Johnson, Jori

From: Laura Ruud <info@midasgoldcomments.com>
Sent: Wednesday, October 28, 2020 1:13 PM

To: Support Stibnite; jay.natoli@gmail.com; natalie
Subject: Thoughts on Stibnite Gold Project

Attention payette national forest supervisor,

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on the Stibnite Gold Project as part of Midas Gold Idaho's comment
period. | have been closely following Midas Gold Idaho's plans since they first came into our state, in large part because
much of the proposed project will take place on public land. The more | have learned about the project, the more
excited | am about the possibilities for the future.

The U.S. Forest Service's online meeting room has made it easy to review the document and comment within the 60-day
timeframe. Looking at the document, there is a clear advantage to Alternative 2 compared to the other options.
According to a figure in Chapter 4, Hanger Flats pit lake would fill by year 14 of operations in Alternative 2. Under
Alternative 1, it would take 19 years. The faster the lake fills up, the faster groundwater levels will recover around the
lake. Alternative 3 and 4 would both delay the project by two years and cost substantially more. Alternative 3 would also
place the tailings storage facility in a pristine reach of the East Fork of the South Fork of the Salmon River. While
Alternative 4 would put mine traffic to site right next to the river.

As the U.S. Forest Service and other state and federal agencies review the proposed plan and determine the course of
action, | encourage you to consider and appropriately weigh the positive benefits Midas Gold will have on Idaho. We
need to move this project ahead after the 60-day comment period. Alternative Two truly is a win-win opportunity for

Idahoans and the environment.

Best Wishes,

Name: Laura Ruud



