Attention payette national forest supervisor,

| am writing to share my thoughts on Midas Gold Idaho's Stibnite Gold project. There are many
reasons why | am excited for Midas Gold's project to come to life and | hope through my comments
you will understand why.

Midas Gold is very aware of the water quality concerns at site and has been sampling it for years.
They've found very high arsenic and antimony levels in certain areas, in some cases 700 times worse
than what is considered safe. To address these issues, the company will remove legacy tailings and
other waste that cause this issue. Overall, Alternative 2 seems to cover every risk factor possible; it
improves upon the company's original 2016 plan, which they adjusted following feedback, and it is
superior to Alternatives 3 and 4, which have more safety concerns and could cause delays. And of
course, it is better than Alternative 5, which is to do nothing; we cannot afford that approach after
all these years.

Midas Gold wants to restore the rivers, wildlife and habitat near the Stibnite Gold Project site. We
should let them. The Forest Service has given meaningful time to review the document and
comment. Further extensions are not necessary and will only hurt Idahoans by delaying the benefits
of the project. Please permit Alternative 2 of the Stibnite Gold Project as outlined in the draft
Environmental Impact Statement.

Regards,

Name: Michael Bosse



