RE: Talon Metals Tamarack Mine EIS Scoping for Incomplete and Unsupported Plan

Dear DNR Tamarack EAW Project Manager,

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the proposed Talon Metals Tamarack copper-nickel mine (“Talon mine”). I am concerned that the version of Talon’s mine plan that has been proposed for EIS environmental review is incomplete and unsupported.

Talon Metals has admitted that the “present deposit” area that it has selected as the project for EIS environmental review is only one-tenth of 1% of the total area of mineralization it controls. DNR is proposing that the EIS will only look at environmental harm from this small site, not the massive “district scale” mineral resource Talon has promoted. Other draft decisions about what to study in the EIS also minimize the consideration of environmental harm. DNR proposes that the EIS will not analyze Talon’s proposal to ship ore and waste rock from Tamarack, Minnesota to North Dakota or Michigan for processing and tailings storage.
And Talon’s “mine-in-a-box” concept that assumes all mineral handling would be contained inside a building.

Talon has recently emphasized in discussing its mine building plan, “The Tamarack Nickel Project does not contain reserves, and no production decision has been made. This conceptual design is preliminary in nature and is not supported by a prefeasibility study, a feasibility study or any other form of engineering study or report.
The economic and technical viability of this conceptual surface design has not been determined. It is uncertain if the project will be built.”

I believe it is premature to start EIS review for the Talon mine. It lets Talon claim progress without showing with engineering or an economic study that any mine plan is feasible, let alone a plan limited to a tiny part of its known deposit. These gaps create the risk of stranded ore and waste rock in Minnesota and a bait-and-switch, where Talon “discovers” that only a larger mine with different methods is feasible or profitable.

Here are my requests for the EIS environmental review process:
1. EIS scoping should be delayed until after Talon releases its new prefeasibility/feasibility report.
2. At a minimum, DNR should reopen the EIS scoping process for additional public comment on all issues after Talon releases its prefeasibility/feasibility report.
3. The EIS analysis should be prepared for a project scope that more accurately reflects the full geographic location of Talon’s mineral reserves and plans, not an artificially small project.
4. The EIS should include cumulative impacts analysis of the effects of exploratory drilling on water quality and wetlands throughout the Tamarack mineral deposit area.
5. The EIS should evaluate the feasibility and environmental, and climate impacts of Talon’s ore processing and tailings disposal alternatives in North Dakota and Michigan.
6. EIS analysis of economic impacts of the proposed project should reflect the increased risks of temporary or permanent shutdown due to costs and challenges of remote processing and waste storage.

Thank you for considering my comments and making the changes needed to protect Minnesota’s natural resources and the integrity of EIS environmental review.

Sincerely,
[Fill in your information here]


