C.F.R. 325.1(d)(7). As
discussed in the section of this preamble that addresses § 325.1(d)(7),
this should be a brief statement because this occurs in the early stages of
the evaluation process, and the evaluation of mitigation options is an
iterative process. As district engineers conduct their evaluations in
accordance with applicable Corps regulations, the 404(b)(1) Guidelines,
and regulations governing other applicable laws (e.g., section 7 of the
Endangered Species Act), additional avoidance and minimization may be
required, and compensatory mitigation requirements will be determined in
greater detail to offset the permitted impacts to the extent appropriate and
practicable...We do not believe it is necessary to reword this subsection to
clarify that the mitigation statement contains preliminary mitigation
measures proposed by the permit applicant. It is understood that these
preliminary measures may be revised in response to public comment and
other input to the permit process.

In addition, as identified in the Corps' 2009 Standard Operating Procedures (pp.
13-14), "if the applicant substantially modifies the project so that either the project or its
reasonably foreseeable impacts to the aquatic environment are substantially different
from those described in the original public notice, then a new public notice may be
appropriate or necessary for proper evaluation of the proposal....If project impacts are
similar to or less than the original submittal (e.g. if expected impacts are reduced as a
result of modifications to the project through efforts to avoid and minimize a proposed
actions' adverse effects), as a general rule the district should proceed with a decision
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without issuing another public notice." Proposed permittee-responsible compensatory
mitigation at Sonoita Creek Ranch was identified within the Final EIS issued by the
USFS, and was available for public review and comment (see Section 1.f of the
Supplemental EA for a discussion of the history of the proposed compensatory
mitigation). Because proposed permittee-responsible compensatory mitigation was
identified in the original public notice and there was not a substantial change in the
reasonably foreseeable impacts associated with the proposed action requiring the
issuance of a public notice (i.e. the proposed Rosemont Copper project), the Corps has
determined a new public notice is not necessary. NEPA regulations require an agency
prepare a supplement to a draft or final EIS if (1) the agency makes substantial changes
in the proposed action that are relevant to environmental concerns; or (2) there are
significant new circumstances or information relevant to environmental concerns and
bearing on the proposed action or its impacts. Other than additional avoidance of
waters of the U.S., the only changes to the proposed action after the publishing of the
Final EIS are modifications to the proposed compensatory mitigation to include
refinement of the proposed activities at Sonoita Creek Ranch, and the removal of four
stock tanks. In order to ensure compliance with NEPA, the Section 404(b)(1)
Guidelines, and public interest review, the Corps has prepared a supplemental
Environmental Assessment, 404(b)(1) Guidelines Analysis, and public interest review
(Supplemental EA), which is located in Attachment G to the ROD, to determine whether
the proposed compensatory mitigation will result in significant adverse effects that
require the preparation of a supplemental environmental impact statement. Although
the proposed compensatory mitigation at the Sonoita Creek Ranch property and
removal of the Gunsight Pass and McCleary Canyon stock tanks were identified in the
Final EIS, in order to ensure a full evaluation of the potential environmental effects
associated with the compensatory mitigation, the Corps has included all proposed
compensatory mitigation in the Supplemental EA. It should be noted, also, that
although the Corps has determined a new public notice is not necessary for the final
proposed compensatory mitigation, a number of comments have been received
regarding the proposed compensatory mitigation, which have been evaluated and
considered by the Corps within this response to comments document as well as the
Supplemental EA located in Attachment G of the ROD.

The Corps agrees with commenters that identified the proposed compensatory
mitigation requires authorization under Section 404 CWA for the proposed discharge of
fill material into waters of the U.S. The Corps also agrees with the commenters that the
loss of 8.93 acres of Sonoita Creek channel and tributaries should be accounted for in
determining whether the compensatory mitigation is sufficient and appropriate. The
Corps has incorporated the loss of 8.93 acres of Sonoita Creek channel and tributaries
into the total acreage of waters of the U.S. requiring compensatory mitigation, as shown
in the SPD Mitigation Ratio Setting Checklist located in Attachment C of the ROD. The
Corps also determined the construction of the new Sonoita Creek channel, identified by
the applicant as re-establishment in the Final HMMP, is more appropriately classified as
rehabilitation, given Sonoita Creek currently exists on the site and the construction of
the new channel would not result in an increase in aquatic resource area (although
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there would be an increase in aquatic resource functions and services), as further
described in the Supplemental EA located in Appendix G of the ROD. As described in
the ROD and Supplemental EA located in Attachment G of the ROD, the proposed
compensatory mitigation would result in a permanent discharge of fill material into 9.15
acres, and a temporary discharge of fill material into 0.33 acres of waters of the U.S.
associated with the proposed compensatory mitigation, as follows:

(1) Permanent discharge of fill material into 8.90 acres of waters of the U.S.
associated with rehabilitation and enhancement of Sonoita Creek and ponds on the
Sonoita Creek Ranch site.

(2) Permanent discharge of fill material into 0.25 acre of ephemeral drainages
for the removal of the Gunsight Pass stock tank.

(3) Temporary discharge of fill material into 0.33 acre of ephemeral drainages for
the removal of the Barrel Canyon East stock tank (0.13 acre), McCleary Canyon stock
tank (0.16 acre), and Rosemont Crest stock tank (0.05 acre)

The proposed discharge of fill material into waters of the U.S. associated with the
proposed compensatory mitigation is included in the Corp’s final decision on whether or
not to issue a permit for the proposed action, with an analysis of the effects of the
proposed compensatory mitigation under NEPA, the Guidelines, and public interest
review, located in the Supplemental EA prepared and located in Attachment G of the
ROD.

With regard to comments identifying that the Corps must evaluate alternatives to
the proposed discharge associated with the required compensatory mitigation for
compliance with 40 C.F.R. 230.10(a), alternatives to the proposed compensatory
mitigation have been evaluated, as identified in the Supplemental EA located in
Attachment G, through evaluation of the type and location options in the order
presented in 33 C.F.R. 332.3(b)(1) through (b)(6). During the evaluation of the
proposed action, the Corps considered the availability of the appropriate type and
amount of mitigation bank credits and in-lieu fee credits as the preferred compensatory
mitigation option. Because there are not available mitigation banks with the amount and
type of credits necessary to compensate for the proposed loss of waters of the U.S., the
Corps determined permittee-responsible compensatory mitigation (PRM) is necessary.
In the evaluation of the proposed PRM, the Corps utilized the requirements of 33 C.F.R.
332, as well as the South Pacific Division Mitigation and Monitoring Guidelines, to
determine whether the proposed compensatory mitigation is appropriate and sufficient
to compensate for the loss of waters of the U.S. In addition, on-site alternatives to the
proposed compensatory mitigation were evaluated, and resulted in modifications to the
proposed design for the compensatory mitigation. The Guidelines at 40 C.F.R.
230.10(a) state "no discharge of dredged or fill material shall be permitted if there is a
practicable alternative to the proposed discharge which would have less adverse impact
on the aquatic ecosystem, so long as the alternative does not have other significant

Page 35 of 38



Attachment C: Response to Comments; Rosemont Copper Project

adverse environmental consequences.” In addition, the Guidelines state, at 40 C.F.R.
230.6(b), that "The Guidelines user, including the agency or agencies responsible for
implementing the Guidelines, must recognize the different levels of effort that should be
associated with varying degrees of impact and require or prepare commensurate
documentation. The level of documentation should reflect the significance and
complexity of the discharge activity." The proposed compensatory mitigation would
result in long-term, beneficial effects to the aquatic environment. The only proposed
compensatory mitigation that would result in a discharge of fill material into a special
aqguatic site is the proposed enhancement of fringe wetlands associated with the ponds.
Given the flexibility afforded by the Guidelines, and the long-term beneficial effects that
would occur as a result of the proposed compensatory mitigation, the Corps has
determined that, with the exception of an evaluation of the no action alternative, and
evaluation of the compensatory mitigation hierarchy, an evaluation of additional
alternatives to the proposed compensatory mitigation is not required or necessary.

Mine Site: With regards to the comments stating the Corps must prepare a
supplemental EIS for the proposed mine site, the Corps disagrees with the commenters
that the Final EIS does not fully analyze the direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of
the construction and operations of the proposed mine. The USFS continued to evaluate
new information and comments following publishing of the Final EIS, within the SIR and
Second SIR prepared, affirming that the new information did not change the analysis
provided in the EIS. Additional comments received by the Corps after the publishing of
the Final EIS did not provide new information necessitating the preparation of a
supplemental EIS. Disagreement among experts does not invalidate an EIS. In
addition, the effects associated with the proposed mine under the Corps' scope of
analysis for the public interest review and Guidelines, as described in Section Il of the
ROD, are limited to direct, indirect, and cumulative effects to the environment as a result
of the discharge of dredged/fill material within the project footprint and off-site
infrastructure area. Therefore, the effects under consideration by the Corps are
substantially less than the effects evaluated in the Final EIS, as the USFS also
evaluated the effects of operations of the mine associated with excavation of the mine
pit, discharge of waste rock and mine tailings, and processing of ore.

The review area for the analysis of effects identified by the USFS in the EIS for
each resource area of concern extended to those areas where direct, indirect, or
cumulative effects would occur. For biological resources and seeps, springs and
riparian areas, the review area extended upstream to the west, and more than 20 miles
downstream, to Pantano Dam. One commenter indicated the review of indirect effects
should extend further downstream of Pantano Dam, however, no information was
submitted to support a determination that any effects, let alone significant effects, below
Pantano Dam would occur as a result of the proposed action. Other comments
indicated the Corps should prepare a supplemental EIS to analyze effects outside of the
Corps scope and authority, such as effects to water rights, decisions made by other
agencies regarding antidegradation standards, dewatering of the regional aquifer and
groundwater drawdown associated with operations of the mine. Another comment
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identified a supplemental EIS was required as, in a technical report, the applicant has
disclosed that an additional 591 million tons of rock-bearing copper could be
economically mined in the future. The Corps does not have any jurisdiction over the
amount of material mined during operations of the proposed action, therefore, a
supplemental EIS would not be required by the Corps to evaluate additional mining,
even if this were being proposed by the applicant, which it is not. If, however, future
proposed activities result in a modification that would change the effects under the
Corps' scope as evaluated, additional evaluation, including a supplemental EIS may be
required.

Comments received also indicated the belief that the Corps should prepare a
supplemental EIS that includes an inventory of all waters of the U.S. that may be within
the analysis area. The Corps disagrees that it is reasonable or possible to conduct an
inventory of all waters of the U.S. within the analysis area. While it may be possible to
complete remote sensing (e.g. aerial/satellite imagery, light detection and ranging
(LiDAR)) to identify potential aquatic resources within the 146,163 acre (Final EIS, page
573) analysis area for biological resources, the costs of such an endeavor would be
exorbitant and inaccurate. In addition, even if remote sensing were conducted in order
to attempt identification of aquatic resources, a determination of whether or not an
aquatic resource is a water of the U.S. is conducted by the Corps only within an
approved jurisdictional determination. The Corps does not conduct jurisdictional
determinations or aquatic resource verifications without a request from an interested
party, nor can the Corps conduct an approved jurisdictional determination without site-
specific information, which cannot be obtained through remote sensing.

With regards to comments that the mitigation measures identified in the Final EIS
are insufficient to reduce impacts to less than significant, this comment is noted. Under
NEPA, a Federal agency is not required to identify that effects of a proposed action
have been minimized to a less than significant level in an EIS. The EIS is intended to
identify potentially significant impacts, as well as identify mitigation measures that will
avoid, minimize, rectify, reduce or compensate for adverse effects occurring as a result
of the proposed action. The USFS acknowledges that, despite a number of mitigation
measures being imposed, there is a potential for significant impacts to the quality of the
human environment from the proposed construction and operation of the mine. As
identified above and in Section X of the ROD, the Corps' scope and jurisdiction over the
proposed action does not extend to mining operations, and therefore, in general, the
effects would be less than those identified within the EIS.

With regards to comments that the Final EIS does not incorporate the
requirements of the Guidelines, with the exception of the discussion on alternatives, this
comment is noted. When the Corps is the lead Federal agency on the preparation of an
EIS, the Corps strives, to the extent possible, to integrate the requirements of the public
interest review and Guidelines into the EIS, in particular the discussion of alternatives,
as well as an analysis of direct, indirect, and cumulative effects on the public interest
review Factors and physical, chemical, biological, and human use characteristics in the
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Guidelines. However, the final decision on whether a project is contrary to the public
interest or is in compliance with the Guidelines, is not made until the ROD. The EIS is
intended only to disclose potentially significant impacts and mitigation, and is not the
appropriate location for a final permit decision. As a cooperating agency on the EIS, the
Corps provided substantial review and comment on the EIS. The Corps has also
reviewed the two SIRs prepared by the USFS. After review of all information, the Corps
has determined the analysis of effects in the Final EIS is sufficient to conduct the public
interest review and make a final determination on compliance with the Guidelines within
the ROD, for the proposed action on the mine site, even though the Final EIS did not
specifically identify all of the components of the Corps public interest review or
Guidelines. See above for the Corps' response to comments stating a supplemental
EIS for the proposed compensatory mitigation is needed.

lll. Appendices:
Appendix A: Public Notices
Appendix A-1:. December 6, 2011, Public Notice
Appendix A-2: January 6, 2011, Public Notice Time Extension

Appendix 2: Comments Matrix
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f PUBLIC NOTICE

US Army Corps APPLICATION FOR PERMIT
of Engineers.

Public Notice/Application No. SPL-2008-00816-MB
Comment Period: December 6, 2011 to January 5, 2012

Applicant Agent

Rosemont Copper Company WestLand Resources, Inc.
Ms. Kathy Amold Mr. Brian Lindenlaub

2450 W. Ruthrauff Rd., #180 4001 E. Paradise Falls Drive
Tucson, Arizona 85705 Tucson, Arizona 85712
(520) 495-3500 (520) 206-9585

Location

Approximately 30 miles southeast of Tucson, Arizona within portions of Sections 17, 20, 21 and 25-35, T17S,
RI14E; portions of Sections 31-35, T17S, R1SE; portions of Sections 1, 2 and 12, T18S, R14E; portions of
Sections 1, 2, 7, 10-15, 17, 18, 20-25, 35 and 36, T18S, R15E: portions of Sections 6-8, 14-23 and 27-33, T18S,
R16E: portions of Sections 1 and 2. T19S. RISE: and portions of Sections 4. 5 and 6, T19S, R16E in Pima
County, Arizona (Figures 1 and 2).

Activity

To discharge fill material into Barrel Canyon and associated tributaries including Wasp Canyon, McCleary
Canyon, Trail Canyon, and other unnamed ephemeral washes for construction of the proposed Rosemont
Copper Project open pit copper mine. The Rosemont Copper Project will, through the discharge of dredged/fill
material, directly impact 38.6 acres, indirectly impact 2.5 acres, and temporarily impact 0.75 acre of potential
waters of the United States (WUS) (Figure 3). For a detailed description of the proposed project, please see
“Proposed Activity for Which a Permit Is Required” and “Additional Project Information” in this Public Notice.

Interested parties are hereby notified that an application has been received for a Department of the Army permit
for the activity described herein and shown on the attached drawing(s). Interested parties are invited to provide
their views on the proposed work, which will become a part of the record and will be considered in the decision.
This permit application will be issued or denied under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1344).
Comments can be e-mailed to Marjorie.E.Blaine(@usace.army.mil or mailed to:

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers
ATTENTION: Marjorie Blaine (SPL-2008-00816-MB)
Tucson Resident Office
5205 E. Comanche Street
Tucson, AZ 85707



Evaluation Factors

The decision whether to issue a permit will be based on an evaluation of the probable impact, including
cumulative impacts of the proposed activity on the public interest. That decision will reflect the national concern
for both protection and utilization of important resources. The benefit, which reasonably may be expected to
accrue from the proposal, must be balanced against its reasonably foreseeable detriments. All factors that may
be relevant to the proposal will be considered, including the cumulative effects thereof. Factors that will be
considered include conservation, economics, aesthetics, general environmental concerns, wetlands, cultural
values, fish and wildlife values, flood hazards, floodplain values, land use, navigation, shoreline erosion and
accretion, recreation, water supply and conservation, water quality, energy needs, safety, food production and, in
general, the needs and welfare of the people. In addition, the evaluation of the activity will include application
of the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Guidelines (40 CFR 230) as required by Section 404 (b)(1) of
the Clean Water Act.

The Corps of Engineers (Corps) is soliciting comments from the public; Federal, state, and local agencies and
officials; Native American tribes; and other interested parties in order to consider and evaluate the impacts of
this proposed activity. Any comments received will be considered by the Corps to determine whether to issue,
modify, condition, or deny a permit for this proposal. To make this decision, comments are used to assess
impacts on endangered species, historic properties, water quality, general environmental effects, and the other
public interest factors listed above. Comments are used in the preparation of necessary documentation pursuant
to the National Environmental Policy Act. Comments are also used to determine the need for a public hearing
and to determine the overall public interest of the proposed activity.

Preliminary Review of Selected Factors

EIS Determination — A draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed Rosemont Copper
Project has been prepared by the U.S. Forest Service (USFS), Coronado National Forest. A Notice of
Availability of the Draft EIS was published by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency in the Federal
Register on October 21, 2011 (76 FR 65509). The USFS is accepting comments on the Draft EIS through
January 18, 2012. The Corps and the Bureau of Land Management are Federal cooperating agencies for this
Draft EIS. The information provided in the Draft EIS will provide a basis for the Corps to make a decision
regarding the Section 404 permit for the proposed Rosemont Copper Project. The draft EIS is available
online at http://www.rosemonteis.us.

Water Quality — The applicant is required to obtain water quality certification, under Section 401 of the
Clean Water Act from the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality. Section 401 requires that any
applicant for an individual Section 404 permit provide proof of water quality certification to the Corps.

Cultural Resources — Formal consultation under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act has
been initiated by the USFS on behalf of the Corps and the BLM with the State Historic Preservation Office
(SHPO) and the appropriate Native American Tribes regarding the proposed project’s effect on cultural
resources. The USFS will ensure that all requirements of the Memorandum of Agreement and the Historic
Properties Treatment Plan will be completed.

Endangered Species —Formal consultation under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act will be
conducted by the USFS on behalf of the Corps and the BLM with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS).
The FWS will issue a biological opinion regarding the project’s effects to federally listed species and
designated critical habitat.



Public Hearing — Any person may request, in writing, within the comment period specified in this notice,
that a public hearing be held to consider this application. Requests for public hearing shall state with
particularity the reasons for holding a public hearing. Public meetings are currently being held for the Draft
EIS, described above. A schedule for future public meetings for the Draft EIS can be found at
http://www.rosemonteis.us/public-meetings.

Proposed Activity for Which a Permit is Required

Overview

The applicant has submitted a Section 404 permit application for the Barrel-only Alternative (Alternative 4
under the Draft EIS), which has been identified as the preferred alternative in the Draft EIS. Additional detail
on the original proposed action, preliminary Mining Plan of Operation (MPQ), as well as other alternatives
considered, is provided in the Draft EIS referenced above.

The proposed Rosemont Copper Project is a copper mining project that will produce more than 230 million (M)
Ibs of copper per year (roughly 10% of annual US production) for 20 years. Average annual production of
molybdenum and silver will be 5 M Ibs and 3.5 M oz, respectively. Past and recent exploration activities have
confirmed or identified the availability of approximately 600 million tons (MT) of ore. This schedule estimates a
mill through-put of approximately 75,000 tons per day, which translates into an annual mill through-put of
approximately 27 MT per year.

Mining of the ore will be through conventional open-pit mining techniques. Waste rock will be blasted and
transported by haul truck to the waste rock storage area. Ore will be blasted and either transported by haul truck
to the leach pad and processed by leaching (if it is oxide ore), or crushed and loaded onto a conveyor for
transport to the mill for processing by conventional sulfide milling (if it is sulfide ore). Tailings will be stored
using a dry stack tailings technique minimizing airborne releases and water seepage. The placement of waste
rock will be initiated with perimeter buttresses, including placement on the perimeter of the dry-stack tailings
storage areas to provide structural and erosional stability of the tailings pile.

The copper concentrates from the milling operations will be shipped off-site to a smelter. Leach ore (oxide
material) will be placed on the heap leach pad. Solutions from the pad will be collected in a solution pond and
then processed through the solvent extraction-electrowinning (SX/EW) plant. Copper cathodes generated from
the SX/EW plant will be transported off site for further processing.

The proposed project will involve the construction and operation of various mine features, associated structures,
and anticipated infrastructure necessary to support these facilities. These constructed features include: the mine
pit, waste rock storage areas, heap leach area, dry-stack tailings facility, ancillary facilities and structures, mine
haul roads, access roads, and off-site water and power transmission lines (Figures 2 and 3). The nature of the
activities associated with each of these mine features is described below.

Mine Pit

The design of the open pit and internal mining phases incorporates geotechnical recommendations for safe slope
angles, internal ramp development for access to all working areas, and pit wall smoothing to enhance stability
and operator safety. Pit slope angles between ramps will vary according to rock strength, lithology and structural
controls, but are expected to range from 28° to 48° between ramps. Where possible, catch benches will be
spaced on 100-ft vertical intervals to maximize the effective widths for containing scree (loose rock debris). At
the rim, the ultimate open pit will be approximately 6,500 ft across north to south, 6,000 ft across east to west
(totaling about 950 ac in area), and will be approximately,800 to 2,900 ft deep. The pit bottom elevation is
projected at 3,150 ft above mean sea level (amsl).



Impacts to potential WUS in the pit will result from the initial blasting and excavation of ore and waste rock
(Figure 4). Following a blast, rubblized material, including that found in potential WUS, will be picked up with
a loader, placed into a haul truck, and then deposited on the leach pad, the primary crusher stockpile, or within
the waste rock storage area.

Waste Rock

The waste rock storage area, approximately 1,460 acres in size, will be constructed south of the tailings facility
(Figure 5). It is designed to accommodate approximately 750 million tons of material, with an additional 540
million tons of waste rock dedicated to construction of the perimeter buttress and other facilities. The waste
rock storage area will receive pit-run, or run-of-mine (ROM), waste rock consisting largely of limestone and
skarn rock types, with some andesite, quartz monzonite porphyry, and arkose. The presence of substantial
quantities of limestone and skarn will provide a large buffering capacity within the waste-rock storage areas to
minimize the generation of acid rock drainage (ARD).

Site preparation of the waste rock storage areas will involve clearing and grubbing the existing topsoil in
preparation of construction of the perimeter buttress. Impacts to potential WUS within the waste rock storage
area will result from the placement of ROM waste rock. Flow-through drains, designed to pass overflows from
the areas upgradient of the waste rock and tailings facility during construction and post closure, will be
constructed within the major drainages to facilitate stormwater flow through the waste rock storage area and dry
stack tailings facility (Figure 5). During operations, stormwater may report to the flow-through drains during
severe storm events, but diversions, impoundments, and other water management features in the Plant Site area
will restrict the volume of stormwater that would report to the drain system. Maintenance is not anticipated to be
required for the flow-through drains. The drains will be fed from stilling or sediment ponds, which act to reduce
the sediment discharging into the drains. In addition, the drains are segregated from the surrounding waste rock
by a geotextile layer that prevents migration of fine sediments from the waste rock into the flow-through drains.

The placement of waste rock on the south and east sides of the waste rock facility will be initiated with
perimeter buttresses designed to minimize the visual effects of the project for travelers on SR 83 and for viewers
in the surrounding area. The outside face of the buttresses will be revegetated and reclaimed as soon as
practicable after they are completed. Waste rock in the remaining portions of each phase will then be deposited
west and/or north of (behind) these buttresses. Waste rock will also be placed in the dry-stack tailings storage
areas to provide structural and erosional stability.

Concurrent with the starter buttress construction, waste rock will be deposited in lifts internal to the waste rock
storage area in the upper Barrel Canyon and Trail Canyon drainages. This concurrent development is necessary
to minimize congestion and improve safety and equipment productivity in the buttress areas. The ultimate crest
elevations of the waste rock storage areas at the end of mining operations will be about 5,600 ft amsl for the
Barrel Canyon drainage and 5,300 ft amsl for the Trail Canyon drainage.

Heap Leach

Oxide ore will be transported by haul trucks from the open pit to lined leach pads. The oxide ore will not be
crushed, but will be dumped in 30-ft-high lifts atop the lined pads for subsequent leaching. Crawler dozers will
be used to spread the oxide ore and cross rip the material to a depth of 5 to 6 ft to promote the infiltration of
barren leach solution. Oxide ore will be leached with weak acidic solution, and the leach solution will be
processed using SX-EW technology to produce high purity copper cathode plates. Oxide ore mining and
placement on the leach pads will be concentrated in the early years of operation. About 85% of the oxide ore
will be placed onto the leach pad by the end of Year 5 and process solutions will stop being added to the heap
leach by Year 6. The heap leach pad is anticipated to continue draining pregnant leach solution (PLS) to the PLS
pond for three or four years, and by Year 10 the pad should be drained and closed.



Initial site preparation of the heap leach pad will involve grading the existing topsoil to create a base grade upon
which the remainder of the leach liner will be laid. Impacts to potential waters of the U.S. will occur during
initial site preparation, as the entire heap leach pad area, including the PLS and stormwater ponds, will be
graded prior to the placement of the remainder of the leach liner (Figure 5). As such, potential WUS in this area
will be filled by native material as part of the grading process. Captured storm flows will be incorporated into
the process flows and become part of the heap leach circuit (i.e. be incorporated into the PLS, delivered to the
SX-EW, and returned as raffinate, the portion of an original liquid that remains after other components have
been dissolved by a solvent).

A stormwater pond will be installed to collect any excess water that may be generated during a large
precipitation event. The PLS pond, a double-lined collection pond containing the copper-bearing leach solution,
will be designed to overflow to the stormwater pond. Water that may accumulate in the stormwater pond will be
periodically transferred by pumping to the raffinate solution pond.

Dry Stack Tailings Facility

The Rosemont dry stack tailings facility will receive dry tailings from the sulfide ore processing plant. This
material will be stacked behind large buttresses constructed from pit-run waste rock. Consequently, this waste
rock storage area will be active from late preproduction throughout the life of the mine. The dry-stack tailings
facility will ultimately measure approximately 987 acres in area. The general design concept is to construct
uniform lifts of dry tailings that are buttressed by the waste rock containment berms.

Advantages of the dry stack tailings stack method over conventional tailings disposal are:

eliminates the need for an engineered embankment and seepage containment system
maximizes water conservation and minimizes water makeup requirements

can result in a more compact site

allows opportunities for concurrent reclamation and dust control

Site preparation for the tailings will include grading and construction of the flow-through and finger drain
systems within the potential WUS (Figure 5). As described above, the flow-through and finger drain systems
will consist of ROM waste rock. Additional discussion related to the flow-through and finger drain system is
provided in the Surface Water Management section, below.

An initial buttress will be constructed with waste rock to accommodate approximately one year of tailings
storage. Concurrent tailings and waste rock placement will occur throughout the life of the tailings facility.
Waste rock will be advanced ahead of the tailings level in successive lifts. The waste rock buttresses will have
top widths of 150 ft to accommodate two-way haul traffic and outer slopes of about 3H:1V with benches to
achieve an overall slope of approximately 3.5H:1V. This configuration will allow visual screening of the tailings
placement activities from SR 83 and concurrent reclamation of the lower perimeter buttress slopes.

Dry tailings will be delivered by conveyor from the filter plant down to the tailings facility. Tailings will be
placed with a radial stacker and a dozer will be used to spread the dry tailings and provide sufficient compaction
for the conveyor and stacker as necessary. When the primary conveyor is inactive due to relocation or
maintenance, a secondary conveyor will be used.

Within the dry stack tailings facility, loss of potential WUS will result from initial grading and the construction
of the flow-through and finger drain systems and not from direct fill by dry stack tailings. In addition, although
the flow-through drains are designed to pass stormwater in larger events, particularly in construction and post-
closure, the development of the waste rock storage area and dry stack tailings facility is anticipated to result in
significant enough reduced flows in Barrel Canyon down its confluence with McCleary Canyon that the
potential WUS in this reach will be indirectly impacted (Figure 5).
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Surface Water Management

For the purposes of stormwater management, the open pit, the heap leach facility, and the plant site are closed
systems, with all direct rainfall contained on site. Currently designed stormwater features include the flow-
through drain system, process water/temporary storage (PWTS) pond, Settling Basin, and two permanent
diversion channels (Pit Diversion Channel and Permanent Diversion Channel No. 1). In addition to the primary
diversions, a storage and recovery system sump will be developed in the waste rock storage area. In general,
project water management facilities are intended to have sufficient capacity to handle runoff generated from
100-year, 24-hour storm events. Sediment control facilities are designed to reduce the total suspended solid
loads to the minimum practical level for the 10-year, 24-hour storm event, defined as total suspended sold
concentrations equal to existing conditions. Additional details related to the project stormwater management
system are provided below.

Pit Diversion Channel

The Pit Diversion Channel will be constructed early in the project life to divert unimpacted stormwater around
the west and south sides of the open pit (Figures 6 and 7). Water in the Pit Diversion Channel will be directed to
a perimeter containment area (PCA) located along the west side of the waste rock storage area, between the toe
of the waste rock and a natural ridge. An overflow channel leads out of this PCA into another PCA. The only
impact to potential WUS resulting from this diversion is the interception of flows from the upper reach of Wasp
Canyon which will be directed to the above described PCA. Wasp Canyon downstream of the Pit Diversion
Channel will be lost primarily to the development of the pit, the Plant Site area, the construction of haul roads,
and dewatering effects of the diversion. The Pit Diversion Channel is sized to convey the local and general
probable maximum precipitation (PMP) event.

Permanent Diversion Channel No. 1

This diversion channel will be constructed at the beginning of the project on the northeast side of the pit and will
divert unimpacted stormwater from an upgradient watershed around the plant site into McCleary Canyon
(Figure 8). This feature will not impact any identified potential waters of the U.S. Like the Pit Diversion
Channel, Permanent Diversion Channel No. 1 is sized to convey the local and general PMP event.

Plant Site Stormwater Features

Stormwater flows from the plant site will be collected in the lined PWTS pond, located immediately
downgradient of the plant site (Figure 8). The PWTS pond functions as a closed system with all water that is
directed to the pond from the plant, in addition to collected stormwater runoff, incorporated into the process
water flows.

Both the PWTS Pond and Settling Basin will be lined. The PWTS Pond is a combination of two ponds: the
Process Water (PW) Pond and the Temporary Storage (TS) Pond. A spillway connects the Settling Basin to the
PW Pond portion of the PWTS Pond. Another spillway connects the PW Pond to the TS Pond. The PW Pond is
designed to contain the following during operations: recovered water from tailings thickeners, recovered water
from the tailings filter plant, overflow from the settling basin, fresh water make-up, accumulated groundwater
and stormwater from the open pit, and stormwater runoff from the plant site area. This stormwater will not be
discharged offsite. The TS Pond is designed to contain stormwater runoff and overflow from the PW Pond. The
Settling Basin is designed for short-term storage of non-filtered tailings and limited stormwater collection.

In addition, the unlined Crusher Stormwater Pond will be constructed immediately north of the Primary Crusher,
south of the general Plant Site area (Figure 8). Similar to the PWTS Pond and Settling Basin, potential WUS
associated with the Crusher Stormwater Pond will be lost from the initial construction of the pond embankment,
with upgradient waters being lost as a result of excavation to ensure pond capacity, sediment fill, or dewatering
effects of the pit. Other miscellaneous ponds will be placed throughout the plant site area as needed to control
stormwater runoff, though these ponds will not be lined and will not discharge offsite during operations.



Post-closure grading of the plant site area will include the construction of stock ponds/sediment basins at the
same locations as the former PWTS Pond and Settling Basin and other former ponding areas. Upon removal of
the pond liner, stormwater reaching the former PWTS Pond area will pass into a flow-through drain (South 1
Drain) leading out of Wasp Canyon drainage and into the main Barrel Canyon flow-through drain (South Main
Drain). Construction of the PWTS Pond will result in loss of potential WUS resulting from the construction of
the embankment as well as regrading to ensure proper pond capacity. The Settling Basin is constructed in
uplands and will not result in the loss of potential WUS.

Flow-Through Drains

Because of the potential for a significant amount of stormwater runoff to be generated between the stormwater
diversions and the waste rock and tailings facilities, particularly during construction and post-closure, flow-
through drains will be constructed to direct and convey excess stormwater flows to the east side of the waste
rock and tailings facility.

Flow-through drains will be constructed within existing drainages throughout the dry stack tailings facility and
the waste rock storage area (Figures 9 and 10). Flow-through drains are porous rock drains that allow
stormwater to be diverted underneath the dry stack tailing and waste rock facilities. Selected clean ROM rock
from the open pit will be the primary material source for the flow-through drains. Waste rock will also be
placed in minor washes (finger drains) in the dry stack tailings area to ensure separation between the tailings
material and the wash surface. Finger drains will not be covered with a geotextile. Because the finger drains do
not extend to the west side of the waste rock and tailings facility, they do not function to provide a hydraulic
connection between the east and west sides of the waste rock and tailings facility. The flow-through drains are
designed to allow conveyance of the 100-year 24-hour storm volume from the contributing basin through the
drain within 30 days.

Compliance Point Dam and PCAs

The Compliance Point Dam is a six-ft high, porous, rock-fill structure where additional sediment controls will
be applied as necessary to manage stormwater quality and where stormwater samples will be taken. Perimeter
containment areas (PCAs) are located between the waste rock buttress and the adjoining ridge, collect
stormwater from a relatively small watershed defined by the waste rock buttress and the adjoining ridge, and
filter this stormwater into the waste rock storage area or allow it to evaporate.

Waste Rock Storage Area and Dry Stack Tailings Facility

The buttresses of the dry stack tailings facility will advance ahead of the tailings surface to provide stormwater
containment while concurrent reclamation and best management practices, such as settling ponds, will be used
to limit erosion on the outer slopes. The top of the tailings area is largely impervious and will be sloped inward
so precipitation falling on top of active tailings area will remain on top and evaporate. Ponded water may be
pumped to the PWTS pond as needed to limit infiltration into the tailings mass. Stormwater management at the
waste rock facilities will be similar to that for the dry tailings facility.

Additional stormwater control features have been incorporated into the reclaimed surface of the waste rock
storage area and dry stack tailings facility (benching, stilling ponds, etc.). However, development of these
surface water management features will not impact potential WUS which will have been lost during the initial
construction of the respective facilities, either through the construction of flow-through drains or the direct
deposit of ROM waste rock. A certain volume of stormwater will continue to be shed off of these facilities and
discharged to downstream receiving waters, both during construction and operations, and following closure.

Plant Site

The Plant Site Area facilities necessary to support the proposed Rosemont mine and ore processing operations
include an administration building, change house, warehouse with lay down yards, analytical laboratory, light



vehicle and process maintenance building, mine truck shop, mine truck wash and lube facility, powder
magazines and ammonium nitrate storage, and a main guard shack with truck scale (Figure 8). Also included are
fuel and lubricant storage and dispensing facilities for mine and process equipment.

Development of the Plant Site area facilities will result in the loss of potential WUS in several ways. As
described above, the Plant Site area will include several stormwater pond features that will require the ground
surface to be regraded in preparation of the pond construction, resulting in direct fill of native soil in potential
waters of the U.S., with liner material over the regraded native soil. Other minor stormwater catchments in the
Plant Site area will be unlined and constructed behind minor dam features. Potential WUS in these areas will be
filled directly by the dam fill (comprised largely of native soil and rock fill); upgradient of the minor dam
features, potential WUS are anticipated to be graded over as part of the pond construction, resulting in loss by
direct fill of native material. Similarly, filling of other potential WUS in the Plant Site area will be required in
order to build up a suitable foundation for features such as the pebble crusher, tailings thickeners, tailings filter
plant, and tank farm (Figure 8).

In addition, a reach of McCleary Canyon, immediately downstream of its crossing by the Primary Access Road,
will be modified from its current alignment to allow a minor expansion in the northeast portion of the Plant Site
area (Figure 11). This portion of McCleary Canyon will be lost as a result of the fill from native material and
reinforcement by rock riprap near the base of the slope. This channel realignment will not result in the
modification of downstream flows. Similarly, expansion of the Plant Site area construction pad will require an
encroachment into the McCleary Canyon drainage on the north side of the Plant Site, resulting in impacts to
potential waters of the U.S. from the discharge of native fill and riprap.

Haul and In-Plant Roads

Mine haul roads will be constructed around the north, east, and south edges of the planned ultimate pit limits.
Temporary haul roads will be constructed internal to the ultimate pit limits as necessary to provide access to all
working faces and to provide connection to the primary crusher, oxide leach pads, and the waste rock storage
area located to the southeast, east, and northeast of the pit. Mine haul roads will be constructed using material
excavated from the open pit, typically consisting of limestone, skarn, arkose, andesite, and quartz monzonite
porphyry rock types. Road surface material may be crushed and screened as needed to produce a smooth
running surface. Roads will be slightly crowned to promote drainage of surface runoff to side ditches. Side
ditches will funnel stormwater to the flow-through drains or secondary diversion channels. Haul and in-plant
roads may be culverted during portions of the mine construction and/or operations to manage localized
stormwater flows. In the plant site, these flows would not discharge off site. Haul roads to the waste rock storage
area and dry stack tailings facility will generally not be culverted. Loss of potential WUS in these areas will be
a result of fill of ROM waste rock and/or regrading as part of post-closure reclamation.

Pit haul roads will generally be 125-ft wide, inclusive of safety berms and ditches, and will support the traffic of
260-T off-highway mine haulage trucks. The gradient for the mine haul roads will vary but will generally be
under 10%; short intervals may be constructed as steep as 12%. The minimum inside lane radius for switchbacks
within the pit will be 40 ft. Roads will be slightly crowned to promote drainage of surface runoff to side ditches
or berms. Safety berms will be constructed to a minimum height of about 6 to 8 ft, the height at the center of the
largest truck wheel.

In-plant roads will generally measure 24-ft wide with 5-ft wide drainage channels, as required, along both sides
of the road. In-plant roads will extend from the plant entrance around the perimeter of the process facilities and
along the crushed ore conveyor to the mine truck shop. An access road will leave the perimeter road at the
crushed ore stockpile and serve the fresh water storage tank, potable water tank, and process water tank. All
traffic on plant roads will be right hand traffic until reaching the mine truck shop. At this point, traffic will
become left hand drive to accommodate haul trucks in the area. An access road will also be constructed
between the open pit and the truck shop located near the plant site. This road will have the same design



parameters and speed limits as the mine haul roads. Like the open pit and heap leach facilities, the plant site,
including in-plant roads will be a closed system with all precipitation and local runoff collected in the PWTS
pond and treated as contact water.

Access Roads

Access to the property will be via two routes: the primary access route from the east, and a secondary access
route from the west. The primary access road to the property will extend approximately 3.2 mi from SR 83 and
end at the main guard building at the entrance to the plant (Figure 12).

The primary access road will be designed for 35-mph traffic and consist of two lanes, one in each direction.
Each lane will be 14-ft wide with a 4-ft wide shoulder, providing a 36-ft wide road bed. Each side of the
roadway will have a collection ditch which will typically be 4 ft deep with side slopes of about 2H:1V. The
resulting 8-ft wide channel on each side will collect and direct stormwater to diversion channels or receiving
waters. The access road will be crowned in the center with the surface sloped 2% to each side. The road surface
will consist of 8 in of compacted ADOT aggregate (Class 2). The minimum easement for the access road on
level ground will be 68 ft, and greater where cut and fill toe lines extend beyond the minimum distance. The
primary access road will cross potential WUS at five locations, all which will be culverted (Figures 13 and 14).
Details of the culverts are provided in Table 1 below. Roadside diversions will either discharge to containment
areas, or discharge directly to potential waters of the U.S. where roadways cross these drainages, resulting in
some increased flows to these drainages during storm events. The impacts to these areas, described below,
include erosion protection adequate to protect these areas.

Table 1. Primary Access Road Culvert Details

Size Material Estimated Volume of Fill Loss of Potential Waters of
Culvert ID (cubic yards) the U.S. (acres)
C1 42’ Arch Concrete 532 0.22
C2 307 HDPE 452 0.28
C3 60" HDPE 282 0.07
c4 60" RCP 323 0.08
€S 60" RCP 242 0.06

Secondary access to the plant will be provided to the west over the ridge of the Santa Rita Mountains, and will
connect to Santa Rita Road at Helvetia Road. This west access road is considered a secondary access for plant
maintenance employees to access the fresh water pump stations and pipeline. The design for the secondary
access road from Santa Rita Road to the plant entrance is based on one 11-ft wide lane without shoulders,
similar to existing FS roads. The secondary access road currently exists and crosses a potential water of the U.S.
in only one location. This location will not be culverted. Minor grading of the crossing may be required as
needed, but this activity would be considered a maintenance activity and impacts to the potential water of the
U.S. would be negligible.

Offsite Water and Power Transmission Lines

The proposed waterline alignment largely parallels Santa Rita Road through the Santa Rita Experimental Range,
and an existing unpaved road over the Santa Rita Mountains, through Lopez Pass (Figure 15). The proposed
waterline will be constructed below grade, with a minimum soil cover of 36 inches within State Land or



easements, and 24 inches on the mine property. The pipe bedding requirements will follow the manufacturer’s
recommendations. Isolation valves will be installed in the pipeline at intervals of approximately 3,000 feet and
at elevation changes of 250 feet.

Impacts resulting from the installation of the pipeline itself will, for most drainage crossings, be temporary, as
the pipe trench will be backfilled with the same soil material that had been removed and sidecast to create the
trench. In drainages where the stability of the pipe is of concern, self-compacting pipe bedding material (e.g.,
crushed stone) may be placed immediately around the pipe. The remainder of the trench would be backfilled
with native material. The total width of the trenching and sidecast will be approximately 30 feet (Figure 16).
There are an estimated 45 crossings of potential WUS resulting from the proposed waterline.

For drainage crossings where the wash material is comprised of soil and gravel, the pipeline will be buried
below the calculated scour depth. Use of a non-erosive material, such as concrete, is only anticipated to be
required in areas where the pipeline will be placed in relatively soft bedrock. In these instances, a non-erosive
material, such as concrete, will be used to backfill the trench over the pipe to the same level as the bedrock. As a
result, the bottom elevation of the potential WUS will not change. Some minor bank stabilization may also be
required in association with these crossings.

Construction of the waterline includes a permanent unpaved access road. Impacts to potential WUS resulting
from the access road are anticipated to be minimal, as culverts will not be required for the majority of crossings.
Most wash crossings will be at-grade or will have minor fill of native material during the construction period to
facilitate use by light vehicle traffic. These minor fills will be removed following completion of the waterline. In
other areas, the access road is anticipated to divert back to Santa Rita Road for short reaches in order to avoid
wash crossings. Culvert crossings will likely only be required where the roadway crosses potentially
jurisdictional waters on the east end of the alignment on the slopes of the Santa Rita Mountains. It is assumed
that no more than five (5) such culverted crossings will be required with a maximum width of 40 feet per
crossing. Some minor bank stabilization may also be required in association with these culverted road crossings.

Construction of the pipeline will include up to five forebay reservoirs and pump stations. The reservoirs and
pump stations will be built outside potential WUS.

Electrical power will be provided by Tucson Electric Power (TEP) from a link attached to transmission lines on
the South Substation loop. The transmission line will be comprised of above-ground transmission lines and will
generally follow the same alignment as the waterline (Figure 15). Maintenance access will be provided by the
same unpaved road built for the waterline.

For the majority of the transmission line alignment, potential waters of the U.S. will be able to be avoided. On
the east end of the alignment, the topography of the western slope of the Santa Rita Mountains provides some
constraints for the construction of the powerline. As such, it is anticipated that up to three (3) utility poles will
need to be constructed within one or more potential WUS. The pole structures themselves would not result in a
significant volume of fill or loss of potential waters of the U.S., but establishing access for heavy equipment to
install the poles would likely require some level of temporary impact.

Proposed Project Impacts

The proposed Rosemont Copper Project will directly impact approximately 38.6 acres with the discharge of
dredged/fill material as detailed in Table 1. Additionally, approximately 2.5 acres will be indirectly impacted by
the reduced flows in Barrel Canyon down to its confluence with McCleary Canyon, resulting from the
development of the dry stack tailings and waste rock facilities in Barrel Canyon. Approximately 0.75 acre of
potential WUS will be temporarily impacted by water line crossing and road access for utility pole construction.
These impact areas are slightly higher than those identified in the Draft EIS prepared by the USFS as a result of
more refined mapping developed for the Section 404 permit application. A detailed discussion of the proposed
project impacts is in the draft EIS.
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Table 2. Rosemont Project Feature Direct Impacts and Volume of Fill

Fill Amount Permanent Temporary
Project Feature Impact Type/Fill Type G Impact to Impacts to
¥ Waters (acres) Waters (acres)
MINE PIT Blasting and Excavation/None 0 440 0
LEACH PAD Grading/Native Material 1.839 0.76 0
Stormwater and PLS Pond Grading/Native Material 774 0.32 0
WASTE ROCK Excavated Waste Rock/ ROM Rock 19,941 824 0
DRY STACK TAILINGS gﬁ;"‘“"d Waste RockiScleciit BOM 66.792 20.70 0
SURFACE WATER MANAGEMENT
Pit Diversion C el Constru_cnon Fill /Native Material and 210 0.13 0
Rock Fill
: : Minor dam construction / Native Material
Compliance Point Dam and Rock Fill 581 0.18 0
PLANT SITE
: : Grading, Pond Preparation/Native
PWTS Pond and Settling Basin Material and Rock Fill 613 0.38 0
Grading, Pond Preparation/Native
Crusher Stormwater Pond Material and Rock Fill 532 0.22 0
Regrading and Pad : g :
Cor cton Grading/Native Material 4.040 1.76 0
HAUL ROAD CROSSINGS
E‘;al?i“'mm Gl Road Construction/ROM Waste Rock 226 0.14 0
Leach Pad Haul Road Road Construction/ROM Waste Rock 726 0.30 0
Crusher Haul Road Road Construction/ROM Waste Rock 363 0.15 0
ACCESS ROAD CROSSINGS
Culvert C1 Triple (_Ion—Arch/N ative Material and 532 022 0
Rock Fill
Culvert C2 Culvert/Native Material and Rock Fill 452 0.28 0
Culvert C3 Culvert/Native Material and Rock Fill 282 0.07 0
Culvert C4 Culvert/Native Material and Rock Fill 323 0.08 0
Culvert C5 Culvert/Native Material and Rock Fill 242 0.06 0
OFFSITE WATER LINE
Trenching, sidecast, temporary road
Water Line Crossings access/ Native Material. Riprap. Pipe 320 0.10 0.50
Bedding
e General Grading/Native Rock and Fill and 480 0.10 0
Concrete
OFFSITE TRANSMISSION LINE
Utility Pole Construction e 75 0.05 0
and Concrete
Road Access for Utility Pole = :
Cor chon Ramp Access/Native Material 0 0 0.25
TOTAL 99,343 38.6 0.75

Additional Project Information

For purposes of the Section 404(b)(1) alternatives analysis. the basic project purpose of the proposed Rosemont
Copper Project is copper mining, which is not water dependent. The overall project purpose of the proposed
Rosemont Copper Project is to develop the mineral resources associated with an ore deposit in southeastern
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Arizona (Pima, Pinal, Gila, Graham, Greenlee, Cochise, and Santa Cruz counties) using conventional open pit
mining and sulfide (mill and concentrate) and oxide (leach and SX/EW) ore processing for the purpose of
producing copper and/or copper precursors, silver, and molybdenum. The draft Section 404(b)(1) alternatives
analysis is provided as an Appendix in the Draft EIS.

The primary drainage in the proposed project site is Barrel Canyon, with its main tributaries being Wasp
Canyon, McCleary Canyon, and Scholefield Canyon. Barrel Canyon drains into Davidson Canyon on the east
side of SR-83. Davidson Canyon Wash is tributary to Cienega Creek, tributary to Pantano Wash, tributary to the
Rillito River, tributary to the Santa Cruz River which is a Traditionally Navigable Water. Several seeps and
springs are present within the proposed project site, including Scholefield Spring (which supports a potentially
jurisdictional wetland) located in the north portion of the proposed project site and Rosemont Spring northwest
of Rosemont Camp within the Project.

The elevation on the property ranges from approximately 6,824 feet above mean sea level (amsl) at Weigles
Butte on the west edge of the proposed project site to approximately 4,500 feet at the lower end of Barrel
Canyon. The ridge on the west edge of the property constitutes the main crest of the Santa Rita Mountains.
Topographically, the site consists of mountain front and rolling foothills bisected by ephemeral washes (with
potential intermittent reaches within McCleary Canyon) draining generally east toward Davidson Canyon,
which discharges to Cienega Creek near Interstate 10. Drainages on the west side of the Santa Rita Mountains
flow generally west and northwest toward the Santa Cruz River. Underlying geologic units include metamorphic
rocks and limestone on the higher ridges and conglomerate and alluvium in the lower hills. The two biomes
present within the proposed project site are Madrean evergreen woodland and semidesert grassland. Madrean
evergreen woodland covers the higher elevation parts of the proposed project site, generally in the western and
southern areas. This community is characterized by open woodlands or savanna with trees interspersed with
grasses and forbs. Semidesert grassland covers the lower elevation parts of the proposed project site primarily in
the northern and eastern areas. This community is characterized by open grasslandswith widely scattered shrubs
and cactus. At middle elevations within the proposed project site, the semidesert grassland grades into the
Madrean evergreen woodland in a wide transition zone. Riparian areas are present along some of the major
washes within the property and in small patches at some of the more reliable springs. Ephemeral flow in Barrel,
McCleary, and Wasp Canyons (with potential intermittent flows in short reaches of McCleary Canyon) supports
areas with tree and shrub species not present on drier upland ridges. Several springs in the property, including
Rosemont Spring, Scholefield Spring, and Figtree Spring, support a variety of trees, shrubs, and herbaceous
plants not found elsewhere within the proposed project site. The highest vegetation density riparian habitat
was found in a relatively short, wet reach in upper McCleary Canyon and in association with
Scholefield and Fig Tree springs.

The applicant is required to provide a Habitat Mitigation and Monitoring Plan in conformance with the Corps’
mitigation rule prior to a permit decision. A preliminary mitigation concept has been previously submitted to the
Corps. The final mitigation plan will conform to the Corps' and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s
(EPA) “Final Rule for Compensatory Mitigation for Losses of Aquatic Resources” (33 C.F.R. Parts 325 and 332
and 40 C.F.R. Part 320; published in 73 Fed. Reg. 19594-19705) hereinafter referred to as the 2008 Mitigation
Rule. Components of the final plan are listed below (33 CFR § 332.4(c)).

Corps/EPA mitigation rules include a specific order in which five general classes of compensatory mitigation
options must be considered: 1) mitigation banks, 2) in-lieu fee programs, 3) permittee-responsible mitigation
under a watershed approach, 4) permittee-responsible mitigation through on-site and in-kind mitigation, and
5) permittee-responsible mitigation through off-site and/or out-of-kind mitigation. Rosemont has considered
these five general classes of compensatory mitigation when developing the preliminary mitigation plan:
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Mitigation Banks. Mitigation banks are the preferred method of mitigation. 33 C.F.R. §332.3(b)(2) and (3).
However, there are currently no approved mitigation banks in Santa Cruz watershed, and so this approach is not
practicable for Rosemont.

In-lieu Fee. An in-lieu fee program includes a sponsoring entity that assumes responsibility for overseeing the
mitigation site in exchange for a fee. It is the second most preferable form of mitigation. 33 C.F.R.
8332.3(b)(2). In-lieu fees are calculated by estimating the cost of onsite mitigation for the project, and then
applying a per-acre cost for the mitigation. Currently there are ten (10) sponsoring entities in the in-lieu fee
program in Arizona, only one of which (the Tucson Audubon Society) has an approved in-lieu fee program in
the Santa Cruz River watershed. The North Simpson Farm project is a joint effort by the Tucson Audubon
Society and the City of Tucson to enhance riparian habitat along the Santa Cruz River near Marana, Arizona. In
addition, the Arizona Game and Fish Department is currently working with the Corps to have several projects
accepted into the in-lieu fee program, though the schedule for those projects coming online is unknown.

Given the above, there are currently no suitable in-lieu fee projects for the Rosemont Project. As such,
permittee-responsible mitigation approaches are also being evaluated.

Permittee-responsible mitigation under a watershed approach. The only approved watershed plan in the Santa
Cruz River watershed is Pima County’s Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan (SDCP). However, the applicability
of the SDCP for compensatory mitigation under CWA Section 404 is in only the preliminary stages of
evaluation by the Corps. As such, this option is not anticipated to be available for the proposed Rosemont
Copper Project.

Permittee-responsible mitigation through on-site and in-kind mitigation. The Corps mitigation rule states:
“On-site means an area located on the same parcel of land as the impact site, or on a parcel of land contiguous to
the impact site.” Rosemont is currently evaluating the potential for contiguous offsite Rosemont-owned parcels
to offer compensatory mitigation for impacts to the impacted potential waters of the U.S. The functions and
services of the ephemeral drainages on these mitigation parcels would be anticipated to be comparable to those
proposed to be impacted by the proposed Rosemont Copper Project. Rosemont anticipates that mitigation
credit for these parcels will be available through preservation with either a restrictive covenant or conservation
easement placed over the mitigation lands. The mitigation ratio that will be available for these mitigation lands
will be determined as the mitigation plan is further developed.

Permittee-responsible mitigation through off-site and/or out-of-kind mitigation. Rosemont is evaluating
additional offsite parcels for their potential to provide compensatory mitigation opportunities. While the location
and nature of the sites is currently confidential, all of the parcels being considered are within the Santa Cruz
River watershed and offer varying opportunities for preservation or restoration of surface water resources.

Proposed Special Conditions

To be developed.

For additional information please call Marjorie Blaine at (520) 584-1684. This Public Notice is issued by the
Chief, Regulatory Division.
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flxd PUBLIC NOTICE

US Army Corps EXTENSION OF PUBLIC NOTICE
of Engineers. COMMENT PERIOD

Public Notice/Application No. SPL-2008-00816-MB
Initial Comment Period: December 6, 2011 to January 5, 2012
EXTENDED COMMENT PERIOD: January 6 — January 19, 2012

Applicant Agent

Rosemont Copper Company WestLand Resources, Inc.
Ms. Kathy Amold Mr. Brian Lindenlaub

2450 W. Ruthrauff Rd., #180 4001 E. Paradise Falls Drive
Tucson, Arizona 85705 Tucson, Arizona 85712
(520) 495-3500 (520) 206-9585

On December 6, 2011, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers issued a public notice (SPL-2008-00816-MB) for the
proposed Rosemont Open Pit Copper Mine. The original public notice may be viewed at:
http://www.spl.usace.army.mil/requlatory/pn/200800816.pdf

Interested parties are hereby notified that numerous requests for extension of the public notice comment period
have been received. Therefore, the Corps is extending the public notice comment period through January
19, 2012. Interested parties are invited to provide their views on the proposed work prior to the close of the
extended comment period. Comments received by January 19, 2012 will become a part of the record and will
be considered in the decision. This permit application will be issued or denied under Section 404 of the Clean
Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1344). Comments can be mailed to:

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers
ATTENTION: Marjorie Blaine (SPL-2008-00816-MB)
Tucson Resident Office
5205 E. Comanche Street
Tucson, AZ 85707

or additional information please call Marjorie
the Chief, Regulatory Division.
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2012.02.13 Taunt Linda Arizona Department of Water Quality No
2012.01.17 Avery Josh Arizona Game and Fish Department No
2011.12.31 Ask Training Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Maierhauser Martie Cienega Watership Partnership No
2012.01.19 Campbell Carolyn Coalition for Sonoran Desert Protection No
2011.12.10 2012.01.16 Whitehouse Bruce Deadchief BMW No
2011.01.21 Blackburn Gregor Federal Emergency Management Agency No
2011.12.30 FUNDACION san francisco de asis zarzal Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Carusone Pia Gabrielle Giffords, U.S. House of Representatives No
2012.01.05 Dempsey Dick Green Valley Council No
2012.01.18 2012.01.18 2012.01.19 Freeman Nancy Groundwater Awareness League No
2012.01.18 Birnie Pat Justice Action Group No
2012.01.18 Basye Richard Pima Association of Taxpayers No
2012.01.19 Huckelberry C.H. Pima County Administrators Office No
2012.01.19 Levick Lainie Save the Scenic Santa Ritas No
2012.01.19 Bahr Sandy Sierra Club No
2012.01.19 Emerson Melanie Sky Island Alliance No
2012.01.19 Brott Emily M. Sonoran Institute No
2012.01.17 Carson Mike The Empir-Fagan Coalition No
2012.01.19 Norris, Jr. Chairman Dr. Ned Tohono O'odham Nation Office of the Chairman & -,
Vice Chairwoman
2012.01.19 Green Dr. Paul Tucson Aububon Society No
2012.01.18 Birnie Pat Tucson Branch of the Women's International League No
for Peace and Freedom
2012.01.19 Bellew Brian B. United States Department of Interior, Bureau of Land No
Management
2012.02.17 Nicholopoulos Joy E. Urylte'd State; Department of the Interior, Fish and No
Wildlife Service
2012.01.19 Spangle Steven L. United States Department of the Interior, Fish and No

Wildlife Service
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2012.02.13 Blumenfeld Jared United States Environmental Protection Agency No
2012.01.05 Strauss Alexis United States Environmental Protection Agency No
2012.01.18 ‘Nemastil Joseph F. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 A. Nando Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Aaron Allysa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Abalos Lorenzo Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Abbey Beverley Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Abbott Basil Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Abbott Paula Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Abel Judith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Abel Judith Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Abel Scott Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Abele Sandra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Abella Olga Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Abernathy Greg Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Abrams Al Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Abrams Annette Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Abrams Sally Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Ace Samuel Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Acevedo Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Ackerman Caitlin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Ackerman David Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ackerman Judith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Acoba Adrienne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Acosta Peggy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Acosta Peggy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Adam Charles (Bud) Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Adams Charlotte Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Adams Julie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Adams Lisa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Adams Martha Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Adams Megan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Adams Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Adamski Thomas Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Addison David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Adeina Dalia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Adelman Barry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Adkins Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Adomaitis Colleen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Africa Ben and Kathie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Agee will Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Ager Judith Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Aglione Constance Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Aglione John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Agranoff Ann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Aguilar Carbajal Jose Luis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Agurcia Eduardo Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ahlbach Justin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Ahmed Lesley Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Ahrens William Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Aikey Dianne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Ailstock Sharon Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.02 Al Meqdad Elaine Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Albanese Dawn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit

Page 3 of 272




Rosemont Mine Public Notice Comments - Letters of Concern/Opposition

o < o
= () )
< g g
— ~ ™ <t o — - o
o o o o 17, ? o £ = E
a a 8 a S i < 2 Q2
2012.01.18 Albarran Rafael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Alberico Tony Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Albert Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Albury Judy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.02 Alcazar Christina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Alcock John Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Aldinger Margaret Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Aledo Anais Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Alexander Emily Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Alexander John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Alexander Jonathan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Alexander Kathleen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Alexander Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Alexander Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Alexander Natalie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Alexander Peggy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Alexopoulos Jane Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Alfaro Elaine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Alfred Lynda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Alive Elvia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Allard Edward Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Allcock Holly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Allen Amie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Allen David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Allen Jo Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Allen Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Allen Melissa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Allen Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Allen Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Allenson Herb Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2012.01.06 Alleyne-Chin Donna Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Alli Elizabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Allison Jetana Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.07 Allis-Sicherer Ineke Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Allmark Liz Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Alloway Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.20 Alltop Jeff No
2012.01.19 Alon Jan-Paul Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.08 Alonso Sanchez Maria Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Alter Judy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Altergott Helen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Alvarado Alicia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Alvarez Marian Fernanda R. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Alzuro Hernan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Alzuro Hernan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Amadei Laetitia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Amador Donna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Amalphy Madeline Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Amaral Kevin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Amarello Melissa Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ambrose Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Ambrose Karen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Ambroziak Megan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Amdal Andrea Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.05 Ames Jean Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Ammon Cara Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Amoroso Isabella Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Amorous Isabel Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.06 Amura Aspen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Anctil Jennifer Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Andersen Carolyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Andersen Kathy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Andersen Lee No
2012.01.19 Andersen Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Andersen Richard Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Anderson Alyssa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Anderson David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Anderson Donna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Anderson Fred Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Anderson Helen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Anderson Joshua Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Anderson Katherine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Anderson Lacey Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Anderson Lori Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Anderson Pam Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Anderson Saliane Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Anderson Stephen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Anderson Steven No
2012.01.19 Anderson Vaughn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Anderssen Saliane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Andersson Elvina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2011.12.29 Andrade Ana Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Andrade Heidi Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Andrade Paul Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Andresen Lori Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Andriani Michelle Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Andrus Melanie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Andrus Melanie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Angell J Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Angelus Joshua Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 2011.12.31 Angevine Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Angier Kathy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Anglin Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Angotti Kathleen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Angress Miriam Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Angsten Robert Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Anguiano Lupe Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Angyal Andrew Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ann Julia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Antaya John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Antelo Juan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Antone Melissa No
2012.01.18 Antonoplos Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Antrim Craig Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Anway Susan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Appenzeller Cary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Appleby Barry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Applewhite Sonja Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Arachy Chet Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 2012.01.06 Aranguren Ana Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Aranguren Ana Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Aranibar Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Arapoudis Sandra Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Araujo Angie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Archuleta Jeff Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Archuleta Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Arconti Ken Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Arcure Anthony Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Arellano Alice Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Armao Terri Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Armato Frank Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Armbruster Mary Ann Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Armillas Mercedes Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Armillas Mercedes Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Armitage Tami Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Armstrong John Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Armstrong Paul Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Armstrong Robert Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Arneson Andrew Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Arnhold Rebecca Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Arnold Alison Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Arnold Charles Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Arnold Jessica Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Arnold Lee Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Arnold Mike Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Arnone K. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Arribas Raul Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Arrieta Jorge Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Arroyo Eric Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Arroyo Sergio Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Arthur 1l Richard Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Arthur IV Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ashley Carole Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ashmore Sandra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Aslam Nayeem Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Aslan Nayeem Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Asproyerakas Artemis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Asproyerakas Artemis Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.06 Asselin David Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Astrale Yael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Atkinson Ellen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Atkinson Martha Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Aughinbaugh John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 2012.01.19 Aull Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Auslander Joe Ann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Austin Emily Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Austin Jeannette Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Austin Renee Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Auyang Czerny Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Avant Laura Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Avanti Annemarie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.18 Avers James No
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2012.01.18 Avery Thomas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Avila Sergio No
2012.01.18 Avila Sherry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Aviles Julio Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Aymami Stephanie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Ayoub Catherine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Ayres Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Azevedo Bill No
2012.01.04 Azouzou Mireille Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Azzara Sherry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Azzarello Taruni Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 B K Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Babbit Susan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Babcock Helen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Baccus Lindsey Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Bach Howard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Back Floyd Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Backman Lorraine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bacon Kim Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Bacon Kim Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.06 Bacon Patricia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Bacon Patrick Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Badaloni Marie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bade Jen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bader Susanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bader William Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Baechle Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.04 Baehr Allyson Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Baessler Reed Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bahramian Stephanie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Bailey Brenda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bailey Helen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Bailey Sharon Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Bailey Steve Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Baines Jeffrey Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Bair Vicky Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Baird Sarah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Bak Matthew Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bakatsias Penelope Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Baker Alice Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Baker Ed Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Baker Fred S. No
2012.01.04 Baker Jed No
2012.01.18 Baker Nelson Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Baker Nelson Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Baker Stephen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Baker Victoria Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Baker, M.D. Virginia H. No
2012.01.19 Baldan Badia Nelly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Balder James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.13 Baldeschi Tarenta Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Balfour Joan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Balgemann Elaine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Balitsaris-Fortier Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.19 Balkin L.R. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Ball Karen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.04 Ball Linda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ballen Ira Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ballentine Wanda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Ballering Nicholas Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Balogh Amy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Baltazar Lidia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Banse Elisabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Barbierir Kristine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Barchas Sarah Yes
2012.01.17 Barchas Sarah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Barfield Bonnie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Barfield Bonnie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Barinsky Janis Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bario Anna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Barker Jean Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Barker Scott Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Barnes Amanda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Barnes Christine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Barnes Lisa Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.08 Barnes Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Barnett Justin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Barolsky Deborah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Barone Harry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Barragan MJ Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.19 Barratt Kenneth and Sabina No
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2012.01.18 Barrett Carolyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Barrett Delia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Barrett James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Barrett Marlene Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 2012.01.07 Barrett Steven Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Barrett Steven Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Barrett Vanessa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Barries Joel L. No
2012.01.18 Barshay Helen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bartell Lee No
2012.01.02 Barthelson, Ph.D Roger No
2011.12.30 Bartlett Rebecca Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bartlett Wendy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Barto Sally Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Barton Jane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Barton Kimberly Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Barton-King Sarah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Barusta Anne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Bassett Larry Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Bassham Cindy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Basye Richard Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bates Abigail Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bates Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Bates Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Batista Josefina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Batsios Athena Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Batte Leone Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Battiste Mark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Battiste Mark Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Battles Brooke Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Batty Margaret Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Batty Vern Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Baud Annick Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Bauer Anita Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bauer Cynthia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bauman Frederick Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bauman Kate Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 2011.12.29 Baurer Mindi Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Bautista Melvin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.01 Bawolek Carrie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Be Maya Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.11 Beal Deron No
2012.01.19 Bean Heather Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Beard Delliana Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Beard Lara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Beattie Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Beattie Mary Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Beatty JoANN Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Beatty Lorne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Beatty Peter Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Beauchamp Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Beaumier Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Beaven John Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 2011.12.31 Bechmann Elisabeth Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.19 Bechmann Elisabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Bechtel Albert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Beck Kim Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Beck Kim Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Becker Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Becker Elaine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Becker Stanley Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Beckett Mara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Beckman Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Beckman Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bedell Sarah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Bedford Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Beers Janice Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Beerweiler Kerstin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Behling Jon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Behrens Carla Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Beidel Sandy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Beikert Tanya Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Belachew Daniel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.08 Belachew Daniel Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 belcastro frank Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Belding Raymond Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Belew Lynette Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bell Jim Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bell Marianne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bell Paul Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Bellmore Kristine Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.19 Belloso-Curiel Jorge Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Belshaw Taylor Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Beltramello Anne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Benda Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bengtson Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Beninson llene Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 benitez m Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Benjamin Glen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Benley James and Evelyn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.04 Bennen Robert Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Bennen Rosie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bennett Virginia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Bennington S Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Benson Sue Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bentley Marcia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Berario Myra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Berg Anna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Berg Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Bergdorf Judith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bergen John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Berger Gretchen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Berger Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Berger Leah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Berger Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Berger Steven Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Berggren Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Bergh Patricia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.19 Berghen Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Bergsgaard Donna No
2012.01.18 Berk Heather Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Berkel Cady Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Berkeley Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Berkowitz Henry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Berkshire David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bernaert Ruthie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Bernal Judy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Bernard John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bernat Allan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.14 Bernays Elizabeth No
2012.01.18 Berner Sydney Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Bernhardt Raymond Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Berry George Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Bertano Silvia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Bertano Silvia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.02 Bertrand Annie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bertuccio Lucille Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Berwick Darcy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Beschler Marc Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Bescript Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bescript Ruth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Bescript Ruth Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Besenick TW No
2012.01.18 Bettwy Erica Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Beu Adam Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.19 Beverly J Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Beverly R Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Beyda Wendy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Bezette Russell Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Bialeck Darlene Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Bianco Diletta Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Bickel Bettina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Bickel Bettina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Biedron Alexsandra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bienert Sean Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Biggers Sara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Biggs Amy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Bigler John Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Bigley Tod Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Bilderaya Kirsten Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Billings Stacy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Binder Diane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Binderim Gary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Binkley Deborah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Binnie Alan No
2012.01.18 Bird Kenneth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Bird M Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Birnie Patricia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Birss Moira Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bishop Damon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Bishop Norman Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bishop Scott Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Bittner Jill Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Bittremieux Elisabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Biwer Yseult Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Black Dave Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Black Jim Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Black Karina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Black Lenora Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Black Martha Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Blackshere Lori Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Blackstone and Family William Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Blackthorne Blaine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Blackwood Jean Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2012.01.05 Blain Richard Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Blair Clara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Blair William Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Blaisdell Judy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Blake Marguerite Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Blakely Jamie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Blalock John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Blanchard Solna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Blaney Thomas Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Blanton Jamie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Blaszczak Joseph Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Blattner Baulo Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Blau Vivian Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Bleckinger Dana Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Blevins P Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit

Page 19 of 272




Rosemont Mine Public Notice Comments - Letters of Concern/Opposition

o < o
= () )
< g g
— ~ ™ <t o — - o
o o o o 17, ? o £ = E
a a 8 a S i < 2 Q2
2012.01.18 Bley Ann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Blier Robin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Blinder Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Blinne J.L. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Blitzblau Paul Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Blochwitz Angelika Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Block Tye Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Bloom Claudia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 blue Donna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Blumen Anna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Blumenstein Sarah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 BLUNK ELLEN Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Blunt Christine Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bobko Brian Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Bobroski Ralph Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bobsuthi Melody Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Boccagna Emilia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bocchino Jenny Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Bodian Stephan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Boeckman Abbey Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Boehm Bob Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Boehmer Carey Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Boelke Tim Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 2012.01.05 Boeset Lynn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bogart Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bohn Diana Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Bohr Ron Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2011.12.10 Boicourt Stan No
2012.01.19 Boisvert Raymond Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Boland Donna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Boling Beverly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Bollag Sascha Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bolman Diane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Boman Tom Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bonatti Marco Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bond Jennifer Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Bond Karen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Bond Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bond Pamela Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Bonfiglio Valeria Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bonner V. John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bontrager Debbie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bonzo-Savage Elizabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Boomer Cindy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Boone Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Booth Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Boraby Ali Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bordenave Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Boren Gary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Borgeson Karl Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Born Deborah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bornholtz Gavin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Bornholtz Gavin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Boros Joan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.01 Borreli Silvana Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Borsey Anna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Borst Laura Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Boschen Marie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.01 Boschert-Brannin Mary Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Bosh Joni Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bosquet Bob Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Boss-Hall Zenda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bostian Sandra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Bostick Amy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bott David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Bottomly Lewis Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bottorff Ron Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 botwinick joan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Bouchard Pierre Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 boucher victoria Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Boucot Arthur Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Boudreau Holly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Boulton Jenny Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Bounds Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bourgeois Eric Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bourgeois Paula Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bowen Deb Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bowen Nellye Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Bower Nancy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bowerman Eileen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bowers Win Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.05 Bowin Randy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bowker Dorothy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bowlin Tom Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Bowman Wendy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bowron Alice Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Box Ken Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Boyce Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Boyd P.W. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Boyden Jon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Boye Deborah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Boyle Kenneth Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bracey Patty Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Bracker Nellie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Bradley Al Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Bradley Curtis Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Bradley Kenn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bradshaw Emma Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brady Jan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brady Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.08 Bragg Thomas Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bramlage Laurie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Bramlette Jenny Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Bramwell George Y. Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Branch Peter Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Brand Beth Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Brandenburger Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Brandes Susan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2011.12.29 Brandon Victoria Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Brandt Vv Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Bransford Tammy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Branson Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Brant Beth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Braun Clait Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Braun Clait Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Braun Dirnberger Beverly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Braxton Cheryl Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Brazil Diane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brazil Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brazis Christine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Breaux Misty Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Breaux Misty Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Breckenridge Bonnie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Breckenridge Bonnie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Breeden Ann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brehm Cheryl No
2012.01.18 Breit Joan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.14 Breitenbach Marcia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.13 Bremer Lah-May Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brennan Annmarie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brennan Catherine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Brennan Christine Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Brennan Denise Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brennan John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.07 Brenner Beate Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.19 Brent Adela Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bresilge Heidi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bressie Jeannine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brewer Esther Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bria Rosemarie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brickson Shelley Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Bridwell Lydia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Briffett Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Briggs Ksthy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Bright Judy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Brinker Renee Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brisolara William Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Bristow Nancy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Britton Diane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Brizard Irene Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Brockett Linda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Brockway Alan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brodkin Andrea Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brodsky Frederick Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Brodsky Seymour Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Brogley Arthur Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brooks James No
2011.12.30 Brooks Laurie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Brookstein Barry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Brothen Jerry No
2012.01.19 Broughton Marilyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Brower Diane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.19 Brown Cindy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brown Donna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Brown Duncan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Brown Irene Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Brown Jan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brown Jeff Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brown Jim Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Brown Lisa Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Brown Morris Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Brown Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brown Ronald Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brown Thomas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brown Tina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Brown Tracy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brown Vickie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Browning Leah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.19 Browning Zeke No
2012.01.18 Brownlee Cathy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Broz Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Broz Barbara Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Brozina Zora Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bruers Stijin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brumleve Charles Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Brummer Kathy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brundage Joan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Brunkow James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Brunner David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.19 Brunton James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Brunton James Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Bruny Nancy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Brush Murray Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Bruton Babette Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Bryan Renee Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bryant Elizabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bryant GE Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Bryant GE Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Bryant Mary Lou No
2011.12.28 Buccigrossi Paul Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Buch Anthony Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Buchanan P Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Bucher Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Buckbee Hannah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bucki John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Buckley Kathleen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Buckley Maureen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Buder Sarah Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.17 Budlong Tom Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Buffer Anita Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bugay Mark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Buhlman Lori Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Buhowsky Joseph Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bui Khoi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bunin Jane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bunsick Roberta Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2011.12.30 Bunting Alison Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bunting Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Bunting Wade Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Bunting Wade and Alison Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Bunton Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Burch Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Burch Kelly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Burch Kelly Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Burgess Allyson Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Burgio Deborah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Burian Christine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Burke Ken Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Burke Shirley Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Burke Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Burkett Joni Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Burkett Joni Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Burkhardt Karry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Burkhart David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Burkhead Renee Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2012.01.05 Burlacu Florentina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Burlacu Florentina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Burley Jessica Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Burnett lleana Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Burnley Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Burns Carolyn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Burns Katherien Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Burrage James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.19 Burrus Randy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Burt Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Burton John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Burton Vic Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Busch Chris Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Busch Dorothy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bushaw Mike Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Bushey Lowell Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Bushnell Martha WD Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Butche Mike Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Butkus Ellen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Butler David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Butler Donna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Butler Elizabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Butler Gall Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Butler Lane Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Butler Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Butler Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Butler Robin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Bulttitta Harold and Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Buxton Raquel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2012.01.06 Byers Nancy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Byrd Larry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Byrnes Amanda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.17 Byrnes Judith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 C T Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 C. Leia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.19 Cabanban Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cadzow Daniel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Caffentzis Laura Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Calabro Louise Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.02 2012.01.19 Calabro Richard A. No
2011.12.29 2012.01.06 Calcagno Kyle Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Calder Tim Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Calder Tim Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Caldwell Cindy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.11 Caldwell Ed and Mary No
2012.01.19 Caldwell James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Caldwell Lisa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.11 Caldwell Mary S. No
2012.01.19 Caler Phillip Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Calhoun Jerry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Caliskan Suheyla Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Callahan Timothy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Calloway Heather Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Callsen Caryl Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.12 Calviero Kimberlee Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Camacho Torres Alvan D Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Cambagna Laura Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Cameron Cami Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Cameron Patrick Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Camhi Gall Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Camp Chris Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Campanaro Vincent Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Campanini Thomas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 2012.01.08 Campbell C Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Campbell Faith Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Campbell Joyce Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Campbell Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Campbell Karen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Campbell Liz Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Campbell Marilyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Campbell Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Camuti Jeanie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Canavan AnnD Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Caner Annabel Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Cannata Nowell Anita Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Cantillon-Cuda Susan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Canton Dino Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Canton Jonathan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cantwell Constance Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Caolo Rosemary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Capaccione Jerilyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Caplan Gregory Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Caplan Leslie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Capobianco Anthony Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Capobianco Anthony Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Caporaso Michele Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Cappa Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Cappello Dan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 capstick hilary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2011.12.30 Caracci Gina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Caracciolo Rita Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Carathanassis Emmanuel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Carb Sussman Alison Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Carbajal Walter Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.01 Cardwell Stephen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Carey Cynthia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Carey Doris Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 2012.01.06 Carey Edward Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Carie Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Carl Stephen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.12 Carley James F. No
2012.01.18 Carlin Catherine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Carliner Louis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Carlon Chris Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Carlson Michael and Marilyn No
2012.01.19 Carman Andy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 2012.01.07 Carman Margery Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Carnevale Selva Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Carney Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Carpenter Gary Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Carpenter Greg Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.12 Carpenter Roger and Judy No
2012.01.19 Carr Gaile Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Carr Kristina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Carr Steward Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Carr Walt Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2011.12.28 Carreon Charles Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Carroll Elisabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Carroll Glen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Carroll Sara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Carroll Steve Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Carrothers Peg Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Carse Marilyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Carswell Ronald Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Carter Carl Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Carter Deborah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Carter Greg Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Carter Helen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Carter Jefferson Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Carter Margaret Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Carter Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Carter Natalie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Carter Rob Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Carter Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Cartwright Jennifer Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Carvajal Mauricio Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Case Neko Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Caserta Kim Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Casey David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Casey Mary Ellen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Cason Sabrina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Cassady Charles Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Cassell Lara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Cassilly Helena Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cassinelli Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Castelluccio Louise Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Casten Liane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Castle Allison Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Catala Pierre No
2011.12.29 Caton Barbara Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Cattell June Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Caudill Krista Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Caudill Lori Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cavataio Debbie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Caydler Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cecere Jerry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Celniker llene Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ceppa Dan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2011.12.30 Cerino David Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Cero Wood Ericka Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Chaffins Sheila Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Chahal Erica Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Chalfa Matt Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Chamberlin John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Chambers Donald Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Chambers Martha Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Champagne Gene Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Champney Elizabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Chaney Trish Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Chaplik Christine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2011.12.28 Chappel Lind Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Chappell Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Charles Mark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Charleston Ronald Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Charnas Kevin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Charnquist Heidi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Chase Janet Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Chase June Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.07 Chase Linda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Chastain Christopher Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Chavez Ana Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Chavez Gene Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Chavez Kathy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Chavez Kathy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Chavez Kim Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Chavez Roy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Cheatham Kathleen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Cherney Mr. and Mrs. Herman H Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Chhun Phoury Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Chiang Colleen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Chiar Andrew and Antonia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Chichester Barbara Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Chidester Kyle Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Chieco Eileen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Chilcoat Rose Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Childers Judy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Chilson D.G. No
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2012.01.18 Chipman Eric Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Chischilly Jane Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Chismar Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Chitwood Barton Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Chiu Rena Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cho Eileen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Choi Kelly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Chorlton David Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.02 Chrisman David Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Christensen Joan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Christian Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Christiansen David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Christias Christos Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Christman David Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Christopher Diane Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Chrystal John Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Chung Winnie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Church Samanntha Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Churchill Kathy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Ciambrone Jennifer Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Cianelli Don Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Ciaramitaro Joseph Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Cielukowski John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Cignoli Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cimino Andrea Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cimino Maryrose Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cingemani Dorothy (Dr.) Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Cipris Zeljko Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Cissel John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Clabaugh Cynthia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Clampitt Ruth Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Clancy Tim Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Clark Amy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Clark Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Clark Bill Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Clark Bob Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Clark Colleen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Clark David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Clark Elise Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Clark Judy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Clark Kent John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2012.01.05 Clark Loralee Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.17 Clark Thom Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Clark Thomas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Clark Virginia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Clark Jr. James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Clark Pierson Carolyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Clarke Candace Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Clarke Jennifer K. No
2012.01.18 Clarke Karl Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Clarke Tim Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Clarke-Roberts Rachel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Clay Paul Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cleavenger Brad Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2011.12.29 Clegg Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Cleja Ana Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Clemens Kimberly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Clemens-LeBlanc Elsa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Clemente Agustin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Clements Owens Carly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Clifford Angela Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Clinton Marian Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Cloguh Cyndi Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Clough Cyndi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Clovis Chris Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cobb Sandra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Cochran John Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Cochran Joyce Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Cochran Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Cockerill Joanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cody Laura and Jay Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cody Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2012.01.06 Coffey Donna Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Coffey Margery Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Coffey Patricia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Coffey Phyllis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Coffman Cameron Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Cogan Roger No
2012.01.18 Cohen Eleanor Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cohen Holly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cohen Merle Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Cohen Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cohen Wendi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Cohn Janet Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Cohn M Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Cohn Rae Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Colburn Matt Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Cole Anne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cole Brandy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cole Mr. and Ms. John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Colegas Maria Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Colello James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Coleman Edith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Coleman Edith Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.12 Coles Therese No
2012.01.19 Cole-Saner Colette Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Coley Becky Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Collas Judith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Collazo David Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Colletto Frank Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Collier Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Collins Amanda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Collins Brenda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Collins Brenda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Collins Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Collins Eileen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Collins Gerry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Collins Gerry Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.19 Collins Margaret Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Collins William Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Collis John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Colorio Ginamarie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Colpas Marcie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Colton Sara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Colunga Alex Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Colvin Connie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Combes Steven Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Combs Betty Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 2012.01.18 Combs Bruce Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Compton Lhasa Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Cones Sandra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Congelio Rie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Conley Jan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Conley Lori Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Conn Craig Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Connolly Dennis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.11 Connolly James S. No
2012.01.19 Connor Lara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Connor Thomas V. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Connor-McKee Katherine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Connor-McKee Katherine Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Connors Kathleen J. No
2012.01.19 Conover Tacey Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Conroy Laurie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Conroy Thomas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Consbruck Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Constantino Charlotte Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Contin Claudio Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Contini Nikki Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Converse E. Blaine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Conway Beverly Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Conyers Maha Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Coogan Patricia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Cook Anita Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Cook Charlotte No
2012.01.18 Cook Ginger Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Cook Judy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Cook Maggie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cook Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Cooley Nikki Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Coolidge Anita Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Coon Claire Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cooney Don Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Cooper Isabella Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Cooper kelly Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Cooper Marcia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Coover Gayle Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Coplin Joel Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Copp Eric Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Corbin Randy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Corcoran Jean Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Corcoran Jean Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.19 Cordero Carmen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cordova Carlos Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Corkran Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Corley Debra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cormia Morgan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Cornelissen Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Cornelius Brenda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Cornell Suzanne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Cornish Sarah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Corrales Ricardo Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Corrales Ricardo Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Corriere Marianne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Corson Charles No
2011.12.30 Corwin Valarrei Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Coryell Mark Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Cosgriff Mark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Cospito Robert (Dr.) Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Costa Demelza Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Costa Elizabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Costa Marcus Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Costa Maurice Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Costello Mary Crowe No
2011.12.28 Costello Paige Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 cote adam Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.21 Cottay M. Ann No
2012.01.18 Cottle Jenny Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cotton David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit

Page 42 of 272




Rosemont Mine Public Notice Comments - Letters of Concern/Opposition

o < o
= () )
< g g
— ~ ™ <t o — - o
o o o o 17, ? o £ = E
a a 8 a S i < 2 Q2
2012.01.18 Cotton Elizabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Coudurier Muriel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Coulter Carrie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Council Nina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Councilman David Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Couter Matt Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Covaci Adelina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Covington Russell Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cowan Jan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cox Brent Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Cox Crystal Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Cox Jer Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Cox Luisa Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Cox Sharon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Cox Veronica Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Cozart Erin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Crabill Phillip Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Crafts William Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Craig Amy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Craig Julianne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cramer Maggie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cramer Marilyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Cramer Richard Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Crandall Lynn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Crandall Lynn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Crane Cheryl Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Crane Jeff Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2011.12.29 Crane Marcella Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Crane Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Craven Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Crawford Holly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.22 Crawford Jim and Claire No
2011.12.31 Crawford Karen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Cray Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Crecelius Cora Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.01 Cresic Kimberly Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Cresseveur Jessica Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Crews Kayuleigh Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Crim Noel Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Crockett Scott Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Cromer Gary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cromwell Lawrence Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Cronin James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Crosby Ashton Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Cross Bruce Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Cross Daivd Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cross Dave and Rita Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cross Verlin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Crothers Thomas Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Crotty John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Crotty John Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Crouse Gerrit No
2012.01.18 Crow Jacqueline Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Crow Michelle Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2011.12.30 Crowell Saundra Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Crowley Lawrence Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Crumble Leuise Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Crumpacker Barb Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Cruz Marian Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Cucuzza Drew Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Cucuzza Drew Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Cuddback Maryann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Cuevas Mary Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Cuff Kermit Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Culbertson Alicia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Culbertson Jon Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Cullen Dale Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Culvert Laurette Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cumings Brian Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cumming Cheyne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cummings L Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Cummings Leslie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Cummins Kirsten Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Cunningham Bill Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Cunningham Debra Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Cunningham Les Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Cupani Shirley Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Cuprak Elizabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Curia Peter Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Curley-Kindse P. Judith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Curnow Connie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.19 Curran Cindy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Curran Claire Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Curren Allen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Currier Vaughn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Curtis Jeanne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Cushing Elsie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Cuthbertson Deirdra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cutright Sheri Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Cygelman Hope Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Czeblakow Magdalena Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Czymczak Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 D"Andrea Gloria Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 D"Antonio Lisa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Dada Geoff Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Dada Timothy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Danhl Alan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Dahlman Jill Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dail Kevin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Dailey Jim Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dailey Mary Ann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Daiss Becky Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dal Cais Sandra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dale Barbara and Jim Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dale Felicia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Daley Janice Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Daly Dorcas Marie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Daly Tommy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Damato Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Damron Thomas Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Dance Monica Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Danel Elizabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Daniels Eileen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Daniels Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Daniher Eva Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Danila Viorel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Dankwort Rudy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.08 Danowitz Ann Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Danowski K Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.04 Dansberger Frieda |. No
2012.01.06 Dansie Karina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Danyluk Alex Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Danziger Dan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 2011.12.30 D'Arcangelo Richard Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 D'Arcangelo Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dare Cheryl Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Darling Paula Susan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Dartez Carroll Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Dascole Carl Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Dash Amitav Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Dashke Maggie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Dastrup Melinda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Daugherty Randall Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.10 Daugherty Sherry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Daughtry Sean Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Davenport Jill Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 David Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 David Yvonne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Davidoff Nora Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Davids Charles Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Davids Charles Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Davidson Amber Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Davidson Cecilie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 2012.01.01 Davidson Jane Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Davidson Jane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Davies Kent Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Davine Jill Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Davis Ashlee Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Davis Augusta Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Davis Byron Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Davis Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Davis Frank Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Davis Jeanette Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Davis Jim Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Davis Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Davis Melissa Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.04 2012.01.04 Davis Peg No
2012.01.18 Davis Sharon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Davis Shirley Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Davis Sue Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Davis Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Davis Todd Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit

Page 48 of 272




Rosemont Mine Public Notice Comments - Letters of Concern/Opposition

o < o
= () )
< g g
— ~ ™ <t o — - o
o o o o 17, ? o £ = E
a a 8 a S i < 2 Q2
2012.01.18 Davis-Castro Carla Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Davison Elizabeth Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.02 2012.01.05 Dawidek Sylwia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Dawson Julie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Day Beverly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Day Charlie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Day Cris Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Day Debra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Day James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.12 Day Judith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Day Judith C. No
2012.01.18 Day Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dayspring Margaret Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Dayton Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 De Baca Sylvia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 De Cecco Jorge Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 De Cecco Jorge Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 de Greve Beatrix Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 de Groot Judy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 de Haro Grace Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 de la Aguilera Enrique Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 de la Giroday Francois Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 de la Iglesia Gabriel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 De Laval Maria Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 De Mirjian Carolyn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 de Robbio Elisabetta Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 De Rolon Rosalind Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 de Vassal Arienne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 de Vastey Joseph Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.17 De Vries Daniel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 De Vries Daniel No
2012.01.18 Dean Andrea Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dean Cindi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dearborn Donna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Debasitis Brian Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Debaun Evelyn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 DeCarlo Amy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Deck Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Decker Eleanor Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Deddy John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Dee Diana Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Deering Scott Dale Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 DeFratis Barbara Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 DeGrace Val Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 DeHuff Emily No
2012.01.03 Deicther Rachel Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Deitch John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 del Rosario Theresa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Delamente Dominic Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Delauro Joan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 DeLavan Mary Jo Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Delcour Arnaud Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 DeLeone Barb Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2011.12.30 Delgado Dru Ann Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.19 Delgado Dru Ann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Delgado Sheila Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 DelGiudice Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 D'Elia Carolyn No
2012.01.12 Dell Erba SanSkritA Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Della Penta Cathy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Della Penta Cathy R. No
2012.01.19 Dellas Merrill Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.13 DellErba Amadon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.22 DellErba Amadon No
2012.01.19 Delles Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Delong Sandra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 delson dave Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Demer Brent Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Demertsidis Monica Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 demirtas Gall Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 DeMonte Diane Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 DeMott Margaret Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 DenBraber Sandra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dennany Philip Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dennis Eileen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Dennison Donna Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Dennison John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Denti Janet Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Denton Jonnee No
2012.01.19 Denue Fawn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 DePalma Jim Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.03 DePalma Myra Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 DePaso Virginia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Depue Douglas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Derfner Phyllis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Derleth Penny Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dern Jacqueline Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Desalle Roberta Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 DeSantis Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Descamps Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Deshayes Thierry Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Deshayes Thiery Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Deshotel Shelley Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Desmond Sheila Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Desrosiers Donna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 DeTrinis Bonita Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Devine Tiffany Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Devlin Melissa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Deweese Stephanie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Dewey Thomas Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 DeWitt Betsy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Di Bendetto Rainbow Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 DiAntonio William Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Diaz-Arbelaez Vladimir Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 DiBlanca David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dickerson Sinikka Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Dickman Maria Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Dickson Christina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.19 Dierig John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.08 Diers Janice Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Difiore Maria Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Diggle Gloria Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Dillmann George Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Dillon Deb Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Dillon Sheila No
2012.01.18 DiMaio Mercedes Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 DiMatteo Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Dipietro Denise Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Dirks Lisa Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Dirrenberger Jonathan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dishion Catherine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Divicino Roseann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Dixon James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Dixon Keri Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Doak Hartson Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Doak Hartson Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Dobryn Renata Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dobson Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dodd David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Dodson Donald Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Dodson James Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Doetterl Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Dohn Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Dolan Kathy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Dolan Kathy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.19 Dolezal-Ulbrich Margeaux Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dolins Merlelyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Doman Geoffrey Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dominiak Adam Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Domulevicz Glen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Donnadieu Elisa Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Donnell Bruce Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Donnell Bruce Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 D'Onofrio Adam Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Donohue Sharon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Donovan Elaine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Donovan Gabriel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Donovan Stephan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.06 2011.12.30 Doran Daniel (Ph.D.) Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Dorchin Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dorer Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Dorgan Tracy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.10 Dorris Ben No
2012.01.19 Dorticos-Cruz Lilia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 dos Santos Sandra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dothey Chantal Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Doty Connor Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Doubleday Edith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Douces Lisha Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Doucette John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dougherty Sarah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Douglas Anna Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Douglas Brian Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 2011.12.29 2012.01.07 Douglas Dianne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Douglas John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Douglas Virginia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Douglas Virginia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Doutre Emily Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Dow Patricia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Dowell Jean Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dowling Roslyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Downard Eileen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Downey Graciela Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Downing Renee Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Downing Steven Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Doyle Laurance Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Doyle PK Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Doyle PK Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Drake Byers Shirley Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Draper Franklin No
2012.01.18 Draper John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Draper Kathryn No
2012.01.19 Drefs Mark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Dreher Gudrun Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Dreier Tamara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dreimane Maija Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Dreisbach Demian Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Drescher Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 dressel Galil Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.19 Drinkwater Helen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Driscoll Jason Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Driscoll Mathew Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Drop Robert Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Drowns Paul Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Drummer Shelli Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Drumright Chris Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Drumright Chris Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Drwinga Helen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Dryden Nancy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Dryden Sandra Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Dubin-vaughn Sarah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.14 Dubovsky Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Dubovsky Susan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ducey Chris Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 DuCoeur Emerald Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Duda Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dudley Julie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Dugaw Anne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Dugger Ben Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Dulberg Joan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Dulgeroff Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Dummerauf Carla Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Dumont Lynette Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Duncan Charles Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Duncan Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Duncan Sara Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.07 Dunlap Denise Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.19 Dunn Charles R. No
2011.12.30 Dunn Connie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Dunn Matthew Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Dunnigan Colin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Dunsmith Gabriel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Duplissis Eve Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Duran Cecelia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Duran Gonzalo Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Durham Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Durkin Samuel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 2012.01.08 Durrenberg M Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Durrenberg M. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Dutton Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Duvall Spooner Ann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Duwel Emily Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Dwinell Danny Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dworin Joel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Dwyer John Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Dwyer Kathleen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Dzubak Cheryl Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Eagle Bill Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Eagle Nee Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Eaker Teresa Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Earle Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Earnshaw Joan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Eason Brian Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2011.12.28 Eason Lina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 East Lawrence No
2012.01.19 Ebersold Deborah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ebright Howard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Eckardt Jason Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Eckhardt Mindy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ecklund John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Eddings Terri Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Edelsky Carole No
2012.01.19 Edelstein Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Edgar Thomas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 edmonston pandora Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.18 Edwards Anne or Richard No
2012.01.05 Edwards Cynthia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Edwards Pamela Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Edwards Stan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Edwards Suzanne No
2012.01.18 Egan Debbie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Egan John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Egler Matthias Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Ehlers Klaus Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ehrenreich Seth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Eisenberg Julietta Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Eisnaugle Jennifer Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Eister-Hargrave Leah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Ekberg Susanne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ekholm Stephen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Eklund Steve Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Ekman Lea Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Elder Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Elepano Amy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Elfin David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Elfin Julie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Elias Francisco Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Eliasson Marguerite Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 el-jabali anam Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Ellen Virginia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Ellett William No
2012.01.18 Elliott John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Elliott Lynn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Elliott Lynn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Elliott Wayne Clark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ellis Charles Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Ellis Mary No
2012.01.18 Ellis Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ellis Tracie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Ellsworth Alice Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Elmore Celeste Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Elsinger Joe Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2011.12.30 Elston Amy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Elton Wallace Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Emard Dallas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Embler Kyle Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Embry Judith Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.19 Emel Jacque Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Emery Angie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Emmerich Ellen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Emminger Charles Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Endre Ronnie K Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Eng Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Engdahl Anna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Engel Jasmin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Engelking Joanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Engeroff Irmgard Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Engeroff Robin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.01 English Denie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 English Diane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Engstrom Matt Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Enos Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Enright Elizabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Enright Elizabeth Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ensign Meredith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Entley Hilary Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.17 Eppens Melanie and Darryl No
2012.01.17 Epperson Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Epperson Barbara Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Epperson Leslie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Eppstein Nicole Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Epsen Frances Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Eraso Juan Carlos Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Erbach Kristin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2011.12.28 Erdem Martha Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Erickson Larry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Erickson Susan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 2012.01.19 Ericson Judy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Eriksson Frederik Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Eros Tristin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ervin Elizabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Eskenazi velva Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Esposito Dan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Esposito Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Esser Pamela Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Estep Janet Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Estes Douglas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 esteve Isabel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Etgen Benjamin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ethridge Diane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Eubank Lynn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Eubanks Pat Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Evans A.S. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Evans Bronwen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Evans Bronwen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Evans Heidi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Evans Holly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Evans Holly Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Evans Jane Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Evans Jerry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Evans Miriam Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Evans Pamela Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.08 Evans Teresa Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 2012.01.05 Everett Miranda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Everette Walker Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Everhart Noelle Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Evjy A Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ezust Paul and Miriam Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 F Bonnie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 F Maria Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Fabing Keith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Fahrendorf John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Fain, Ph.D. Barry C. No
2012.01.18 Fairbanks Stefany Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Fairchild Jennifer Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Fairless Judy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Faisal Daniel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Falchiere lan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Falconer Sidney Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Faller Helen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Falzone Stephanie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Farago Katherine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Fargel Shannon Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Farone Ted Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Farr Donna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Farrell Bob Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Farrell Luke Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Farrell Luke Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2011.12.28 Farren Marie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Farwell Laura Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Fascione Diane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Fass Stephen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Faulhaber Linda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Featherstone Roger Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Fecko Albert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Feichtinger Dennis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Feil Marvin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Feild Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Feinberg Seth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Feinstein Jerome Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Feldman Mark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Feldman Michelle Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Feldman Michelle Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Feldman William Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Felix David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Femmer John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Fenstemaker Lois Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Fenstermacher Lisa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Ferger David Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.08 Fergeson Cheryl Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ferguson David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Ferguson Shirley Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Ferguson Vicki Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Ferhani Laurie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ferraro Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2011.12.31 Ferraro Mary Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ferrazzi Paul Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ferrell Rebecca Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Ferri Sara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Fertig Holly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Festa Angelo Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Fetch Elena Marie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Fettu Diane Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Feuerbacher Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Feuerbacher Nancy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Feuss Samantha Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Fidler Debra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Field Charles No
2012.01.05 Field Charles W. No
2012.01.19 Field Christy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Fielder Aixa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Fifer Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Fifer Nancy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Figge Donald Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Figueroa Patricia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Fillers Bryn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Fillmore Jamie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.08 Findeis Jeffrey Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Fine Donna Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Fine Leslie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Fink Brian Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Fink Nellie W Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.02 Finley Brent Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Finley Mary Lou Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Finstein Arthur and Lois Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Finstrom Holly & Matt Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Fiore Mark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Fiorentini Fulvio Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Fioroni Stan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Firatli Murat Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Firth Arthur Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Fiscella Paul Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Fisch Sara Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Fischer Paula Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Fischer Quentin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Fish Jason Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 fisher Avis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Fisher Brendan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Fisher Claudia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Fisher Gerald Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Fisher Kenneth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Fisher Laurie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Fishgold James Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Fishman Ted Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Fitzgerald Barb Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Fitzgerald R. Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Fitzsimmons Marie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Fitzwater David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Flagler Lila Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2011.12.28 Flagler Lila Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Flannery Marcia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Fleckenstein George Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.21 Fledzinskas George No
2011.12.28 Fleeman Julia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Fleming Doug Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Fleming Sabrina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Flenner Sam Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Fletcher Craig and Stacy No
2012.01.04 Fletcher Craig and Stacy No
2012.01.18 Fliss Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Flitcraft John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Flogel Adam Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Flores Brian Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Florin David and Suzanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Florio Dawn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.11 Flynn Jim No
2012.01.19 Flynn Megan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Fogle Renee Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Foley Catherine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Foley Erin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Foley Roseann Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Folsom Saoirse Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Fonferko Eileen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Fong Christina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Fonseca Liliana Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Fontaine Ann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2011.12.30 Fontaine Anna Louise E Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Fontana Kathy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Fontani Sara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Foote Kenneth Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Foran Rochelle Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Forbes Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Forbes Sarah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ford Julie C. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ford Lauren Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ford Margaret No
2011.12.28 Ford Michele Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Ford Peggy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Forest R Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Forget Lyne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Forman Janet Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Forman Joan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.08 Fornara Pietro Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Forpahl Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Forrest James Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.19 Forrester Sarah No
2012.01.18 Forsythe Elizabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Fortino Gabriele Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Fortunak Sharon Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Fortune Irene Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Forwood Suzy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Foskett MaryAnna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Foskett MaryAnna Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Foster Bryan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Foster Crystal Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Foster Keith Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Foster Lorraine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Foster Robin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Foudy Erin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Fournier Eric Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Fowler Caroll Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.07 Fowler Caroll Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Fowler Elizabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Fowler Luci Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Fowler Sesame Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Fox Deborah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Fox John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Fox Kristi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Fox Robin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Fox Robin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Fraissl Stephanie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Fraker anne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Francis Cheryl Engram Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Francis Silvia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Francis Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Franck Matthew Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Franetovich Melvin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Frank Andrea Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Frank Andrea Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Frank Carole Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Frankel Helene Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Frankl Jan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Franklin Constance Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Franklin Doug Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Franklin Jeffery Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Franklin Luther Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Franklin Sandra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Franqui Leah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.12 Frazier Carol No
2012.01.19 Frazier Marion Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Frazier Shelley Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Frech Lisa Jo Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Frederick Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Frederick Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Freedline JC Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Freeman Joseph Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Freeman Sandra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Frees Kurt Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Freiberg David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 2012.01.05 Frelli Gianfranco Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Fremaux Charlotte Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Freson Neil Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Frew Dorothy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Frewin Terry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Frey John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Fried Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Friederich Catherine Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Friedman Valerie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Friesen Debbie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Frighetti Paula Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Frigo Dina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Frisbie Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Fritsch Corinna Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Fritsch James Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Fritsch Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Fritzler Deb Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Frohn Joyce Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Frost Chris Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Frost Diane Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Fruge Cherie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Fruge Cherie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Fry Louise No
2011.12.28 Frye Thomas Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Fugate Peggy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Fugate Peggy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Fuijii Shiho Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Fukuda-Schmid Kristina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Fuller Gary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Fuller Michelle Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Fuller Shauna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Fulmer Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Fulmer Evan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Funk David and Audrey Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Funk llse Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Furlan Jean Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Furlong Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Furness Amber Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.01.13 Furnier Glenn No
2012.01.19 Furrer Gerhard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Fursich Rob Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Furtman Greg Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Fusco Thomas Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Futrick Wendy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 G Theresa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Ga Mi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Gabor Carol Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gabriel Candace Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Gabriel Robert Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Gadowski Dennis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2012.01.05 Gaffney Malcolm Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gagne Roger Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Gai Racheli Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gaims Horace Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gakeler Debra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Galbraith Mark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Gale Cheryl Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gale Finn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gallagher Sarah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Galle Poul Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gallinger Rob Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Gallo Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2011.12.30 Gallou Priscilla Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Galvin Eva Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Gamble Evelyn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Ganatra Balvant Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gandolfi Stefanie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Gandrud Crystal Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.07 Ganley Roxanne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Gann Sara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Gaponoff Sharma Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Garber Marc Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Garbrick Kathe Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Garces Laurence Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Garcia Armando Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Garcia Belen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Garcia Dena Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Garcia Frances No
2012.01.19 Garcia Jeffery Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Garcia Suzanne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Garcia-Barrio Constance Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.13 Gardlund Zack No
2012.01.18 Gardner Becca Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Gardner David E. No
2012.01.18 Gardner Jennifer Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gardner William Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Garey Jenene G. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Garguilo Theresa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Garibay-Wynnberry Rachel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.05 Garland Daniel Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Garland Kevin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Garland Patricia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.17 Garms Ellen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Garms Ellen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Garn Ryan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Garofalo Joan F. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Garrecht Jamila Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Garrett Kent Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Garrett Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Garrison William Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Garrou Julie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Garson Jessica Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gartin Courtney Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Garvett Esther Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Garvey Jenna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Garvey Lydia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gasbarro Donna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Gaspard Dorothy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gasper Evelyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.13 Gasser Ardendae Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gatenby Jane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Gates Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gates Sharon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Gates Sanders Elizabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gatlin Beth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gatling Gayla J. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Gatterer Ann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Gaultier Alban Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gavigan Shaun Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gayler Elaine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Gazzola Linda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.07 Gearry Marceline Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Gebert Chris Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gebhardt Andy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gedeon Penny Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gehrke Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Geist Jeffrey Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gelder Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gelvin Neila Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Genandt Judy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Gennarelli Jesse Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Gentry Chase Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 George Marianne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Georgelis Alice Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Geraets Janne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gerber Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Gergely Katrina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Gerhardt Deborah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gerlach John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Germain Robin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Germanotta Betsy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Gerrodette Tricia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gerszberg Sherry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2011.12.29 2012.01.05 Getter Camile Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Getter Camile Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Getty Laura Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.14 Gheen Linda No
2011.12.31 Giannone Mario Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Gibbeson Clara Louise Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gibbs-Halm Deborah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Giblin Thomas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Gibson Andi Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.06 Gibson Anne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.06 Gibson Bruce Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Gibson Gary Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Giddy Valerie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Gielis Michele Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Giese Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gietl Holly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Giffuni Cathe Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Gilbert Joseph Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Gilbert Linda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gilbert Robin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Gilbert Valerie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Giles Sally Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gilges Peggy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Gill Meagan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gill Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Gillanders J David Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gillen Christine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Gillespie Sharon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Gillett Julia Marie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Gilliland Lise Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Gillono Mark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Gillono Mark Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.01 Gilmer Chris Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gilmore James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Gilmore Timothy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gilson Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Gimenez Lance Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Gindele Abigail Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gingeresky Joan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Gingold Lina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Ginoli Vicki Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gintzler Janice Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Giordani Mark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Giordani Mark Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Giovine Claudio Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Girolami Tony Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gitis Joline Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.19 Glass Elizabeth No
2012.01.18 Glass Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Glaston Joe Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gleason Debra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Gleeson Jill Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gleim Jill Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Glenn Julie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Glenn Michele Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Gliem Deke Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Gliem Deke Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gliva Stephen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gloe Janice Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Glover Janet Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Gloyd Sue Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Glyshaw Gina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Godfrey Laura Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Godwin Jo Anne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Godwin Nancy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Goebel Suzett Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Goedhart Hester Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Goestenkors Tracy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Goetnick Jean Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Goff Karyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Goheen B Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gohsman Tery Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Golascewski Wanda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gold Andrew Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Gold Lisa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Gold Lisa Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Goldblatt Laura Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Golden Jerry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Golden Julie J. Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Goldenberg Loretta Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Goldfarb Ben Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Goldman Kenn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Goldsmith Ann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Goldsmith Gall Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Goldsmith Lillian Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Golter Lindsay Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Gomez Marie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gomez Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gondos Nina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Gongaware Denielle Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Gonter Hobart Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gonzalez Elisa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gonzalez Jauregui Jose Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Goodbody Marcus L Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Gooden Anne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Goodin Ben Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Goodman Ellen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Goodman Ellen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Goodrich Elaine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Goodwin Glen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Goodwin John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Gordon Bon Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gordon Jeffrey Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Gordon Rashima Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Gore Jesse Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Goren-Totino Lisa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Gorey Ezmerelda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gorman K Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Gorman Peter Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gorrin Eugene Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gorsline Marie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Gortman Jacline Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Goschen Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gosker Wendy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Gotkowska Ela Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Gottert Antje Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Gottert Antje Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Gottert Roland Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Gottert Roswitha Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gottschalk Lyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Gowatsky Jaimie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Gowe Jeanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Grace Harry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.17 Graffagnino Mary Ann and Frank Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Graham Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Graham Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Graham Bradley Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Grajczyk Joyce Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Gramstedt Alfred Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Granados Giogrly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 granche william Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Grande Paula Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gravelle Willis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Graves Jeanie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Grawunder Marc Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.13 Gray Carolyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 gray Colleen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gray Elizabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Gray Gail Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Gray Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Gray Phyllis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gray Sylvia Ruth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Gray Sylvia Ruth Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Greco Jose Luis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Green Jason Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Green Marcla Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Green Mike Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Green Pamela Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Green Steve Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Greenawalt Lee Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Greenblatt Harmon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Greene Amy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Greene Greg Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Greenhow Beverly Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Greer Helen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Greer Jamie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gregg Danny Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Gregoire John Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gregorio Penny Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gregory Becky Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gregory Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gregory Probyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2011.12.31 Gregory Probyn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Greiss Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gretrix P Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Gribben Gail Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Griesgraber John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Griffin Allison Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Griffin Evelyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2012.01.03 Griffin Melissa Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Griffith Gina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Griffith Jennifer Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Grillot Charlotte Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Grimm Kelly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Grimwood Jaime Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Grindle Russell Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Grindrod Paul Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Grissom Mark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Griswold Tracy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Grob Kimberly Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Groenbeck Tina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Grohp Caroline Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Grone Lori Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Groom Kim Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gross Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Grosse Jennifer Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Grossman Richard and Gail Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Grossman Roxanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Grotjan Gloria Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Grove Earl Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Grovenor Ronald Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Groziak Amanda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Grubb Stacy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Grundmann Lisa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Gruver Chere Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Grywinski Terrence Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Grzegorzewski Mark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Gualtieri Kathleen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Guasp Angeles Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Guay Anthony P Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Guberman Diana Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Guevara Angie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Guffey Sean Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Guh H. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Guier Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Guilbault Aubrey Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Guillemard Claude Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gulla Ronald Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gumlickpuk Sally Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gundlach Daniel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gunter Diane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gusmano John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Gustafson Marcy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Gustavsen Carl Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gutfleisch Ellen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Guthrie Taza Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2011.12.30 Gutierrez Gustavo Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Gutierrez Oscar Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Guyette Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Guyot Jack Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Guzzo Anthony Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Gwizdala Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Gyetko Nora Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Gyurko Dorothy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 H Jen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 H S Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 H Soph Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Haber Brad Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Haberman Madelaine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hada Janet Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hadler Dale Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Haegele William Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Haft Arthur Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Hager Brett Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hager Jon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Hagerty K Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Haggard Alan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hagge Janet Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Haggerty William Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2011.12.30 Haig Brenda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Haines Elliott Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Haines Kyle Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Hains Dorothy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.19 Hakanson Angie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2012.01.05 Haki Mil Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 HalLavey Libba Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Halbe Denise Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Halberg Kathleen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hale Bill Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hales Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Haley Kim Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Halfin Clara Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hall Carla Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Hall Chris Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hall Claudia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Hall Dennis Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hall Kyle Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Hall Sarah Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Hall Sharon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Haller Teresa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Halverson Faith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hamilton Beth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Hamilton Donna Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hamilton Norma Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hamilton Sarah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hamlin Leslie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hammer F Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Hammond Ryan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hampton Lana Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Hanan Patricia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2011.12.30 Handwerker Steven Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Hanger Gretchen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Haning Hedda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hanks Lou Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Hanley Mary Lynn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 2012.01.05 Hanlon Billi Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Hanlon Billi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hanna Corene Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Hanna Diane Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Hanna Neal Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Hannan Consuelo Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Hannan Jennifer Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.04 Hannan Kathleen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Hannan Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Hanneken Sarah Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Hanning Cornelia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hans Deborah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hansen Arbie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hansen Eric Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hansen Jens Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Hansen Kate Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hansen Paula Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hansen Phillip Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hanson Art Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hanson Audrey Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Hanson Jill No
2012.01.18 Hanson Jodi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Hanson Phil Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Happel Carla Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Harada Mark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Harbottle Matthew Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Harding Audra Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Hardwick Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hardy Fran Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hargesheimer Joe And Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Harker Jenny Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Harkins Hugh Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Harlib Harvey Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Harmon Angela Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Haro Rebecca Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Harp Valesca Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Harper Jeff Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Harper Jenn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Harper Shannon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Harper Sherylee Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.14 Harrington Sue Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Harrington Sue Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Harris Christopher Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Harris Jack Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Harris Norma Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Harris Paul Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Harris Rob Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Harris Robert and Debra Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.06 Harris Theresa Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Harrison Eve Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Harrison Gwen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Harrison Paige Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Harrison Paige Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Harrison Randy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hart Douglas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Hart Lyn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Hart Margaret Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hart Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hart Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hart Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hart Ramona Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Hart Stanley R. No
2012.01.18 Hart Steven Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hartdegen Sophia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Hartenstine Dennis Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hartig Frank Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hartmann Julie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Hartzler Betty Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Harvey Dawn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Harvey Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 2012.01.07 Harville Abbie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Harville Auvril Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Harville Auvril Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Harwardt Anita Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Harwood Richard Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hasbrouck Mary Ellen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Hasselbrink Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hassett Gerald Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.08 Hassman Howard Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hastings Jane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hatch Kathryn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hatch Lindalee Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Hatfield Linda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hauge Erik Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.07 Hausler Barbara Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Haver Greg and Kelly McLear No
2012.01.18 Havoc Eddie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Haworth Emma Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hay Peter Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hayes Helen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hayes Jeanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Hayes Mary Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Haynes Ron Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hazelton Judith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Hazelton Judith Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Hazlehurst Rebecca Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.14 Head Katherine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 headley William Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Healy Laura Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.04 Heath Cheryl Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Heath Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Heath Suzanne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Heaton Debbie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Hecht Randy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hedger Lloyd Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Hedger Lloyd Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hedges Ken Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hedrick Suzanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Heffernan Dan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hefferon Billie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.07 Hegarty Barbara Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Heiarts, Jr. Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Heidebrecht Suisei Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hein L Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Heinlin Donna Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Heinly Bridgett Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Heinrich Hans-Peter Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Heist Rob Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 2012.01.05 2012.01.16 2012.01.18 Heitkamp Amyda No
2012.01.18 Heitkamp Amyda No
2012.01.18 Held Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Heller Jack Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Heller Jack Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Helmer Kathleen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Helwig Anne No
2012.01.18 Hemann John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hemingway Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Hemingway Carol Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.04 Hemman Scott Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hempel Drew Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2011.12.30 Hemstreet Steven Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Henao Alexandra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Henderson Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Henderson Kevin No
2011.12.29 Henderson Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Henderson Zorika Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Hendricks Brent Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hendricks Judith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hendrickson Charlotte Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hendryx Christine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Henkels Sandra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Henkin Michelle Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Henley Marilyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hennessy Victoria Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Henriksen James Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Henry Jeremy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Henry Malika Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Henry Malika Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Henry Wendy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Henson Lana Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Henson Lynne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Herdliska Charlotte Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Herger Loretta Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.01 Herman Matt Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Herman Matthew Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Hermann Birgit Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hermann Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.05 Hernandez C.J. No
2012.01.18 Hernandez Freddy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Hernandez Judith No
2012.01.19 Hernandez Sonia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Hernandez Wendy L Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Herold Ana Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Herr Dennis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Herrera Alejandro & Ruth Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Herrera Jose Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Herrero Martha Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Herron Andria Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Herron James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Herron Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hersh Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Hertel Nicole Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Hertel Rainer Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hertz Dr. Albert and Marcia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.14 Hesh Suzanne No
2012.01.18 Hess Edward Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hesselink Joanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hetzner Thea Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Heugel Andrew Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hewitt Claire Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Heymann Gary Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hiatt Joseph Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hibshman Steven Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hickey Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2011.12.11 Hickey Maureen Sharon No
2012.01.19 Hickey P Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.11 Hickey Sharon J. No
2012.01.18 Hickey Sr. Joseph Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hickman Elizabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Hickox Ann Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hicks Robin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hidinger Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hiestand Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 High Chere Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 2012.01.19 High Mari Helen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hildebrand Valerie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Hildebrand Valerie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hill Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hill Ginger Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hill Jennifer Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hill Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Hiller Robert No
2012.01.18 Hilt Kathy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.08 Hilts Kate Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hilyer Lisa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.18 Hinman Carolyn No
2012.01.18 Hinnebusch Mark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Hinrichs Merlin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hinshaw Sally Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Hinson Katherine Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.13 Hipps Nina No
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2011.12.30 Hirsch Chris Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Hirsch Melinda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Hirsh Sidney Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hitchcock Beatrice (Rev.) Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hjersted Ingrid Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hladky Christa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hoang Xuandai Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hobbs Ronald Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hochman David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Hodapp Natalie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hodes Harold Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hodges David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hodges Suzanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Hoeffer Charles Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Hoenig Irwin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hoeschler Rebecca Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Hoeschler Rebecca Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Hoess Joseph Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hoffman Diane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hoffman John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Hoffmeister Carl Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Hoffner Alan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hofmeister Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Hogan Greg Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Hogan Judith Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Hogan Myra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Hogan Sheryl Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2011.12.29 Hogarth Susan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Hogg Kenny Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Hogg Kenny Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hohn Thomas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Holbrook Jay Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Holbrook Marla Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Holcomb Rick Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Holford Sharon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Holland Janet Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Holland Lois Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Holland Martha Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Holliday J.W.F. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Holliday J.W.F. Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hollingsworth Presly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hollomon Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Hollomon Carol Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Holloway Allen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Holloway Cindi Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.01 Holloway Karin No
2012.01.18 Holloway Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 2012.01.06 Holmen Magnus Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.12 Holmes Diana No
2011.12.31 Holmes Robert Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Holmeyer Mary Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Holmgren William Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Holstein Jonathan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Holt Amy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Holtzman Dorothy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Holzman Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.13 Home Menelik Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Homer Deanna Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Homer Patrick No
2012.01.18 Hoover Karolyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hoover Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Hope Jane Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hope LindaSue Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hopkins Blair Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hopper Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Horkitz Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Horlings Rachel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Horner Bruce Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Horning Laura Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Horton Paige Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Horwitz Martin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hosek Ruth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hosey Jan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hough Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Houle Susan B Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 House Debbie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 2011.12.30 Houseman Chris Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Houseman Christopher Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Houston Janet Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Hovis-Mayer Shawna Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 2012.01.05 Howard Beatrice Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Howard Debra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Howard Gloria J Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Howard Kristin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Howard Lynn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Howarth James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Howe Jeff Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 2012.01.01 Howe Judy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Howe Kay Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Howe Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Howe Linda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 howell julia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Howes Elaine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Howse Jo Ann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Hoy Jon Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hoyer Eric Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hradek Christy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Hubbard Glenn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Hubbard Mannon Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hubbell 3rd Fred Vance Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Huber Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Huber Lowell Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Huber Monika Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Huberty Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hubner Helmut (c/o Lindsey) Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hubschmitt Bill Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hudson Patrick Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Huelsman Wanda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 huerta ernest Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Huffman Debra Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Huffman Paula Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Huggins Roxana Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Hughes Bonnie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.02 Hughes Lyndsay Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Hughes Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hughes Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.17 Hughes Peter Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Hughes Peter No
2012.01.04 Hughes Peter A. Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.04 Hughes Rebecca Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Huguenin George Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Hull Sherry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hult Philip Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.12 Hummel C. Ronald No
2012.01.18 Humphrey Jay Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Humphrey Jim Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hundt Heather Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hunken Marie-Lynn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hunt Adam Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hunt Heidi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hunt Judy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Hunt Mary E. Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hunt Nicole Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hunter Anne-Barrie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Hunter Christopher Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2011.12.29 Hunter Elizabeth Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Hunter John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hunter Kat Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hunter Marianne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hunter Shannon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Hupp Carol Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Hupperts Connie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hurwitz Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hussard Andree Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Hussard Andree Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Hussard Arnaud Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Hussels Hussels Christiane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hussenbux Marian Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Husslage Robin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Hustvedt Annie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hutchings William Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hutchinson Carole Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Huth Hans No
2012.01.01 Huth Jocelyne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Hutt Evelyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Hutton David Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.17 Hutzler Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Hyde Charlotte Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Hydeman Jinx Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Hylton Craig Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 lacono Anthony Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Ignjatovic Andrej Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 llvonen tina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Imborgia Antonello Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Imholte Rachel Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Imperiale Yvonne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Infantolino Tullia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Ingram Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Inlove Rich Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Inman Susan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Irby Tanya Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Irvine Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Irvine-Halliday Gregor Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Irwin Kathleen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Irwin Sue Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Isaac David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Isaac Grimm Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.08 Isbert Wolf Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ison Kathy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.17 Iventosch Mieko No
2012.01.19 1zzo Martha Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 J Diane Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 J Donna Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Jackson Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Jackson Elizabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Jackson Elizabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Jackson Maureen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Jackson Sue Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Jackson-Miller Marie-Louise Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Jacobs Jennifer Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Jacobs Kent Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Jacobs Quida Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Jacobsen Inge Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Jacobson James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Jacobson Lisa Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.04 Jacobson, Ph.D. Michael Ray No
2012.01.19 Jacoby Sharon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.17 Jacques Julie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Jagasia Renu Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Jagiello Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Jaime Ernesto Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Jaime Tina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Jalbert Diane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 jamerson Janet Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 James Ann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 James Brenda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 James R. Dean Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Jameson Jamie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Jannicelli Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Janowitz-Price Beverly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Jansen Stephan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Janzen Gayle Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Jaramillo Nhelson Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Jarc Eileen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Jaretsky Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Jaros Toni Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.19 Jasper Alan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Javidi Mirjam Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Jean Agnes Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Jeffers Joshua Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Jefferson Paul Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Jenkins Chris Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 2011.12.30 Jenkins Gil Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Jenkins Jon Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Jenkins Shirley Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Jenne Jeffrey Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Jennick Steve Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Jennings Sid Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Jenson Linda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Jerden Scott Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Jeremic Lisa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Jeremic Lisa Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Jergivic Nicole Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Jerinic Margaret Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.17 Joder Greg Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Johansen Keven Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Johns Theodore Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Johns Pearson Juliet Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Johnson Bret Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Johnson Caren Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Johnson Caryle Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Johnson Christine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Johnson Deanna Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Johnson Don Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Johnson Elisabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Johnson Gary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Johnson Gil Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Johnson James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Johnson Janice Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Johnson Jeanie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Johnson Jim Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Johnson Kimberly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Johnson Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Johnson Patti Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Johnson Paula Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Johnson R Roy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Johnson Rheta Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Johnson Rita No
2012.01.19 Johnson Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Johnson Robin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Johnson Sharon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Johnson Stephanie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Johnson Wayne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Johnson, Ph.D. R. Roy No
2012.01.18 Johnson-Rubick, RN Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Johnston Denise Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Johnston llda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Johnston James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Johnston Jessica Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Johnston Kyle Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2011.12.28 Johnston Martha Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Jollie Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.07 Jollie Karen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Joly Frederique Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Jonas Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Jones Brian Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Jones Greg Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Jones Hiroko Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Jones Janice Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Jones Jeannette Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Jones Jessie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.17 Jones Joe and Myra No
2012.01.19 Jones Johanna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Jones John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Jones Linda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Jones Rae Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Jones William Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Jordan Heidi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Jordan Jan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 2012.01.07 Jordan Jim Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Jordan Joseph Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Jordan Leslie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Jordan Lois Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Jordan Meyer Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Jordan Paula Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Jordan Stephen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Jorgensen James H. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.19 Jorgensen Janette Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Jorgensen Wendy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Jorgenson Rhodie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Jowdy Joseph Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.12 Joy Vickie No
2012.01.12 Joy Victoria Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Joyce Belinda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Joyce Karen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Joyner Marjorie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Judge Brookie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Judge Melissa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Judge Natalie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Julseth Heather Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Julstrom Rosa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 2011.12.29 Jund Jean-Baptiste Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Jurczewski Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Jurczewski Carol Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Jurs Laurie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Jursa Rob Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Jusek Lauren Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Justis Bob Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Kaczor Ronald Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kaehn Max Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kahl Tisha Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kahn Michaela Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Kahny Rachael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.13 Kaileen Kaileen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.19 Kallah Zee Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Kallah Zee Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kalmes Kevin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Kaloc Corey Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Kaluza N Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Kaluzhski Alexandre Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kammerer Lacey Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 kamper joi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kane Beth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Kane Patty P. No
2012.01.18 Kane Robert B. No
2012.01.18 Kanner Barry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Kanner Barry Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Kantola Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Kantor Martin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kantor Sheryl Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.18 Kanun Carl No
2011.12.28 Kanun Carl T Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.06 Kanze Elizabeth Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kapec Mark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kapecki Jon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2012.01.05 Kapustka Franklin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Karaffa Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Karami Moe Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Karcher Elisabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Karcher Elisabeth Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Karlovitz Gerald Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Karlson Fred Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Karn Rose Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Karnowski Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.07 Karunaratna Ruwange Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kasan Rae Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kasey C Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Kaske Eileen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kaslow Ann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Kasten Kathy No
2012.01.18 Kathi Fred Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Katz Melissa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Katz Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Katz Steward Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Katzung Bert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kaufman Barry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Kaufman Chrissy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kaufman Muffett Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kautz Katherine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Kavanaugh Maureen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 2012.01.05 Kavruck Deborah Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kavyo Swami Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kayan Helmut Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kayyali Susanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kazak llene Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kazanijian Rosanna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.13 Kazarian K-Zar Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Keating Patti Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2011.12.29 Keddem Aliza Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Kee Shannon Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Keegan James and Marilyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Keenan Jamie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Keenan Thomas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Keeping Joy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Kegebein Dan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Keggi Jane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kegler Lori Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Keith-Singleton Melinda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Kell David Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Kellar Joanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kelleher Kathleen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Keller Charlotte Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Keller Joann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Kelley Dorinda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Kelley Patricia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Kellman Steven G. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kelly Alice Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kelly Arlene Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Kelly Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kelly Joel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kelly Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kelly Theresa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kelner Marian Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Kemper Marc Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Kendall Andrea Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Kendall Jo Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.07 Kennedy C Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Kennedy Dusty Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kennedy Erin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kennedy Gena Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kennedy Holly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Kennedy Linda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kennel Ted Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kennell Laura Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kenner Kate Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Kenner Kate Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kent Ellen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Kentnor Elen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Kerber Craig Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.01 Kern Carol Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Kesselring Greg Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Kessler D Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Kessler Liz Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kestler Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Kestler Carol Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Kestler Ronald Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Ketron Terry Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Ketron Virginia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Keyes Walt No
2012.01.19 Khambholja Ann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Kheyfets Anna Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Khoury Valentina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.19 Kibby Larry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Kidwell-Money Mary No
2012.01.18 Kierstead-Waibel Lori Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kilburn Scott Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Kilgore Jerry Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kilgore John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kilgore Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Killam Shirley Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Killingbeck Judy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kilpin Kimberly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kim R Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Kindle Thomas Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 King Barbara Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 King Daisy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 King Deborah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 King Elisabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 King Justine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 King Mona Sophie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kingley Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kinnaman M.A. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kinney Carleton Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Kinsey Tammy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Kinslinger Liz Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kinsman Judy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Kintz Francis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Kintzer Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 2011.12.29 Kiran Jade Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Kirby E Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Kirchner Ria Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kirk Lorraine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Kirk Lorraine Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kirk Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kirkley Don Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kirkwood Kaye Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kirkwood R Kent Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Kirtley Stacie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Kirtz Aaron Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kisselburg Desiree Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Kistler Andrew Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Kitzul Deborah Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kjono Pamela Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Kladke Robin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Klapper Marcy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Klar Jutta Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Klass Kristin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Klaum Colleen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kleber CRAIG Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Kleber Keith Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Klein heatherjoy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 2012.01.05 Klein James Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Klein James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Klein John No
2011.12.30 Kleinbach Mary Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Kleinbard Alexa Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2011.12.29 Kleine Walter Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.17 Kleineweber Melinda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Klepek Lisa Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Kleshinski Frank X. Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Klette Margaret Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Kligman Louise Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Kligman Tara Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Kline Holly Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kline Patrick Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kline Paula Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Klingel Jon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Klinke David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Klipfel li George Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Klitzke William Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kloppinger Renate Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kloscak James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Kloscak James Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Klotz Brandi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kluepfel Rosemary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Kluttz Diane Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Knaus Karen L Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Knecht Daniel Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Knecht Thomas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Knickerbocker Al Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Knickerbocker Deanna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Knickerbocker Jacqueline Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.17 Knieselh Horst Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Knight Kathryn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Knight Matthew Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Knox Bradford Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Knox Lynn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Knox Mayumi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.22 Knox Thomas S. No
2011.12.28 Knuth Philip Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Kob Stephanie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kobler Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Koblick Char Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Kocek Alison Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Koch Joann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Koch Veronica Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 KochKetola Micheal Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kodner Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Koeller David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Koelling Keith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Koenig James Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Koetz Bette Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Kohanek Maggie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Kohanov Linda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kohlberg Douglas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Kohler Amala Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Kohler Bodhi Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kohler John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2012.01.06 Kohler William Lee Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Kohles April Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Kokora Maria Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kolego John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2012.01.06 Koller Vera Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Konzelman Daniel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Koo Rebecca Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Koon Traci Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Koperczak John Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Koranda Christine Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Korman Scott Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Korn, Jr. Roy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Kortepeter Derek Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Koschmeder Teresa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kosek Kate Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kosiorek Kylie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Kostis Steven Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kotarski John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Kotinas Dee Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Kovacs Natalie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Kovar Marie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Koven Thomas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Kovich Jenni Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Kowitt T Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Kozel Tom Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kozlowski Ted Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kozuh Fiona Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 2012.01.03 Kraan Aletta Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kraan Aletta Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2011.12.30 Krach Judy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Kramer Joan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Kramer Sister Margaret Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Kramp James No
2012.01.18 Kranz Nicholas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 2012.01.05 Krasnow Maxine Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kratovac Alma Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Krause Doug Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Krauss Josefine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kravcov Malcolm Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Krawisz Bruce Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Krebs Loren Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Krebs Norman Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kreck Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Kreiner Dennis Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kreiss Kevin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kren Paula Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Kreuzburg Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Krikourian Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Krohling Benjamin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Krohn Fred Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.06 Kroll Carrie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kron Kathy No
2012.01.19 Krucoff Rachel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Krueger Eric Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Krug Bruce Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Krumm James Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Krupinski K Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Kruszynski Yasiu Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kuehler Steve Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kuehnl Claudia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kukkonen Holly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kuklick Henrika Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kulesza Boguslaw Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kulik Mariellen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kulisek Lisa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Kurath Joan M. Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Kurtzhall Teresa Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Kurz Don Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 kusaba patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Kuticka Sheri Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Kvet Rosalind Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Kyle Patrice Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 L Vince Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.07 LB Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 L. Andrea Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 L. Hilary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 La Claire Russell Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 La Paglia Claudia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 La Rocca Isabella Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 La Veglia Joh Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 LaBarge LV Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 LaBeau Diana Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Labiner David Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 LaBrie Janet Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lackey Mercedes Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lacovitti Rosalinda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Laestadius Bill Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Laetsch lan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lafferty Julie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Laham Pamela Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Laird David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Lake Gill Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Lake Jennifer Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lamb Dayna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Lamb Dayna Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lamb Margaret Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lambert Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Lambeth Larry Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Lammers Judith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Lamon Jim and Cinty Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Lamou Madeleine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lampman Marilee Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Lance Kathryn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 2011.12.30 Landa Marty Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Landa Marty Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Landau Doug Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Landau Doug Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Landers John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Landress Judy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lane Anold Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2011.12.28 Lane Beverly Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lane Debbie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lane Deborah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lane Jana Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lane Lama Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 LaNew Maryann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Laney Steve Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lang Judith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lang Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Lange Stephanie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Langelan M Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Langevin John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lanskey Marcus Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Lapetino Carol Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lapid Gary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lapidus Debi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Lapointe Matthew Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 LaPointe-Meyer Drena Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Laporte Claude Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lara Joanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Larason Lewis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Larkin Elizabeth Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 2011.12.31 2012.01.06 Larsen Arell Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Larsen Arell Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Larsen Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Larsen Minda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Larson Beverly Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Larson Eugenia No
2012.01.04 Larson James Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.13 Larson Lori Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lasahn J Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 2012.01.04 LaSchiava Dona Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.09 2012.01.18 LaSchiava Dona Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.16 LaSchiava Dona S. No
2011.12.28 2012.01.05 Lash Cal Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Lategano Evening Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Latka Black Monica Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Laub Carina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Laub Conny Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Laub Peter Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Laub Tiffany Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Laudati Daniela Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lau-Enright Lily Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lauenstein Paul Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Laufer Jillana Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Laufer Jillana Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 laughon char Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.08 Laurent Fort Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Laurita Lori Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Laurita Lori Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Laurson Ed Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lausz Emilia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lautenschlegar Cinda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Laverdiere Marc Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit

Page 118 of 272




Rosemont Mine Public Notice Comments - Letters of Concern/Opposition

o < o
= () )
< g g
— ~ ™ <t o — - o
o o o o 17, ? o £ = E
a a 8 a S i < 2 Q2
2011.12.29 Lavin Elizabeth Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Lawford Rhonda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Lawrence Edward P Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lawrence Janice Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lawrence Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Lawrence Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lawson Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Lawson Carrie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Lawson Debi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lawson Joseph Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lawson Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Lawton Mallory Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Layne Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Layne Lynne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lazar Harold Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lazaroff Cat Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lazell James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Le Fevre Dale Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Le Garde Shirley Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Leahey Matthew Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 leahy Helen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Leahy Katherine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Leahy Martha Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Leahy Martha Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Leal-Mcbride Odilia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Leannah Geralyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Lear Kirsten Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 LEBEAU BARRY Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lebel Marlene Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Lebiedzierski Natalia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Leblanc Peggy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 LeCun Isabelle Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2012.01.05 LeDent Jamie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Lederer Marion Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 LeDuc Lorraine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lee Audrey Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lee Brendan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lee Carver Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Lee Donna Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lee Gundula Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lee Peter Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lee Roberta Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Leech David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lee-Hood Naomi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Leesekamp Kristine Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Leete Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Leffler Thomas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lefler Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Legare Chiari Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Legg Alex Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Legg Alex Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Lehr Doris Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.01 Lehr Stephanie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Leicht Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.06 Leigh Honour Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Leigh Jonathan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Leighty Jill Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Leija Phillip Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Leimanis Andra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Leimanis Janis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Leinbaugh Tracy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Leinonen Gerald Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Leisner Roger Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 LeMay Jeannine Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lembeck Helen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Lemieux Jeanne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Leming Chad Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Leming Chad Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.01 Lemmo David Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lengel Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Lenier Doug Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Lent Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lentz Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Leon Bill Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Leon Mabel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Leonard Debrah Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Leonard Lisa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Leonard Lois Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Leonard Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Leone Loreley Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 LePage Lucille Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 lepore lodiza Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lequient Magali Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lerner Kenny Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lesher Mark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Lesjak Heath Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Lester Alex Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lester Chris Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Letson Philip Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Letson William Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Leuck Rebecca Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Leuhrmann Paul Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Levario Ruben Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Levasseur Virginia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Leven Marie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Leventhal Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Levey Laura Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Levin Francee Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Levin Shaun Marie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Levine Adam Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Levine Ellen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Levine Lark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Levine Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Levine Sandy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Levitt Cody Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Levitt Emerald Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Levitt Emerald Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 2012.01.03 Levitt Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.19 Levitt Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Levitt Robert Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Levon Laurie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Levy Laura Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Levy Valerie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lewandowski Candace Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lewey Julie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lewis Brenda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lewis Deanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lewis Erma Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Lewis Inge Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lewis Jane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lewis Janine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lewis Jennifer Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Lewis Karlir Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lewis Kris Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lewis @] Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lewis Taryn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lewis Verlene Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Lewton David Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.07 Lewton Quentin No
2012.01.18 leyrer Bill Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Li Silvi Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.01 Li Yue Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Libbares Georgia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Libby Dominic Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Libman Diane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.19 Libutti Amanda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lichtenbert Bob Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Lichtenbert Bob Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Liedo Horacio Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.02 Lien Dianne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Lienau Tim Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lifton-Schwerner Claudia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Light John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Likovich Andrea Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Lilly Carolyn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lilly David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Lim Yee Yean Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Limbach John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Limmer Abigail Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Linder Tami Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Lindermann Aleksander Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lindgren E. Rune Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Lindh Cindy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Linnitt Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Lion Sergio Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Lipkin Suzanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lippel Wolfgang Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lipson Charlotte Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lisbin A Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Liske Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 List Suzi Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Little Alan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Little Godfrey Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Little Heather Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Little Marcia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Little W. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Livesey-Fassel Elaine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Livingston Daniel Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Livingston James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Lloyd Rev. E. Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Loayza Sheila Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 2012.01.19 Lobel Colleen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Lobel Colleen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Locke Kimberly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Locke Vicy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Locker Georgia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.08 Lockett Jennifer Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lockhorn Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lockwood Peter Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lockwood Ronald and Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Loera Magenta Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Loera Wolfgang Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Loftis Christopher Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Logan S Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Logan Hays Helen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.12 Lohmann Walter Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lombardi Bob Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Lombardi Carolyn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Londergan Henry Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Long Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lopes Ana Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Lopes Ana Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Lopez Adolfo Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lopez Ann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lopez David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lopez Ernesto Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lopez-Tello Valle Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Loquet Hugo Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Lorch William Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lordi David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 2012.01.06 Lorenz Bettina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Lorenz Bettina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lottes llsa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Louchard O'Neill Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Love Marigold Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Love Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Love Reeve Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Love Sarah Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Loveday George Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lovelace Marcia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lovelace Ray Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Lovell Cathryn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lovich James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lovino Teresa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Low Grant Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lowde Sean Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Lowe Rosemary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Lowenthal Sherry No
2012.01.04 Lowery Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Lowery Karen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lowry Marsha Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Loyche Gitte Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lozano Luis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lozoraitis Helen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lu Yi-Mei Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Luban Shirley Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lucas A Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lucas Steve Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Lucas Steve Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lucchini Paul Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lucido Leo Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Ludolphi Nicolette Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ludwig Sweetbryar Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Luebke Brenda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lugo Angela Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lugo-Ortiz Carlos Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Luke Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Luke Sherry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lulla Tara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Lund Mike Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Lund Sonja Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lundeen James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lundgren Theodore Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Lundholm Mark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Luparello Rocio Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Lurie-Janicki Ellaine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lustig Gregg Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Lustig Karen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lutz Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Lutz Dravigny Anne No
2012.01.19 Lutzker Daniel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lynden Joanna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Lynn Pamela Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Lynn Sandra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Lyons Martha Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Lyons Mike Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Lytle Denise Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Lytle Denise Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 M P Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 M Pat Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Maas Katherine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Maathuis Leo Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 MacArthur Alice Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 MacBurnie Beverly Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Macdonald Angus M Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.08 MacDonald Ben Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 MacDonald Donalda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 MacDonald Jennifer Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 MacDonald Manolo Segura Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Macdonald Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 MacDougall Christina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Macgregor Cheryl Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Machovina Bill Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Maclntyre Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.19 Mack Carol L. No
2012.01.19 Mack Carrie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mackanic Janice Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mackay Donald Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Macklem Simonne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 MacLeod Sandra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Macluskie Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 MacNish Robert Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 2012.01.06 Macomber Jessica Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Macura Lauren Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Macy Arianne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Macy Michelle Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Maday Pat Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Maddalena Barb Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Maddox Justin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Maddox, Ph.D. Robert A. No
2012.01.18 Madias Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Madison Chelsea Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Madison Nj Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Madison Theory Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Madruga Philip Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mae Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Maetz Marianne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Magdalene Lilithe Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Magee Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Maggied Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Magruder Marshall No
2012.01.19 Maguire Joel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Mahdavi Omid Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Maher Alyce Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mahoney Anika Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mahoney Stopyra Melanie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mahr Steve Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Maier Ann Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Maier Janet Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Maier John Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Main Sam Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Mairs Nancy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Majalca Marilyn No
2012.01.18 Maker Janet Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Makes Marks Luan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.15 Maki Ruth No
2011.12.14 Maki William S No
2012.01.18 Malackaite Vaida Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Malen J Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Malette Jacquie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Malfait Andrew Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Malinauskas Helen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Malkerson Joel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Mallett Beth Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Mallory Janeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Malone Judy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Maltz Esta Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Malyon Hilary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 manchester bob Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mand JD Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mande Jace Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mandell Peter Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Manderscheid B Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Mandler James Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Manes Sharin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Manganiello Wendy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Manges Laura Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Manges Laura Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Mangino Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Mann Anne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Manning David Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Manning Emily Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mannsfeld Bjoern Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Mannsfeld Bjoern Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Manos Bocek Christina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mansfield Mark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mantas Nicholas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Mantovani Amanda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Manzo Margherita Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Marantz Mady Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Marcus Christina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Margie, Jr. Walter Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Mariani Eugene Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Marien Veronique Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Marincu-Bunei Madalina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Marino Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Marino Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Marion Carolyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.07 Markey Sandrine Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Markham Craig Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Markus Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Maroc Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Marschner Fred Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Marsh Albert Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Marsh Amelia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.02 Marsh Anne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Marshall Eileen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Marshall Erin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Marshall John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Marshall Lara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Marshfield Laurel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Martel Kelley Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Martell Jon Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Martellaro Karen L Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Martin A. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.11 Martin A. No
2012.01.05 Martin David Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Martin David Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine

Page 132 of 272




Rosemont Mine Public Notice Comments - Letters of Concern/Opposition

o < o
= () )
< g g
— ~ ™ <t o — - o
o o o o 17, ? o £ = E
a a 8 a S i < 2 Q2
2012.01.18 Martin Diana Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Martin Edith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Martin Marilyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 MARTIN Michele Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Martin Minda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Martin Pat Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Martin Rudolf Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Martin Sarah Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Martin Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Martin Tina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Martinez Alfred Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Martinez Jennifer Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Martinez John Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Martinez Keiko Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Martinez Linda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Martinez Marian Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Martinez @) Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Martins Andrea Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Martins Daniel Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Martorano Joan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Marwick Jean Ann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Masanz John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Masarweh Ramzi Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Masia Perales Teresa Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Mason Brenda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Mason Dawn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.22 MasSaSeen No
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2011.12.30 Massey Jim Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Massimini Esther Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Masters Mary Jo Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.02 Mastropasqua Jonna Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Mathes Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Matheson Sue Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Mathews Andrea S Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 2012.01.06 Mathews Carole Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Mathews Carole Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Mathews Pat Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Matney Edwin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Matra Robyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Matsui Vicky Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2012.01.05 Mattiace Cinzia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Mattiace Cinzia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mattiace Ezio Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Mattiace Gaia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Mattocks Kurt Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Mattox Jack and Kathy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.08 Mauer Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Mauet Sarah Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Maurhoff Peggy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Maxfield Bruce Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Maxwell Evelyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 May Geraldine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mayer Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mayer George Louis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2011.12.28 Mayer Kari Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Mayer Marita Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Mayer Marita Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Mayfield Carey Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.19 Maynard John No
2012.01.18 Mayton Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Mayton Robert Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Mazhnyy Mark Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 MAZIK KIM Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mazurek Kate Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Mazurek Stephen J Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Mazza Lee Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Mazzotta Gaetano Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Mc Mark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mc Allister Eric Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 2012.01.05 Mc Naul Darleen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Mc Naul Darleen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McAdam Jennifer Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 McCabe Christine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McCabe Ellen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McCabe Erin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McCalister Janet Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McCall Kira Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 McCalla Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McCalley Toni Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McCann Marcia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McCarthy Judith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2011.12.28 McCarty Anthea Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Mccarty Natasha Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.12 McCarty Tom No
2012.01.18 McCleaf Angela Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McCleary Harriet Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mcclellan Donna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 McClellan Karol No
2012.01.18 McCloud Jack Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McCollom IlI Russell Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 McConnell Bobi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McCord Marc Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2012.01.05 McCormick Douglas Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 McCormick Douglas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.11 McCoy Bill No
2012.01.05 McCoy Hazel Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 McCoy Howard Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 McCoy Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 McCoy Nancy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 McCoy Virginia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 McCracken Diana and Ken No
2012.01.18 McCracken Jacqueline Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mccrary Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 McCrohan Peter Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 McCullagh Charlie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McCulloch Norma Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McCurdy Jim Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 McD Ruth Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 McDermott Don Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 McDermott Reta Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 2012.01.02 McDonald Patricia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 McDonald Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 McDonough Rebecca Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Mcfarland Eve Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 McFarland Jay Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.10 McGarrey Rick No
2012.01.18 McGee Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McGeehan Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McGhee Alan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McGill Ron Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mcginty Alison Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McGlashan Maria Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mcgough Alice Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 McGough Alice Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 McGovern Donlon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 McGowan Cathleen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 McGowan Dave Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Mcgrail Helen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Mcgrath Paul Margaret Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McGreevy Annie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McGregor Joan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McGuire Jean Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 McGuire Rosie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 McGuire Sandra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mcguire Sheila Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 McGuire Therese No
2012.01.18 McHone Veona Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mcintosh Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mclintosh Malva Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mclintosh Sharon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mclinturff Alfred Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mcintyre Julian Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McKay Claire Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mckee Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 McKee Janet Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 McKee Jerry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McKee Laura Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McKeeman Laura Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 McKelvey Don Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 mckenney ruth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 McKenzie Ross Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 McKibbin Kevin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 McKim Krista Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mcknight Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 McLane Roth Lois No
2012.01.18 Mclarty Linnie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McLean Kathy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 McLean Kathy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 McLeod Adrienne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 McLeod Matt Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McManus Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 McMilan Janet Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2011.12.31 McMullen Gall Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 McMullin William Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McMurtrey Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mcnally Bruce Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mcnally Dennis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McNamara Catherine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McNamara Eileen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mchamara Karla Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 McNaul Darleen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Mcnea Judith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McPeek Cathy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 McPhall Richard Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 McQueen Ann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 McRae Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.09 McReynolds Shirley Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mcwilliams Patti Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Mead Marjorie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Meagher Joe Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Mechler Alice Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Medina Alberta Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Medina Ana Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Medina Kathleen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Medina Raquel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Medlin Tony Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Meeks John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mehler Maureen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Meighen-Wise Sara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Mejides Andres Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Mekel Sonjua Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Melampy Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Melcher Mary No
2012.01.18 Melik Ella Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mello I Steven Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mellom Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Melody Pat Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Melonson Kerry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Meltzer Gwenn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Meltzer Kathryn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.09 2012.01.19 Melvin Catherine Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Melvin David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Menard Rose Marie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Mendelsohn Cal Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Mendelsohn Martin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Mendelsohn Martin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Mendelson Ruth Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Mendenhall R. Miles Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mendes Ruth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mendez Leslie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 mendez V laura Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mendias Dawn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Menechella Tony Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Mengoli Massimiliano Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Menish Ramona Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mensing Max Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2011.12.31 Menyuk Paula Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Menz Eleanor Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mercer Michele Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Mercer Michele Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Mercier Jean-Luc Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Merljak Julija Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Merlo Alfonso Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Merriman John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.08 Merry Nicholas Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Mertz Robert A. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Meservey Sarah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Messerschmitt Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Messerschmitt Susan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Messineo Michela Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 2012.01.05 Metcalfe London Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Metz Whitney Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Metzinger Karen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.17 Meyer Joanne No
2012.01.18 Meyer Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Meyer Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Meyer Twyla Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Meyer Jr. Harold Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Meyer Jr. Harold Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.02 Meyerhans Isabel Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Meyers Cindy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Meyers Edward Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.07 Michael L Vista Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2011.12.28 Michael Sandra Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Michaelis Mary Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Michaelis MaryLynn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Michals Cory Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Michel Thomas Andrea Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2011.12.30 2012.01.05 Micheli Enea Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Michelsen Lee Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Micklewright John Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.17 Mier Mead Z. No
2012.01.17 2012.01.18 Mier Sandra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mieyal Timothy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Milbauer John (Dr.) No
2012.01.18 Milhaupt Shannon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Milhaupt Shannon Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Milich Lenard Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Miller Bill Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.11 Miller Brita No
2012.01.19 Miller Cary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Miller Christina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Miller Doris Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Miller Dusty Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Miller Howard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Miller Jane Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Miller Jeffrey Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Miller Jenny M. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Miller Jerry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Miller Jesse Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.19 Miller John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Miller John E Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Miller Judith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Miller Karen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Miller Karen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Miller Lee Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Miller Linda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Miller Lisa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Miller Megan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Miller Melissa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Miller Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Miller Sandra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Miller Sandra Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Miller Shane Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Miller Susan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Millet Stephanie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Millette Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Millier James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Milliken Elizabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Milliron Margaret Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Millner Sherry Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Mills Lucy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Milnes Melonie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Milszeski Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mimeau Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Mimeau Patricia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Minault Kent Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.19 Mindell Charles Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 mindlin mindy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Minich Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Minicucci Dianne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Miniscalco Emma Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mintzes Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Minutaglio Aubrey Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Mischo Ute Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Mistler Christine No
2012.01.06 Mitchell Angela Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Mitchell Caro Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mitchell Michelle Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Mitchell Michelle Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Mitchell Phillip Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Mitchell Phillip Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Mitchell Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mitchell Ronnie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mitchell-Gross Judy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mitich Janice E. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mitros Gosia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.08 Mittelsteadt Scott Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Miyasaka Jeanne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Mlynczak Raymond Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mock Howard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mocke Grant Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mockel-H Stefan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mocking Fred Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Modjeski Jan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Modra Debora Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Moehle Carm Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Moeller Elke Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Moeller Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Moffat James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Moffat James Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.01 Moffat Lorna Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Moffat Micheal Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Mohan Debi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Mohan Debi Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.07 Mohney Claudine Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.07 Mohney Danielle Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.07 Mohney Ron Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Moidel Jeffrey Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Moir Madelaine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Molesworth Dannielle Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Molina Norma Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Molinari Christina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Molinari Diana Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Molinari Victoria Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Molk Marguerite Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mollen Phyllis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Molloy Frances Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Molter Julie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Momin Jana Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mon Luis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2011.12.30 Mon Luis Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Moncure Janet Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Mond Ann Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Mondaze Gina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Money Christine M.C. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Money Greg No
2012.01.19 Mongan James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Monk Roger Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Monroe Christy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Monroe Pat Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Monson Todd Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Montague-Judd Danielle Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Montapert Anthony Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Montapert Anthony Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Montgomery Edith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Montoya Corrine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Montti Rina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Montuori John Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Moo Peter Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.04 Mooney Linda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Moore Anne No
2012.01.18 Moore Benita Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Moore Cindy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.12 Moore Craig A. No
2011.12.28 Moore Dennis Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Moore Janine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Moore Joe Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Moore Kay Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Moore Molly Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.06 Moore Nancy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Moore Pauline Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Moore Sharon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Moore Thomas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Moore Thomas Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Moorer Era J. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Moorman Bruce Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Morales Cesar Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.04 Morales Julie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Morales Marisa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Moran Liana Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Moran M Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Moran Susan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Morello B Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Morello Phyl Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Moreno Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Moreno Tirso Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Morgan Andy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Morgan Courtney Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Morgan Dawn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Morgan Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Morningsong Cynkay Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Morotti Gloria Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Morotti Gloria Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Morris Christen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Morris Claude Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Morris Florence Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Morris Gerald Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Morris Ray Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Morris Suzan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Morrison Edward Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Morrison Emily No
2012.01.19 Morrison Frances Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Morrison Nicole Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Morrissey Christine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Morrow Kathryn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Morrow Lynn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Morrow Lynn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Mortara Susan No
2012.01.18 Morton Arlena Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Moser Janet Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Moser Paul Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Moshel Dave No
2012.01.18 Moss Marjorie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Moss Mikasa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Moss Rhea Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Moss Sharon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Mosteller Wayne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Mostoufi Siavash Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Moszyk John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Moszyk John Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Motes Catherine Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2011.12.31 Motz Sandra Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Mount Dave Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Mousset Marie-Francoise Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Mudry Jack Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mueller Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Muellner Roger Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Muhammad Rafeak Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Muir Marybeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Mulas Enzo Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Mulcahy Tina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mullane Sharon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Mullbock Mark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Muller Audrey Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Mulligan Denise Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mullin Catherine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Mulski Tara Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Mumford Sarah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mummery Donna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mundy Ken Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Muney Shirley Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.20 Muney Shirley G. No
2012.01.18 Munk-Kegeler Bonita Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.16 Munoz Henry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Munoz Michelle Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Munz Carl Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Muratore Anthony Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Murdock Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.19 Murphey Robin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Murphy Ann Marie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Murphy Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Murphy Brian Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.06 Murphy Dylan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Murphy Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Murphy Ken Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Murphy M. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Murphy Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Murphy Michelle Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Murphy Shirley F. No
2012.01.18 Murray Car; Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Murray Craig Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.04 Murray Rosemary Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Murtha William Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Murty Catherine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Myers Debra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Myers Keith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 2012.01.06 Myers Keli Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Myers McDowell Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Myers Molly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Myers Nathaniel Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Myers Penny Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Mynott Il David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 N Sandeep Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Nachreiner Shawn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Naeder Arick Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.19 Naegler Hanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Nafziger Nikki Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Nagel Davies Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Nahigian Kenneth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Nakamura Cecilia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Nakonieczny Tomasz Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Nalencz Leonard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Nallamilli Sonny Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Nank Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Naper Charlene Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Naples Jean Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Naples Jean Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Napoleon L Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Nass Charles O. No
2011.12.30 2012.01.05 Nasser Matthew Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Navarrete Aguinaga Adriana Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Nave Bill Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Naveh Edith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Navez Ren Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Navidad Susan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Nazzaro Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Neal Warwick Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 2011.12.29 Neary Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Needham Meredith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Needle Burgess Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Neesham Maresa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Negley Constance Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.19 Negri P.A. No
2012.01.18 Neidich Charles Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 2012.01.05 Neihart Janet Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Neiman Laura Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2012.01.05 Neimo Ginger Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Nelson Amy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Nelson Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2012.01.05 Nelson Bette Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Nelson Bette Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Nelson Brad Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Nelson Catherine Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Nelson Cindy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Nelson Cyndi Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Nelson Dawn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Nelson Dennis R. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.21 Nelson Dick No
2012.01.19 Nelson Harmony Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Nelson Joseph Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.13 Nelson Judith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Nelson Judy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.13 Nelson Miesen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Nelson Steven Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Nemec Andrea Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Neperud Janna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Ness Chris Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Neste George Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Neste Lisa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2011.12.29 Neste Lisa Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Netusil Paul Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Neu Cy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Neuber Christa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Neuenschwander Jolene Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Neuffer Dave Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Neuhauser Alice Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Neumann Joe Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Neumann Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.18 Neumann Renee No
2012.01.18 Neustadt Gall Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 New Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Newberg Stephen and Rob Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Newell David Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Newell Vicky Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Newhall Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Newhart Kim Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Newkirk Nancy No
2012.01.18 Newman Matthew Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Newman Roberta E Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Newton Roger Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Nguyen Kim Loan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Nguyen Vu Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 n‘ha Lydia Carmen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Niccolini Dianora Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Nichols Jason Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Nichols John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit

Page 153 of 272




Rosemont Mine Public Notice Comments - Letters of Concern/Opposition

o < o
= () )
< g g
— ~ ™ <t o — - o
o o o o 17, ? o £ = E
a a 8 a S i < 2 Q2
2012.01.19 Nickelson Ashley Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.20 Nickerson Cyndy No
2012.01.18 Niebres Carolina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Niemeyer Stacy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Nikl Barbara-Ann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Niles Amy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Nilsson Annette Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Nilsson Louise Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Nin Bruna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Nissen Ida Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Nitsch Charlie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Noah lan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Noaker Kaathi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Noaker Kathi Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.06 Nobles Sarah Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Noblett Dianne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Nobrega Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Noel Letitia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Noel Nancee Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Noeldner Paul Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Noethen M Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Noggle Carl Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Noggle Carl Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Noggle Jon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.19 Nolty Peggy No
2012.01.18 Noneman Greg Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Norden Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.19 Norman Penni Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Normandin Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Norris Joanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 North Liisa L. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Norton Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Norton Suzanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Notestine James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Notestine James E. No
2011.12.20 Novak Maria No
2011.12.29 Novak Ted Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 2012.01.05 Novotny-Reich Carolyn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Nowak Leonard Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Nowakowska Jutta Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Nudelman Deborah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 2012.01.05 Nuesch Raymond Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Nylander Susanna Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Oates Noel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ober Dennis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Oberto Terrence Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 O'Brien Beth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.10 O'Brien Casey No
2012.01.19 O'Brien Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 O'Brien Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ochmanek E Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Ochotorena Ray No
2012.01.18 O'Connell, Esq. Carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Oconnello James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.19 Oconnor Shannon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 O'Connor Brendan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 O'Connor Ellen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 O'Connor Kim Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 O'Connor Susanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 O'Connor Willa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Odell Norma Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Odle Rebecca Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 O'Donnell Dawn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 O'Donnell Dawn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 O'Donnell DeDe Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 O'Donnell Eileen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 O'Donnell Kathleen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 O'Dowd Erika Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Oecal Tina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Ogden Jeryl Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ogella Edith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Ogella Edith No
2012.01.05 Ognjanovic Michelle Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 O'Halloran Elizabeth Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 OHara Elizabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Ohlson Connie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Ohman Karen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Okun Joan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Olander Alan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Oldham Jan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Oleary Elizabeth Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Oliveira @] Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Oliver Della Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Oliver Gary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Oliver Ray Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Olivia Asha Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Olivier Larry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.09 Ollar JJ Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Olle Christine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Olsen Corey E. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Olsen Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Olson Charlene Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Olson Diane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Olson John Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Olson Lee Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.04 Olson Nicholas Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Olson Pamela Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 O'Malley Polly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 O'Neal Don Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 O'Neal Maureen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 O'Neal Maureen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 O'Neill Rory Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 O'Neill Cara Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Onsgard Donald Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 O'Reilly Brian Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Orlinski Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Orlinski Patricia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Orlove Hannah Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Orme Kevin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Ormenaj Carolyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Ormenaj Carolyn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Orons Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Orosz-Coghlan Patricia Yes
2012.01.19 Ortega Lesliann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ortiz Kenneth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Ortiz Quintin No
2011.12.28 Orzechowski Larry Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Oshana Katherine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Ostler Adam Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ostrander Helen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ostrander, Jr. William P Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Ostrec Mirella Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 O'Sullivan Dennis Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Otazo Nina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Otis Pamela Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ottenbrite Shelley Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Oubrayrie Fabienne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Oubrayrie Fabienne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ouellette Debbie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ouellette Tracy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Oulman Lynne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Oust Judy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Overacker Kelly Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Overton Alex Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Overton Joyce Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.19 Overton Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Owhadi Siamak Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Oxenbury Jane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2011.12.30 2012.01.02 2012.01.05 Ozkan Dogan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ozkan Dogan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 P Lisa Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Pacheco Roseanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Packard Lauren Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Packer Patti Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pacula Helen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Padden Margaret Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Page Nick Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Pagel Carolyn No
2012.01.05 Paglia V. Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Paglia Victor Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pagoulatos Alexis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Painchaud Kathy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pais Gregory Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 paisley janet Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Palacky Tami Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Palcich Elanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Palm Lowell Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Palm Stephen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Palmaro Chris Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Palmer Jason Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Palmer Mike Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Pamperin Joanne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2011.12.29 2012.01.05 Panagia Giancarlo Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Panayi Christopher Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Pandit Sudhir Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Panko Drew Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pannaman Stanley Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Panter Lisanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Pantier Gina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.06 Paola Orazi Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Papaleo Deborah Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Papazian Maria Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Paratelli Patrizio Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Paravola Alicia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Parcells Julie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Pardess Yael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Paredes Nancy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Parekh Jai Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Parisi Anthony Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Park Phyllis Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Parke Kathryn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Parke Melinda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Parker Brenda Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Parker Catherine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Parker Cindy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Parker Cynthia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Parker David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Parker Francine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Parker Judith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Parker Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Parker Philip Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Parker Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Parker Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Parker Stan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Parks Christine Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Parr Marianne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Parr Mary Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Parr Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Parr Robert Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.18 Parr Robert and Mary No
2012.01.19 Parry Ronald Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Parsons Diana Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Parvin L Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Paschen Renee Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 2012.01.18 Paschke Vera Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pasillas Christina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Patchell Herb Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Patoray Arlene Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Patri Tito Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Patrick Caroline Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Patrick Thielley Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Patrie Lewis and Jeannette Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Patrizzi Lee Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 PATSIS ELI Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Patterson Dianne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Patterson Jane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit

Page 161 of 272




Rosemont Mine Public Notice Comments - Letters of Concern/Opposition

o < o
= () )
< g g
— ~ ™ <t o — - o
o o o o 17, ? o £ = E
a a 8 a S i < 2 Q2
2011.12.29 2012.01.05 Patterson Martina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Patterson Rep. Daniel Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Patton Todd Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Patzer Debra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Paul Gavin Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Paul Les Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Pauls Alvena Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Paushel Joseph Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Pawlowski Georgia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Paxton Harold Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Paxton Jessica Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Payden-Travers Christine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Payne Bernadette Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Payne Blake Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Payne Blake Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Payne Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Payton Fay Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Pazos Aida Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 2012.01.05 Peake Marina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Pearlson Richard Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Pearson Juliet Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Pearson Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Pearson Tia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Peascoe Judith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Peavler Wayne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Peavy Jerry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pecha Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2011.12.28 Peck Harry Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Peck Karin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Peck Lorna Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Pedriana Thomas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Pedrini Eros Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pedroza Donna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Peipert Jacqueline Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 peirce susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pekarcik Diane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pelham Christopher Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Pelleg Joshua Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pelton B Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pemberton Donna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Pena Alejandra Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Pencall Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Penewell James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pengenika Yanula Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Pensinger Kathryn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Penton Ann M. No
2012.01.18 Peralta Sharon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Perett Tracy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.01 Pereverzeva Alina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Perez Luiz Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Perfecto Karla Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Perkins Guy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Perkins Marie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Perkins Origen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Perkins Rebecca Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Perkins Sandra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pero ELVA Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Perricelli Claire Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Perrin Amy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Perry Judith Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Persico Yuka Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Perty Gabor Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.02 Perzan Mirza Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Peter Judith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Peterkin John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Peters Gene and Dori Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Petersen Alice Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Petersen Tina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Petersen, Jr. Carl Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Peterson Andrea Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Peterson Darrell Lynn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Peterson Dee Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Peterson Frank Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Peterson Katya Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Peterson Kimberly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Peterson Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Peterson Ronald Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Peterson Shannon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Peterson Shelly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Peterson Stanley Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Peterson Susie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.19 Peterson William Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Petoskey Rox Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Petracelli Cindy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Pettersen Monika Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Petty Mike Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 2012.01.05 Petty Shannon Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Petzko Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pfand Horst Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Philip Diana Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Philips Tomi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Philipson Tricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Phillips Benjamin Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Phillips Janice Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Phillips Jim Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Phillips Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Phillips Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Phipps Francoise Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Phyliky Rimes Carrie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Piasecka Ewa Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.08 2012.01.09 Pickrell Douglas No
2011.12.30 Pickrell Judy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.06 Picron Mireille Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Piekarski Christine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pieniazek Annette Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pierce Patrick Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Pierce Paul Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Pieroni Genevieve Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Pierre Sherrill Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pike-Roberts Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pilafian Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Pineda Lauren Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pineiro-Hall Esther Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Pinezich John Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Pingel Scott Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Pink Shelly Renee Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Pinto Sara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.18 Pinto Vincent and Claudia No
2012.01.01 2012.01.07 Piper Janna Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Piper Janna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 2012.01.01 2012.01.05 2012.01.06 Pirotte Danielle Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Pisacano Catherine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Pisani Maureen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Pistone Darrell Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pitchford Jayne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 2012.01.02 Pitchford Victoria Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.02 Pitts Patrick Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Place Robert and Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Planeta Jennifer Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Plante Gilles Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Plucinski Wanda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Plumeri April Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.21 Plyler Mycenay No
2012.01.18 Polens Jared Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Polino Margaret Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Polish Bret Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Polishuk Sandy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pollet-Grimm Amber Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Pollock Janelle Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pomeroy Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pommer Jennifer Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Ponczak Craig Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Poole Callie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Poole John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Poos Sebastiaan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Popham Joan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Popolizio Carlo Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Popovich, Jr. Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Poppe Dorothy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Poro Monica Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Porter Gladys Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Porter Mark Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Porter Mark Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.05 Porter Thomas Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Post Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Potente David Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Pottle Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Pouliot-Harden Rev. Robert J. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Pound Robert Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.02 Povilitis Tony Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Powell Charles Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Powell Jeffrey Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit

Page 167 of 272




Rosemont Mine Public Notice Comments - Letters of Concern/Opposition

o < o
= () )
< g g
— ~ ™ <t o — - o
o o o o 17, ? o £ = E
a a 8 a S i < 2 Q2
2012.01.19 Powell Joseph Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Powell Randall Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Powell Steve Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Powers Linda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Powers Mary Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Powers Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 2012.01.05 Prairie Annemarie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Prairie Annemarie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Prate Gloria Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Pratt Marlene Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Pregent Greg Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Preiss Anat Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Presley Peggy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Preston Lynne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Prettyman Janet Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Price Carolyn Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Price Johnny Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Price Maridell Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Price Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 priestley meredith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.09 Prim Brooke Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Prince Dr. Steven J. Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Prinkey William and Gayle Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Prinz Lilo Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Pritchard Jeff Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pritchard Jennifer Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Pritchard John Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Proctor Stephanie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Prom Staley Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Pronto Jeb Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Propst Paula Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Prosperie Johnnie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Provencio Rick Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Provenzano James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Provost Chantal Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Provost Mathias Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.01 Provost Stephanie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Prowell Judith Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Prowell Shannon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.08 Prowell Shannon Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Pruitt Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Prychodko Nicholas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pryer Dean Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2012.01.07 Pshenitskiy Andrey Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Puca Laurie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Puerta Germain Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.01 Puerta Maya Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Pugh Kathy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Pulliam Janice Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.13 Pulliam Jerry No
2012.01.18 Pulsifer Diane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Purvis Cheryl Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.29 Purvis Paula Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.01 Putnam-Hidalgo Betts No
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2012.01.19 Pyatt Jill Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Pykare Nina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Pyle Ron Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Quackenbush Kay Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Quanstrom Julie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Quiaritius Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Quast Cynthia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Querner Kathleen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Quillen York Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Quillen York Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Quilty Chuck Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Quinlan Michael No
2012.01.18 Quinn James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Quinn Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Quint Alisa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Quintana Valerina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.01 Quintric Michele Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Ra Orchid Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Raab Elke Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 rabb leslie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rabbino N. Davida Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 rabbSylviarabb Sylvia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Raccio Karen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Race Margery Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rachel Sarah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rachmuth Marc Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 2011.12.30 Radau Rudolph Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.18 Radau Rudolph Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Radko Danuta Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Raehl Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rafaniello Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rafferty Charlie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Raforth Laura Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Raforth Laura Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Rafoth John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Ragan Peter Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Ragland Julie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Raichle Helen Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Raider Phil Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rainey Dorli Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Rainey John No
2012.01.19 Rajotte Michele Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Ralston Alexander Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Ralston Jeannette Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Ramirez Ana Maria Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ramirez Fernando Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Ramirez Isabel Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ramirez Kate Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ramos Paul Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Ramos Tom Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Ramsden Jackie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ramsey Sylvia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Randall Deborah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Randall Victoria Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.03 Randolph Christine No
2011.12.31 Ranger Michael Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ransom S Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Ranstrom Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rantala Mervi Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Raper Connie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Raper Connie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Rapoport Shana Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rapp Doreen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rapp Kathy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rapp Neville No
2012.01.19 Rashall Rosa Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.19 Rast Martha No
2012.01.18 Ratner Ronald Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ratzlaff Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.13 Rau Diane Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.01.15 Rau Diane No
2012.01.18 Rau Walter Eric Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Rauch Gaston Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Rausis Maria Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2012.01.07 Raway Philippe Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.03 Ray Elise Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ray Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ray Theda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Raymond Mike Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Re Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Read Gina Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2011.12.30 Reade Anne Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Reading Jane Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ream Tarn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Reame Jennifer Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Reda Russell Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Reda Russell Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Redfern Pastor Tim Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 2012.01.05 Rediger Ron Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Redish Maryellen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Redner Pat Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Redpath Jerry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Reed A Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Reed Alaina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 2011.12.31 Reed Ann Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Reed Liz Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Reed Lorna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Reed Robert M and Carol G Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Rees Janet Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Reese Bartley Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Reese Sarah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Reese William Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Reeser Cheryl Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Reesor Laura Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.08 Reeves Ella Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.01 Reeves Lenore Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 reeves Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.08 Regan Derek Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
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2012.01.19 Rego Kim Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Rego Kim Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Rego Kim No
2011.12.29 Rego-Ross Saun Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.04 Reichardt Bryce No
2012.01.17 Reichardt Elaine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Reichardt Elaine No
2012.01.03 Reichert Mayrene (Sally) No
2012.01.18 2012.01.19 Reichert Robyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.04 Reichert Sally and Bryce No
2011.12.18 Reichlin Seymour No
2011.12.29 Reid Brian Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Reid John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.09 Reils Shera Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Rein Maryann Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Reindollar Elizabeth Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Reinhard Cathy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Reinhardt Karl David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Reinhold Debra Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.09 Reinthal Peter No
2012.01.18 Reisman Emil Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Remy Casey Jo Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.01 Remy Casey Jo Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Rendigs Kim Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Renneke Jos Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.04 Rennie Cheryl Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.04 Rennie Cheryl No
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2012.01.18 Renshaw Ken Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Renton Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 reom carol Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Resnick-Silverman Lois Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Revis Cathy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Reyes Antoinette Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Reynolds Carolyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Reynolds Priscilla Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Reynolds Sharon Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.28 Reynolds Stephanie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Reznikoff Vicki Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Rgan Troy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Rhein Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Rhodes Marilyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Rhodes, Il Robert W Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Rials Jennifer Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ricci Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 Ricci Vittorio Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ricciardi Anthony Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Rice Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Rice Chris Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rice Daryl Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rice Tony Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Rich Tanya Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Richard Naomi Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Richard-Amato Patricia No
2012.01.18 Richards Annita Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Richards Deborah Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Richards Jackie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Richards Ronald Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Richards Meyers Lyne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Richardson Beverly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Richardson Don Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Richardson Don Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.30 Richardson Gayle Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.07 Richardson James Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Richardson Leslie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Richardson Pamela Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Richardson Susan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Richcreek Geoff Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Richey Sylvia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Richkus John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.02 Richmond Dorothy Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Richmond Lonna Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Richmond Lonna Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Richter Albert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Richter Andrew Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ricketts Carolyn Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rickman Roz Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Ricks Vinita Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ridder Lynette Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Riddle Ron Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 2012.01.07 Ridella Orion Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 rider Heather Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.18 Ridge Terry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Ridgely Elizabeth Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ridgeway William Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Ridgley Patricia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ridlon, Jr. Jim Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.08 Riehlein Helga Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2011.12.31 Rigano Robert Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Riggs Garland Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Riggs Vincent Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Riker Holly Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Riley Anne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Riley Chas Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rindler Joseph Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ringnalda Jonelle Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Rink Dave Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Rissman Garry Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Ritchey Robert Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Ritchey, Jr. Albert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Ritchings Anne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.03 Ritter Castle Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Rivard Michael Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Rivas Janet Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rivera Carlos Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 2012.01.19 Rivers Bill Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rivest Debra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rizzo Melba Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Robben Sally Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.19 Robbins Susan Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Roberts James Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Roberts Karen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Roberts Marietta Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Roberts Nancy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Roberts Renee Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Robertshaw Lawrence Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Robertson Destine Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Robertson Dianne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Robertson Eileen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Robertson Jennie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Robertson Jennifer Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Robertson Marley Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Robertson Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Robertson Virginia Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.28 Robertson Virginia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Robey Eddy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Robillard Sean Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Robinson Alan Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Robinson Bina Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Robinson David Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Robinson Hannah G. Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.31 2012.01.03 Robinson Janet Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Robinson Janet Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Robinson Jill Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Robinson Joyce Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Robinson Joyce No
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2012.01.19 Robinson Richard Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 robinson silkie Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Robles Sidney Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Robson Sandra Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Robuck Rose Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Rocha Candy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 2012.01.07 Rocha Nidia Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Roche Peter Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Rochkind Jodie Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Rock Cindy Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rodefer Terrell Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Roderick E Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.30 Rodgers J. Paul Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.19 Rodgers Peter Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rodin Merrill Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.29 Rodine Jean Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Rodriguez Carmen Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rodriguez Emiliano Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Rodriguez Jose Ramon Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rodriguez Jude Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Rodriguez Steven Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Roebuck Gregg Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Roelof Jay Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Roffler June No
2012.01.18 Rogan Robert Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rogers Barbara Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Rogers Brenda Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
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2012.01.19 Rogers Charles Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2011.12.20 Rogers Dean No
2012.01.19 Rogers Dirk Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.06 Rogers J Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Rogers Jeanne Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.05 Rogers John No
2011.12.29 Rogers N. Jean No
2011.12.28 Rogers Richard Yes Say No to the Rosemont Mine
2012.01.18 Rojeski Mary Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.19 Rokas John Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18 Roland Jelica Yes Deny Augusta Resources' permit
2012.01.18