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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

A1 <hardyliving@yahoo.com>
<environmental.review@dnr.state.mn.us>
2/9/2007 12:42 AM
Minnesota Steel

To Whom It Concerns:
From John Vernon
Please let me know if the Minnesota Steel project will lower or otherwise affect the water level in Sucker
Lake (Big).
I also want to know how the steel project will affect the water quality in any other way.
I have a cabin on Sucker Lake, 18984 Sucker Lake road, and we want to know what to expect.
Our mailing address is 4440 31st Avenue S., Mpls, MN 55406
Thank you in advance.

____________________________________________________________________________________
Do you Yahoo!?
Everyone is raving about the all-new Yahoo! Mail beta.
http://new.mail.yahoo.com
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Environmental Review
Ek, Scott
3/22/2007 10:22 AM
Fwd: Minnesota Steel Draft EIS

>>> "Benepe, Lou" <Lou.Benepe@amec.com> 3/20/2007 10:08 AM >>>
I attended the public informational meeting on the above draft EIS held in Nashwauk on 3-14-07. I was impressed by the
effort put forth by the DNR and other agencies to inform the public and to be able to respond to their questions.
I wish to express my support in general for the MSI project, having lived in the Swan lake area for over 30 years, and
having spent an entire career in the iron ore industry. I am well aware that iron mining and a good standard of living can
co-exist with recreational areas.
One concern I would voice is to try to accommodate as much public use of the former minelands as can be achieved,
given the need to deny public trespass on mine lands, and with due regard to PM-10 emissions modeling. I speak
particularly of the Alborn recreational trail, and of Blue Lake, both of which are actually creations of the Agency following
the closure of Butler Taconite. Both are much used by the public, and could potentially be closed to future public use
under the Minnesota Steel plan as now mapped.
The boundaries of the Permit To Mine Area, as exhibited during the informational meeting, appear to absorb the entirety
of the O'Brien Creek flowage on the SW side of the proposed base case tailings pond (former Butler basin.) This
peculiarity was explained as a convenient means of controlling the waterway, which eventually would require damming as
the new basin develops. It is currently the overflow from Blue Lake, whose waters depend in large part on what pit
pumping is done at KeeTac. This property line excursion cuts off any hope of the Alborn trail being revised in the area
now in the Permit to Mine boundary. It is hoped that the agency can prevail on the permit applicant to either grant a
corridor for the Alborn to continue to be used, or to eliminate the bulge in the property line which prohibits the Alborn from
being shifted.
I look forward to the final EIS issuance and a favorable Record of Decision to allow the project to go ahead. It is the future
of the Range, and its time is now.
Regards,
Lou Benepe
28654 Grozy's Pt. Rd.
Pengilly MN 55775
Retired Mining Industry engineer
Cleveland-Cliffs
The information contained in this e-mail is intended only for the individual or entity to whom it is addressed.
Its contents (including any attachments) may contain confidential and/or privileged information.
If you are not an intended recipient you must not use, disclose, disseminate, copy or print its contents.
If you receive this e-mail in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete and destroy the message.
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

<Marysellemueller@aol.com>
<info@dnr.state.mn.us>
2/24/2007 4:27 PM
Proposed Mine Steel mill

TO: The Department of Natural Resources
Re: The proposed new Mine & Steel Operation in Itasca County
Date: February 28, 2007
I am against any new mining - steel operation in Itasca County. Our natural
resources are so precious here in Minnesota. We have already seen what
damage has been done by previous mines, logging and the explosion of new
developed cabins in the Northern part of the state.
Wildlife has been affected. The water has been affected. Our natural
resources, such as wild rice, trees, plants, animal habitat have been affected and
are in decline. There is a time to acknowledge to ourselves that the future
of this world is not dependent on "MORE". It is dependent on holding what
land is left as Sacred and that we instead, will stand to protect our
environment instead of continuing the rape of it.
For example, the Rain Forest in South America is now being raped to the bare
earth because gold was recently found there. The devastation is enormous.
There are already mudslides of huge amounts. Animal habitat has been
irrevocably changed forever.
This continued mining is of great threat to the world. Sustainability is a
choice that we ALL can chose to make. Choosing to live our lives with the
next seven generations in mind, helps all of us conserve and keep precious the
land and habitat that is left undisturbed.
Do we really need to mine anymore? Is there really that much need for steel
anymore? Let's look at alternative sources for building. Let us each
choose to reduce our need and addiction to material goods.
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There is no dilemma in my mind as to whether or not to build this new steel
mill and mine. NO.
The question instead is: Is the DNR of Minnesota prepared to stand firm on
the philosophy it was
built upon? Protecting the land, the
animals, the water for all of us today
and for the next seven generations?
I certainly hope they are and that we all are.
Sincerely,
Mary Mueller
1264 North Arm Drive
Orono, MN 55364
(952) 472-1678
<BR><BR><BR>**************************************<BR> AOL now offers free
email to everyone. Find out more about what's free from AOL at
http://www.aol.com.
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Sir,
I attended the meeting in Nashwauk and was very disheartened to see that a great many
of our politicians, residents and business people do not know the difference between an
Environmental Impact and a Socio-economic Impact. I had hoped that the speakers
would be held to the proposed agenda. It is hard to imagine that people today don’t
realize that there truly is a global economy and when China, Russia, Brazil, Venezuela
and Nigeria are all on line with steel production, it will sell for far less that MSI is going
to want for their product. Northern Minnesota will have another monument to stupidity to
go along with Iron World, the chopsticks factory, Tirecycle, Keewatin’s auto nugget
plant, Techmar of Cohasset and Endotronics. It was almost funny to again hear parents
making statements about their children’s desire to stay in the area. I was a Navy Recruiter
in the area from September, 1985 to March of 1990. It has been know since the ‘70s that
this is very fertile ground for recruiting as 85% of the new graduates want to get off the
Iron Range. Grand Rapids has been the number one small station for the Minnesota,
Wisconsin, N. Dakota District for decades. Many wish to return later in life but not to an
over priced, over populated and over polluted area that resembles what they want to get
away from.
I grew up seven miles northwest of Nashwauk in the 50’s and 60’s. I built a home one
mile west of my father’s in 1974 in the valley of the creek that runs from Big McCarty to
Crooked Lake. I lived there until joining the Navy in 1979. I worked in the mines from
May of 1970 until May of 1979. The vast majority of my time was spent outdoors prior to
my enlistment and is again now that I have retired. The noted changes are drastic, may be
related to global warming or to some other factor within the environment.
My lawn is sandy and 30 years ago I would see from 25 to 40 mud turtles nesting there
each spring…..I have seen one each year since 2002. The creek bed was once home to a
million frogs, toads, garter snakes, salamanders and newts. Songbirds by the hundreds
would awaken the dead every summer morning. Now there is only silence, or the sound
of automobile traffic. My apple trees bloom but there have been no apples the past three
years. Honey bees are very hard to find and have required importing for pollination in
Minnesota and several other states as well as some countries in Europe. Two of the lakes
that we attempted to harvest rice last fall had only empty hulls…… a canoe full that
should have weighed 200 to 210 pounds weighed 40. There are very few ducks,
especially divers; we have seen a single coot (rice hen) in five seasons of ricing and
scouting.
Many of our highways have been in place for more than 50 years and until the past five,
there has been no noted problem with forest health. A drive along any of the major
roadways (especially on the east side of a north/south roadway) it can be noted that
conifers of all varieties started dying about 5 years ago. Is this being investigated by the
DNR or has it even been noted? Is it increased CO2 or some other contaminant due to
ethanol use that increased about the same time? A walk in the forest will show that all
types of trees and of all ages are dying at an unprecedented rate…..Why?
The DNR has done studies on mercury contamination in our lakes. This information is
available though not widely publicized. At some point, our tourists are going to discover
how bad it is and that it is increasing. Due to the findings of the studies being done
showing a positive correlation between methyl mercury and birth defects/health effects,
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Minnesota and the DNR may be held accountable, suits filed, tourist dollars and license
fees dwindle?
Numerous pollutants will be discharged from the MSI stacks and will end up in the
Mississippi River, the drinking water source for Minneapolis. Ground water seepage and
heavy rainfall overflow will also end up in the Mississippi via Swan Lake. I also noted at
the Nashwauk meeting that there was no reference made to the 30 year plan in which the
70 foot high tailings dike is to extend two thirds the length of Swan Lake, will engulf
O’Brien Brooke and Hay Lake and will be less than 400 yards from the East Shore Drive.
My personal and Navy travels took me to steel towns and cities in a half dozen foreign
countries as well as Gary/Hammond, ID and Pittsburg. All of these places have two
things in common……they are dirty and they stink. It is sad that the Iron Range residents
can’t understand the difference between the production of taconite pellets and steel. This
filth and stench will not go well with the tourist trade.
In 1996, I brought six Japanese friends to Minnesota. My brother and a friend took them
flying over the area. They had many questions about the mining. Several actually had
tears when they were convinced that the area from Grand Rapids to Babbitt that is now a
wasteland of rock dumps and pits was once forests, lakes and streams. That we could
have done this a hundred years ago out of ignorance and without any attempt at
reclamation is understandable. To do it now out of greed is criminal as we now know that
the elevated incidence of cancers, asthma, emphysema, and birth defects on the Range are
related to mining. My nine years in the mines left me with nine spots of silicosis on my
lungs that nearly disqualified me from enlisting in the military. The mining jobs were
once good paying jobs but that has changed. They are called “good jobs” by those that
have never worked in the mines. To get a different perspective on the definition of “Good
Job”, please ask the widows and children of the men who worked there but didn’t live to
see their 60th or even 50th birthday.
If MSI were following the lead of NUCOR in recycling, steel production would make
sense rather than sending several million tons of scrap to China every month so that we
can buy it back as a finished product.
Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to voice an opinion. It will be a sad moment
when I have to leave my childhood home and a very hollow victory to say “I told you so”
should this plant be built.

Very Respectfully,
Frank R Weber, US Navy and National Steel Retiree
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Rich Libbey" <rdlibbey@mchsi.com>
<environmental.review@dnr.state.mn.us>
4/2/2007 4:20 PM
Minnesota Steel

CC:
"Rich Libbey" <rdlibbey@mchsi.com>
Dear Sirs: I am writing concerning the DEIS for the Minnesota Steel project.
The Minn.
Dept. of Health released a study this last week regarding a link between taconite tailings and the
occurrence of mesothelioma. I am requesting that this document be considered as a part of this project to
determine if asbestos like particles could be a problem at Minnesota Steel.
O'Brien lake in sections 4,9,and 16 T56N R22W borders the east side of the proposed tailings basin. A
proposal several years back by Minnesota Iron and Steel would have filled in this lake filling it with
tailings starting at the south end. What guarantees do we have that as this project goes beyond 20 years that
this will not be proposed by Minnesota Steel. This lake is heavily used via an unofficial access on the north
end of the lake.
I would like to see the unofficial access on the north end of O'Brien
lake be officially designated and protected for public access as part of this project.
I have concerns about the loss of public [Itasca county] lands as it relates to this project. Thousands of acres
of land currently used by the public for hunting and other recreation could be in jeopardy. I would like this
impact to be considered and mitigated. The county is considering exchanging 7000 acres of its land for
Blandin Paper Co. land in the mining boundary. This will result in the loss of public use of these lands if
they are in the mining boundaries. Proposals to either sell or lease these lands to Minnesota Steel could
result in lost recreational and timber harvesting opportunities.
Senator Tom Saxsaug has stated at public hearings that there would be no loss of public lands. I would like
to see this issue addressed. The proposal to sell county land to Minnesota Steel would mean the county
would have to go on the open market to replace it. Replacing thousands of acres of land with rising land
prices would be a difficult task at best.
I would like to see downward directed lighting so the night sky remains dark.
Has the
possibility of pit overflow after closure been addressed. The abandoned Canisteo pit north of Bovey is
nearing overflow costing the tax payers millions of dollars, Will this be an issue and who will pay for it?
Section 4.7.2.3.2 states that the tailings basins will act as a mercury sink. Are there studies available to
support this claim?
What impacts could there be on
the aquifer as the pit is dug. If back filling of the pit occurs after 10 years is there the possibility of leaching
chemicals entering the aquifer?
Sincerely, Richard Libbey
18603
Hale Lake Drive
Grand Rapids,
Minnesota 55744
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:
Attachments:

"Greg Walker" <walkerg@mninter.net>
<environmental.review@dnr.state.mn.us>
3/30/2007 2:58 PM
MINNESOTA STEEL - DRAFT EIS
STONE RD RABBIT PARK RD.jpg; FARM TOPO.jpg

CC:
"Shelley Rasche" <smrasche@msn.com>, "Jeff Rasche" <jeff.rasche@medtroni...
ATTN: MR. SCOTT EK , MN DNR & MR. JON AHLNESS, USACE

REF. 6.13 - INFRASTRUCTURE and the attached files.
We are 100% in favor of this large scale mining project but would like designers and regulatory agencies to
consider our concerns with respect to two infrastructure items.
Our farm is located at 36213 Stone Rd, Nashwauk, MN 55769. Our southern property line abuts the
northern boundary of the Permit to Mine area for the Minnesota Steel Project. Please refer to the attached
files, plus EIS maps, for the following discussion.
1. Northern 230KV Powerline Routing -- We understand that this is a separate MN EQB process issue
but we want to go on record with our thoughts and opinions. The current powerline layout bisects our
property and would significantly diminish our use of that property. We would like to suggest one optional
which would involve moving the powerline west to the Hilltop Rd corridor thereby lessening the impact
not only on our property but also on several other residential properties along the current routing.
2. Stone Rd/Rabbit Park Rd -- This public/unimproved road leaves our property, crosses our southern
property line (and the northern Permit to Mine boundary) and proceeds southeast eventually connecting
with MN Hwy 65 near the FAA Radar Site. It has always been known to us and our neighbors as the
"Rabbit Park" road and it has been in use for over 100 years as an access to the woodlands south of our
farm by hunters/trappers, loggers, 4-wheelers/snowmobilers, and bow and berry-pickers. We do not see
any overt references to closing this road in the draft EIS but there are general comments about land use
inside the Permit to Mine boundary. We would like to see that this road remains open as the mine project
advances.
As property owners/taxpayers we all have a deep and rich "Ranger" heritage and legacy to uphold and
perpetuate. We are completely satisfied with all other aspects of the Draft EIS and the thoroughness and
quality of the document. We know that air & water quality monitoring and control will be state of the art ...
meeting and exceeding state and federal mandates with MACT/BACT. This major project is going to
provide a big boost to Northern Minnesota's economy and it should move forward this year.
Thank You,
Greg & Barb Walker, 5706 Lone Oak Dr, Savage, MN 55378. 952-856-6096
Leon & Shelley Rasche, 23519 St. Francis Blvd, St. Francis, MN 55070. 763-753-2295
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"sue stish" <sues1@uslink.net>
<environmental.review@dnr.state.mn.us>
4/1/2007 10:15 PM
MSI letter.doc

As third generation citizens of the Iron Range we find we must voice our concerns about the proposed MSI
plant in Nashwauk, MN. We are worried about the environmental implications that this plant involves.
CO2 emissions must be stopped now as global warming is a reality. We are concerned about the mercury
and other toxic chemicals that will be produced here and fed into air, soil and water. Without mining the
mid-Range area has just begun a healing process. How can adding about another dirty step in the steel
making process to pollute and further contaminate our natural resources even be considered? Medical
research is continuing to link miners' lung cancers with particulates produced in the mining processes.
I am a retired miner, our dads, uncles and grandfathers were employed in the mines and in mining related
industries. Mining jobs are NOT good jobs as the people pushing this want us to believe. The nature of the
steel industry is cyclical at best. In my 32 years at National Steel strikes, layoffs, shutdowns and
bankruptcies were the norm. These incidents accounted for over 10 years of my career. My family has lived
the so called "good life". Being without a dependable job for nearly 1/3 of my career and now with only ½
of my promised pension has not been good for me and my family. Our dads and grandfathers were
employed only seasonally.
We must consider that China and other developing countries are coming online with cheap steel. Cheap
Brazilian iron ore, Japanese and European steel is a threat to our domestic steel industry. We must be
realistic here and know that we cannot compete with their lower costs and still provide a living wage for
young steelworkers and their families. Consumers of steel throughout the world will buy at lower prices.
MSI is a bad idea environmentally, health-wise and economically. The Iron Range is doing just fine
without belching smokestacks and jobs that are only part time.
Ed and Sue Stish
Balsam Township
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Comments submitted to the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources and
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Draft EIS for Minnesota Steel Industries.
To Scott Ek and Jon Ahlness,
The following comments are areas of concern that need to be addressed in the EIS for
Minnesota Steel Industries (MSI).
Groundwater Contamination
The Minnesota Department of Health is soon to release a study showing a water
connection between abandoned water filled mine pits and city well water supplies. This is
critical information that should be weighed into the EIS. I request the EIS address the
following groundwater quality issues:
1. There should be an explanation of how groundwater quality regulations to prevent
contamination of groundwater supplies will be enforced.
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2. Conventional and hazardous water pollutants should be addressed. On-site
recycling losses should be considered and quantified.
3. The EIS did not address any toxic metals (except possibly mercury) in the
taconite or tailings, which are of primary concern; therefore I request the EIS
specifically analyze the toxic metal content of the taconite proposed for mining.

3

4. I further request the amount of toxic metals remaining in the tailings and
overburden be assessed. All toxic metals known or suspected of affecting human
heath should be included.
5. Small particles capable of being ingested through drinking water should also be
included.
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6. Finally, an option that prevents any ground or pit water used by MSI from
re-entering the groundwater system should be evaluated.

5

Air Emissions
We currently have fish advisory warnings on the amount of fish we can eat because of
methyl mercury poisoning. Allowing more mercury to enter into our food chain is
alarming considering what we know about its affects on human development. Other toxic
metal air emissions were not addressed. Also, the dispersion models favor the BWCA not
air pollutant exposure of nearby residents. Specific monitoring and enforcement of air
emissions are not addressed in the EIS. Proposed CO2 regulations (anticipated in the next
5 to 10 years) are not considered. Therefore I request:
1. All toxic metals known or suspected of affecting human health should be included
in the air emission assessment of MSI.
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2. Proposed monitoring and enforcement of toxic pollutant air emissions should be
included in the EIS along with measures to be taken to minimize all such emission
outputs.
3. The EIS should specifically address the overall MSI contribution to global
warming from its CO2 emissions, and a plan to mitigate the emissions. It is not
sufficient in the EIS to say no regulations yet exist – they will within the planned
lifetime of the plant and measures to reduce those emissions should be included
now.
4. A news release by the Minnesota Department of Health suggests that ore mining
and asbestos poisoning are linked, and two new studies to be performed will
address and possibly confirm that link. I request that local and worker health
effects from the potential of particles in the taconite that can act like asbestos in
the lungs be included in the EIS evaluation.
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Socioeconomics
The socioeconomic impact study completed in the draft EIS does not include the
following anticipated economic negative impacts and losses:
1. Loss of tourism industry businesses. The EIS should include what jobs will be lost
and the impacts the proposed steel plant will have on our local businesses such as;
area resorts, gas stations, restaurants, retail stores, auto repair garages, etc.
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2. The increased health care costs to Itasca County and the State of Minnesota that
will be incurred as a result of the anticipated health impacts to underinsured or
uninsured residents of the surrounding communities. The EIS should specifically
address questions such as:
a. How much Itasca County will have to pay for the under/uninsured.
b. How many out-of-pocket dollars will be spent on clinic, hospital,
prescription drugs, etc of under/uninsured residents, and
c. How do those expenditures correlate to disposable income not entering the
business sector.
d. What impact will loss of work days have on low income residents and
their overall economic health, and
e. What will the productivity losses be to the employers/local businesses and
how does that impact their profit margins.
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3. A cost-benefit analysis should be completed to have a better socioeconomic
picture of the proposed steel plant.
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Respectfully Submitted,
Amanda Nesheim
30994 Bat Roost Trail
Bigfork, MN 56628
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