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Senate bill 1.  

Why is there nothing in this bill that protects either the water or land resources of Wisconsin from acid 
drainage from such an iron mine?  
 
Did the sponsors of this bill miss the testimony last year from geologists and other scientists about the 
known presence of sulfide minerals in the overburden lying above the iron ore deposit in the Penokee 
Hills? This bill seems to be based on a legislative finding on page 55 that iron mining, unlike nonferrous metallic 
mining, does not present the danger of acid drainage, which can “cause significant damage to the environment, 
affect human health, and degrade the quality of life of the affected community.”    
 
Have the sponsors of the bill considered the report by three Lawrence University Geologists, “Geochemical, 
mineralogical and structural characterization of the Tyler Formation and Ironwood Iron Formation, Gogebic 
Range, Wisconsin”, that estimates that at least 1.15 billion kilograms (or more than 2.5 billion pounds) of acid-
forming sulfur is contained in the Tyler Formation overburden that would need to be excavated, at a minimum, 
to excavate phase 1 of the proposed Penokee Hills mine?  The report is available online at: 
http://www.lic.wisc.edu/glifwc/penokee/Bjornerud_2012/Bjornerud_Geology_Report_Jan2013.pdf 
 
How can you enact a legislative finding that iron mining does not present the potential for acid drainage 
that can cause “significant damage to the environment, affect human health, and degrade the quality of 
life of the affected community?” Wild rice, the staple of the Bad River Nation’s cultural and nutritional 
sustenance, depends on the pristine conditions of the Bad River watershed being maintained.  You heard 
testimony from the Great Lakes Indian Fish and Wildlife Commission (GLIFWC) and others last year that acid 
drainage from taconite mining in Minnesota has made large areas unsuitable for growing wild rice, including 
approximately 100 miles of the St. Louis River and estuary.    
 
Instead, why does this bill make all pre-application exploration data proprietary, confidential information, 
not subject to disclosure? 

mailto:dennisg@midwestadvocates.org
http://www.lic.wisc.edu/glifwc/penokee/Bjornerud_2012/Bjornerud_Geology_Report_Jan2013.pdf


 

How will a legislative declaration that iron mining is by its nature safe protect the environment or residents 
of northern Wisconsin from acid drainage from a mine in the Penokee Hills? The consensus of geologists is 
the overburden of Gogebic Taconite’s proposed mine and the process of pulverizing minerals to access the ore 
would most likely release sulfide minerals and cause dangerous acid runoff. How can this legislation be in the 
interest of the citizens of Wisconsin when this bill weakens environmental protections for water, air, land, and 
wetlands, by exempting one industry from Wisconsin's laws, with more lenient provisions written for essentially 
one company? 
 
Doesn’t this legislation violate Native American treaty rights for off reservation hunting, fishing and 
gathering when this bill allows wholesale destruction of public lands and easy withdrawal of thousands of acres 
of managed forest land contracts now open to the public? 
 
Why does this bill subsidize an out-of-state billionaire by limiting to $2 million the amount any iron mining 
company has to pay DNR for all of a mine’s environmental permits and environmental review costs?  The 
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources and Army Corps of Engineers witnesses testified last year that the 
cost of reviewing a mining permit and reclamation plan and preparing an environmental impact statement for a 
large, complex mining project could be upwards of $10 million.   
 
Doesn’t this cap on a mining company’s payments for environmental permitting costs in effect remove the 
DNR’s ability for meaningful review and put public health and the environment at risk? The Wisconsin 
Department of Natural Resources is already understaffed and under-resourced.   
 
This bill provides that its provisions trump other state environmental laws if there is any conflict, including all 
state measures to protect water quality, air quality and hazardous waste dumping.  Doesn’t this present a 
public health risk, since those other laws are largely risk-based in nature, designed to protect public and 
environmental safety and health? 
 
Doesn’t the bill’s requirement that the DNR approve high-capacity groundwater wells and surface water 
withdrawals in whatever amounts and from whatever locations may be needed for a mining operation, 
regardless of their impacts on environmental resources or any other uses, apart from impacts on other 
private high-capacity wells, violate the Public Trust Doctrine in Wisconsin’s Constitution?  The Public Trust 
Doctrine provides that the state’s water resources are held by the state in trust for all, to remain free and 
available for public use forever. 
 
How can it be in the public interest for this legislation to require the DNR to allow one company to destroy 
Wisconsin’s highest quality streams and wetlands if it isn’t practicable for the mining company to protect 
them, requiring only that they agree to spend money to improve water resources somewhere else?  
Millions of dollars of public and private funds have been invested in the protection of the globally significant 
wetlands and waters of the Bad River watershed and would only be laid to waste for one company’s profits.   
 
While touted as a “jobs bill,” where is the objective evidence that this bill will bring a single mining job to 
the state a day earlier than existing laws?  The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers has warned that the arbitrary 
deadline for DNR to perform its environmental reviews of proposed iron mines will likely make it impossible for 
a company to submit a single state/federal permit application -- it will have to submit separate federal and state 
applications and wait for the longer federal review to be completed. 
 
Why are sponsors and supporters of AB1/SB1 making claims that an iron ore mine in northern Wisconsin 
will result in hundreds or thousands of jobs in Milwaukee?  Representatives of Joy Global and Caterpillar, the 
Milwaukee area manufacturers of mining equipment, have made clear that the proposed northern Wisconsin 



iron ore mine will not result in more jobs at their Milwaukee manufacturing facilities. See the March 5, 2012 
article at http://www.wisbusiness.com/index.iml?Article=263086 
 
Midwest Environmental Advocates is a public interest organization that uses the power of the law to support 
communities fighting for environmental accountability. Learn more about the Midwest Environmental 
Advocates on the web at midwestadvocates.org, like MEA on Facebook or follow @MidwestAdvocate on 
Twitter.  
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