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From: Laura Furtman [mailto:stargal51@gmail.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2007 6:27 AM 
 
Subject: Public Hearing on Flambeau Mine 
 
  
Dear Friends, 
  
A public hearing regarding the Flambeau Mine is scheduled to be held at the Rusk County Courthouse in Ladysmith, 
Wisconsin on the following dates:  
  
    May 16th (2 PM to 5 PM and 6:30 PM -  ); and 
    May 17th (8:30 AM -  )  
  
I am writing to you in an attempt to recruit people to speak at the public hearing - and to provide you with information from 
Roscoe Churchill's forthcoming book about the Flambeau Mine to use in your testimony, if you so desire.  As you know, 
Kennecott is trying to get a Certificate of Completion (COC) from the State of Wisconsin for its reclamation activities at the 
Flambeau Mine site, despite the fact that groundwater pollution levels within the backfilled pit are staggering, the polluted 
groundwater is seeping into the Flambeau River, and the viability of a small creek that feeds into the Flambeau River has 
been destroyed.   
  
From the very beginning (and many of you were there) Roscoe and Evelyn Churchill argued that there was no such thing 
as an environmentally safe metallic sulfide mine anywhere in the world and that the Flambeau Mine would turn out to be 
no exception. Well, everything the Churchills said would happen is indeed happening at the mine site. But you certainly 
wouldn't know it from listening to Kennecott. Company officials have been talking non-stop about the landscaping they 
did at the mine site, the wildflowers they planted and the hiking trail that was constructed on top of the backfilled mine pit. 
But thus far Kennecott has skirted the most important question:   
WHAT  ABOUT  THE  WATER ?   This is what we need to stress at the public hearing - over and over and over. 
  
WHAT   ABOUT  THE  WATER ? As many of you know, Roscoe and I spent the last six years putting together our 
book about the Flambeau Mine (it's at the printer right now). It includes extensive and well-documented information about 
the water pollution at the mine site - in fact, too much information for one person to present at the hearing. That's why I 
need your help. I propose working together to "divvy up" the various topics of interest discussed in Roscoe's book so that 
we can bombard the hearing examiner with information exposing the significant pollution problems that have started to 
arise at the Flambeau Mine site - and catch the opposition off guard. For example, it's important that someone comment 
on how heavy metals have started to show up in walleye harvested downstream from the mine site. If you would like to be 
that person, I could provide you with a data table and graph to use at the hearing as well as written information from 
Roscoe's book that describes the problem. All you would have to do is read the information (or modify it as you see 
fit) and turn in a copy for the official record.      
  
WHAT  ABOUT   THE  WATER ? Here's another example: Kennecott told the public all along that the bedrock 
between the mine pit and river was "stronger than the Hoover Dam" (we even have a photo of a plaque that Kennecott 
displayed at the mine site saying just that - and I can provide you with an enlargement to hold up at the hearing). The only 
problem is that the company and DNR knew from the very beginning that the bedrock was cracked!  Roscoe and I learned 
about the cracked bedrock as a result of doing an open records request in 2003, and I can get that document to you as 
well.   
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Before Roscoe died, he and I talked about the impending public hearing on the Flambeau COC, and we discussed 
the idea of asking our friends to help us present information from our book at the hearing. He was all in favor of the idea 
and so excited about sharing our research with you. In that spirit I have compiled a list of  28 different topics discussed in 
Roscoe's book that pertain to the issue at hand. If one or more of these topics appeal to you, I could provide you 
with enough information/graphs/tables/photos to prepare a three to five-minute presentation for the public hearing (or 
longer if you like).   
  
Would you be willing to help me? I hope to hear back from at least 28 volunteers! It's so important to get the word out 
about what's happening, so please do not be shy. Just tell me what topic(s) appeals to you, and I will 
get additional  information from Roscoe's book to you for your consideration.  We don't have a lot of time, so please get 
back to me as soon as you can.  
  
  
For Roscoe and the movement that he and Evelyn founded, 
  
Laura 
  
  
  
Laura Furtman 
Webster, WI 54893 
  



Potential Topics for Three to Five-Minute Talks at Flambeau Mine Public Hearing  
 
If you are willing to help by presenting one of the topics listed below at the public hearing, please email 
me with your choice(s) and I will get additional information to you as soon as I can (including any graphs, 
tables, diagrams or photos from Roscoe’s book that pertain to the issue)  
 
 
1. Kennecott told the public that the bedrock between the mine pit and river was "stronger than the 
Hoover Dam." We even have a photo of a plaque at the mine site that said this - and I can provide you 
with a copy of it to show at the hearing. The only problem was that the company and DNR knew from the 
very beginning that the bedrock was CRACKED. Roscoe and I learned about the cracked bedrock as a 
result of an open records request, and I can provide you with the document. 
  
2. Heavy metal accumulation in Flambeau River walleye harvested downstream from mine site. We 
have a great diagram done by cartoonist Bill Krupinski that compares heavy metal levels in upstream vs. 
downstream fish and how the downstream levels are higher. We call it our "walleye-ometer." It would be 
great if someone could talk about the walleye in the Flambeau River, show the data table and hold up the 
drawing.  
  
3. Heavy metal accumulation in crayfish sampled downstream from mine site.  We have a data table 
that shows higher levels in downstream crayfish. 
  
4. Heavy metal accumulation in sediment samples collected downstream from mine site.  We have a 
data table that shows higher levels in downstream sediment. 
  
5. Kennecott's failure to drill monitoring wells at critical sites along the mine’s “compliance 
boundary.”  The “compliance boundary,” as established by law, encircles the mine site 1,200 feet out 
from the edge and marks where groundwater must be in compliance with state groundwater quality 
standards. For the Flambeau Mine, the “compliance boundary” is about 19,500 feet in length and 
encompasses an area of about 535 acres, nearly a square mile.  Yet, Kennecott  has drilled only one “nest” 
of monitoring wells (a "nest" consists of more than one well drilled at the same location but to different 
depths) along the entire length of the "compliance boundary" – and that particular nest isn’t even directly 
in line with the direction of groundwater flow from the backfilled pit! We have a diagram that shows the 
location of the various monitoring wells at the mine site so you can prove the point and question why 
more data has not been collected.  
 
6. Besides failing to drill an adequate number of wells along the "compliance boundary," Kennecott 
also failed to drill wells at certain critical sites within the mine site itself, like where the high sulfur 
waste rock was stored.   We have a diagram that shows the location of the various monitoring wells at 
the mine site so you can prove the point and question why more data has not been collected.  
 
  
7. Groundwater pollution with the backfilled pit: Manganese.    Manganese levels have reached a 
staggering 42,000 parts per billion (ppb) in a well within the backfilled pit, compared to the federally-
established safety limit of 50 ppb, a baseline of less than 290 ppb and Kennecott's prediction of 522 
ppb.  We have a dramatic graph that I could get to you that shows the data, and I can also provide you 
with information about the health effects of drinking water contaminated with manganese. 
  
 
 



8. Groundwater pollution with the backfilled pit: Iron.     Iron levels have reached 14,000 parts per 
billion (ppb) in a well within the backfilled pit, compared to the federally-established safety limit of 300 
ppb, a baseline of 50 ppb and Kennecott's prediction of 320 ppb.  We have a graph that I could get to you 
that maps out the data, and I can also provide you with information about how elevated iron levels in river 
water can adversely impact fish. 
  
9. Groundwater pollution with the backfilled pit: Copper.    Copper levels have reached 810 parts per 
billion (ppb) in a well within the backfilled pit, compared to Kennecott's prediction of 14 ppb.  We have a 
graph that I could get to you that maps out the data, and I can also provide you with information about the 
health effects of drinking water contaminated with copper. 
  
10. Groundwater pollution with the backfilled pit: Sulfate.    Sulfate levels have reached 1,790 parts 
per million (ppm) in a well within the backfilled pit, compared to a baseline of less than 10 ppm and 
Kennecott's prediction of 1,360 ppm.  We have a graph that I could get to you that maps out the data. The 
elevated sulfate levels prove that Kennecott was not able to isolate the sulfide minerals in the backfilled 
pit from oxygen (sulfides plus oxygen yields sulfates) and that the chemical reactions associated with acid 
mine drainage have already started to occur. I can get information to you that explains all this. 
  
11. Groundwater pollution with the backfilled pit: Radioactivity.    Despite the fact that the Flambeau 
Mine was located within an area designated by the federal government as a radioactive "hot spot" zone (I 
have the Department of Energy document that proves it), Kennecott failed to test the groundwater at the 
mine site for radioactivity – and the DNR raised no objection. The whole thing was a slimy deal that 
should be brought to the public’s attention. I can get you the details from Roscoe's book.  
  
12.  Groundwater pollution in general.     I can provide you with a table of information that shows 
HOW FAR OFF Kennecott was in predicting levels of various pollutants in the groundwater at the mine 
site. If someone is interested in presenting this table at the hearing, it will reenforce those who speak on 
the points mentioned above ( 7, 8, 9 and 10). 
  
13. Kennecott and the DNR never established what is known as an "intervention boundary" for the 
Flambeau Mine site even though state law required them to do so. I have a copy of a letter written by 
the DNR in which the department admits to not having established this boundary - and I could get a copy 
of that letter to you.  In a nutshell, the company was supposed to drill wells and test the water along the 
"intervention boundary" (150 feet out from the backfilled pit) to make sure that by the time the 
groundwater reached the “compliance boundary” (1,200 feet out from the backfilled pit) the water would 
indeed meet safety standards.  
 
14. Several endangered or threatened species were observed at the mine site prior to the 
commencement of mining (purple wartyback clam, bullhead mussel, pygmy snaketail dragonfly, extra-
striped snaketail dragonfly, St. Croix snaketail dragonfly, gilt darter, river redhorse, greater redhorse, 
wood turtle). In fact, there was even a lawsuit waged over this in 1991! Yet, I could find no mention of 
any of these species in the company’s annual reclamation reports. Surely the reclamation of the Flambeau 
Mine site cannot be considered complete until the continued presence of these species has been 
confirmed. I can provide you with background information from Roscoe’s book regarding the endangered 
species issue. 
  
15.  Kennecott likes to talk about how it is in compliance with Wisconsin's "tough" mining laws, 
but the laws are anything but tough. Roscoe and I devoted an entire chapter of our book to showing 
how "tough" the state’s mining laws really are. Discussing this point at the hearing would help put the 
myth of “Wisconsin’s tough mining laws” to rest and reenforce what Roscoe and Evelyn said all along. 
  



16. Kennecott measured excessive levels of copper, iron, manganese and acidity in water 
percolating through the waste rock at the mine site before pushing the waste rock into the 
UNLINED pit at the end of mining. I can give you a data table that shows how incredibly high the 
pollution levels were. Presenting the data table as evidence at the public hearing will help make the point 
that the same rock, now within the unlined pit, is like a ticking time bomb next to the Flambeau River. 
Kennecott added lime to the waste rock to try to prevent acid mine drainage, but as you saw above (under 
points 7-10), it is not working.  
  
17. Kennecott has lied to the public about the extent of groundwater pollution at the mine site. I can 
provide you with quotes where the company said groundwater quality was "right on track" with 
predictions – when in reality pollutant levels had already clearly exceeded the predictions. Exposing this 
type of misinformation will help expose Kennecott for what it is. As Mark Twain once said, "A mine is a 
hole in the ground owned by liars."  
  
18. Kennecott likes to say it will be responsible for the mine site "in perpetuity," but I have 
information researched by Evelyn Churchill that shows this is not true. It would be great if someone 
could take Evelyn’s research and use it at the hearing to dispel the myth of the company’s “perpetual 
responsibility.”  
  
19. Kennecott grossly underestimated the rate of groundwater flow from the backfilled mine pit 
into the Flambeau River. I can provide you with the data that shows HOW FAR OFF Kennecott was in 
its predictions. The implication is that the Flambeau River is indeed at risk for adverse impacts, since 
contaminated water is entering the river at a much faster rate than predicted. 
  
20. Problems with contaminated railroad ballast at the mine site.  The ballast was so contaminated 
with copper and sulfur (as evidenced by high levels of pollution in a pond close to the rail spur) that the 
company had no choice but to dig  up the ballast and haul it away to a licensed landfill in 2003 (this 
happened after the company had served notice to the DNR that reclamation was “complete”). Removing 
the ballast, however, still did not clear up the water pollution problem, and I have the data tables and 
graphs to prove it. The next thing the company tried was digging up the gravel in the parking lot close to 
the pond in June 2006. Unfortunately, however, the company conveniently failed to report any subsequent 
water quality monitoring data for the pond in its 2006 reclamation report. So what is really happening to 
the water in this pond (which, by the way, ultimately drains into the Flambeau River)? The point to make 
at the hearing is that it is too soon to grant a “Certificate of Completion” when the company has not been 
forthcoming with relevant data. 
 
21. Stream-C, a little creek at the mine site, is showing elevated levels of copper that violate surface 
water quality standards. Again, I have the data tables and graphs to prove it. It’s also noteworthy that 
Stream-C receives overflow from the pond mentioned in Point-19 (above) and conveys that water to the 
Flambeau River (I have a map you could hold up to show this). 
 
22. Kennecott has failed to monitor the water quality in a naturally-occurring wetland that is 
located directly between the backfilled mine pit and Flambeau River. I can provide you with a map 
showing the location of the wetland relative to the mine pit as well as information from our book 
regarding the absence of water quality data. 
 
23. Kennecott constructed two so-called “biofilters” at the mine site into which contaminated 
stormwater runoff is directed.  Roscoe and I have drawn an analogy between “biofilters” and septic 
tanks in our book. Both are receptacles for waste products, except a “biofilter” looks just like a pond and 
the waste going into it (i.e, acid mine drainage) is not biodegradable.  The necessity for constructing these 
“biofilters” after-the-fact proves that acid mine drainage indeed is occurring at the mine site. What’s 



more, when I asked the DNR about long-term maintenance of these “biofilters” in January 2006 (it’s not 
unusual for these types of ponds to periodically require dredging to remove contaminated sediment) I was 
told that no provisions for long-term maintenance had been incorporated into the permit (I have a letter 
from the DNR that says this – and I would gladly provide you with a copy). If this oversight has not yet 
been rectified, surely money must be retained from the reclamation bond to insure proper maintenance of 
the “biofilters” so that taxpayers are not stuck with the cost in the future. I can provide you with lots of 
information about “bioflters” from Roscoe’s book.  
 
24. Kennecott has provided hardly any water quality information and no sediment information for 
the man-made wetland it was required to construct at the Flambeau Mine site. I can provide you 
with a map showing where the wetland is located and information that shows just how little is really 
known regarding Kennecott’s success or failure in establishing the wetland as a viable replacement for the 
wetlands destroyed during mine construction. 
 
25. Even though surface water quality standards have been violated in Stream-C at the mine site, 
the DNR has refused to issue a ticket to Kennecott for the violation. Plus, groundwater quality 
standards have been violated on occasion in the single “nest” of monitoring wells along the “compliance 
boundary.” Yet, no citations have been issued. Roscoe and I have a whole section in our book entitled 
“The DNR’s Refusal to Issue Citations to Kennecott for Violating Wisconsin’s Environmental Laws” that 
I would gladly share with you to use at the hearing. 
 
26. Kennecott has put just a skeleton plan in place for monitoring water quality in the Flambeau 
River. I can provide you with a diagram that shows monitoring site locations and send you the 
information from our book that demonstrates just how pathetic the monitoring program really is. Plus, it 
would be important to point out that Kennecott’s so-called “downstream” monitoring site for water 
quality is really UPSTREAM from where the contaminated water from Stream-C enters the river (the 
map clearly shows it). What a farce! 
 
27.  The DNR’s “Don’t Ask – Don’t Tell” policy for pollution at the Flambeau Mine site. We have a 
great Krupinski cartoon that revolves around this theme. It would be quite dramatic if someone could hold 
up the cartoon at the hearing and briefly explain how the DNR has not required Kennecott to collect the 
kind of critical information that would really show what’s happening to the water at the mine site (Again, 
I can provide you with supportive documentation). 
 
28. Kennecott’s annual reclamation reports contain extensive information about the number of 
plant, bird and butterfly species presently observed at the mine site. However, no discussion of 
baseline data is included. Surely, in order to establish the effectiveness of Kennecott’s reclamation 
activities, such a discussion must occur before a Certificate of Completion is awarded. In other words, we 
must compare the “before” conditions to the “after” conditions to see what we really have here. In 
addition, I could find no real information in the company’s annual reclamation reports regarding the 
reestablishment of reptile and amphibian populations at the mine site. Since these types of species are 
considered to be markers of environmental degradation, surely their presence or absence at the mine site 
must be addressed before a Certificate of Completion is awarded. I can provide you with information 
from Roscoe’s book regarding this issue.  
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