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House bill would cut environmental review
time for mines
The U.S. House on Thursday moved to speed up the environmental process for mining projects
and to apply those new rules to projects already in the works, such as the PolyMet copper mine
proposed near Hoyt Lakes.
By: John Myers, Duluth News Tribune

The U.S. House on Thursday moved to speed up the environmental process for mining projects
and to apply those new rules to projects already in the works, such as the PolyMet copper mine
proposed near Hoyt Lakes.
The legislation is aimed at strategic mineral projects on federal lands, limiting the review time,
public input and legal challenges. “Strategic” is defined as having value for national defense,
energy, economic security, trade balance and domestic manufacturing.
The bill, HR 4402, sponsored by Rep. Mark Amodei, R-Nev., passed the House by a 256-160
margin.
An amendment by U.S. Rep. Chip Cravaack, R-North Branch, which passed on a voice vote,
would allow projects that already have applied for a permit to use the new expedited process
under the bill.
The bill appears to apply to both mineral exploration and actual mining projects.
There has been no action on the proposal in the Senate, which has been less favorable to major
changes in environmental laws. And on Wednesday the Obama administration issued a statement
saying the bill would circumvent public protections of federal lands, including eliminating
appropriate reviews under the National Environmental Policy Act, and the circumvention of the
public input process and curtailing the ability for court review.
Supporters say the law is needed to speed up mining projects for heavily used minerals such as

copper and nickel, which the U.S. now gets mostly from other countries.
“Duplicative regulations, bureaucratic inefficiency and lack of coordination between federal
agencies are threatening the economic recovery of my home state and jeopardizing our national
security,” Amodei said in a statement. The bill “would simply bring some predictability and
transparency to the permitting process to leverage our nation’s vast mineral resources, while
paying due respect to economic and environmental concerns.”
The bill would cap federal environmental review at 30 months, including permitting.
Cravaack noted that the PolyMet project has been in environmental review for about seven years.
He said his amendment would ensure that mining projects are given a firm timeline that
“workers, communities and families can count on.”
The bill “is a common-sense, pro-growth piece of legislation that would simply facilitate a timely
permitting process for very important mining projects throughout the United States,” Cravaack
said in a statement, adding that “30 months is plenty of time to complete the total review process
for permitting a mine.”
But opponents of the bill say 30 months might not be enough time, especially in the case of
PolyMet.
Samantha Chadwick, preservation advocate for the environmental group Environment
Minnesota, pointed out that it was the current federal review process that forced PolyMet to
rework its original environmental protection plans and environmental review after they were
deemed unacceptable by the Environmental Protection Agency.
Without the full federal review process, bill opponents noted, PolyMet’s original environmental
review might have been approved, bypassing the major environmental improvements that have
been added since then.
“This bill is a gift to the mining industry,” Chadwick said. “It gives big companies even more
power to harm public lands, and could make it easier for out-of-state companies to conduct
polluting sulfide mining in the Superior National forest and near the Boundary Waters.”
The Obama administration said the bill’s wording was so vague that it could apply to all kinds of
mining, adding that the bill “undermines existing law calling for the multiple uses of public lands
by placing mining interests above all other uses. This change has the potential to threaten
hunting, fishing, recreation and other activities which create jobs and sustain local economies
across the country.”
Frank Ongaro, executive director of Mining Minnesota, an industry group, said there have been
discussions between Cravaack and state mining company officials about the legislation. Ongaro
said how the bill might apply to specific situations is unclear, but that his group supports the
concept of the legislation.

“Whether it’s the federal legislation, or the governor signing an executive order to streamline the
permitting process, it’s a step forward,” Ongaro said. “You still have the same regulations and
standards in place. But to do it in a more timely manner, that’s a positive step.
A PolyMet official did not immediately return a request to comment on the legislation.
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House bill would cut environmental review
time for mines
The U.S. House on Thursday moved to speed up the environmental process for mining projects
and to apply those new rules to projects already in the works, such as the PolyMet copper mine
proposed near Hoyt Lakes.
By: John Myers, Duluth News Tribune

The U.S. House on Thursday moved to speed up the environmental process for mining projects
and to apply those new rules to projects already in the works, such as the PolyMet copper mine
proposed near Hoyt Lakes.
The legislation is aimed at strategic mineral projects on federal lands, limiting the review time,
public input and legal challenges. “Strategic” is defined as having value for national defense,

energy, economic security, trade balance and domestic manufacturing.
The bill, HR 4402, sponsored by Rep. Mark Amodei, R-Nev., passed the House by a 256-160
margin.
An amendment by U.S. Rep. Chip Cravaack, R-North Branch, which passed on a voice vote,
would allow projects that already have applied for a permit to use the new expedited process
under the bill.
The bill appears to apply to both mineral exploration and actual mining projects.
There has been no action on the proposal in the Senate, which has been less favorable to major
changes in environmental laws. And on Wednesday the Obama administration issued a statement
saying the bill would circumvent public protections of federal lands, including eliminating
appropriate reviews under the National Environmental Policy Act, and the circumvention of the
public input process and curtailing the ability for court review.
Supporters say the law is needed to speed up mining projects for heavily used minerals such as
copper and nickel, which the U.S. now gets mostly from other countries.
“Duplicative regulations, bureaucratic inefficiency and lack of coordination between federal
agencies are threatening the economic recovery of my home state and jeopardizing our national
security,” Amodei said in a statement. The bill “would simply bring some predictability and
transparency to the permitting process to leverage our nation’s vast mineral resources, while
paying due respect to economic and environmental concerns.”
The bill would cap federal environmental review at 30 months, including permitting.
Cravaack noted that the PolyMet project has been in environmental review for about seven years.
He said his amendment would ensure that mining projects are given a firm timeline that
“workers, communities and families can count on.”
The bill “is a common-sense, pro-growth piece of legislation that would simply facilitate a timely
permitting process for very important mining projects throughout the United States,” Cravaack
said in a statement, adding that “30 months is plenty of time to complete the total review process
for permitting a mine.”
But opponents of the bill say 30 months might not be enough time, especially in the case of
PolyMet.
Samantha Chadwick, preservation advocate for the environmental group Environment
Minnesota, pointed out that it was the current federal review process that forced PolyMet to
rework its original environmental protection plans and environmental review after they were
deemed unacceptable by the Environmental Protection Agency.

Without the full federal review process, bill opponents noted, PolyMet’s original environmental
review might have been approved, bypassing the major environmental improvements that have
been added since then.
“This bill is a gift to the mining industry,” Chadwick said. “It gives big companies even more
power to harm public lands, and could make it easier for out-of-state companies to conduct
polluting sulfide mining in the Superior National forest and near the Boundary Waters.”
The Obama administration said the bill’s wording was so vague that it could apply to all kinds of
mining, adding that the bill “undermines existing law calling for the multiple uses of public lands
by placing mining interests above all other uses. This change has the potential to threaten
hunting, fishing, recreation and other activities which create jobs and sustain local economies
across the country.”
Frank Ongaro, executive director of Mining Minnesota, an industry group, said there have been
discussions between Cravaack and state mining company officials about the legislation. Ongaro
said how the bill might apply to specific situations is unclear, but that his group supports the
concept of the legislation.
“Whether it’s the federal legislation, or the governor signing an executive order to streamline the
permitting process, it’s a step forward,” Ongaro said. “You still have the same regulations and
standards in place. But to do it in a more timely manner, that’s a positive step.
A PolyMet official did not immediately return a request to comment on the legislation.

