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Laura Gauger

Subject: FW: Sawyer County Record

 
 

From: Gedicks Al J [mailto:gedicks.al@uwlax.edu]  
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2007 3:47 PM 
To: stargal@centurytel.net 
 
Subject: Sawyer County Record 
 
Dear Laura,  
 
My response to Jana Murphy’s letter in the Sawyer County Record is reproduced below: 
 
Al 
 
Dear Editor, 
 
Jana Murphy’s letter (“Flambeau has been protected”)  about the Kennecott Flambeau agreement is both insulting and 
misleading. Ms. Murphy refers to the settlement between Kennecott “and several other groups” ignoring the fact that the 
Lac Courte Oreilles Chippewa, who were a party to the settlement, is not just another environmental group. They are a 
sovereign government acting on behalf of tribal members and ought to be accorded the respect and recognition of that 
status. 
 
Ms. Murphy denies that the agreement acknowledges that there were significant environmental impacts at the site. 
Furthermore, she claims that “the site has and continues to protect the environment.” This is sheer nonsense.  Neither the 
Department of Natural Resources nor Kennecott disputes that there is water pollution at the mining site. Public records 
show that the Flambeau Mine has polluted Stream C, a state navigable water that flows directly into the Flambeau River, 
with levels of copper that exceed the State’s water quality standards. Similarly, public records show that the Flambeau 
Mine has polluted groundwater beyond Kennecott’s original predictions. 
 
The fact that there has never been a violation at the site does not mean there has not been pollution at the mining site. 
Under Wisconsin mining regulations, drafted by Kennecott lawyers in the 1980s, mining companies were allowed to 
pollute within a 1200 foot so-called “compliance boundary” around the mine site. Under these conditions, there could be 
no violations because the pollution would discharge into the Flambeau River before it ever reached the 1200 foot 
enforcement boundary. 
 
Ms. Murphy claims that monitoring shows that the environment and the Flambeau River are protected. If this were the 
case, why did Kennecott withdraw its petition for the 32 acre Industrial Outlot from its Certificate of Completion request to 
the DNR?   The reason they withdrew their petition for the Industrial Outlot is because there was uncontested evidence 
that the site was discharging pollution into Stream C and into the Flambeau River. That is why the agreement required 
Kennecott to agree to conduct monitoring of sediments, soils, surface water and biota (crayfish and walleye) for the next 
five years. 
 
Ms. Murphy can spin the facts to make her employer look good, but the settlement is an admission that pollution problems 
remain at the site and that additional monitoring and reclamation work is needed. Kennecott cannot apply for a 
Certification of Completion for the remainder of the site for at least three years. 
 
Sincerely. 
 
Al Gedicks, Executive Secretary 
Wisconsin Resources Protection Council and one of the parties involved in the settlement. 
 


