
Payette National Forest Supervisor, 

 

I have children who live in Idaho and I vacation there often and I agree with the following  

 

If Midas Gold Idaho is allowed to move forward with the Stibnite Gold Project, they will reclaim an 

area impacted by historical mining, create hundreds of well-paying jobs and provide a huge boost to 

our economy in the process. It is a win-win for Valley County. We need to permit the project. 

 

After reading through the alternatives proposed by the USFS, Alt 5 seems unacceptable. If private 

industry is willing to take on past legacies, what will happen to the environmental legacies at Stibnite 

if there is no action? What resources will the U.S. Government dedicate to solving the water quality 

and fish passage problems if Alt 5 is selected? I worry no resources will be directed to the site and 

arsenic and antimony will continue leaching into the groundwater and salmon will continue to be 

blocked from their native spawning grounds. However, if the USFS selects Alternative 2 the site 

would get the environmental attention that it needs. Under Alternative 2, Midas Gold will pick up 

and reprocess these legacy tailings, which will reduce long-term metal loading in the ground and 

surface water (DEIS 4.9). 

 

Midas Gold Idaho wants to invest $1 billion in our state, bring more than 1,000 jobs to rural Idaho 

and still provide access to Idaho's public lands. This is the type of project our state needs. I highly 

encourage the U.S. Forest Service to pick alternative 2 as the preferred alternative moving forward. 

 

My best, 

 

 

Name: Andrea McAllister 


