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Great River Homes, Inc. 
611 Broadway Avenue, Suite 105 
Wabasha, MN 55981 
(651) 565-4884 (Phone) 
(651) 565-2120 (Fax) 
grhomes@greatriverhomes.org (Email) 
www.greatriverhomes.org 

June 29, 2017 

Mr. Bob Edstrom 
US Army Corps of Engineers 
St. Paul District, Attention: Project management 
180 5th Street East, Suite 700 
St. Paul MN 55101 

Dear Mr. Edstrom, 

On behalf of Great River Homes, Inc., I am writing this letter in opposition to the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers St Paul District 40 Year dredge material plan for lower pool 4 of the 
Mississippi River. 

Great River Homes, Inc. is a private non-profit organization providing residential and in
home support services to people with intellectual disabilities in Wabasha County since 1976. 

Great River Homes, Inc. built a house at 1207 River Drive South in Wabasha, MN in 2004. 
Four individuals with intellectual disabilities, mobility impairments, seizure conditions, 
speech impairments, and limited safety skills live in the house on the proposed truck traffic 
route for transportation of dredge material. 

The lot at 1207 River Drive South was selected for this house because it is located on a quiet 
and safe street. The four people frequently walk, use a wheelchair or ride a bicycle on River 
Drive South and are safe in doing so. 

The proposed transportation of dredge material by trucks on River Drive South poses a 
serious safety risk to the people living at 1207 River Drive South because of their 
vulnerability to injury due to their limited. pedestrian safety skills. There are no sidewalks 
along River Drive South. The noise from the trucks would be very bothersome. Their quality 
of life would be adversely affected by your proposal. 

Please do not route trucks hauling dredge material on River Drive South in Wabasha, MN. 
because of its detrimental effect to the safety and quality of life of all its residents. 

Please call me at 651-560-4801 if you have any questions or need additional information. 

Sincerely, v A 
~~~ 
Michael F. Weinandt 
Administrator 

CC: Senator Amy Klobuchar 
Senator Al Franken 

Providing residential and support services to persons with developmental disabilities. 

"An Equal Opportunity Employer" 



 

June 21, 2017 

ST. PAUL DISTRICT, US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

RE: Lower Pool 4 Dredged Material Management Plan 

I am writing my comments and concerns regarding the dredging and relocation of sand in the Mississippi River Pool 4.  

It is a hopeless feeling for me to express my concerns regarding this project.   From experience, a voice of reason can 
sometimes be heard at a local or state level, but when it comes to a federal government project like this in a small 
community, public input most likely will change nothing.  So, here goes my two cents… 

Why does the upper section of the Mississippi River (Minneapolis to Winona) need to be dredged in the first place?  
Dredging the river only benefits the companies that transport their commodities via the river.   Dredging does not 
benefit the local land owners.  We never hear of landowners getting a stipend from Archer Daniels Midland, but those 
land owners are definitely paying for these federally funded projects.  Barge operators do not pay any kind of toll or fee 
to move their cargo through the 200 plus federally funded locks on the river system.  Railroads cover the costs of 
construction and maintenance along their right-of-ways; trucks repay the damage they cause to roads through fuel tax, 
licensing fees and local road fees.  The commodity businesses gaining from transporting via river barges should be 
paying for these projects.   

The idea of not dredging the upper Mississippi will never be an option or recommendation by the Army Corps of 
Engineers, as it would diminish the money that those large commodity companies take in and use for lobbying their 
chosen politicians to keep their big businesses flourishing.   

Reluctantly accepting the fact that the upper Mississippi pools will continue to be dredged and those costs will be the 
burden of the taxpayers, it is evident this project will move forward.  In addition, if one were to base outcomes on 
history, the current Lower Pool 4 dredging management plan will go exactly the way it was originally presented; even if 
it doesn’t follow local government regulations or what community members feel is best for their community.  

It is unjust that the Army Corps of Engineers can overrule any local government regulations.  It is also unjust to enforce 
eminent domain on property owners that are opposed, especially for the reasons that are so heavily resisted with this 
project.  Taking away a multi-generational working family farm is a violation and distortion of our constitutional property 
rights.  

Local government agencies, the community and generational family farmers are resisting this federal government 
agency order, who will prevail?  Again, if we follow what history has shown, we already know the answer.   

How will a decision today on this project make a difference 100 years from now?  In 2117, this working family farm could 
be coming upon its tenth generation still sustaining our local community or it could be vanished from its beautiful rural 
landscape, with it disappeared one of the best environments capable of not only sustaining products for its community 
but producing strong character-driven families.     

Sincerely, 

Jeanne Franz 
Buffalo County, Wisconsin resident 
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June 18, 2017 

LeAnne Marx 
1507 River Drive South 
Wabasha, MN 55981 

To whom it may concern: 

Least cost is one of two most important issues of your plan to use 
Southside Fitzgeralds as a storage and transfer site. My question "What is the 
cost of a child's life?" This is a residential area. Children do walk and ride their 
bikes to school and the public pool. Both are located on the routes which you 
plan to take your trucks. If you go through with your plan to extend Dugan street 
you will also have to go across the bike path. Accidents do happen but this plan 
seems to be upping the odds that one will. Many times least cost is not the best 
way to solve a problem. Please reconsider your plan. 

LeAnne Marx 
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July 7, 2017 

Dear Colonel Calkins 

We recently had an emergency situation on River Dr S. Our street was blocked both 
ways for a 2 + time period. I often wonder how different this situation could have been if 
we add dump trucks too the mix. 
I have included some photos to give you an idea what has and can happen on our dead 
end street. 

I Thank You again for your time. It is truly appreciated. 

c:&//,daJD dck~ 
Linda Odden 
1407 River Dr S 
Wabasha MN 55981 

Lindaodden777@gmail.com 
507-250-4589 
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June 28th 2017 

To whom it may concern: 

 Agriculture is the backbone of this country! Today’s farmers spend countless hours 
tending to the land, caring for and nurturing their crops and livestock in order to produce food to 
feed not only this country but our world.  With the continuous growing population, the amount of 
usable farm ground continues to decrease.  With that being said, families whom make their living 
and feed their own families off of their farmland continue to be undervalued and targets for 
unproductive changes to their farm ground.  The Drysdale family is a passionate hard working 
family that don’t farm for the money, but rather the reward of helping feed our country which is 
hard to find in today’s society.  Chelsea, a 4th generation farmer is depending on this land which 
will be passed down to her to generate an income for her family in the future.  If you take the 
land which her family has worked hard for away from her, ask yourselves: How would you like 
it if someone took something of yours away that had been in your family for several generations?   
How would you like the feeling of being helpless and that everything that you had worked for 
and everything that you’re looking forward to is instantly taken away? Think of the lives that are 
affected just because of a decision that seems as though it’s “no big deal.”  Families and 
communities are devastated because decisions are made to take one thing that is functional and 
turn it into essentially a dumpster.  There continues to be this never ending question of how are 
we going to feed the world in 20, 30, maybe even a hundred years? How are we going to feed the 
world when usable farm ground continues to be taken away?  There are countless government 
owned properties that sit vacant and could be used for a situation like this.  Instead of taking the 
“cheaper” alternative to deposit this sand, potentially a smart business decision would be spend 
accordingly in the first place just like our founding fathers did whom created this country, so that 
an issue like this doesn’t arise and the incomes and livelihoods of innocent people aren’t put into 
jeopardy.  Rather than focusing on wildlife preservation which has its place, lets also consider 
the farmers whom work 365 days a year to provide food to consumers so that we have a place to 
live by 2050 and aren’t picking up the pieces of poor decisions made in the past.  This decision 
would be at tremendous devastation not only to the family, the local community, but also the 
entire agricultural community.  We are asking for reconsideration on this  plan to deposit the 
sand in this location and appreciate you taking the time to read this letter.  Please let us know if 
you have any further comments or questions.  

 

Sincerely,  

Chestnut Angus Farm  
Pipestone, MN  
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June 21, 2017 

Col. Sam Calkins, District Commander 

St. Paul District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

180 5th St. E. Suite 700 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101-1678 

Greetings Col. Calkins, 

I am writing this letter as follow up reinforcement to the points that were discussed at the dredging plan 

meeting held June 15 at the Wabasha-Kellogg High School. I'm sure you must have sensed the 

frustration, anger and disbelief at the Corps plan to place sand on the Fitzgerald and Drysdale property. 

We live on River Drive South and we hope you listened closely to the points we discussed at the 

meeting. I believe that if you listened well your only conclusion would be to slow the process down and 

seek alternative locations for the dredge sand. Possibly seek property from willing sellers for the 

placement of sand. Try to advertise for property to place sand, hopefully in low population density 

areas where detrimental quality of life issues are kept at a minimum. 

We need the Army Corps of Engineers to care more about the people involved rather than just cost. If 

you care about citizenry you would not pick the locations in the current plan. 

Thank you for attending the meeting. 

Toni and Kirth Smith 

1509 River Drive South 

Wabasha, Minnesota 55981 
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Pool 4 Dredged Material Disposition 

 

 Great respect for the difficult job the Corps has for 

maintaining the 9 foot channel – and the particularly 

difficult job Pool 4 involves 

 

 Not being a geologist, not certain how sand from the 

Chippewa could be prevented from entering Pool 4 – but 

worth looking into. 

 

 But, the key goals today remain “out of the flood plain” 

and “beneficial use”. 

 

 One historic example of both – from the mid 1980’s 

 

o Betsy Slough unload 

o Using regular dry cargo barges (those that you see 

hauling grain and fertilizer daily) several hundred 

thousand yards/tons of Pool 5A sand was moved 

from above Lock 5A to an unload on the East end of 

Winona, and then into the Shives Road “swamp” 

(now, of course it would be called “wetlands”). Today 

Target and several other commercial properties are 

located on what is 15 feet or so of Betsey Slough 
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(Pool 5A) sand. No trucking on public roads involved. I 

managed the transportation part of the project for 

Brennan.  

o A short distance (20 miles or so round trip) true, but 

the same scenario could be applied to much longer 

moves to truly beneficial use – that might even pay 

for the sand. Once loaded at a temporary river side 

storage site, the sand could be moved to just about 

any truly “beneficial” use site on the river system. 

 Just one extreme example would be Gulf Coast 

Louisiana for its ongoing coast reclamation 

programs for which those agencies are PAYING 

for sand dredged from off-shore bars and moved 

by barge to project areas – often many 10’s of 

miles, and at costs per yard similar to that the 

Corps incurs to get rid of Pool 4 sand out of the 

flood plain (and for a clearly beneficial use as 

well) 

 Properly designed (as was Betsy Slough, but 

scaled-up) ) those same barges (spreading covers 

that were stacked for the sand move south) 

could be bringing back dry fertilizer and salt to 

cover even more of the first cost of 3600 mile 

round trip 
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 Surely here are other opportunities  for truly beneficial use 

along the 16,000 miles of US navigable waterways – if you 

just do some inquiries, an design your transportation 

program carefully – using objective resources for costing. 

One example could be the huge coastal restoration project  

on the Gulf Coast (primarily Louisiana). They may well 

have an agenda that is contrary to the concept. For 

instance, grain haulers (most of those that serve the Upper 

Miss) will give you spot grain freight as a s/b – not really 

related to true cost, but “what the market will bear”. They 

(most barge owners serving the Upper Miss) also will be 

wary of the competition your sand haul to the Gulf could 

result in for n/b fertilizer and salt moves. The same barges 

(with stacked covers) can both haul sand south and those 

other bulk commodities north. 

 

 As many folks have suspected and the Corps has itself 

confirmed, the Pool 4 sand – because of its origins in the 

Chippewa River watershed – is 40% or more hydraulic 

fracking quality. Frac sand can easily secure $60/ton in a 

processed form – much of the 54 million tons/year 

consumed in Texas, which is, of course, reachable by river 

barge. Also, with the Bay of Campeche off-shore wells 

drying up with conventional methods, frac sand will soon 
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be in greater demand just across the Gulf from 

Louisiana/Texas.  So far, all I have heard on the subject of 

Pool 4 frac sand that it is that there is no known method to 

separate the “good stuff’ from the “off grade” stuff. If 

almost half of the Pool 4 sand can garner revenue and 

truly have a beneficial use, it might be worth a close look. 

But, be wary again of who you ask for advice. A local frac 

sand firm with capital tied up in mine leases and fixed 

processing equipment is not likely to give the Corps any 

encouragement that might result in competition. The end 

users of the frac sand would be a better resource for 

determining how to turn a “waste” product into a 

beneficial use. 
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MARK A JAR ST AD* 

JEROME A. SCHREIBER (1934-1996) 
*Also Admitted in Wisconsin 

Mr. Robert Edstrom 
Project Manager 
Department of the Army 

SCHREIBER & JARSTAD 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

PO BOX 149 
136 EAST MAIN STREET 

WABASHA, MINNESOTA 55981 

PHONE (651) 565-3838 
FAX (651) 565-4179 

markjlaw@wabasha.net 

June 5, 2017 

St. Paul District, Corps of Engineers 
180 Fifth Street East, Suite 700 
St. Paul, MN 55101-1678 

RE: Corps Plan for Dredged Material 

Dear Mr. Edstrom: 

I am writing to you individually and on behalf of William M. Fitzgerald. The placement 
of dredge sand on land owned by Mr. Fitzgerald is objected to for the following reasons: 

1. Destruction of farmland. 

2. Destruction of wildlife habitat. 

3. Adverse impact on adjoining property owners. 

4. Creation of umeasonable and unnecessary traffic in a residential area. 

5. Failure to look at other more viable alternatives. 

6. Loss of value to a significant number of property owners located on River Drive in 
Wabasha. 

7. Creation of a public nuisance due to noise and dust for adjoining residents. 
8. Creating an industrial use in a residential area. 

9. Loss of tax revenue to the City of Wabasha due to the diminution in value of their 
property. 
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Mr. Robert Edstrom 
Project Manager 
Department of the Army 
St. Paul, MN 55101-1678 

June 5, 2017 
Page 2 

10. Destruction of an aesthetically pleasing area and substituting a mound of sand. 

11. Significant safety concerns created by trucks in a residential area with many children 
and older people. 

My personal objection is based on these reasons coupled with the fact I live on Dugan 
A venue in Wabasha. 

Attorney at Law 
MAJ/cak 

cc: William M. Fitzgerald 
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St Paul District, US Army Corps of Engineers 

Attn: Col. Sam Caulkins 

180 5th St. E. Suite 700 

St. Paul, MN 55101-1678 

Dear Col. Caulkins, 

I consider it a privilege to be a citizen of the USA where democracy reigns supreme. I also consider it a 

privilege to be a MN resident, a state that puts its residents and environment as a priority. It saddens 

me that this proposal by the USACE appears to not follow the above premises. The impact of the 

dredging project on our small community of Wabasha and specifically River Drive South is significant. 

The children, the residents and the environment will suffer if this proposal progresses to fruition. I find 

it difficult to believe that alternatives are not available that will have less impact and be as fiscally 

viable. The cost of rebuilding and maintaining the roads as well as the trucking costs over the 40 year 

period must be astronomical. The above points along with the disruption to this neighborhood and 

community must be considered. (40 trucks an hour - 20 loaded and 20 empty) (The noise level to an 

otherwise peaceful area) 

Finally, the beautiful area proposed to be a transfer station is the home of numerous wildlife and an 

area that is a representation of what the Mn River Valley is all about. Is the dollar amount more 

in,pqrtant .than .the people? Is the dollar amount more important than our children's safety? Is the 

dollar amount more important than the natural beauty of this area? Is the dollar amount more 

important than destroying a 3 generation farm? It is sad to see what we, as humans, can do to the 

natural environment. Is Eminent Domain really what Minnesotans believe in? It seems to be against 

the very core of what our freedom is all about. 

Please reconsider the proposed plan and continue to look for alternatives that do not destroy what we, 

as Minnesotans, hold near and dear to us. Put the people and natural beauty first. 

Sincerely, 
~-

•·OlLlAN - c_ 'frfuLw~ 
Mary~.~son 

Cc 

Senator Klobuchar 

Se~ator F~anke~ 

Congressman Lewis r .. 
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Nancy Kotnour 
126 Washburne Ave. 
La Crosse, WI 54603 
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Nancy Kotnour 
126 Washburne Ave. 
La Crosse, WI 54603 

• 
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River inlet on the Wisconsin George Stringham, a pub'." the plan is not adopted, public co:mrnentperiod for 
side;·. · · lie affairs sp~cialist · with the Corps would. need t.b the draft plan began May 

I/Most of the, dredge ma- tlie C~rps, said taking the take emergency adions for. 11, the Drysdales did not 
terialin the (St .. Paul) dis- , plan back before the pub- its dredge· material, which hear. about it until May ·15, 
trict .comes from the·lower lie seems unlikely . unless · likely means dumping it in when a.letter and a packet 
area. fu Pool No. 4/ said there are major changes. the river. That comes with showed up on their doorstep 

· · Elliott Stefanik, a biologist ''Ifthemodificationislarge itsownsetofenvironmental · explainingtheplanan.dhow 
and chief of the environ - enough, it's certainly re.a - .. consequences. · their farmland was a vital 
mental_ planning section sonabletherewouldbean- •.· · · •. partofthatplan. 
forthedisfrict.Mostofthat other public;meeting;' he The famUy farm . Since May 15, the family 
silt .can be found. between said. ''But it'd have. to be a · "Ws ,all I've ever known:'. has been fighting to .save 
lockand dam No.4 and the niajor change to the pro- said Chelsey Drysdale; their farm·. Willard said he 
Chippewa River, the source posed plan!' . Willard's daughter who hopes to get 500 peppleto 
oftfie vast majority of that As itstands, Stefanik said, hopes one day to bE! the c:omment on the plan. He. 
silt. ··.· . .. . . . ·· · . sites .such as the Drysdale fourth-generationDrysdale suspects those comments 
· The · Corps cuts a.bout fa):m were sefocted because to own the farm. "It's what will be negative. "We've 
270,000 cubic yards of the. Gorps did not have a · my whole future was going visitedwithalotofpeople:' 
dredge ma,terial ffomthat lotof other options. Find- to.be!' he said . ."We haven:'t had 
stretch annually. During ing other sites. with enotigh The · family has ~ ~een ·· anyone who's in support of 
the 40-year life of the man"' land to store 40 years of silt farming tbe flat land. abqut this!' 
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C E N T E R 

July 21, 2017 

Robert K. Edstrom 
St Paul District, US Army Corps of Engineers 

180 5th St. E Suite 700 
St Paul, MN 55101-1678 

Mr. Edstrom: 

I am writing to express grave concerns about the Corps' proposed plan involving dredge sand placement in and 

around Wabasha, Minnesota. As Executive Director of the National Eagle Center in Wabasha I am concerned about 

the impact on our business, the community, and the visitors who come here from all over the world. 

Though its roots go back to 1989, the National Eagle Center has existed in its current form since our world class 

visitor center opened in 2007 in downtown Wabasha. Since that time the Center has grown into a premier travel 

and education destination, attracting over 83,000 annual visitors from every state and over 110 countries. We are 

consistently rated very highly in travel ratings and were recently named the "Number One Destination for 

Families" in Minnesota by a Trip Advisor subsidiary. 

The National Eagle Center is a key economic driver in Wabasha and the region. Our surveys show that visitor 

spending while in Wabasha measures in the millions of dollars. The National Eagle Center generates over $1.1 

million in revenues annually, employs 26 people locally, and is a thriving, self-supporting nonprofit business. 

We know from travel industry data that destination communities don't succeed because of one primary attraction. 

The visitor experience depends on the vibrancy of local businesses such as restaurants, hospitality, unique retail 

and pedestrian-friendly, historic settings - all hallmarks of Wabasha. 

Since moving to Wabasha in 2012 I have come to greatly appreciate that the community has invested a great deal 

into developing and supporting its National Eagle Center. While small towns across America have experienced 

serious declines in the past few decades, Wabasha saw a unique opportunity to create a different future. By 

developing the National Eagle Center, the community has maximized the unique assets of the River and its eagles 

to create a sustainable economic future. 

The Corps' proposed plan threatens to significantly damage all of this. The truck traffic through historic and 

residential neighborhoods will seriously mar the visitor experience in addition to the quality of life of residents. We 

fear the impact on Wabasha's and the National Eagle Center's hard-earned but well-deserved reputation as a 

world class travel destination. 

We urge the Corps to find a better solution that will not have the negative economic and human impacts that this 

plan will. 

Sincerely, 

Rolf Thompson 
Executive Director 

Cc Sen. Amy Klobuchar, Sen. Al Franken, Sen. Tammy Baldwin, Sen. Ron Johnson, Rep. Jason Lewis 

50 Pembroke Ave. Wabasha, MN 55981 nationa leaglecenter .org 651.565.4989 
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BY BRIAN TODD 
btodd@postbulletin.com 

ST. PAUL- If you have 
something to say; you have 
more time to say it. 

The St. Paul District of the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
has extended the comment 
period for the draft of its 
dredged material management 
plan for Lower Pool 4 of the 
Upper Mississippi River. The 
new deadline is Aug. 25. 

•~er receiving requests 
from local-stakeholders to 
extend the deadline earlier this 
week, I decided an extension 
would provide the opportunity 
to ensure we have a common 
understanding of the way for
ward to complete the plan col
laboratively," Col. Sam Calkins, 
St. Paul District commander, 
said last week. 

On July 21, several repre
sentatives of the Corps sat 
down with representatives 
of the Wisconsin and Minne
sota departments of natural 
resources, the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, the city and 
county of Wabasha, Minnesota 
state lawmakers, and affected 
parties to discuss several alter
natives to the 40-year draft plan 
on what to do with 10.7 million 
cubic yards of material cleared 
from the 9-foot deep navigation 
channel between Lake Pepin 
and Lock and Dam 4. 

The Aug. 25 extension is the 
fourth extension of the dead
line by the Corps as it deals 
with public opposition to the 

plan and looks for a different 
solution. 

Once the new comment peri
od ends, the Corps will enter 
the next step in its process, 
said Patrick Moes, a district 
Corps spokesman. 

"This involves continued 
coordination with federal, 
state and local partners to 
ensure we explore all options 
and develop an affordable and 
acceptable plan," he wrote in 
a statement. "The final plan 
will also establish the Federal 
Standard, which is the Corps' 
regulation requiring the least 
costly, environmentally accept
able option." 

Brent Kastner/ Spectral Q. 

The current draft plan was 
originally released May 11. 
Paul Machejewski, channel 
maintenance coordinator for 
the Corps, said the Corps has 
received hundreds of com
ments, but he urges anyone 
who wants to give input to 
include specific options to 

Hundreds of Wabasha County residents form a giant eagle on farmland 
targeted bythe U.S. Corps of Engineers as a dredging dump. 

Hundreds gather for aerial protest 
replace the cur.rent draft plan : WABASHA- Hundreds of 
that also meet the least expen- · . Wabasha County residents on 
sive, environmentally responsi- Sunday took their opportunity to 
ble standard. respond to a U.S. Army Corps of 

Questions and comments Engineers dredging plan by form-
concerning the project should ing a giant piece of human art. 
be directed to Bob Edstrom, Residents were organized into 
Corps project manager, at Rob- a giant eagle formation, with the 
ert.K.Edstrom@usace.army. potentially affected.farmland as 
mil. Please address all corre- their backdrop. They were framed 
spondence on this project to by the phrase "respect the heart-
the St. Paul District, U.S. Army · . >land." Photographed from the air, 
Corps .of Engineers, Attention: they hope it will send a.message 
ProjectManagement,.180 5th .about the cormection they ):).ave to 
St. E., Suite 7'00, St.'Paul, 55:J;,01" the land and/the .threat they feel 
1678. The.plan can be viewe<i.; at the proposed dredging and storage 
www.mvp.usace.army;mil. plans pose. 

The art, which organizers called 
a "large-scale artistic missive," 
was formed and photographed 
using a drone in about an hour on 
Sunday afternoon. 

The formation, .cre.ated by Min· 
nesota native and aerial artist 
John Quigley, was organized by 
"Friends of Wabasha," a group of 
volunteers hoping to address the 
dredging plan and other issues 
affecting the community. 

Quigley, who now lives in Los 
Angeles, has a connection to 
Wabasha through his gr-andpar:. 
ents, who settled there, and hi~ 
parents, who were b,orn .there. 

At 
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Amy Klobuchar 
302 Hart 
Senate Office Building 
Washington D.C. 20510 

Al Franken 
309 Hart 
Senate Office Building 
Washington D.C. 20510 

July 25, 2017 

Dear Ms. Klobuchar and Mr. Franken, We are writing as concerned citizens from Wabasha 
Minnesota, We know you are aware of the corp of engineers dredging plan of pool 4 in the 
Mississippi River. We want to thank both of you for your concern and actions on our behalfl 
There are coordination planning meetings to come up with a better plan but will need more 
time We need to continue the fight to protect our town and its citizens from becoming a total 
dump site and scapegoat for the corp. We have a beautiful historic town and want to preserve 
it. 

Once the government decided to make the river navigable they must have realized it would be 
changed forever. It changed the eco system. The backwaters are becoming a wet desert and 
the estuary at the mouth of the Mississippi and the Gulf of Mexico has been receding. 
Solutions to this problem should not be peace meal but something that will preserve and protect 
the integrity of the river, the environment and most importantly the quality and well being of 
the citizens of Wabasha. A band aid approach is not what we need now. The cheapest 
solution is not the best solution! 

In closing, it is important to remember that the US Army is here to defend and protect and 
hope that it will live up to its motto for us! 

Sincerely, 

()o~L 
Jo and Lynn Baasch 
Residents of Wabasha, Mn. 
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(The Rev. Canon) &Vlll>!'"4''"J'.' Winkler 
39259 K-C Drive 

Winona, MN 55987 
507-452-0343 

thomas_e_ winkler@yahoo.com 

May 27, 2017 

St. Paul District 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Attention: Project Management 

180 sth St. E., Suite 700 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101-1678 

Dear Madam or Sir: 

I'm writing with two concerns relating to your up-coming dredge plan. 

I have a houseboat at the Alma Marina, on which I spend a good deal of time. I also frequently 

tow my runabout to launch at the manna. 

I am not only concerned about the noise of dump trucks continually coming and going as they did 

a year ago, but also about the dust which frequently blows over the boats in the marina resulting 

in a lot of clean up work 

Also, the trucks nearly destroyed the railroad crossing,., 

especially when towing a boat. 

I wish that you would refresh the various sand 
campers, fisher folk and people simply tying up to 

the crossing very difficult, 

which are heavily used by 
:,;:zcreate. 

Those various sandbanks will gradually erode and.even~J,.:tH disappear, seriously damaging the 

recreational use of the river. Over the years I've been tying up my houseboat for a 

few nights of luxurious camping, I've noticed that the :;,vy and other vegetation is gradually 

taking over. One site I used in the past, between Alma .. r /!abasha, is now nearly impossible to 

use. 

Thanks for your time and attention. 

(The Rev. Canon) Thomas E. Winkler 
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June 21, 2017 

Robert Edstrom 
St. Paul District 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Attention: Project Management 
180 5th St. E., Suite 700 
St. Paul, MN 55101-1678 

Re: Lower Pool 4 Dredged Material Management Plan Comments 

Mr. Edstrom, 

Our names are Willard & Nora Drysdale. We live at 65070 E County Rd 30, Wabasha, MN 
55981. We own and operate the 298 acres of farmland you have designated for federal 
acquisition for storage of dredged sand from Lower Pool 4 on the Mississippi River. We would 
like to take this opportunity to tell you how we feel about this acquisition proposal. 

My grandfather, Willard C. Drysdale, came to this farm with his wife Selma and their 3 children 
in 1939. They lived a simple and penniless life for many years. In 1947 my uncle Paul 
partnered with my grandfather on the farm. In that same year he drown in a whirlpool in the 
Mississippi River in an area south of Kellogg known as West Newton. In 1953 my father, Peter, 
after attending U of M St. Paul Campus Ag School partnered with his father on the Drysdale 
Farm until the untimely death of my grandfather in 1971. In 1972 my father had another 
burden placed on his shoulders when our mother left us due to mental illness. He was left to 
raise 5 children on his own. My father not only had to perform all of the duties of taking care 
of a large dairy and beef operation, but also see to it that his children had some kind of a 
normal life. I am the oldest of his children, believe me, it wasn't easy. 

In 1980 I returned to the farm to work with my father. I married my wife, Nora, in 1986. The 
very thought of a government agency piling waste sand on this property and destroying its 
productivity for the rest of eternity, for no other reason than "cost effectiveness", is 
something my family cannot understand. No value could ever be put on what we have 
sacrificed and gone without to make this farm into what it is today. My aunt, who was raised 
on this farm, along with my 4 siblings, are devastated by this plan, after watching 3 
generations be excellent stewards of the land. Other than death in our family and my wife's 
battle with cancer, this is undoubtedly the worst thing we have ever had to confront. 

In the early 1970's, after the devastating flood of 1965, the USACE built levee's on each side of 
the Zumbro River to protect our farms from flooding. The project costs were over a million 
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dollars at that time. The entire neighborhood benefitted from this project. Now the USACE 
proposes to pile sand on the very land they have protected for over 40 years. 

The Department of Agriculture has told all farmers that by the year 2050 nearly 9 billion 
people will be living on this planet. They are informing all farmers, worldwide, that 
agricultural production will have to increase by 60% in order to feed this projected population. 
This means 500 acres of farmland would feed¾ of a million people in 40 years. We do not 
understand how you can say in the Winona Post newspaper article, dated June 11 2017, that 
the loss of 500 acres of farmland is not a significant threat to the food supply. You also stated 
in the article that this plan would have no effect on community development. We believe that 
if you told this to the Department of Agriculture you would get a very different point of view. 
Each year our farm inputs are $600.00 per acre. On 300 acres, using current expenses, this 
would be $180,000.00 of gross income taken away from local businesses. 

There are many alternatives places for this sand to go, such as depleted gravel pits and land 
owned by other government agencies with abundant wasteland. You have a lot of power 
within the government, use that power to open up wetlands for use in situations such as this 
rather than destroying productive farmland. 

If this acquisition goes through, everything my grandparents, father, and my own family have 
worked for will be gone forever. If my farm is taken out of production you will never find 
another 300 acre parcel of similar farmland to replace it. My very way of life and my livelihood 
will be taken from me, my wife, and my daughter. Everything I have worked for and 
accomplished in my lifetime will be gone. It will not be possible to pass on my cattle operation 
to my daughter if this land is taken from me. The income from my cropland is my major 
source of income. Currently we are able to run our farm using the cropland and our cattle 
operation but I know we will be unable to continue our current way of life without this 
income. A farmer's greatest monetary asset is his real estate. 

We like to think that people who work for the Corps of Engineers are people who love their 
families and would never want something like this land acquisition to happen to them. We 
like to think that you have a heart and that you can understand why people have been so 
passionate and angry at these meetings. We are all Americans and we are all human beings 
and this is a great county to live in, not everything in this life should be about how cost
effective things can be, sometimes you just have to do the right thing. 

Si , , 
/4) / f ~ --

---r11 ,--,_p_ Dy ,l t:th-
Wi Ila rd and Nora Drysdale 



From: allan
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Dredging
Date: Thursday, May 25, 2017 9:01:21 AM

I am opposed to the dredging plan which takes out  crop land out of
production. Also the method of dredging at the west newton boat landing.
To barge sand to the landing and then dump it in the river so they can
pump it up to land. I live very close the landing and feel our water
supply is in jeopardy, Please respond to this e-mail. Allan D
Lindbeck,12712 622ndST Kellogg
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From: melmag1@wabasha.net
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [EXTERNAL]
Date: Saturday, August 26, 2017 5:56:33 AM

Wabasha Area Dredging Plan

Sir,

Surely there must be alternatives to your plan of dredging sand onto perfectly good farm land in the Wabasha area. 
The land is these peoples livelihood and has been in their families for generations. Why not fix the problem at it’s
source, the Chippewa River itself.  Send a small dredge

up the Chippewa and put the sand on the banks of the Chippewa or fill in certain areas of the Tiffany Bottoms, there
is plenty of room.  Send the sand back to Wisconsin where it came from or load on these empty coal cars that come
back through the area heading out west.  I am sure there

are plenty of empty holes out there that need filling. Especially the open pit mines located out there.   The
government is subsidizing the railroad anyways so have them haul it away!  Anything would be better than taking
perfectly good farm land from the locals here in the Wabasha-Kellogg

area.  Thank you for your consideration.

Concerned Citizen of Wabasha

Melvin Magnuson
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From: arnold G
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [EXTERNAL] dredge spoils
Date: Saturday, August 26, 2017 7:40:35 AM

I own property and live in Wabasha.  Please do not go forward with your plan to cover such valuable, productive
land with
sand.  The impact of those big trucks rumbling through our area would be devastating to our streets and quality of
life.

Arnold W. Gorder
206-4 Alpine Ridge
Wabasha, MN  55981
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From: andreamgss@aol.com
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Fwd: Dredging issue in Wabasha
Date: Saturday, August 26, 2017 9:46:08 AM

Sent from AOL Mobile Mail
Get the new AOL app: mail.mobile.aol.com

________________________________

From: andreamgss <andreamgss@aol.com>
Date: Saturday, August 26, 2017
Subject: Dredging issue in Wabasha
To: robertk.edstrom <robertk.edstrom@uace.army.mil>

WE HAVE/DO LIVE IN WABASHA FOR 50+  YEARS AND ARE NOT FOR/AGAINST THE DREDGING
FOR THE REASONS THAT HAVE BEEN SHARED BY THE HOMEOWNERS/FARMERS THAT LIVE
RIGHT IN THAT AREA..OUR RESIDENT ISN'T THAT FAR AWAY...  

ANDREA & MARY GOSSE

Sent from AOL Mobile Mail
Get the new AOL app: mail.mobile.aol.com
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From: Agatha
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [EXTERNAL] SOUTHSIDE FITZGERALD LAND
Date: Friday, August 25, 2017 6:23:05 PM

I support the farmers and citizens of Wabasha MN, and our Wisconsin neighbors that their land will no be taken
from them by our government.  I strongly suggest that a different solution be found that will solve the sand issue that
will solve benefit all parties involved

John Hubbard
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From: Robert Mann
To: bree_maki@franken.senate.gov; chuck_ackman@klobuchar.senate.gov
Cc: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source]
Date: Thursday, June 22, 2017 2:52:30 PM

I am writing about the corp of engineers 40 year plan in pool 4 about getting rid of the dredged sand.  It seems to me
that the government owns a tremendous amount of land in our area and to take 4th and 5th generation productive
farms to pile sand on and  ruin generations of livelihood for these families is pretty ridiculous.  The further idea of
running  large dump trucks, every two minutes, through neighborhoods and in front of a k – 12th grade school seems
to show a lack of foresight  and a rush job in a plan that may benefit the corp but ruin a very great community and a
tourist area that will devastate a lot of businesses.  Someone did not think this through and this needs to be
reevaluated.

Please help this not to happen.

Bob Mann

Business owner and 40 year member of this community.
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From: dave grabau
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] 40 year dredge plan
Date: Wednesday, May 31, 2017 10:15:45 AM

Robert need to comment on the 40 year dredge plan.  I personally think it is outrageous that you and the corps feel
that they can just take a family's fourth generation farm from them.  There are thousands of  better spots in wabasha
buffalo and other surrounding counties then the proposed site for dumping and storing!  I am a resident that has
lived in Wabasha for 22 years and i am a avid outdoorsman and fish and hunt on the river.  I understand that the
river will always silt in. Its done it for millions of years and will continue to do so for millions of years. I am a
resident that lives on riverdrive in wabasha and the reason that i live here is the peace and tranquility that the
neighbor hood, river and view provide.  Under the proposed plan we will loose all of this! Instead of a beautiful
view and green space it will be become an industrial construction site.  How would u like to live next to a sand
facility with diesel pumps, catapilers, truck hauling nonstop. The noise pollution, enviromental impacts far out way
any benefits.  For years i have observed what happens to the water quality below where you are dredging. Its terrible
and filled with mud, sand, silt and diesel fuel exhaust.  I live close enough to the river that i can hear the pumps and
caterpilars when you are dredging on the main channel and thats sometimes 4-5 miles away! How will live when it's
100 yards out my back door? What happens to the water runoff? That is going to ruin a beautiful wetland (robinson
lake)!   As you can tell i'm extremely opposed to this plan and feel that there are better options then the current plan.
Please feel free to contact me as i would love to discuss further.

Dave Grabau
1305 riverdrive south
wabasha mn 55981
1-507-450-4849

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Dwayne Pelowski
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] 40 year Lower Pool 4 project
Date: Thursday, June 15, 2017 7:18:38 PM

 I am contacting you in response to the Corps future plans for Lower Pool 4.I understand the need to procure a site
for sediment from the navigational channel.However being the present plan is probably most economical I feel the
need to look past that aspect. Destroying(wasting) excellent productive agriculture land should be avoided.We will
NEVER get it back.It is my firm belief this project needs to look past costs. There needs to be a better solution.
                           Yours Truly,
                            Dwayne P.Pelowski
Sent from my iPhone
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From: Sue Halverson
To: bree_maki@franken.senate.gov; chuck_ackman@klobuchar.senate.gov; mary_gronlund@ronjohnson.senate.gov;

Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source]
Date: Saturday, June 24, 2017 3:31:36 PM

I am writing to encourage you to change your mind  in regards to where you want to put the dredge sand from the
Mississippi river.  The Drysdale farm is a four generation farm in Wabasha, MN, the residents along River Drive in
Wabasha along with the Weisenbeck farm in Nelson WI. properties need to be considered.  This may seem like it is
your best plan but what about all of the people and their families you are affecting with this decision.

There are plenty of other sites that the sand could be taken to.  You do not need to destroy the livelihood of these
families!!! 

Sue and Pat Halverson

Kellogg, MN
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From: Suzanne Zadra
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Army Corp of Engineers
Date: Saturday, July 29, 2017 9:52:41 AM

Army Corp of Engineers,

Hello! This email contains my opinion on the impact of DMMP if you force the acquisition of the Drysdale
farmland as a permanent dredge material storage site. I oppose destroying this rich agriculture family farmland. I
would like you to choose a different site that is less harmful for these reasons.

The Drysdale farmland sits near Hwy 61 and the DMMP will negatively impact the traffic, noise and congestion
within the area. The Drysdale farmland is also in clear and close view of County Road 30 and the dredge dumping
site will destroy the view of that general area. The Zumbro River is close to the Drysdale farmland that the Corp
wants to purchase and the dredge dumping activity will have a negative impact to the river’s recreational activity.
Pioneer Campsite is located a few miles from the Drysdale farm. This is the main route to access the campsite. 

If the Drysdale farmland does get turned over to the Corp for a dredge dumping site, it will negatively impact the
general area’s community. The Wabasha and Kellogg areas have long been known for its tourism. If the DMMP
takes over the Drysdale farmland, the dredged dumping site will be right in the heart of the area and will be a
detriment to tourism in the area. The DMMP will reduce the number of residents in the area. By taking this farmland
out of production, it could cause potential loss to the U.S and local economies. By taking the farmland out of
agricultural production, it could limit the future livelihood of farmers. It will impact the labor/employment revenue
that is generated from local the people who work on this farm. The purchase of the farmland by the Corp reduces the
overall local commerce that gets supported by the spending to run the farm over the long term.

Bill Drysdale was one of the more progressive farmers in the Wabasha region during his lifetime and was highly
respected by his peers for his contributions in farming and the community.  He laid the groundwork in farming
advances for many other farmers who followed him and helped make this country a stronger vital economy.

Suzanne Zadra

--

Have a great day!
Suzanne
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From: Vicky Jaskierski
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Army Corps Plan River Dr Wabasha MN
Date: Friday, June 23, 2017 1:42:37 PM

I have been attending meetings (including 6/15/17 at W-K school, over 400 attending). I have also written my US
Rep and Senators. I have seen reports in our weekly newspaper as well as a daily.

At this point I still say the truck and haul proposed for Dugan and River Dr is disregarding of the backwaters and all
the living creatures there. The proposed plan also treats the humans of River Dr (@59 homes) badly and with
disregard as to our current totally residential lifestyle and the impact of lost property value on our lives if Your plan
goes forward.

Congress apparently did not say USACE must only look at lowest $$. That is Army Corps rule!!!

IF ARMY CORPS HAS BEEN WORKING ON THIS PLAN FOR THREE YEARS - WHY DIDN'T
COMMUNITY MEETINGS START THEN?

What happened to honesty, transparency, etc? I feel as though my neighborhood was being "scoped" with funds I
paid into all my working life! I paid into funds which will diminish my retirement. Well, if I need long term care in
a decade, those common funds will hopefully be there!

Victoria Jaskierski
1517 River Dr S
Wabasha MN
651-448-0575
Land 651-565-0021
Vickyjaskierski@icloud.com

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Kathy Bussian
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] ATTENTION: PROJECT MANAGEMENT
Date: Sunday, June 11, 2017 3:13:30 PM

Dear Mr. Edstrom:

We are extremely opposed to turning a quiet neighborhood into a mining operation.  Our neighborhood has always
been a high taxed residential area due to the river view, therefore very important to the economy of this city.  It is
difficult to believe that it is acceptable to change a quiet tranquil neighborhood into an industrial site with 200 or
more trucks traversing up and down Dugan Ave for 75 or more days per year. 

After looking at 150-page document, we think there are other possibilities that would not affect a residential
neighborhood.

Who will bear the cost of improving Dugan Ave.?  Will we as taxpayers be assessed?   This would be a terrible 
burden for two senior citizens whose property borders Dugan Ave.   Will we be compensated for loss of property
value?

Taking a family farm for  a dumpsite is another idea that is not acceptable.  This is not just a livelihood but it is a
way of life for families of soon to be  four generations.  Taking 300 acres of the Drysdale family farmland out of
production will take this land out of our tax base as well as removing this tillable land that helps provide a valuable
economic base for our area.

Please reconsider!

Sincerely,

Norman and Kathleen Bussian
203 Dugan Ave.
Wabasha, MN  55981
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From: Zach Hetrick
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Attention: Project Management- Lower Pool 4 Dredged Material Management Plan
Date: Thursday, June 1, 2017 11:22:26 AM

Hello,

My name is Zach Hetrick and I am writing to express my utmost concern for the Lower Pool 4 Dredged Material
Management Plan.
I am specifically concerned on the plans for considered and planned sites to dump and store dredge material. The
locations that are the most concern for me are the tentatively selected site on Weisenbeck West and the potential site
on Hetrick land.

My initial concerns:
*         The deposit of sand will disrupt the appearance of the Great River Road- thus impacting tourism to the
community. Tourism has increased over the years with local businesses successfully attracting out of town people.

*         The travel of local people, tourists, and motorcyclists will become hazardous through Nelson due to increased
traffic of large vehicles needed to haul the dredge material. Blowing sand will make driving conditions sub-optimal.

*         I have been made aware that the sand can be contaminated and will pose health risks- traces of mercury and
high levels of chromium have been found in the sand.

*         Significant decrease in property values due to the presence of the large sand pile and health risks it poses. The
blowing sand will be risk for living conditions of the current community.

*         The last is the agricultural impact these plans have. The large amount of permanently lost farmland will have
an impact on the people who have lived in the area for generations. This plan is taking away a piece of their
livelihood.

*         St. Paul District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers have ruled out pieces of land that do not have a high risk for
AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT and HISTORIC CHANGES; yet chose other sites because the cost was roughly $3-
4 more per CY. The fact that the Corps went primarily based on cost, makes me believe the entire plan is based on
cost savings vs. what is the most humane from a socioeconomic, environmental, and historic change perspective. 

Future state of the land and community:
As the 5th generation on Hetrick Farms, I have multiple plans to use the specific parcel of land that you deem
“potential for future use.” Not only will my family be using this land to continue farming, but we have plans to turn
the buildings just off  Hwy 25 to a barn wedding venue. This will also coincide with my current plans to turn our
farm buildings in a micro-distillery. Although the actual building for the micro-distillery will not be affected by the
Corps plan, I will be taking grains direct from the farmland and use them to craft alcohol spirits. I have already met
with the board of Nelson and have their acceptance with the community on my ventures. These plans will have a
positive economic impact on the town of Nelson and the surrounding cities, while the planned sites to dump the
dredge material will have an adverse affect. I realize the multiple needs to dredge the river, but the current plan for
dumping and storing in Lower Pool 4 will vastly hinder the growth and sustainability of my future businesses, my
family farm, and the other successful local businesses. With that being said, I feel this plan did not consider the
other economical and environmental impacts it will have on the community. Please advise on other options.

I hope you take this concerned email into consideration before using eminent domain.

Thank you,
Zach Hetrick
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From: sharon erler
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Attn: Project Management - Lower Pool 4 DMMP - Personal Interest
Date: Wednesday, June 21, 2017 11:13:22 PM

Hi Robert,

I received your contact information from the Army Corps of Engineering website. The proposed dredged material
management plan was brought to my attention today.  As a residence in the Township of Pepin, I am highly against
all of the proposed sites along Hwy 35 and specifically the Weisenbeck West site for several reasons.  I travel Hwy
35 and Hwy 25 route several times a week.  From personal experience, this is an extremely dangerous intersection
already and will become even more dangerous with additional truck traffic.  Also, having a field of dredged material
along the Great River Road would destroy the beauty of the river corridor and residential property values along
Wisconsin's only National Scenic Byway.  We also need to protect the health and welfare of our citizens.  Please
reconsider the use of the Weisenbeck West property.

Could you respond back to this e-mail and acknowledge receipt of my comments?

Thank you,

Sharon Erler
W10083 Pepin View Lane North
Pepin WI 54759
608-385-1234
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From: Barbara Ryan
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Comment on Lower Pool 4 Dredged Material Management Plan
Date: Friday, June 16, 2017 9:46:02 AM

Dear Mr. Edstrom,
I am writing to express my opposition to the eminent domain plans for the Drysdale family farm. We need these
farms in our environment. They are backbone to the our Midwest culture and this family has been stewarding this
land for generations. There has to be another way. I am happy to serve on the new “Search” committee. A little
naivete can yield some very creative solutions. I know I am late to this game, but I hope to aid in the Drysdales
keeping their farm. Please let me know if I need to submit my comment/opposition more formally.

Thank you. Barb
_________________________
Barb Ryan
6450 York Avenue South #516
Edina, MN 55435
612-803-8006
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From: John Drysdale
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Comments for the Dredged Materials Management Plan (DMMP), Economic Impact
Date: Thursday, June 22, 2017 11:22:52 AM

Army Corp of Engineers,

Yesterday, I emailed comments with regards to the Personal Impact your DMMP will have on the Drysdale farm
family in Wabasha, MN if you force the purchase of their farmland.  This email addresses comments to the
Economic Impacts of your plan.  It gives additional reasons why I oppose the forced acquiring of this prime
agricultural land, taking it out of production for decades (or centuries) vs. selecting other locations that would be
more appropriate for permanently storing dredged river material.

If the Corp of Engineers would select a more appropriate site(s) (in our mind), it may save the overall US economy
more money in the long-term, even if the direct transportation costs to the Corp of Engineers is a little greater by
keeping the prime agricultural land in production.

1.      I am estimating by taking this farmland out of production over the next 40 years or longer, could likely cause
potential losses of tens of millions of dollars to the U.S and local economies. One of the Corp spokesman’s said at
the meeting in Wabasha, MN last week, the economic research that the Corp had done over the last 3 years looking
at the cost of doing the DMMP, did not account for any of the loss to the U.S. and local economy by taking the
farmland out of production.  Where as I understand this may not be a direct cost impact to the budget of the Corp in
the short-term, I am sure it must be important to the leaders of the country who oversee the Corp of Engineers and
the overall long-term monetary budgets of the U.S. economy.
2.      By taking the farmland out of agricultural production, you will remove the future livelihood of farmers, like
Willard Drysdale.  That land is what drives a substantial part of his family’s annual income year over year. 
Multiplying this income lost over the next 40 years of your DMMP is a sum of money lost to the U.S economy.
3.      If the Corp takes this prime farmland, the renter of the Drysdale land for the last 40 years will also see a
significant reduction of his annual income and revenue generated from the lost commodities that he will no longer
be able to grow.
4.      You will impact the labor/employment revenue that is generated from local the people who work on this farm
for Willard Drysdale and the renter of the Drysdale farmland.  This will reduce the local job force paid for by private
enterprise.
5.      Taking the farmland means there will be no seed sales for the farmland, no fertilizers sales, no farm
machinery/implement sales or equipment repairs sales tied to this land, and countless other dollars that flow thru the
U.S economy as a result of having this farmland currently in production.
6.      There are no property taxes paid if this land is taken by the Corp of Engineers.  There would also be no income
taxes paid by the current labors if you take the farmland out of production, nor would there be any taxes paid by the
landowner or the renter with no farmland generating income.  Also, there would not be any sales taxes paid to the
gov’t on seed, fertilizer, farm equipment, etc., that currently get purchased to run the farm operation.
7.      The purchase of the farmland by the Corp reduces the overall local commerce that gets supported by the
spending to run the farm over the long term.

John Drysdale
Loan Officer - Summit Mortgage
763.390.7240 direct
612.387.5139 cell
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From: John Drysdale
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Comments for the Dredged Materials Management Plan (DMMP), Social Impacts
Date: Thursday, June 22, 2017 4:42:41 PM

Army Corp of Engineers,

Yesterday, I sent an email commenting the Personal Impacts regarding DMMP on the Drysdale farm family, and
this morning I sent an email commenting on the Economic Impacts of the DMMP.

This email comments on the Social Impacts of DMMP if you force the acquisition of the Drysdale farmland as a
permanent dredge materials storage site.  I continue to oppose destroying this rich agriculture family farmland for
the purpose you are interested in.  I would like you to choose a different site(s) that is less harmful in the Social
Impact to the Wabasha and Kellogg area, and they do exist.

1.      The Drysdale farmland sits near Hwy 61 and the DMMP will negatively impact the traffic, noise, beauty and
congestion within the area.
2.      The Drysdale farmland is also in clear and close view of County Road 30.  The dredge dumping site will
destroy the view of that general area.
3.      The Zumbro River is a stones throw from the Drysdale farmland that the Corp wants to purchase.  The dredge
dumping activity will have a negative impact to the river’s recreational activity and beauty.
4.      A large, well-known, long-term campsite (Pioneer Campsite) is located a few miles from the Drysdale farm.  It
sees heavy traffic that uses County Road 30 in the spring, summer and fall as the main route to access the campsite
from many Rochester and surrounding area campers and cabin owners.  The heavy traffic and unsightly activity
going on at the farm site with the dredge trucks will be a measurable negative impact for those travelers going to and
from the campsite.
5.      If the Drysdale farmland does get turned over to the Corp for a dredge dumping site, it will negatively impact
the general area’s community who has enjoyed driving past the farm for the last 78 years and seeing the beautiful
rows of crops with the Mississippi River bluffs in the background.
6.      The Wabasha and Kellogg areas have long been known for its tourism and natural beauty.  If the DMMP takes
over the Drysdale farmland, the dredged dumping site will be right in the heart of the area and will be a detriment to
tourism in the area.  The heaviest part of seasonal tourism is during the time when the dredged trucks will be
running and full pace.  It will drive tourism away.  It will also turn the tourism industry into what seems more like a
busy industrial park area.  This will also reduce tourism revenue that helps support the local economy.
7.      I also believe the DMMP will aid in reducing the number of residents in our area.  There are many people,
especially from Rochester, who purchase cabins on “Sand Prairie” regularly around the Mississippi River to use as
summer recreational homes or retirement homes (hundreds of homes).  They enjoy the natural beauty of the area,
peaceful and quite surroundings.  When they experience the summer truck traffic of the DMMP in and the Drysdale
farm, along other disruptions that come with it, and find out the DMMP is a 40 year plan, a percentage of those
people will find another place to purchase their cabins for recreation. The Wabasha-Kellogg area is not the only
place in the region they can go to find a peaceful place to recreate near the Mississippi River.  There is plenty of
competition in Southeastern MN and Southwestern WI for that kind of real estate.  This will also hurt the local
economy if your forced acquisition goes thru on this prime agricultural land location.

John Drysdale
Loan Officer - Summit Mortgage
763.390.7240 direct
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From: John Drysdale
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Comments for the Dredged Materials Management Plan (DMMP)
Date: Saturday, July 15, 2017 12:03:21 AM

Army Corp of Engineers,

I think one of the best reasons to suggest the Corp to change their plan from dumping Dredged Material on
productive family farmland to a more suitable and logical (gravel pits, ravines, wasteland, etc.) location nearby is for
the sake of the employees of the Corp.  It is unfair to many hard working and caring employees of the Corp to saddle
their consciousness far into their retirement years with the memory that the wrong thing may be done if the current
DMMP plan is allowed to be implemented.

Even though management may believe they are following the criteria of the Corp by choosing the best economic and
environmentally plan they are aware of by burying prime agricultural land, like the Drysdale’s in Wabasha, MN,
many of the good employees know better and should not have to carry the guilt of the damage that will be done to
the loss of the United States economy and the family farmer whose lives would be jeopardized.

The many hard working, caring, intelligent employees of the Corp realize that if accurate accounting methods would
be applied to their economic analysis of the DMMP, and the Corp was to factor in the loss of taking the 400+ acres
out of production for eternity, the cost to the U.S. economy over the many decades and centuries would add up to a
far greater loss in dollars than the increased transportation costs for the Corp to moved the dredged material a few
miles further to a more suitable location.

The many hard working, caring and intelligent employees of the Corp also realize that by forcing the purchase of
farmland from 3rd and 4th generation farm families without reasonable justification is un-American and the wrong
thing to do.  These farmers and their ancestors were part of the foundation that built and maintain this country’s
greatness and deserve more respect than that.

Finally, if the current DMMP is allowed to move forward by the Corp, the people within the Corp responsible for
leading this engaged effort will have to live their retirement years with the knowledge and memory of what they
did.  They would have to live with the guilt of the long-term financial loss to American economy and the
disappointment to some of the land’s best soldiers for several generations back.

We in no way should leave those good people working for the Corp to carry this kind of responsibility when there
are better alternatives available that would allow the Corp, the U.S. economy, the farmers involved to have a win-
win outcome by choosing a more suitable and economic alternative.  Thank you for your service and God Bless the
United States of America.

John Drysdale
Loan Officer - Summit Mortgage
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From: Marcie O"Connor
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Comments on Dredge Sand 40 year plan
Date: Friday, June 23, 2017 6:40:21 AM

I live in Buffalo County, Wisconsin, and I have some concerns and questions about your plan to move dredge sand
to permanent storage sites in Buffalo and Wabasha counties.

Timing:
Is it really necessary to have a plan for 40 years?  That's a generation - there are likely to be huge changes -
especially in technology - during that time.  The need for sand, the uses of sand, or the need for dredging may
change.  And many of the people who are involved in making and agreeing to this plan won't be working or living
here by the end of it.

Could you make it a shorter plan - say 5 years?  That way people wouldn't feel so trapped in a plan that will last
most of the rest of their lifetimes.  And using shorter planning periods would make it easier to take into account any
changes that might affect sand disposal.

Truck Traffic:
Alma and Nelson are one street towns - nearly all the traffic that goes through them goes along that one street. 
Adding several hundred trucks a day to either town would significantly affect pedestrians and existing car traffic. 
Both towns depend on tourism for much of their economic activity.  Adding all those trucks on a sunny fall or
summer weekend would definitely discourage visitors.

Would it be possible to work with the towns to reduce this problem?  You might be able to work out a schedule that
would accommodate your need to move the sand, and their need to keep their streets tourist-friendly.

Marcie O'Connor
Praag, Wisconsin
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From: Rod Sommerfield
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Cc: katie.clower@state.mn.us; Murkowski, Adam (DNR); Merchant, Steve S (DNR)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Comments on Mississippi dredging plan near Wabasha.
Date: Friday, June 16, 2017 7:12:39 PM

Dear Mr. Edstrom

               As a farmer here in Wabasha County The thought of almost 500 acres of productive land permanently lost
for food production is upsetting. From what I have read and heard on this matter you believe the economic costs of
using wetland here along the Mississippi for the dredge material and having to replace them elsewhere would not be
in the public’s best interest. I believe you are totally wrong in this! I am one of 19 citizens on a Deer Management
Plan Advisory Committee helping the Minnesota DNR Develop the first ever comprehensive plan  for Sustainable
Healthy deer throughout this State.  Our mission this month is to determine how to provide the best Healthy Habitat
not just for deer but all wildlife everywhere in the State of Minnesota. Our biggest challenge is restoring a healthy
habitat to the western prairie regions where a hundred years ago our nation wrongly chose to convert many of the
wetland potholes to farmland, this is the source for many of the States Water Quality issues in large part the main
source f sediment in Lake Pepin dredging is needed on the river.  Wetland areas along the Mississippi are in over
abundance, While those in the prairie regions  are severely needed to help filter runoff into the river and provide
necessary habitat for all living creatures. Replacing wetlands used here to restore those in the West is Win/Win for
all life! It also is the only plan that can help lead to never having to dredge the river ever again!!!

Thank You!

Rod Sommerfield

 <Blockedhttps://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-
email&utm_content=emailclient&utm_term=icon>          Virus-free. Blockedwww.avast.com
<Blockedhttps://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-
email&utm_content=emailclient&utm_term=link>       
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From: Bill Jewson
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Corp of Engineer Proposal for Mississippi River Dredge Spoils Pool 4
Date: Wednesday, August 23, 2017 12:15:52 PM

Regarding Corp Proposals for Dredge Spoils in Pool 4 of the Mississippi River; The Fitzgerald Property, and
Drysdale Property in Wabasha County, MN, and Weisenbeck Property in Buffalo County WI.

My name is Bill Jewson. I am a 30 year resident of the City of Wabasha and have been a real estate broker licensed
in both Minnesota and Wisconsin for 30 years. I am amazed at the unfairness of the proposal to take and use the
above described properties for storage and transporting dredge spoils from the Federal Mississippi Waterway.

The Fitzgerald site is located between River View Subdivision (probably the nicest subdivision in our area) and The
Upper Mississippi River National Wildlife and Fish. The site is in the floodplain and is home to abundant wild life
and nesting eagles within yards of the proposed site. The proposed site borders residential homes with dredge spoils
piled to 15 (proposed feet?) high (immediately adjacent to subdivision properties) and the refuge habitat.

This site has narrow residential streets, family homes, children and walkers in the streets. With 15 yard dump trucks
back and forth every minute and half, it will not be a very appealing place to raise your family.

The change in use of this land changes the zoning classification from agriculture to an industrial use which will
drastically affect the value of our community’s tax base. In my estimation 50 to 75 homes, in and around the
subdivision will lose 30 t0 40% of their current values ($250,000.00 to $300, 00.00), as well as a lesser reduction in
the rest of the community. There has been at least one subdivision sale cancelled because of the proposed use of the
site.

My belief is this change in zoning would allow for a reverse condemnation claim by the City and Residents to
recoup their lost property values.

One of the criterias for the Corp or government is the lowest cost approach. There are numerous locations available
that yes, would cost more money per yard.  This Federal Waterway benefits all of the United States and not just the
areas described above. To discriminate and cause major devaluation of the community and adjacent properties
because of a cheaper cost per cubic yard is not a fair or reasonable solution to the problem. The cost of the solution
should not be done in an arbitrary and capricious manner, it should be borne by the taxes paid to the U.S.
government for everyone’s benefit and not on the backs of local communities and citizens.

Regarding the taking of (3rd and 4th generation farms) valuable, irrigated, productive farm land out of production
(Drysdale and Weisenbeck). There will be days ahead where we as a nation will wonder why we took valuable,
productive farm land out of production when we have poor and marginal, unproductive land we can use. The cost
may be higher today. It won’t be so high so high when there is not enough to feed us and the world.

Rotary International has a Four Way Test Of the things we think, say or do;

Is it the TRUTH? Is it FAIR to all concerned? Will it build GOODWILL and BETTER FRIENDSHIPS? Will it be
BENEFICIAL to all concerned?

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely, William Jewson

Bill Jewson    Broker/Associate
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Weichert Realtors-Jewson Properties LLC

105 Pembroke Ave

Wabasha, MN 55981

651-564-0641 Cell

651-565-2618 Office

651-565-3514 Fax

billjewson@gmail.com <mailto:billjewson@gmail.com>

Blockedwww.jewsonrealty.com <Blockedhttp://www.jewsonrealty.com/>
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From: NORA DRYSDALE
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Deadline Extension
Date: Thursday, July 27, 2017 9:10:05 AM

Mr. Edstrom

The deadline for Lower Pool 4 DMMP needs to be extended to Dec 29, 2017.  Many good alternatives are being
offered for this plan, the Corps needs to explore every one of them. 

Nora Drysdale

Appendix F: Public and Private Comments Received F-467

mailto:nmdrysdale@hotmail.com
mailto:Robert.K.Edstrom@usace.army.mil


From: reflury@mwt.net
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] DMMP
Date: Wednesday, July 26, 2017 11:17:31 AM

I am inquiring about any new or other developments happening with theDMMP project. As I've indicated earlierI
am not in favor of using my farm for dumping sand.                                                                       It would seen to me
that the Farmland Protection Policy Act Of1981 would protect any acquisition from a federal agency from
purchasing any prime farmland.                                                                               
Sincerely.                                                                                           Ron Flury
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From: Craig Brooks
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Dredge sand disposal in Buffalo County – proposal highlights | The Frac Sand Frisbee
Date: Thursday, June 1, 2017 7:28:59 AM

Blockedhttps://fracsandfrisbee.com/2017/05/dredge-sand-disposal-in-buffalo-county-proposal-highlights/

Please enter into the record the concerns raised here regarding truck traffic in our area.  I live not far from the Flurry
location and am very concerned about the unanswered truck issues.
Thank you

Craig Brooks
1402 S River Rd
Buffalo City, WI 54622
6082483913
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From: Bridgeview Farms
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Cc: "Steve Drazkowski"
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Dredge sand storage in Wabasha County
Date: Friday, June 16, 2017 10:17:39 AM

Dear Sir:

With over 100,000 acres of government owned land in Wabasha County why are you even considering the taking of
a 4 generation family farm to pile dredge spoil? If eminent domain can used to take private property, why can’t it be
used to appropriate state or federal land for this use. A few hundred acres from a state park,  state forest land or a
wma area would have much less impact than taking prime farm land.

Tim Mack

Bridgeview Farms

46070 County 10 Blvd

Zumbrota MN 55992

507-251-0966

bridgeviewfarms@hcinet.net
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From: Peter Brown
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Dredge spoil storage, Upper Mississippi near Wabasha, MN
Date: Saturday, July 15, 2017 2:13:41 PM

Dear Sir,

I write to speak in support of a suggestion by Mr. Jon Chapman, of
Buffalo City, WI, regarding the Corps' proposal to store dredge spoils
on the Drysdale farm of Wabasha, MN.

Mr. Chapman described his suggestion in an open letter published in the
Wabasha Herald newspaper of July 12, 2017, p. 4A.

In essence, he proposes exploring the idea of removing topsoil from the
fields, transferring the dredge spoils onto the fields, and then
restoring the topsoil so as to return the farm to productivity. Mr.
Chapman envisions the Corps' paying the farmer rent equivalent the
farming income lost during the time the fields are out of production.
Moreover, Mr. Chapman sees this as a useful experimental approach to
opening new options for storage of dredge spoils.

I urge you to consider this proposal, which seems like a fair and
creative solution to what has become a very acrimonious stalemate in our
community.

Thank you,

Peter Brown
225 Lawrence Blvd. W., Unit 301
Wabasha, MN 55981
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From: Dean Flugstad
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Dredge spoil
Date: Saturday, June 24, 2017 6:50:28 PM

Dear Mr. Edstrom,
  Concerning buying farm land in the Kellogg area to place spoil on, let me express total opposition to that flawed
plan.
   These are hard working people who for generations cared for the land only to have this crisis thrust upon them.
Totally unfair.
   You must find other places for your waste not prime farm land.
  Thank you, Dean Flugstad. Lake City , MN

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Sherry
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Dredged pool 4
Date: Tuesday, June 20, 2017 9:49:41 PM
Attachments: image001.gif
Importance: High

Dear Mr. Edstrom,

This is a follow up to the letter I sent you around May 25th, 2017.  Since then I have attended both of the
information meetings in Nelson & Wabasha.  I implore you and your staff to explore in depth the suggestions made
at these meeting for alternative locations to store the sand.  The Wabasha County board (and many others) have
suggested reasonable alternatives. There are pits within a reasonable distance that can be used to dump the sand &
people who want these pits filled. The state & federal government already own a large portion of land in these
counties, use some of that. I’m all for protecting nature but I’m also for protecting people.  There has to be balance.

I understand hauling the sand another 10-30 miles costs more, if you are only looking at the cost to your
department.  PLEASE take into account the loss to the individuals who will lose their business and livelihood.  The
trickle down economic impact is also enormous.  When a farmer goes out of business the county loses tax revenue,
all the other people that farmer does business with loses revenue such as; veterinarians, seed companies, gas/oil
companies, repair shops, Implement dealers, Insurance agencies, livestock industry, & so MANY others.

It simply is NOT right to take these properties by eminent domain.  Once the Drysdale farmland is destroyed it
would take generations to reclaim.  Rich farm soil simply can’t be replaced; I’d like share a quote  from MN Rep.
Steven Drazkowski regarding the Drysdale Farm (he is a former Ag Agent) “It could be argued it's the best parcel of
farmland in Wabasha County." At the information meetings I heard many times that two of your planning objectives
are cost & environmentally acceptable.  Do you honestly believe it is environmentally acceptable to destroy high
quality farm land?

Thank you for your consideration in finding another way, it simply isn’t right to destroy the Drysdale Family Farm
or anyone else’s.  Please look at the “big picture” and not just the cost to move this sand from point A to point B. 

Sincerely

Sherry Drysdale-Schruth

Blockedwww.marykay.com/sherryds.com <Blockedhttp://www.marykay.com/sherryds.com>

715-442-2210 (home)

715-495-1257 (cell)
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From: mwiater@charter.net
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Dredging Idea
Date: Saturday, June 24, 2017 10:20:23 AM

Hi, Mr. Edstrom.  I live in Rochester, and my husband and I enjoy frequent trips to Lake City, Wabasha, and
Nelson.  I've been following discussion about the dredging.

Some of the same areas along the Mississippi have been affected by frac mining.  Would it be possible to manage
the dredge material by filling in areas that have been devastated by frac mining?  Would that be a win-win?

Thank you for listening to comments, Mr. Edstrom.  Have a good day! 
Mary Wiater, Rochester
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From: Lynn Schoen
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Dredging in Wabasha
Date: Thursday, June 22, 2017 6:52:19 PM

One of the greatest concerns I have about the corp's plans is that logic has been sidestepped for the lowest initial cost
of disposal of sand.

It makes more sense to be putting money into mitigating the original problem of why we keep getting so much sand
from the Chippewa.

Why not fill in some of the backwaters or lower wetland areas? It would create buildable property for the future. As
long as Eagle nesting areas are Undisturbed it makes sense to fill in some of the marshy mosquito breeding areas
already in existence.

Also, why would you consider a hauling route that runs through the middle of town and past a high school? Sounds
like accidents will be a constant in the future. Why, also, would you take good farmland for such a project? We're
losing too much farmland as it is to urban sprawl and other entities.

There are financial, emotional, cultural and social costs that have not been given adequate consideration in the
Corp's plans. Perhaps working WITH communities to find solutions would be a better model for the Corp in the
future.

Sincerely, Lynn Schoen

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Bonnie VanPutten
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Dredging near Wabasha
Date: Thursday, June 22, 2017 4:25:47 PM

Mr. Edstrom
  I am a very concerned wabasha citizen concerning the corps plan to place dredged material from the Mississippi
River on to people's farmland!  This is the most cruel and ridiculous thing I have heard of in a long time especially
since my understanding is that someone looked at Google earth and picked a spot for no apparent reason!  NO ONE
in Wabasha wants this to happen!

You have heard the outcry from the public to stop this plan and find an alternative.   Add my name to that list.   I
live on the proposed route and bought my townhome 11 years ago because of the peace and quiet one half mile from
Wabasha.  Now you want to put a road next to our townhomes and run 40 trucks past my retirement home per hour! 
NO!! Since I live adjacent to the bike path, I see ALL the kids walking and riding their bikes to and from school
activities.  There are a large number of kids and adults who use that path every day. All those people would have to
cross a path in front of a truck. Don't tell me that's not dangerous!  One trucker that falls asleep or one trucker that
gets on their cell phone and goes off the road could cause a fatal injury!   Who's thinking about those things?
Obviously no one that cares!

To take away someone's livelyhood by kicking them off their family farmland is absolutely CRUEL!  The meager
amount of money that they would get paid compared to what that farmland would earn them over their lifetimes is
an absolute slap in the face, and I would be embarrassed if I were you to even try to  justify your payment to
anyone!  Just like at the meeting at the high school, no one on your side had any good answers for the questions
people were asking because there are NO good answers. How embarrassing!

Also, I don't know how you can say this is the best way and that no other alternative is viable when someone offers
you a place to put the dredged material for free in their sand pit and tells you they will take ALL the sand you can
give them for the next umpteen years.   And that's saying nothing about how much safer it would be than trucking
the sand all over Wabasha and past the homes of residents, past all the people using the bike path, and in
conjunction with all the kids driving cars on the same roads as the trucks to go to the high school for activities all
summer long.

I beg you to stop your plan that has infuriated nearly all of the residents of Wabasha and makes no sense whatsoever
and pick one that has much less of an impact on our city, its residents, and especially on the farm people's lives that
seem to be so unimportant to anyone at the corp. Thank you.

Sincerely

Bonnie Van Putten
Concerned Wabasha Citizen

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone
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From: k l
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Dredging
Date: Wednesday, July 26, 2017 5:09:59 PM

I like the idea of dredging the Upper Lake Pepin but I am concerned about removing farmland from production. Isn't
a another dump site available?

Ken Lyons

Sent from my iPad
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From: Michael Perry
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] dredging
Date: Thursday, August 3, 2017 12:56:43 PM

Instead of condemning farms around Wabasha and Nelson, why don't you ask the community if there is anybody
willing to sell their land to use for dredging sand.  Thanks, Michael Perry
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From: Taras Karkoc
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale family farm
Date: Thursday, June 22, 2017 4:39:34 PM

Hello Robert,

I am emailing with my concern that the US Army Corp of Engineers plans on using eminent domain on the long
standing Drysdale family farm.  There has to be another viable way to dump silt/salt from the Mississippi river than
destroying a family’s ability to make a living as they have been doing for generations.  Please consider this a vote
against your intentions.

Thank you, Taras

Our agency mission is to protect, preserve and grow our clients assets by building strong client relationships, based
on trust, education and value

Taras Karkoc

Health, Long Term Care and Disability Agent

Saint Paul Office:

456 Snelling Avenue S

Saint Paul, MN  55105

651.699.6679 (Office)

612-735-7119 (Cell)

651.698.3132 (Fax)

Email: tkarkoc@neiadvisors.com <mailto:tkarkoc@neiadvisors.com> 

Web: Blockedwww.neiadvisors.com <Blockedhttp://www.neiadvisors.com/>                                                           
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From: Meg Olson
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale Family Farm
Date: Wednesday, July 5, 2017 9:51:53 AM

Dear Robert Edstrom,

I’m writing regarding the plan to force the purchase of the Drysdale land and dump Mississippi dredge material 15’
deep on top of their agricultural land. I feel that you should look for “un-usable land” for this instance and any other
instances in the future as this will come up time and time again. Dumping dredge material on usable land that
creates revenue for the family and the state is not the best option. Please opt for the land you’ve found that is very
close by that is not usable for agriculture or any other means. It is not right to force the purchase of a family farm
that is thriving and the next generation wants to continue farming it.

Sincerely,
Megan Olson

612-237-6755

5437 Colfax Ave. S.
Minneapolis, MN 55419
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From: Katherine Fine
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale Farm /Eminent Domain
Date: Thursday, June 22, 2017 2:13:22 PM

Date: June 22, 2017

To: The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Re: The Drysdale Farm and the Corps’ Proposed use of  

       Eminent Domain

I am originally from Winona, Minnesota and my mother and father became friends of the Drysdale family beginning
in the 1920’s. The two family relationship continues today, and I am aware of the seriousness of the proposed shut
down of the decades-long successful Drysdale farming operation through the use of legalized theft.

To ruin an ongoing successful farming operation to turn it into a 15 foot deep slop container is appalling. There is a
future Drysdale generation inspired to maintain the farming tradition, and a successful “bid” through eminent
domain by the corps will cause illegal seizure of that generation’s future hard-earned income.

Respectfully,

Katherine Fishbaugher Fine
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From: Susan Wagner
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale farm in wabasha MN
Date: Thursday, June 22, 2017 8:09:13 AM

Dear Mr. Edstrom,
Our family is alarmed that the army corps has planned to make a dumping site on the Willard Drysdale family farm
in wabasha MN where rich farmland will be ruined. Please consider other options that will have less environmental
impact. I would like a reply from you.

Respectfully
Susan Wagner

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Jim Dick
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale farm
Date: Tuesday, June 27, 2017 4:12:01 PM

Please find a better way .   Let the Dyrsdale farm stay in the family.
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From: Tony Pavelka
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale Farm
Date: Saturday, June 24, 2017 12:16:29 PM

Robert:

I'm writing in support of you not taking over the Drysdale farm for the project on the Mississippi river near
Waukesha Minnesota.  I grew up in Kellogg just a few miles down the road and spent two of the best summers of
my life assisting Willer Drysdale in running his farm operation. I have the upmost respect for a farm that has been in
the family for several generations, growing up on another farm outside of Kellogg that was also a multi generation
family farm. Chelsea Drysdale was a very small child at the time. Even then she was involved in the farm, spending
as much time as she got outside with her dad. I was also fortunate to know Willard's dad, Pete Drysdale. The entire
family are as solid human beings as you'll ever find.  And I can tell you as someone who grew up in the same area
on another farm, that taking that form away from them will choke the life out of their family. You would be taking
away their birthright – A place they have struggled to maintain in their family – and their primary reason for
existence.  There are many farms in the area that are run by one farmer who has accumulated many other farms.
Some of those acres do not mean as much to the people that work the land, but that is not the case with a farm like
the Drysdale farm. That is everything to that family.

I understand that you have to find somewhere to go with the sand and deposits. However, if the Drysdale farm is
taken over for that purpose, it will be very apparent that not every stone was over unturned in an effort to come to a
reasonable solution. I understand from the geographic location, that it is ideal. However geography and humanity do
not equate. And it may cost the taxpayers a little more and it might make a little more difficulty for the Army Corps
of Engineers, but I am 100% certain that casting a wider net, and not focusing like a laser beam on the Drysdale
farm as your ultimate goal, would yield another more suitable and more willing location.

Please add mine to the growing list of voices that is in opposition to any plan to take over the Drysdale farm.

Respectfully,

Tony Pavelka
mobile 952-994-8084 <tel:952-994-8084>

Sent from my iPhone
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From: margaret haase
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US); bree_maki@franken.senate.gov;

chuck_ackman@klobuchar.senate.gov
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale Farm
Date: Thursday, June 22, 2017 7:35:57 AM

Good Morning,

We have read in the papers and heard on the news what you want to do to the Drysdale Farm in Kellogg MN.  There
are better places to put this sand than on prime farmland and turn it into a desert.  Have you thought of how many
people that farmland will feed?????  Every where  you turn there are houses being built on good farmland.  Where
are we going to get our food in the future????  The LARGE cash crop farmers have all the big machinery that are
getting all the subsidies so they can get bigger and bigger and they are the ones that are tilling up all the waterways
and buffer strips filling up the Mississippi River so they can make more and more money.  Have you ever driven on
a country road and met any of this huge machinery?  The road isn't big enough for their machinery and a vehicle. 
They are the ones that have caused this problem. 

You can go from Highway 60 beyond the new jail (another thing we didn't need in Wabasha County) and fill up the
piece of land that is useless with the sand.

Sincerely,

Margaret
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From: Erica
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale Farm
Date: Monday, July 3, 2017 11:21:30 AM

Robert,

I wanted to write this note to express my concern over the potential for the Drysdale farmland to be taken by the
Army Corps to dump silt.  While I understand the need to dredge the river and the economic benefits this will
provide, my ask is that the Army Corps would consider dumping in another location.  The Drysdale farm is prime
agriculture land.  Not only is it prime land but the family has farmed it for generations. This is their livelihood and
they do not want to stop farming this land.  Family farming is already diminishing significantly in the US and to
take away land from a family that wants to continue to farm it seems unethical.

Thank you for considering another location,

Erica Tomasevich
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From: steve jackson
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] DRYSDALE FARM
Date: Friday, June 23, 2017 10:33:14 AM

We are most opposed to our government's proposed plan of forcing this family off their farmland. The Drysdale
family has owned and farmed this land for generations.
They should be left in peace and not subjected to undergo such severe and harsh  treatment by the USACE.
Please find another solution that won't impact this families longtime  heritage.
Thank you for your anticipated  understanding and reversal of the current proposal.

Be well,

Steve Jackson and Alena
spjackson47@gmail.com
952-210-7640
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From: Alan Anderson
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale Farm
Date: Friday, June 16, 2017 12:19:59 PM

Dear Mr. Edstrom,

I'd like to voice my opinion regarding The Corp of Engineers' proposal to acquire the Drysdale Farm in Wabasha,
MN. I understand that this has been studied for a few years and that the Corp of Engineers believe that acquiring this
farm is the best option for the placement of dredged material from the Mississippi.

As you probably know, this farm is in its fourth generation of operation. This farm is the livelihood for the Drysdale
family. This farm grows and sells food for the community. How can covering 300 acres with 15 feet of sand be a
viable option?

Please consider the other options on the table. Please do not take this valuable farmland from this family!!

Sincerely,
Alan Anderson 
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From: Jennifer Ellison
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale Farmland
Date: Wednesday, June 21, 2017 10:48:52 PM

I am writing in regards to the initiative to dump sand dredged from the Mississippi onto the Drysdale's farmland. 
The Drysdales are a hardworking family that contribute to the community. Dumping the sand on their land would
ruin their livelihood and create further distrust of the government.  Do the right thing.  Thank you for listening,
Dr. Jennifer Ellison 

Please also email our senators
bree_maki@franken.senate.gov
chuck_ackman@klobuchar.senate.gov

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android <Blockedhttps://overview.mail.yahoo.com/mobile/?.src=Android>
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From: Sue Kruger
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale project
Date: Thursday, July 13, 2017 10:50:22 PM

Have you considered putting the dredging soils in abandoned frack sand mines in Minnesota and Wisconsin?

The Drysdale farmers provide excellent beef breeding stock.  It would be a shame to ruin such a established farm
family with a highly sought breeding stock.  They need their land to feed those fine animals.

Respectfully submitted

Sue Kruger
Zumbro Watershed Partnership Treasurer

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Thomas Graff
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Extensions
Date: Friday, July 28, 2017 12:42:19 PM

I know that everyone wants a positive outcome to the dredging of Pool 4 in Wabasha but the extensions are also
affecting many of us now.  I have heard that lots of research went into the initial plan for the dredging but a decision
needs to be made and not dragging this matter on.  We have put on hold the purchase of a home on River Dr. from a
resident on River Drive who is building a new home. I hope this is the last extension so we can get on.
Thanks
Wanda Graff
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From: Jennifer Johnson
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Farm Land is our Legacy
Date: Tuesday, July 11, 2017 2:47:46 PM

Good Afternoon,

I grew up on a farm in rural southeastern MN and can't imagine my life any different.  At a young age we were
taught the values for hard work, dedication and commitment to our land.  My family has been farming for the past 3
centuries and I, the 4th generation was lucky enough to grow up on the same farmstead that my grandfather did. 
With the farming economy and industry the way it is today, it takes a lot more resources, technology, and finances
to start and fund an operation.  I am currently working 430 miles away from the farm because I am currently unable
to go back to the farm due to the large resources needed to support the family farm.  I am working towards my
dream of farming and will one day be apart of it. I understand that this need to dredge sand out of the river is a
pressing issue, but I don't believe that taking farm land and using that as a dumping station is the answer.  These
families have worked for centuries building up this land and the legacy for it to just be taken away from them.  You
are not only taking away someones land your taking away their legacy, their heritage and their way of life.  It's not
as simple as buying more land and moving, we don't just farm to farm.  We farm because we love to farm and
because of the history behind the land we are farming.  That land, that farm, and the herd of cows is a part of who
we are not just what we do.  I ask you to think about your dreams and aspirations and how it would be for you if one
day someone just walked up and took it all away?  What would you do? That's what it would be to these families,
taking away this land is taking away their dreams and aspirations not only for them but the generations to come.  it's
not just one person it's a family legacy.  I understand that to the CORE this may seem like the most inexpensive
option, but realistically it's the highest costing one because people can't just walk across the street and start farming
again, you no longer have the history, no longer the legacy and the dreams are taken out right from under you.  I ask
you to look into other options, options where you don't put families at a loss and take everything from them they've
worked for so many centuries to achieve. 

Thank you for your time,

Jennifer Johnson

507-440-0359

Sent from Outlook <Blockedhttp://aka.ms/weboutlook>
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From: Marcia Drysdale
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Fw: Wabasha area dredging and land application project
Date: Monday, June 26, 2017 4:59:56 PM

On Monday, June 26, 2017 2:12 PM, Elizabeth Pottorff <epttrff@yahoo.com> wrote:

To whom it concerns:
We are a geologist hydrologist retired from the State of Colorado, and a hydrologist, retired from federal service in
the Dept. of Interior.  We are family friends of the Drysdale family.  We have been following this story with concern
about the stupidity of covering working farmland with dredged sand.  The lower Mississippi delta is sinking due to a
lack of sediment that used to naturally build up the land, and rising sea levels.  We saw a suggestion in the Recent
Star Tribune article that the sand be barged upstream to create a recreational island in a reservoir.  Why expend the
energy going upstream?  Could not this sand be put to better use by barging it downstream to restore and protect the
Mississippi delta?

 Sincerely,
Elizabeth T. Pottorff, and Thomas W. Perry

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android <Blockedhttps://overview.mail.yahoo.com/mobile/?.src=Android>
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From: Roland Kallstrom
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Fwd: Lower Pool 4 Dredge Plan. FOLLOWUP
Date: Sunday, July 23, 2017 3:20:08 PM

Mr. Edstrom:

I have not had a response to my first e-mail considering the Lower Pool 4 Dredge Plan.  Since I do not know if you
received the message from June 7, I am forwarding it along with NEW INFORMATION.

I have first hand knowledge of a friend that had a home for sale near the proposed deposit site in Wabasha.  The
house had an offer and agreement for a sale.  The news about the dredging plan caused the buyers to back out of the
deal.  Your plan is having a negative effect on the value of homes in the area. 

Please rethink this plan.  It does not make economical sense for Wabasha residents with regard to home values.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Roland Kallstrom
Wabasha, MN 55981

----- Forwarded Message -----
From: "Roland Kallstrom" <rdkallstrom@q.com>
To: "Robert k edstrom" <Robert.k.edstrom@usace.army.mil>
Sent: Wednesday, June 7, 2017 9:08:25 PM
Subject: Lower Pool 4 Dredge Plan

Mr. Edstrom:

     I am a Wabasha area resident and I am sending this message to express my opposition to the proposed dredge
plan in lower pool 4.

     This plan does not make any sense to me.  Why do we need to disrupt a neighborhood and destroy a family farm
to solve a dredge sand problem?
     I understand the problem as I have seen sand piped through Lake Peterson and dumped in an area that seemed to
have little value.  Productive farm land
     is a different situation.  I live less than two miles from the Drysdale farm and I am opposed to exchanging
farmland for piles of sand.

     It would seem to me that pumping sand to a temporary site and then having trucks haul it to pile it up on good
farm land is counterproductive.
     Is this really the only option available to the corps?  Can we find some gravel pits that need filling?  Can the
previously mentioned Lake Peterson site
     be used again?

     There is a lot of publicity and discussion going on in our community.  I think you will be asked to look for
another solution.

     Thank you for listening.

Roland Kallstrom
65062 140th Avenue
Wabasha, MN  55981
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From: M Jack Smith
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Fwd: Proposed Plan
Date: Friday, June 23, 2017 11:50:18 AM

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: M Jack Smith <jandmsmith242@gmail.com <mailto:jandmsmith242@gmail.com> >
Date: Fri, Jun 23, 2017 at 11:11 AM
Subject: Proposed Plan
To: robert.k.edstrom.@usacearmy.mil <mailto:robert.k.edstrom.@usacearmy.mil>

We have just heard about the plan to take over the Drysdale Farm in Wabasha, MN in order to have a place to dump
the drudge from the Mighty Missippi River!  This is an appalling piece of news!  It would seem that there ought to
be a better solution to the Corp of Engineers problem in this matter.

The proposal does not seem to take into consideration the fact that it is infringing upon a well run and maintained
farm that has been in the family for generations and of their hopes for it to remain a means of livelihood for the
generations yet to come.

We have personally known this family since the early 1900's and have watched the farm prosper in these subsequent
years.  My parents were close personal friends of the Bill Drysdale family through all of my growing up years and
we continue to stay in touch today..  This is devastating news for a family as fine as this one!

We sincerely hope that with all of the property bordering this Mighty Missippi River, that you will find it in your
hearts to locate a different spot for this "necessary" project!  It would be tragic to destroy such well cared for
farmland as this, as well as the future of its residents!  There has to be a better solution!

With sincere thanks for your consideration in this matter,

Mary Fishbaugher Smith
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From: Todd Galuska
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Help Save Drysdale Family Farm
Date: Thursday, June 22, 2017 10:58:34 AM

Sir,

I am writing to you today to ask for your consideration in moving the location of the proposed DMMP at Drysdale
Farm. I have been in public service most of the last decade and have seen that sacrifices need to be made for the
greater good however convenience for the Army cannot be a consideration when taking land from a citizen. You
could find another site with less or no impact to this community. Please consider changing to another site. I
appreciate you taking the time to read this.

Todd Galuska
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From: Randy Johnson
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Cc: Sen. Mike Goggin
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] idea for river spoils deposit in Wabasha
Date: Wednesday, July 26, 2017 11:01:27 PM

Its been rumored for years that the old Zumbro river channel - between
the new County jail & the railroad tracks in Wabasha - has been of
interest to the gravel pit people (Kroner's, who own the pit by the
Dairy Queen) - their existing pit in Wabasha is just about exhausted,
they need new digs and they need a water supply. Perhaps the Corps could
run a pipe for the spoils, like they did 6-7 years ago when they filled
the old small pit where the solar farm is now - and run that pipe on to
the old river channel, and work in conjunction with the new gravel pit
in stacking the sand there.

Randy

--
Randy R. Johnson
Executive Director
Workforce Development, Inc.
2070 College View Rd. East
Rochester, MN 55904
507.292.5189
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From: Amy Glomski
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Innovative Idea: Interceptor
Date: Wednesday, August 23, 2017 8:23:11 PM

Robert K. Edstrom: Project Management

St. Paul District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,

180 5th St. E., Suite 700,

St. Paul, Minnesota 55101-1678.

August 23, 2017

Dear Robert Edstrom:

I wanted to express my thoughts concerning the innovative approach that the USACE in Ohio is using to solve the
dredging issues that face them concerning the Cuyahoga River. 

I am confident that you are aware of this creative solution which involves the use of a machine called an interceptor
which slows the sand from filling in the riverbed where it then needs to be dredged. 

The problem that the Corps in Ohio faced is much like the problem in Lower Pool 4.  We have all been searching for
a creative solution for “fixing” the Chippewa before it reaches the Mississippi, and suddenly, the solution is out
there with proven success at reducing the dredging by 10%  or 15%.

A solution that is not costly and which has excellent results.  Please refer to the text below taken from an article
written by James F. McCarty, published in  The Plain Dealer
<Blockedhttp://connect.cleveland.com/staff/jmccarty/posts.html>  (jmccarty@plaind.com
<mailto:jmccarty@plaind.com> )

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers is responsible for seeing that the channel is dredged and while it costs the federal
agency $17 per cubic yard to dredge sediment from the shipping channel, it only costs about $1 per cubic yard to
collect sediment in the interceptor, White said.

This year, the Army Corps is paying a contractor $3.7 million to dredge
<Blockedhttp://www.cleveland.com/metro/index.ssf/2016/10/us_army_corps_of_engineers_awa.html>  200,000
cubic yards of sediment from the channel, the equivalent of 16,000 truckloads of soil.  Removing the sand before it
reaches the shipping channel, thus reducing the amount of sediment that needs to be dredged, is only one of the
interceptor's benefits: The captured sand can be treated as an asset with financial value
<Blockedhttp://www.cleveland.com/metro/index.ssf/2015/10/cleveland_port_sells_first_loa.html> , not a waste
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product to be piled forever in lakefront storage dikes.

Please consider this innovative approach and take the time to research this, to find a financial partner who would
buy and set-up the interceptor in a few strategic places along the Chippewa, and to turn the Corp’s  problem of
Lower Pool 4 into a win-win solution. In fact, the Ohio Corp receives 5% of the profits made by the financial
partner in the project to help the Corps receive compensation for its operational cost. 

This idea is taking flight across the United States and the director of Port Planning and Resiliency for the Port of
Duluth, Jim Sharrow, has this to say,

"It's a real positive message that people are trying to be creative in their approach to dredging."

Please take the time to research this new idea and to help the farmers and communities affected in the current TSP.

Thank you for listening. 

Sincerely,

Amy Pagel Glomski

1300 Broadway Avenue

Wabasha, MN 55981

507-301-4305
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