




National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 

NEPA was signed into law on January 1, 1970.  NEPA requires federal agencies to assess the 
environmental effects of their proposed actions prior to making decisions.  


Title I of NEPA contains a Declaration of National Environmental Policy. This policy requires the 
federal government to use all practicable means to create and maintain conditions under which 
humans and nature can exist in productive harmony.


Section 102 in Title I of the Act requires federal agencies to incorporate environmental 
considerations in their planning and decision-making through a systematic interdisciplinary 
approach. Specifically, all federal agencies are to prepare detailed statements assessing the 
environmental impact of and alternatives to major federal actions significantly affecting the 
environment. These statements are commonly referred to as Environmental Impact Statements (EIS) 
and Environmental Assessments (EA). 

On May 9, 2025, the US Forest Service published its Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the 
Hermosa Minerals Project operated by Australian mining company South32.  The public comment 
period ended on June 23, 2025.


 




On June 18, 2025, organizational comments on the DEIS were filed by: 

The organizational comments state that the Draft EIS and proposed project approval violates various federal laws and 
regulations, including but not limited to: the USFS Organic Act of 1897, National Forest Management Act (NFMA), National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Endangered Species Act (ESA), Federal Land Policy Management Act (FLPMA), and the other 
laws, regulations, and polices noted therein. 

                   The proposed operation of the Hermosa Project on USFS Public Lands requires the highest level of environmental 
protections because the impacted public lands in the Patagonia Mountains are part of the Madrean Pine Oak Woodland, a global 
biodiversity hotspot identified by scientists as one of the top regions in the world most in need of research and protection for 
species survival as stated in “Half Earth—Our Planet’s Fight for Life” written by Edward O Wilson. 

                   The DEIS failed to: (1) fully analyze the baseline conditions of all potentially affected resources (water, air, wildlife/plants, 
cultural, recreation, etc.); (2) fully analyze the direct and indirect impacts of the project to all potentially affected resources; (3) fully 
analyze the cumulative impacts of the project, along with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects (including 
those involving energy exploration or development, grazing, recreation/ORV, surface and ground water uses, transportation, border 
issues, residential development, mineral exploration or development, etc.); (4) fully analyze the No-Action Alternative and other 
reasonable alternatives; and (5) other inadequacies noted above.  This is in addition to the ESA, FLPMA, Organic Act, and other 
problems noted in the organizational comments. 

                 CONCLUSION:  Before considering whether to approve the Project, or any other related uses of public land, the USFS 
must prepare and submit for public review a revised DEIS meeting the requirements stated in the organizational comments.



PARA coordinated a team of about two dozen 
subject matter experts to review the 
Hermosa DEIS.  The review covered: 



HIGHLIGHTS OF WATER & SOILS COMMENTS



This project, if approved as currently proposed, could push several already 
imperiled species closer to extinction in the United States, 

representing a critical conservation failure. 

The current environmental review is legally inadequate, scientifically  
indefensible, and morally bankrupt by prioritizing short-term  

mining interests over species survival. 
 

BOTTOM LINE ON BIODIVERSITY COMMENTS



AIR QUALITY PUBLIC HEALTH

South32’s definition of sustainability is wholly 
inadequate in this global biodiversity hotspot. 

The humans are at great risk. 
 



Tailings & Paste Backfill 

Hermosa’s tailings management plan is fundamentally 
flawed and premature for environmental review. 

The combination of missing basic data, unrealistic 
assumptions, contradictory information, and 

massive underestimation of failure consequences 
suggests the project requires substantial additional 

technical development before proceeding 
with regulatory approval processes. 

Public Safety and Transportation 

The DEIS lacks sufficient detail, enforcement mechanisms, 
and mitigation strategies to address the significant 

transportation and public safety risks associated with 
this large-scale mining operation in a sensitive 

environmental and scenic area.  

Dark Skies 

Light pollution from the mine poses serious 
threats that extend far beyond 

aesthetic concerns, affecting scientific 
research, wildlife ecosystems,  

human health, and local economies. 

Cultural Heritage 

The project area was acquired as US Public Lands through the Treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo (1848) and Treaty of La Melilla (1854).  These treaties 

contain ongoing legal obligations to protect indigenous rights. 

The DEIS incorrectly states that tribes have “no land or treaty rights” in the area. 

Environmental Justice 

Santa Cruz County has a documented history of environmental 
injustices from resource extraction.  Any energy transition must 

prioritize human health, environmental protection, 
and social justice rather than purely economic factors, 

ensuring local communities are actively involved 
in decision making processes.




