
Not a County Resident

























From: Jack Haverty
To: BOS Public Comment; Heidi Hall
Subject: Special Meeting 12/13-14/23
Date: Wednesday, December 13, 2023 8:23:40 PM
Attachments: OpenPGP 0x746CC322403B8E50.asc

OpenPGP signature.asc

Today's Special Meeting was interesting.  As a former elected official (6 years on the Board of
a California Special District), I have some experience from both sides of the dais.

The presentations struck me as being the debates that you typically see at trials, where each
side argues its case before a judge or jury.   That's not surprising since many of the presenters
are lawyers.   There was lots of discussions of case law, precedents, prior rulings, and analyses
of phrases extracted from laws and prior judgements.

My training as a holder of public office explained that my primary role as an elected official
was to be a representative of the people, and my duty was to act in the best interests of the
public, while appropriately advised by County Counsel about any relevant questions of law.  
In particular, I was not a judge or a jury member and wasn't expected to be one.

For the Nevada County BOS, I'd recommend the supervisors taking a similar stance - acting
solely as a representative of the people.  Elected officials are generally not qualified to be
lawyers or judges, and are also not authorized to act as trial juries.   They should avoid being
persuaded by lawyers' presentations to believe that they are qualified to make judgements on
legal matters.   That is a role for judges and juries.

Please vote your conscience as a representative of the people who live here, and if that leads to
a trial in the future, trust that the judges and juries involved then will hear the arguments and
reach a decision.   That's their job.

Jack Haverty
Resident, District 1
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From: Itara O"Connell
To: bdofsupervisors
Subject: Continuance
Date: Thursday, December 14, 2023 6:18:33 AM

CAUTION: This email is from an external sender. If you are not expecting this email or don't recognize the sender,
consider deleting.

Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. If you have
more questions search for Cybersecurity Awareness on the County InfoNet.

Why rush this important decision? Nevada County residents and The Board of Supervisors call for a continuance of
this important decision. The “vested interest rights” discussion could be decided sometime in 2024. Thank you, Itara
O'Connell
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From: Ed Scofield
To: Julie Patterson-Hunter; Tine Mathiasen
Subject: Fwd: Other Voices: Responsible mining, Cannon Mine, Wenatchee Washington and the proposed Idaho-Maryland

project | News | theunion.com
Date: Thursday, December 14, 2023 7:25:09 AM

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Michael Taylor <mjt4you@gmail.com>
Date: December 14, 2023 at 4:16:16 AM PST
To: Ed Scofield <Ed.Scofield@nevadacountyca.gov>, Jeffrey Thorsby
<Jeffrey.Thorsby@nevadacountyca.gov>
Cc: Kit Elliott <Kit.Elliott@nevadacountyca.gov>, Hardy Bullock
<Hardy.Bullock@nevadacountyca.gov>, Sue Hoek
<Sue.Hoek@nevadacountyca.gov>, Lisa Swarthout
<Lisa.Swarthout@nevadacountyca.gov>, Heidi Hall
<Heidi.Hall@nevadacountyca.gov>
Subject: Other Voices: Responsible mining, Cannon Mine, Wenatchee
Washington and the proposed Idaho-Maryland project | News | theunion.com

CAUTION: This email is from an external sender. If you are not expecting this
email or don't recognize the sender, consider deleting.

Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know
the content is safe. If you have more questions search for Cybersecurity
Awareness on the County InfoNet.

Dear Chair Ed Scofield,

I wrote you last week, raising the issue there is a conflict of interest with Heidi
Hall’s public opposition to Idaho Maryland Mines reopening in 2008 and 2009.
She was publicly expressing views in direct opposition to Dave Watkinson,
C.O.O. and President of Emgold Mining reopening Idaho Maryland Mine.

This was brought up multiple times yesterday. Heidi is putting the County in
additional liability risks with not recusing herself.

At the time when she was speaking in opposition of the mine reopening, she
worked for the United States Environmental Protection Agency and was on loan
to the California State Water Resource Control Board, at a time just before she
was considering running as a Democrat for US Congress. The mine reopening
was a public and political issue for her at the time, not just a personal opinion.

Yesterday, when Heidi was addressing the issue of conflict of interest, she said
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her opinions were expressed as her own personal opinions. Ask yourself at the
time she was expressing her opposition to the mind reopening to the general
public, how could her audience determine she was speaking personally and not
from her position on environmental protection agency or state water board?

I am again asking that Supervisor Hall recuses herself to minimize future financial
liability to the county. Her reasons for not recusing herself will not hold up under
scrutiny.

I trust that my email last week and this one today is part of public record.

Respectfully,

https://linkprotect.cudasvc.com/url?
a=https%3a%2f%2fwww.theunion.com%2fnews%2fother-voices-responsible-
mining-cannon-mine-wenatchee-washington-and-the-proposed-idaho-maryland-
project%2farticle_72b7af72-5eed-5277-a232-
519dcf08ca5a.html&c=E,1,QddC0QPeRweZ8dHmrqaF3xwxSPe1419TfVr-
pKQ9rW5wd7nAMKkywWy9TVZS8r4lRCwT1O-UyGFtOyW5gFTviEDAO-
E_fPgGa66Q9YFIMVI4ZZEabCU86Q,,&typo=1

Sent from my iPhone




