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The Upper Peninsula Environmental Coalition ((UPEC) chartered in 1976, was the first grassroots group that focused solely on 
environmental issues across all of Michigan’s Upper Peninsula.  We oppose SB 652-654 and are disappointed that these bills have 
advanced in the legislative process.  We urge this Committee to vote, no on these bills.

UPEC has been working hard to insure that mining and other regulations that protect our environment are enforced.  Though we 
are not privy to conversations between the bills’ sponsors and mining companies such Lundin, Highland and Aquila, careful review 
of their permit applications and other documents clearly shows that they often have difficulty meeting the requirements under Part 
652. Much of the trouble lies at their feet. They do not provide sufficient and correct information, and even submit misleading or 
outdated documents to regulators. When asked to provide additional or corrected materials, they will often send slightly revised or 
outdated materials. They make promises to follow the rules, yet do not provide evidence or proof that they have done so.

When UPEC reviews the mining applications, we find these gaps and omissions, and bring them to the attention of DEQ per-
sonnel. Since our organization has become proficient in analyzing their data, we provide the technical comments that the agency 
requires of citizens and citizen-based organizations to be seriously considered. Frequently the personnel are unwilling to accept our 
comments even after reasoned argument. It is disappointing to find the agency unwilling at times to enforce its own regulations and 
to issue a permit violations for obvious infractions.

The following points should be considered by your Committee:
• Environmental organizations, such as ours, are extremely limited in our ability to influence regulatory decision-making. 
We have no lobbyists, and no paid staff working on the review of complex environmental permits. We participate in only four 
stakeholder meetings with regional DEQ staff, 3 hours each, per year.
• Regulations are not obstacles to be over-ridden by special interests as proposed in SB 652 and 653. 
• While the 11 member Environmental Science Advisory Board created under SB 654 to advise the Governor on issues 
affecting the protection of the environment or the management of natural resources may appear to be a plausible idea, it is noth-
ing  more than lip-service.  Members would be appointed by the Governor with the advice and consent of the Senate.   A statewide 
environmental organization would have one seat while a land conservation organization would hold another with decisions made 
by a majority vote (not consensus), making any vote for protection of our environment meaningless.
• Taxpayers are subsidizing the cost of legacy pollution from more than 175 years of industrialization – especially mining – 
as witnessed by the large number of brownfields throughout the state and polluters should not be making the rules.
• Old or abandoned mining operations in the Upper Peninsula are still not cleaned up.
• The DEQ approved over 99 percent of all permit applications submitted in 2016 and 2017
• We actively review, submit detailed comments upon, or publicly state our opposition to only a handful of applications each 
year, due to our desire to protect the clean water and wild lands of Michigan’s Upper Peninsula, and an overall lack of transparency 
and accountability on the part of global mining companies operating in our communities
• Due to the complexity of the data submitted and the grave consequences should a mining corporation make the wrong 
choices, the amount of time and scrutiny required for a mining company to receive a major permit, on average less two years, is 
entirely warranted in order to protect Michigan’s environment from long-term environmental damage.
In summary, we believe it would be ill-considered and contrary to federal law to allow passage of SB 652, 653, 654, creating a “re-
view board” in which the representatives of the industries being regulated are able to veto, over-rule, or otherwise object to DEQ 
permitting decisions. Industry would not be held accountable, and federal and state environmental laws would be undermined. 
This back door approach to negating environmental protections is unconscionable as well as bad public policy. We urge the Com-
mittee to reject these pieces of legislation and leave the current regulatory framework, as flawed as it is, in place.  
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