
From: Vicky Jaskierski
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Cc: jane.glander@gmail.com; falkum@q.com
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Dredging and dumping river drive, wabasha
Date: Friday, May 26, 2017 12:09:51 PM

I am VERY concerned! Take a photo now.

I will try to send one!

The backwaters of River Drive are a sponge for the Mississippi! When the river is high, backwaters absorb a lot that
would add to flooding downriver.

Filling in or draining backwaters has been NOT successful historically (Horicon Marsh near Fond du Lac WI, the
Big Marsh near Albert Lea MN - Cheri Register book, MN HistSoc Press -- just two examples.

Victoria jaskierski
1517 river drive s
Wabasha

Ps truck hauling on river drive makes no sense and would be an extreme hardship. River Dr is a dead end!

Sent from my 
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From: Claire Abbott
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Dredging in WABASHA
Date: Wednesday, June 7, 2017 12:46:00 PM

Dear Mr Edstrom,
I am writing in regards to to Corp of Engineers plan to dredge the sand from the Mississippi on to the temporary
holding onto shore, then transported it to valuable farmland on both sides of the river.
I have lived in Wabasha all my life and what the Corp is planning to do will destroy life in Wabasha as we know it.
The sand is not going to go away so I think there must be another solution. Maybe load it on barges and transport
down river to a nonresident non farmland area.   You have intelligent people on your staff I'm sure something else
can be done.
 I want to go on record as being totally against this project as the Corp is now proposing

Thank you. Claire Abbott

Sent from my iPad
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From: Village Edge Farms
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Dredging plan for Pool 4
Date: Friday, June 9, 2017 3:46:55 PM

To Mr. Robert Edstrom:
US Army Corps of Engineers:

Dear Mr. Edstrom:

     I am writing this letter to you as a member of the Hetrick family living in Nelson, Wisconsin.On Tuesday
evening we attended a public comment meeting regarding the Army Corporation of Engineering Plan for Pool 4 on
the Mississippi River. There were several issues expressed at the meeting and I feel compelled to discuss these
concerns with both you and our representation in Congress.
     The first issue is the transparancy of the project and the communication thereof: This project has been in the
planning stages for over two years, yet landowners were not approached for any discussion during this time what so
ever.Landowners directly affected were contacted received a package of materials via FEDEX delivery in May,
which  stated their farms were to be designated permanent storage sites for the dredging of sand, and could be
acquired
through eminent domain. The Buffalo County Board asked the Corps if any meeting were planned for public
comment of which they originally weren't  by the Corp, but  the County Board strongly advised meeting to receive
public comment. Prior to this meeting local residents and landowners were only told inadvertantly through other
sources of such a document and its contents. The Hetrick farm is considered a secondary or future site for sand, but
no notification
of any kind what so ever given to our family! There is almost 500 acres of active farmland involved in this potential
forced acquisition along with devaluation of homes at access points and transportation routes. One of the farms
involved would have 72% of farmland taken which would essentially end farming as a livlihood at that site.  The
comment period deadline originally was today, but fortunately was extended because it presented any interested
parties a short time to respond or research out any alternatives.
     Site selection would be one of the first issues: At the Nelson meeting it was found that researching Google Earth
and aerial overview was used as the main source for site selelection. Some of the local representatives or local
elected officials on the board offered to work with planning officials to visit other sites close by in which sand filling
would be beneficial and not irrigated productive farm land. As of this writing no none from the Corps has accepted
such an offer.

By doing so, this action would give the Corps and community an opportunity to work together instead of creating a
strong rift between the local community and the Corps.
    The Corps presentation stated that the primary source of sediment deposits is coming from the Chippewa River.
Lifelong residents inquired as to if any study or work had been done to help alleviate some of the dredging need in
the Mississippi River. There was discussion whether the dredging was only an action to deal with the sediment, but
not deal with the core issue from the Chippewa River.
    One of the items discussed was the lowest cost alternative. Lowest cost might involved figures at this point, but
have the ability to substantially change over a 40 year period. One of the highest cost was transportation. In order to
move that volume of sand, why wasn't a rail option looked at more throughly? A railroad car can carry almost three
times as much material as one semi and is up to four times as much gas efficient. Ther are empty coal cars returning
to
Wyoming empty with each delivery from the local power plant at Alma, but one of the deterrents is a requirement of
washing the cars at this point to put sand into the
cars. Frac sand cars would be the better alternative, but there would be some infrastructure requirements at the mines
to unload and distribute the material for  mining reclamation. Beneficial use capabilties would be greatly enhanced
from the dredged sand rather than taking farmland out of production. The site at the power plant has changed as well
and it would be interesting to see if any collaboration could be done with the power company.  If there is a major
building project within the area, this sand could be slated for use at that site as well.Even though river sand has a
lesser value for fracking purposes, any opportunity for the use of river sand in any location should be examined so if
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more viable sand is in another part of the river, this sand could be transported to storage facilites at that site.
Beneficial use was discussed throughout the Pool 4 document, but the sites at the farms would not ever be used
beneficially at the
amount of sand that would deposited on the farms.
    A gross estimate of the loss of crop potential for the land that is on the first list would be two million bushels of
corn in 20 years and 600,000 bushels of soybeans . This loss is not recoverable on other land.  In the document it
was stated that there is an abundance of farm land available, but that number of acreage available has steadily
decreased. A mention was made that the properties selected through eminent domain could be  taken first and then
leased back at competitive leasing prices. Isn't that giving two times of  trampling of power over the same private
landowner? Why isn't there a plan put in place that has markers put in place -for example this is what we have to put
in place for the next five years, ten years, twenty years, etc. rather than simply acquring the land now and destroying
the livlihood of farmers and the growing capacity of this land.
   In addition, residents and tourists are directly affected by their home values, sales potential, and tourist dollars
coming into this area. This area is part of the Great River Road and is renowned for its scenic beauty which would
be greatly compromised by the piles of sand. I urge you to please consider all options before finalizing this plan.
   
Sincerely,

Becky Hetrick
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From: Sarah Bignell
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Dredging Project / Drysdale Farm
Date: Thursday, June 1, 2017 10:34:05 AM

Hello Mr. Edstrom,

I'd like to voice my opinion on the confiscation of the Willard Drysdale farm in Kellogg, MN. I grew up in the area
and was in Chelsea Drysdale's class; it breaks my heart to hear the position she and her family have been put in.

If we continue to take land away from our farmers, what are we going to do without their crops?  I understand that
the shipping lane needs to be cleared, but it seems counter productive to take away the land producing the goods
needing to be shipped in order the clear the lane.  There has to be another solution.

I understand that there is likely not a solution that will make everyone happy.  Since that's the case, it seems that the
best solution should be chosen based on impact to the environment, the community, and the project.  From what I've
read it sounds like this is the most cost effective option on the surface, but I hope that your team will dig a little
deeper to understand the impact this will have on the community and the environment.

Sarah Bignell

Formerly:
66851 155th Ave, Wabasha
15751 Winona Ave, Kellogg

 Currently:
2119 Sheridan Ave N, Minneapolis
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From: David Hetrick
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Dredging/Sand
Date: Sunday, June 4, 2017 9:46:21 AM

Dear Robert:

It has come to my attention that the Army Corps of Engineers seeks to buy farm land in Wisconsin and/or Minnesota
for use to dump sand that is dredged from the Mississippi River. When I first heard this news I was shocked!  I
certainly understand the need to dredge the sand from the Mississippi.  But why would the USACE buy good
productive farm land when there are other nonproductive and less developed areas available?  Taking farm land
from family farms affects their livelihood deeply, devalues their surrounding property, cuts down on the tax base for
the counties involved, and causes other concerns such as contaminated sand being close to populated areas, roads
being torn up by the large trucks hauling the sand, traffic congestion, etc., etc.

Have you done detailed cost analyses of the economic impact to the towns and counties for which the land resides,
not to mention the economic turmoil it would cause the land owners?  What alternatives did you look at?  I am sure
the land that you have identified as the best for the sand dumping was chosen mainly because of convenience.  If
not, please explain.  There are plenty of undeveloped and nonproductive land areas available that may not be as
convenient, and might cost more to get to the point of being easy to dump the sand. I know there are a lot of DNR
lands in the areas you are looking at.  But I think it’s fair to ask to see your analyses of the different options you
looked at.

So far, I have focused in general on your choice of buying productive farm land. Now I want to focus on a particular
piece of farm land that has been in our family since 1865 – yes, six generations.  This family farm is owned by my
father and mother Earl and Rita Hetrick and my brothers Dennis Hetrick (and wife Deb) and Greg Hetrick (and wife
Becky).   This family farm is in the township of Nelson, WI and has been a stable fixture and economic presence in
this area for 152 years.  The Great River Road runs right through this farm and the beauty of the area is
unsurpassed.  I understand that this farm is on your list of potential properties. Our family would be devastated to
see mounds of sand on the farm.

I realize you have the power through eminent domain to purchase whatever property you want to.  I just ask that you
do the right thing here. Leave productive farm lands alone!

Sincerely,

David Hetrick
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From: Mark Pavelka
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale farm
Date: Sunday, June 18, 2017 7:16:20 AM

Hello my name is Mark Pavelka . I live in he Wabasha area. I just wanted to let you know my feeling on the whole
situation with Willard's farm. In my opinion there has to be a way that  you and the Dnr could work together to use
some land that is already government owned to put your sand. There has to be a better way than to take away a 4th
generation family farm. Situations like this one are the exact reason why the government gets a bad name. Don't get
me wrong I love this country but you guys are taking it too far here.
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From: Ron Arens
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Cc: rep.steve.drazkowski@house.mn
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale crop land
Date: Thursday, June 1, 2017 8:32:34 AM

robert.k.edstrom@usace.army.mil <mailto:robert.k.edstrom@usace.army.mil> 

Sir,
I am not a big fan of the DNR. In 1962 your outfit did the same thing to my grandparents and their family farm.
Taking away my heritage and way of life for a future as an American farmer.
Now I see it happening again. Why can't you use land you have previously grabbed.
On Wabasha county road 29, there is a lot of land already in DNR control.  Lots of sand there already, not good
farm land to start with. Perfect place to dump more sand. It is not a wetland. Then there is the complete old Nelson
farm back farther in the valley along the bank of the whitewater river. This farm was abandoned by the DNR due to
a bridge being washed out in 2007, since no one has farmed this land. Put in a culvert and use it for a dumping
ground.
There are plenty of places already in your control to dump this sand, just not a nice FLAT EASY ACCESS PIECE
OF PRIME FARM LAND.

Ronald Arens (US ARMY RET.)
56857 122 nd Ave
Minneiska, Mn 55910
(651)564-1062
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GREENFIELD TOWNSHIP, WABASHA COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

June 8, 2017 

The Greenfield Township Board would like to state our opposition to the recommendation of the 

US Army Corp of Engineers {St. Paul District) to place dredged material at the Drysdale Farm site 

within Greenfield Township. 

We feel The Lower Pool 4 Dredged Material Management Plan does not adequately define and 

assign cost and impacts to the proposal of utilizing valuable farm land as a dredged material 

placement site. 

The study notes that placement sites were evaluated using factors such as cost effectiveness, 

environmental acceptability, operational feasibility and socioeconomic. However, we feel the 

study did not properly place consideration on a number of factors. 

The plan does not address loss of tax revenue to the township and the corresponding 

impact this would have on tax increases to the residents of this township. 

The impact of losing valuable agriculture/farm land. The Drysdale land is irrigated, 

productive, revenue producing farmland. If it is acquired for dredge material, it is a 

great loss of farm land. 

Choosing a site that current landowner opposes dredging use versus some of the 

alternate sites with landowners willing to work with the Corp. This is a 4th Generation 

farm with a vision to continue the family farm livelihood. 

Trucking route issues that include number of trucks, road safety, and road maintenance. 

Greenfield Township feels that the method in which the Corp defined costs and impacts must be 

revisited to present a true and balanced representation of the dredging site plan. 

We encourage your support and action in our efforts to oppose the use of the Drysdale Farm as 

a dredging material site. 

Mark La Vigne,Charman 

Greenfield Township, 66767 County Road 76, Wabasha MN 55981 
651-560-4620 

greenfield@hbci.com 



From: Kathy Jo Rodester
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale Family Farm - Wabasha MN
Date: Tuesday, June 20, 2017 10:13:34 AM

Dear Bob:

We at Lakeshore Agency feel that this project is detrimental to family farms as farm land is priceless and we would
hate to see good productive land go to waste.  This project affects numerous people in lots of negative ways,
including the community.

Please reconsider looking at other options.

Thank you

Tony Heise

Kathy Jo Rodester

Office Manager

Lakeshore Agency, Inc.

109 S Lakeshore Dr

Lake City MN  55041

651-345-5667

651-345-5660 (fax)

Blockedwww.lakeshoreins.com
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From: Ron
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale family farm
Date: Tuesday, June 20, 2017 10:37:27 AM

Dear Mr. Edstrom,

We are writing you in regards to the Willard Drysdale family farm in Wabasha County MN.
We have known the Drysdale family for many years. Mainly through the Angus and cattle business. They have been
great supporters of youth activities and their community. Along with being good farmers and stewards of their land
they are good people. Something our society could sure use more of.
As we understand it the Army Corps of Engineers wants to take over the majority of the Drysdale's most productive
ground and use it to dump waste dredge material.
We understand that an open channel in the Mississippi River is vital to the transportation of agricultural
commodities in our region. However we feel there must be another option using less productive ground without
destroying a family legacy. We realize that using wetlands and marsh ground is a touchy subject. It may also be
more difficult logistically. However with continued urban sprawl using up productive land, we feel in this situation
there must be a better option than using productive land used to support a family and feed our country.
We appreciate your time to read this and hope a more satisfactory option can be considered, that is less destructive
to a family legacy and productive agricultural real estate.
Sincerely,

Ron Mayer and family

RTM Cattle Co
35800 330th st
Peterson MN, 55062
(507)993-9215
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From: Ellingson Julie
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale Farm Dredging
Date: Tuesday, June 13, 2017 12:45:31 PM
Attachments: 18953226_10154904763029737_6722814191709469605_o.jpg

Please find an alternative solution for placing the dredged materials on the Drysdale Farm in Kellogg.  This is
Willard Drysdale (he did not know his daughter took this attached picture) and he has been a kind,  responsible
steward of the land and his animals for so many years.   He will be destroyed if you go through with this. 

Julie Ellingson 
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From: Janice Sullivan
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale farm dredge material dump
Date: Wednesday, May 31, 2017 2:50:10 PM

I am totally opposed to dumping that useless dredge material on the good farmland owned by the Drysdales.  Not
only is it going to destroy this family & their precious land, but it will be incredibly unsightly.  There will be loss of
tax revenue when this land is destroyed & no longer productive farmland.  Guess who will have to make up for that
loss by paying higher taxes?  My husband & me along with the rest of the taxpayers!  Then there is the issue of all
those heavy loads of sand being hauled on County Road 30; that road surface was just replaced and the truck traffic
will destroy it. There has to be useless ground where the dredge material can be dumped that will not impact so
many people negatively.

Janice Sullivan

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Janet Drysdale
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale farm proposal
Date: Thursday, June 1, 2017 5:08:53 PM

Having lived on the Drysdale farm for nearly twenty years

(prior to my then-husband Peter Drysdale deeding the farm over to his son Willard),
I am well aware of the hard work ,the commitment to the land, the variabilitiy of weather,
fluctuating prices, and the need to keep enriching the soil.

And now you want to take acres and acres of productive farmland and turn it into a
huge unproductive sludge pile?  How do you justify that?
Surely there are plenty of bad farmland acreages available, some not necessitating trucking
all that waste sand past the Wabasha-Kellogg schools, past the two access roads leading to
upper Sand Prairie (which has little loam and lots of sand already) and past homes and
farmsteads of people who cherish their quiet country homes, then dumping it on good ground.

Finally, I know it is your aim to make the river a clean, deep, channel for river travel and how
you fight against ANYONE who pollutes said river with any waste. Now you want to do
exactly that to acres of farmland and render it useless?
I do pray you will NOT do that,
Janet Drysdale
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From: Luann Riester
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale Farm Wabasha MN
Date: Tuesday, June 13, 2017 3:54:38 PM

The Drysdale Farm and it's family has had a prominent historical presence in the community as far back as the Great
Depression.  It would be truly a travesty to destroy this farmland and it's historic character for dredging sand.
Sincerely,
Tom & Luann Riester
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From: Amanda Sill
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale Farm, Wabasha MN
Date: Monday, June 5, 2017 7:31:53 PM

To Whom It May Concern,

I am writing to support the Drysdale family farm & to ask that the ACE reformulate their long-term dredging
material storage plan in the Wabasha area.

Family farms feed the world. But it is becoming increasingly difficult to do so. The loss of family farms is normally
decried. It is unthinkable that the government would be the cause of the demise Drysdale family farm.

Surely there are other locations of less productive land available, or perhaps there are others who would happily
consider letting their farm go in favor of an early retirement. But to take prime land out of production, away from
those who desire strongly to sustain their way of life, is egregious.

The highest and best use of the land is agricultural. The impact to the local tax base will be devastating. Please
consider finding a better option!

Sincerely,

Amanda Gralapp
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From: gerard@norton3d.com
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale Farm
Date: Friday, June 9, 2017 9:14:13 AM

It is a sad day when a government agency threatens to take a family’s lively hood over that of few wildlife.  There
should be no reason why the corp can not relocate the sand in evaluate wetlands and sloughs rather than on farm
land.  You should put more of your effort in working with the other government agency to this rather that taking the
easy route and put a family farm out of business just because they do not have the resources to fight the Corp.

Do the right thing and find alternate locations that people agree with and work on a solution to fix the problem with
the Chippewa.

Regards,

Gerard Norton

534 Birchwood CT

St. Charles MN 55972
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From: Rogers Walt
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US); Rogers Walt
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale Farms
Date: Friday, May 26, 2017 4:06:59 PM

To: Robert K.Edstrom, USACE,

     I would respectfully suggest there are many more sites available better suited to the purpose and without the
negative effects related to stealing the Drysdale’s 4th generation family farm.  After reviewing the proposed project
on the USCE website it would appear there are many more areas the spoils could be taken to and used to better
purpose at less cost on all levels. Please reconsider the site proposed and find one better suited to the purpose which
will not result in the negative impacts inherent in this project as related to our family farms.
       My father was a 43 year employee of the Corps of Engineers, Pittsburgh district, Allegheny, Monongahela, and
Ohio Rivers.  I have seen the Corps in action through most of my life and know bad decisions CAN and have been
changed for the betterment of all involved.  Please, I beg your indulgence on this matter. 

                 Respectfully,
                                      Walter G. Rogers
                                       8425 Reeds Corners Rd.  
                                       Dansville, NY 14437
                                        585-335-7551
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From: Mary van Wijk
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale Farm-Wabasha County
Date: Thursday, June 8, 2017 6:53:29 PM

Dear Mr. Edstrom,

On behalf of  Willard & Nora Drysdale, I believe the Drysdale farm in Wabasha County should continue as it has
for several decades - A farm which provides an income for the family through agriculture. There are several other
sites in the Wabasha area which could suit your purposes to hold dredging material from the river.

Kind regards,

Mary van Wijk
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From: Larie Wohlert
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US); bree_maki@franken.senate.gov;

chuck_ackman@klobuchar.senate.gov
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale land grab
Date: Wednesday, June 21, 2017 10:28:04 AM

Please reconsider your plan to take the Drysdale property.  Taking productive farmland out of commission to pile
sand on seems unnecessary at best.  If a land owner was to come to the local zoning board to make such a request as
to destroy the productivity of 300 hundred+ acres of farmland for a request such as this, I'm pretty sure they would
tell that individual to take a hike.
Reconsider your options!  Help the Willard Drysdale family keep their property.

Thanks,
Randy & Larie

Blessed Hope Trucking Co

Randy & Larie Wohlert
18791 Mink Drive
Spring Grove,MN  55974
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From: Barb Mathias
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale land in Wabasha county
Date: Tuesday, May 30, 2017 9:26:32 PM

To whom it may concern,

I have read, with much regret, the plans the Army Corp of Engineer has for using good, usable farm land to deposit
dredged sand.  I have watched the piles of sand grow on the islands and around Wabasha and realize it needs to be
put somewhere.  However, it doesn't make any sense to use good farm land, especially the Drysdale family farm. 
They are hard-working people who truly care for their land.  Can the sand be loaded by barge and taken upriver
somewhere?  The area around Wabasha is part of the beautiful Driftless area and to have gigantic heaps of sand is
unpleasant to look at.  Can the sand be used for something else? Can it be used for icy roads in the winter? 

I beg you to please rethink this plan and find a reasonable place for the sand without using valuable farm land and
destroying families livelihood.

Sincerely,
Barbara Mathias

Sent from my iPad
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From: Lisa Raethke
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale land
Date: Friday, May 26, 2017 1:17:10 PM

Dear Sir, 

Our family has a dairy farm in Pepin County, WI.  I have recently been made aware of the plan to take the Drysdale
Farm and store sand on it.  There are several flaws in the plan:
1. Drysdale's don't want to sell the land.  I am not sure if you are offering to buy it or this is an imminent domain
ruling but they want THEIR land.
2. This is rich farm land that is actively being farmed.
3. Increased truck traffic in this rural area will not be a good thing. 
When the government imposes will on hardworking family farms that have been in the family for generations; this is
a dangerous thing and not representative of the America we are proud of,  Perhaps sand can fill up some of the pits
and hillsides it has been taken from for frac mining or you can find someone who wants to sell land. 

Sincerely,
Lisa Raethke
Pepin WI
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From: Ruby White
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale support letter
Date: Monday, June 19, 2017 10:18:37 AM

RE: DREDGE MATERIAL PLACEMENT SITES IN WABASHA COUNTY

    In the interval of time since I first spoke with Craig Evans regarding federal acquisition of Drysdale farm land for
placement of dredge sand, I have since learned of dredge operations that will affect not only the Drysdales but also a
lovely neighborhood - River Drive South - and additional sites on the west end of town.  I was shocked and appalled
at your intentions then, and now it's even more shocking for everyone who lives and/or works here.  We will all be
affected by the truck traffic and the destruction of one of the most beautiful areas in the State.

    For four generations, the Drysdale family has worked to make their farm what it is today.  If you carry out your
intended plan, you will destroy their livelihood and their hopes for lthe future.  The folks who live on River Drive
South and the Carrels orioertues would see their properties de-valued and will have to live with truck pollution in all
its aspects.

    I have recently learned that there is an open pit in Winona that is not only available but the owners are looking for
something to put in it.  Is there not some way that the Corps could uttilize that?  I would think that it would not be
any more expensive to haul dredge sand to Winona that it would be to build another road alongside Dugan Avenue
for your truck traffic.  As I mentioned in my earlier phone call to Mr. Evans, my personal solution is to put the
dredge sand on barges and take it to the New Orleans delta where they need, and want, it.

    Please, do give some consideration to the Drysdales and the good folk of Wabasha.  There must be another
alternative.  Don't carry out your current plan just because you "can" (eminent domain).  A clear conscience and
knowing that you have given consideration to your fellow man is important, too.

    Thank you for listening.

                                                        Sincerely,

                                                         Ruby Rhoads White
                                                         505 Main Street West
                                                         Wabasha, Minnesota  55981
                                                          (651) 565-2170
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From: Kim Jaggers
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Drysdale
Date: Friday, May 26, 2017 11:55:32 AM
Attachments: Tom"s Bio.doc

Dear Mr. Edstrom,

I am writing this letter on behalf of Willard, Nora and Chelsey Drysdale.  It is my understanding that the Army
Corps of Engineers is attempting to seize their property which consists of their home and farm in Wabasha County,
Minnesota.  I have know the Drysdale family for four decades, they have owned this property over a span of 80
years and four generations.  On numerous times I have visited their farming and registered Angus cattle operations
and it is one of the finest in America.  The Drysdale farm and home is truly a family operation, they conduct
business by the book and do not take any shortcuts.  I am very saddened that the Army Corps of Engineers would
attempt to close down this landmark historic operation.  The Drysdale family’s total income is derived from
Agriculture and they are hard working, dedicated American citizens and if the Army Corps of Engineers seizes their
property it will absolutely disrupt their family life style and their earning power and functioning family farm.  The
Drysdale’s have one of the finest herds of registered Aberdeen Angus cattle and are a leading source of Angus
seedstock for commercial producers.  They have cared for their land extremely well, consequently it is very, very
productive.  As a citizen of the United States of America I ask that you reconsider and not close down the Drysdale
operation as it is truly an American landmark, and it has been with hard work, dedication and devotion that an
American farm family has achieved.

My credentials are in the attached file.

Sincerely,

Tom Burke

American Angus Hall of Fame

C-816/853-2697

Kim Jaggers

American Angus Hall of Fame

816/532-0811

816/532-0851 Fax

angushall4@earthlink.net
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TOM   BURKE


SMITHVILLE, MISSOURI


Tom Burke was born on a family farm near Blooming Prairie, Minnesota. He became a member of the American Angus Association in 1955. A charter member of the Minnesota Junior Angus Association, Tom was elected the first president of that organization in 1960. He served three consecutive terms as president.


In 1961, Tom and his twin brother, Tony, were selected by the Minnesota Future Farmers of America as the State Star Farmers of Minnesota. In 1962, Tom was elected vice president of the Minnesota Future Farmers of America. In 1963, he was elected president of the 53,000-member Minnesota 4-H Federation.


Upon completion of his military obligation, Tom Burke joined the staff of the Drovers Journal, the nation’s largest livestock publication. He served as a fieldman for two years in the twelve southern states.


In 1968, Tom joined the staff of J.B. McCorkle, a national Angus sale management firm in Smithville, Missouri. J.B. McCorkle joined the American Angus Association in 1911 and managed registered Angus cattle sales until his death in 1972. Upon the death of J.B. McCorkle, Tom Burke continued the sale management business.


Tom was elected chairman of the All-American Angus Breeders’ Futurity in 1972. He is currently serving his 43rd term as Futurity Chairman. The All-American Angus Breeders’ Futurity has established itself as the most prestigious livestock show in the world.


Elected to the Board of Directors of the Missouri Angus Association in 1971, 1972, and 1973, Tom also served as vice president of the Missouri Angus Association in 1973 and 1974. In 1972, he was recognized by the Missouri Junior Angus Association as the Missouri Angus “Man of the Year”. Tom is one of five original lifetime members of the Missouri Cattlemen’s Association.


In 1974, Tom was appointed to the Board of Directors of the International Livestock Show in Chicago, Illinois. Tom is a charter member of the Atlantic National Angus Show and has served on the Board of Trustees each year since the show’s inception in 1987. In 1993 and 2007 The Atlantic National Show was dedicated in the honor of Tom Burke.

Over the past seven decades, Tom Burke has conducted over 8,500 Angus auctions, annually conducting over 175 registered Angus sales. He has been an Angus Sale Manager for nearly 50 years, longer than anyone in the history of the breed. He has conducted Angus sales in 47 States, 7 Provinces of Canada, and the Caribbean. He has given addresses at Angus Field Days in over 35 States and 7 Provinces of Canada.


For the past twenty consecutive years, Tom Burke has been honored by the American Angus Association as the “Promoter of the Year”.  Tom has annually been elected as a delegate to the Annual Meeting of the American Angus Association, first being elected in 1959.

Kentucky Governor John Y. Brown named Tom Burke as a Kentucky Colonel in 1981. On numerous occasions, Tom has been honored by the American Angus Auxiliary for his work on their behalf.


Tom has addressed Animal Science students on livestock merchandising at the following colleges and universities:


Arkansas State University


Jonesboro, Arkansas

Auburn University



Auburn, Alabama


Blackhawk College



Galva, Illinois


California Polytechnic State University
San Luis Obispo, California


Cornell University



Ithaca, New York

Harvard University



Cambridge, Massachusetts

Graceland College



Lamoni, Iowa


Kansas State University



Manhattan, Kansas


Michigan State University


East Lansing, Michigan

North Dakota State University


Fargo, North Dakota

Oklahoma State University


Stillwater, Oklahoma


Pennsylvania State University


University Park, Pennsylvania


University of Georgia



Athens, Georgia


University of Kentucky



Lexington, Kentucky


University of Tennessee



Knoxville, Tennessee


Virginia Polytechnic Institute


Blacksburg, Virginia


Western Kentucky University


Bowling Green, Kentucky


In 1980, Tom Burke joined the National Suffolk Sheep Association. In 1988, he was elected to the National Board of that organization, re-elected in 1990 and 1993. Tom was elected President to the National Suffolk Sheep Association and served in that capacity from 1994 through 1996 and was elected Vice President of the Missouri Suffolk Breeders Association in 2001, and 2002. In 2003 ~ 2007 he has served as Secretary/Treasurer of the Missouri Suffolk Association. In 2002, he was selected to judge the 29th Annual North American International Suffolk Show in Louisville, Kentucky. In 2005, Tom was elected to the Board of Directors of the United Suffolk Sheep Association. Tom has served as the announcer for the United Junior Suffolk Show for the past twenty years. Tom has exhibited Suffolk sheep aggressively on the National scene for the past thirty years and has exhibited numerous Louisville Champions and First Prize Winners. He has been the Premier Exhibitor at the North American International Livestock Show in Louisville, Kentucky at the National Suffolk Show for four consecutive years.

In 1993, the nationally syndicated newspaper, U.S.A. Today, recognized Tom Burke as one of the 25 most traveled people in America. In 1994, Tom was recognized as ‘Marketeer of the Year’ in Denver, Colorado during the National Western Stock Show. In 2004, Tom Burke was honored as the 146th inductee into the American Angus Association’s prestigious Angus Heritage Foundation. In 2005, the historic Kansas Angus Association selected Tom Burke as an Honorary Member. This esteemed honor has been given to only two people outside the State of Kansas. In 2006, Tom received The American Angus Association’s “Historic Angus Herd Award”, honoring Angus breeders who have consistently been in business for fifty years or more. In 2007 Tom was away from home 341 nights, boarded 412 planes and had 412 airline safe landings.

Tom co-authored the Angus breed’s best selling book, “Angus Legends, Volume I”, released in 2004, as well as the updated second-printing released in 2005. In 2007, he once again co-authored the popular Atlantic National book “Unforgettable Memories”.  He co-authored the 40th Anniversary of the National Junior Angus Show 1969-2008 and then in 2012 he co-authored the “Central Illinois Aberdeen Angus Association Preview Show, 50th Anniversary Edition.  In 2013 Tom co-authored the Double Volume 1,504 page Angus Book entitled “Angus Legends, Special Edition, Volume I and Volume II”.

On August 6, 2013 Tom Burke was honored by the Livestock Publication Council in Buffalo, New York as their lifetime LAMPLIGHTER Award Winner.


On November 18, 2013 at the 130th Annual meeting of the American Angus Association in Louisville, Kentucky Tom Burke was elected to the Board of Directors of the American Angus Association.

In 2015 Tom served as a Delegate for the United States to the World Angus Secretariat in Mazatlan, Mexico.


Tom Burke resides on a 200-acre farm in Platte County, Missouri, where he raises registered Angus cattle and Suffolk sheep maintaining a flock of brood ewes, combined with a diversified farming operation, as well as oversees his family’s 400-acre farm in Dodge County, Minnesota.

Today, Tom Burke’s sale management firm, The American Angus Hall of Fame, manages purebred Angus cattle auctions. In the 140-year history of the Angus breed, the American Angus Hall of Fame has managed more “million dollar plus” Angus sales than all competitors combined. The American Angus Hall of Fame has continued to grow and expand in total dedication to the welfare of the Angus breed worldwide and is celebrating its 76th year.

2017





From: Cravath
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Dumping!
Date: Thursday, June 1, 2017 8:20:37 PM

Dear Mr. Edstrom and the Corps of Engineers DMMP

I think it is atrocious that you are even thinking of maliciously destroying some of probably the Best, Prime growing
soil in Minnesota, maybe even the United States of America, the Drysdale farm!!

It is a sad, sad day for our Country, the United States of America, when back water species take precedence over
feeding our people!!

It is a sad, sad day when the you and the Corps of Engineers DMMP can ride rough shod over farmers because they
don’t legally have the rights of birds and bugs and what ever is in the wastelands where you could dump the waste
from dredging!!

I agree the dredging is necessary, but not at the expense of destroying a Good farm, and people’s lives that live on
that farm and the families that have lived on that farm and know every inch personally because they have worked
the soil and grown crops on it inch by inch, foot by foot and it has become as much a part of the family as the
decendents of Willard Drysdale that have been on the land since 1939! Willard’s grandfather whose name was also
Willard was a brute of a man, farming 415 acres when most people could only work hard enough to farm 80 or 160
acres. I dare say he would not let you and the Corps of Engineers DMMP ride rough shod over his right to own and
operate his farm!

It shows that you and Corps of Engineers DMMP have no respect for our forefathers who labored so hard to develop
our Land of the Free and now you want to come along and wipe out that Freedom that our Country was known for!!

I don’t understand how “you mindless people” can be such a part of an atrocious, heinous processes of stealing
peoples land just like what was done when the dams were put in and the water started coming up displacing people!!

Please be reasonable and find a better place for the dredge material!

Don Cravath
51445 CR 4
Plainview, MN 55964
507-272-0912
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Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network. 
  Original Message 
From: hq-admin@dma.mil 
Sent: Saturday, July 1, 2017 12:41 PM 
To: Pawlik, Eugene A Jr CIV USARMY CEHQ (US) 
Reply To: mdrysdale@att.net 
Subject: Headquarters U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Contact Form: Dredge sand lower pool4 Mississippi- 
to valuable farm land 
 
 
This message was sent from the Headquarters U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
 
 website.\n\r 
\n\r 
Message From: Margaret Drysdale 
 
\n\r 
\n\r 
Email: mdrysdale@att.net 
 
\n\r 
\n\r 
Response requested: Yes 
 
 \n\r 
\n\r 
Message: 
\n\r 
Drysdale Farms near Wabasha MN would be the recipient of this sand.  The core wants 300 of the 400 
acres,what would be left for any useful purpose?This is a working farm in the same family for four 
generations. This would destroy the farm and the means of income for the third and fourth 
generations.Hauling sand through the city of Wabasha wold have a negative impact on the environment 
to say nothing of destroying property values. How many people will loose their jobs if farms are 
removed from production?In the long term where are people in the city going to get food? 
AS an elderly member (2nd generation) of the Drysdale family ,I ask for your diligence in supporting our 
position and instruct the ACE to find an alternate site for this sand.I ask not only for my family ,but for all 
the people that will be affected by this intrusion into our lives. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
\n\r 
 
---------------------------------- 
\n\r 
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------------------------------------- 
 
HTTP_CMS_CLIENT_IP: 
 
HTTP_X_ARR_LOG_ID: 9f6ffbf6-30ce-4d3f-a8c2-40238b418498 
 
HTTP_ORIGIN: Blockedhttp://www.usace.army.mil 
 
HTTP_TRUE_CLIENT_IP: 2602:306:bdfd:cea0:5581:18eb:d7cf:c3da 
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From: mvp-admin@dma.mil <mvp-admin@dma.mil> 
Date: July 23, 2017 at 8:21:39 PM CDT 
To: CEMVP-PA MVP <cemvp-pa@usace.army.mil> 
Subject: St. Paul District Contact Form: Mississippi Dredging 
 
  
 
This message was sent from the St. Paul District 
 
 website.\n\r 
\n\r 
Message From: David Seila 
 
\n\r 
\n\r 
Email: david.seila@gmail.com 
 
\n\r 
\n\r 
Response requested: No  
 
\n\r 
\n\r 
Message: 
\n\r 
I am against your takeover of the family farm in Wabasha.  Just like most government agencies, too 
much predatory behavior.  Do something else with the sand, not destroy good agricultural properties, 
especially that of a hard working farmer.   
Thank you Respectfully, 
David Seila 
 
\n\r 
 
---------------------------------- 
\n\r 
 
 
------------------------------------- 
 
HTTP_CMS_CLIENT_IP:  
 
HTTP_X_ARR_LOG_ID: 5e449039-bad2-4676-8817-7f8c1b44f9e4 
 
HTTP_ORIGIN: Unavailable 
 
HTTP_TRUE_CLIENT_IP: 63.224.146.220 
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From: Rasmussen, Kurt A - DNR [mailto:Kurt.Rasmussen@wisconsin.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, July 06, 2017 10:39 AM 
To: Machajewski, Paul R CIV USARMY CEMVP (US) <Paul.R.Machajewski@usace.army.mil> 
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] P4 Idea - Question 
 
  
 
Paul, 
 
  
 
Guessing that you guys already thought of this, but have you considered building out from the bluff 
overlooking Wabasha sand and gravel #2 to create a massive sand hill that could be vegetated and 
would blend into the natural topography?   I realize that WSG is still operating, do they have a sunset 
date in mind for the quarry?     
 
  
 
We are committed to service excellence. 
 
Visit our survey at Blockedhttp://dnr.wi.gov/customersurvey 
<Blockedhttp://dnr.wi.gov/customersurvey>  to evaluate how I did. 
 
  
 
Kurt A. Rasmussen 
Mississippi River Planner 
 
Office of Great Waters – Mississippi River, Lake Superior & Lake Michigan 
 
Environmental Management Division 
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources 
3550 Mormon Coulee Road 
 
La Crosse, WI 54601 
Phone: (608) 785-9003 
Fax: (608) 785-9990 
Kurt.Rasmussen@Wisconsin.gov <mailto:kurt.rasmussen@wisconsin.gov>  
 
 <Blockedhttp://dnr.wi.gov/>  dnr.wi.gov <Blockedhttp://dnr.wi.gov/>  
 <Blockedhttp://facebook.com/WIDNR>   <Blockedhttps://twitter.com/WDNR>   
<Blockedhttp://www.flickr.com/photos/widnr/>   <Blockedhttp://www.youtube.com/user/WIDNRTV>   
<Blockedhttp://dnr.wi.gov/rss/>  
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From: Davy, Georgene L
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Farm
Date: Monday, June 5, 2017 10:21:20 AM

Please stop this action and save this family farm !

Thank you!

Georgene Davy

 <Blockedhttp://www.allinahealth.org> 
This message contains information that is confidential and may be privileged. Unless you are the addressee (or
authorized to receive for the addressee), you may not use, copy or disclose to anyone the message or any
information contained in the message. If you have received the message in error, please advise the sender by reply e-
mail and delete the message.
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I am writing to express my concern and dismay regarding the Corps 40 year plan 

for lower pool number four and attempt to confiscate the Drysdale farm at Kellogg 

Minnesota.  I have sat through three meetings on this project as well as a multitude of 

phone calls, and because of this, not all of these thoughts and ideas originated with me.   

However, with that being said, I do wonder why the magic number of 40 years? 

Geologically, that is a tiny grain of time, but to the human life that is a very long period.  

Why not five, ten, or even fifteen years, because using the Corps own number’s of 

270,000 cubic yards per year, fifteen years would produce 4.1 million cubic yards per 

year.  This could be placed in quarries within 14 miles, and not on productive agricultural 

land.  Fifteen years would represent enough time to change laws or guidelines that 

currently inhibit the placement of this material on marginal grounds, wetlands, or 

practically worthless areas of the Kellogg region.  In addition, technology changes at an 

ever-increasing rate, demands and uses of this material will change, erosion control on 

the Chippewa should change and other projects on the Chippewa will be implemented 

over this span of time.   

Another problem with the project entails the tax dollars lost to the townships, 

county and state governments.  Currently the Drysdale’s pay $9,368; in 2009 they paid 

$6,690.  Using these values, and very crudely projecting forward for the next 40 years, 

this would be close to a half of a million dollars.  In addition this does not include any 

dollars for the depreciated value of the other 60 homes affected by the project.   

Of further concern is the loss of close to 500 acres of prime farmland.  You may 

be wondering, how many people may be fed off of 500 acres of tillable land? According 

to the National Agricultural Statistical Survey, approximately ¾ of a million people!  
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However, the biggest issue of this entire project is the stress placed on the people 

involved.  I do not know many of the people affected, but I do know Willard – he is a 

quiet, unassuming man of the highest integrity.  His mistress is his forth generation 

family farm that he meticulously cares for and about.  As he is going through this 

journey, I am sure he is reminded of his Native American heritage and the trip we put 

them through in our quest for more resources.  For the Corps engineers involved, it is 

merely a spot on the Google map, for the Drysdale family it is a farm, lifestyle, and a 

home!   

 

Please reconsider.  

Thank you  

Frank Brand 

33551 738th St. 

Lake City  MN  55041 

651-764-1281 

P.S.  I just talked to Bill Holst at Diamond Bluff (715- 792-5301) and he said he could 

use 300,000 CY per year--- point being that there a lot of unexplored opportunities. 
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From: Mike O"Connor
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] followup from the Nelson public-meeting
Date: Thursday, June 8, 2017 10:07:02 AM

hi Robert,

i was the guy that bounced to his feet at the beginning of the meeting and said something like "i've got these slides,
but it seems like it would be easier to take the conversation offline" or some such.

here are a few links for you, and i'd be happy to jump on the phone with you to talk through this stuff.

1) i recorded the Nelson meeting and have posted the recording and a couple pictures of the meeting. 

        click here to see the post:  Blockedhttps://fracsandfrisbee.com/2017/06/dredge-sand-nelson-public-meeting/

2) i built a post that explains those slides i handed you and your group on the night of the meeting -- this may be
sufficient for you to understand the slides, but i'm happy to follow up with a phone call (or in person -- i'll be in
Saint Paul next Tuesday and could meet pretty much any time). 

        click here to see the post:  Blockedhttps://fracsandfrisbee.com/2017/05/dredge-sand-disposal-in-buffalo-
county-proposal-highlights/

3) you may also find this interesting -- we've been wrestling with folks who want to drive lots of trucks full of sand
through our towns for quite a while and many of us view this as an unwelcome continuation of that fight.  here's a
post to put that in context.

        click here to see the post:  Blockedhttps://fracsandfrisbee.com/2012/02/pictures-of-a-winlose-situation/

i realized when i got home from the Nelson meeting that i made a rookie mistake and chopped my contact
information off the bottom of the slides when i printed them.  sorry about that.

all the best,

mike o'connor

WI:(715) 598-4284  MN:(651) 647-6109  Toll Free:(800) 896-0907  Fax:(866)-280-2356

Appendix F: Public and Private Comments Received F-633

mailto:mike@haven2.com
mailto:Robert.K.Edstrom@usace.army.mil


From: Mike O"Connor
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] followup from the Nelson public-meeting
Date: Thursday, June 8, 2017 10:07:02 AM

hi Robert,

i was the guy that bounced to his feet at the beginning of the meeting and said something like "i've got these slides,
but it seems like it would be easier to take the conversation offline" or some such.

here are a few links for you, and i'd be happy to jump on the phone with you to talk through this stuff.

1) i recorded the Nelson meeting and have posted the recording and a couple pictures of the meeting. 

        click here to see the post:  Blockedhttps://fracsandfrisbee.com/2017/06/dredge-sand-nelson-public-meeting/

2) i built a post that explains those slides i handed you and your group on the night of the meeting -- this may be
sufficient for you to understand the slides, but i'm happy to follow up with a phone call (or in person -- i'll be in
Saint Paul next Tuesday and could meet pretty much any time). 

        click here to see the post:  Blockedhttps://fracsandfrisbee.com/2017/05/dredge-sand-disposal-in-buffalo-
county-proposal-highlights/

3) you may also find this interesting -- we've been wrestling with folks who want to drive lots of trucks full of sand
through our towns for quite a while and many of us view this as an unwelcome continuation of that fight.  here's a
post to put that in context.

        click here to see the post:  Blockedhttps://fracsandfrisbee.com/2012/02/pictures-of-a-winlose-situation/

i realized when i got home from the Nelson meeting that i made a rookie mistake and chopped my contact
information off the bottom of the slides when i printed them.  sorry about that.

all the best,

mike o'connor

WI:(715) 598-4284  MN:(651) 647-6109  Toll Free:(800) 896-0907  Fax:(866)-280-2356
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From: Karla Schedlbauer <ksched@yahoo.com> 
Date: July 11, 2017 at 7:09:07 PM CDT 
To: CEMVP-PA MVP <cemvp-pa@usace.army.mil> 
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Lower Pool 4 Dredge Proposal Southside Fitzgerald/Drysdale - Comment 
 
 
Dear Colonel,  
As the time approaches for you to make a decision I know your mandate must be weighing heavy on 
you. Nevertheless, I would remind you of a much greater mandate that we are all commanded to live by.  
It is a mandate direct from Heaven, a command from the King of kings Himself. And we will all be called 
to account sir.  
 
Luke 6: 
31Do to others as you would have them do to you.  ~ Jesus Christ 
 
 
 
 
Most Sincerely, 
 
 
Karla Schedlbauer  
River Drive South 
Wabasha 
 
Karla Schedlbauer ~ Semper Pergendum in Christus Sine Timore  
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From: Kent Schedlbauer [mailto:kschedlb@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, July 12, 2017 11:59 AM 
To: CEMVP-PA MVP <cemvp-pa@usace.army.mil> 
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] PLEASE READ - Pool # 4 Dredging Plan 
 
  
 
  
 
Dear Colonel, 
 
  
 
Hello, my name is Kent Schedlbauer and my wife and I own a home on River Drive South in Wabasha 
which will be directly impacted by South Side Fitzgerald field being used as a storage and staging 
location.  We are the second house in from the "road" that will be used by the 200 trucks per day. 
 
  
 
As you know, we are getting close to the date you will be making a final decision regarding the proposed 
Pool #4 dredging plan and I wanted you to hear a piece of disappointing feedback that has been shared 
with us. 
 
  
 
A news reporter conducted a recent follow up interview with a member of the Corp of Engineers 
regarding the plan.  The reporter was told in so may words (and I paraphrase) "we need to go forward 
with this because if we don't, we will set precedent and in the future people will know they can 
challenge us and win".  Sir, this is the a ridiculous statement and I personally, I expect more from the 
Corps.  Using the neighborhood residents  "victims" as an example to further heavy handedness should 
not be a reason for you approve the plan.   
 
  
 
My wife and I hope that you will use your better judgement and not allow the Corps to destroy the value 
of our property and ruin our retirement dreams.  Honestly, we do not have time to make up the $100k 
before retirement.  This is real because we have already seen a home sale fall through because the 
potential new owner was made aware if the plan.   
 
  
 
As the time approaches for you to make a decision I know your mandate must be weighing heavy on 
you. Nevertheless, I would remind you of a much greater mandate that we are all commanded to live by.  
It is a mandate direct from Heaven, a command from the King of kings Himself. And we will all be called 
to account sir.  
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Luke 6: 
 
31Do <Blockedhttp://biblehub.com/greek/4160.htm>  to others 
<Blockedhttp://biblehub.com/greek/846.htm>  as <Blockedhttp://biblehub.com/greek/2531.htm>  you 
would have <Blockedhttp://biblehub.com/greek/2309.htm>  them 
<Blockedhttp://biblehub.com/greek/444.htm>  do <Blockedhttp://biblehub.com/greek/4160.htm>  to 
you. <Blockedhttp://biblehub.com/greek/4771.htm>   ~ Jesus Christ 
 
  
 
I would be happy to discuss this directly with you.  My cell number is 612-850-4770. 
 
  
 
Thank you for your time. 
 
  
 
Kent Schedlbauer  
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From: Nancy Kuklinski
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Future Dredging Materials in Wabasha Minnesota
Date: Friday, June 2, 2017 11:00:18 AM

Mr. Edstrom,

I am a  homeowner on River Drive so of course I am opposed to the Corps plan to place dredged sand on the
Fitzgerald property. I could list all of the reasons as to why this is unacceptable to myself, my neighbors & the
community of Wabasha but you are well aware of the negative aspects of this plan. Instead I invite you to join me
on my deck some morning & take a walk down River Drive with me. I would like you to experience our
neighborhood firsthand. Maybe it will encourage you to look harder at other options.

I look forward to hearing from you.

Nancy Kuklinski
1501 River Drive S
Wabasha, MN

651 - 564 - 0219

Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE DROID
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From: Dhk947
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Fwd: Future Dredging Materials in Wabasha Minnesota
Date: Friday, May 26, 2017 8:04:04 AM

        TO:  Robert Edstrom

        RE:  Future Dredging Materials in Wabasha Minnesota

       
       

        Greetings Mr. Edstrom,

       
       

        I was distraught to hear the news today that the Army Corp pf Engineers is moving forward on a plan to dredge
sand that will be placed on green space below our home on River Drive South in Wabasha, MN. 

       
       

        I was even more concerned when I heard that you were planning on trucking the sand in multiple trips on city
streets in a residential area, by a school to deposit on productive quality Ag land.

       
       

        Everything about this decision is difficult for me and the process of informing people and giving them 30 days
to respond seems rather heavy handed.  Odds are that the army corp had this plan in place for quite a while and it
seems unfair that there is only a 30-day time period for people to come together to discuss what this move will do to
our community. My spouse and neighbors attended the meetings you held in the community but your lack of
specifics and heavy engineering presentation left them with a sense of the federal government will do or take any
land they need for this effort.  That eminent domain power leaves people with a sense of what hope is there in
fighting the "feds".  I am of the feeling that all citizens have the right to weigh in and I am hoping that you will
listen to people when they contact you with their concerns.

       
        I live at 1519 River Drive South <x-apple-data-detectors://8>  and I did NOT receive any notification of this
endeavor.  I will look at the sand pile from my back yard and I believe it could negatively affect the value of my
property, let alone what it could do to the waterfowl and wildlife that live in the area. 

        There is a huge eagles nest in the area and many different types of waterfowl from pelicans to blue herons.  A
family of fox is continually roaming the property where you say you will place the dredge spoils.  Even though the
spoils may be temporary, it will have a huge impact in our community. 

       
       

        How many years will the corp be depositing sand at that site?
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        The Drysdale and Fitzgerald property is also negatively affected by this federal agency plan.  This farmland is
excellent Ag land that in my opinion is just as important to retain as wetland.

       
       

        I would like to go on record as absolutely against this plan and your process to conduct the condemnation,
trucking process and temporary location of dredge spoils.

       
       

        I realize you need to keep the Mississippi River channel open but your efforts to find an answer by trucking
large amount of sand through residential areas to dump on prime Ag land is not the “RIGHT” answer.

       
       

        You have a critical mission of getting rid of dredge spoils, and I realize is very difficult. We have a critical
mission of retaining our beautiful community residential area and productive farmland.  All of these missions are
critical and we need to work together more to find answers....not just have the federal government dictate what they
will be doing to the community. 

       
       

        The problem is the power of the federal government and the lack of transparency of your public information
efforts. Your efforts to conduct a transparent, public process to secure a dredge spoil location and dumping site that
affects a minimum number of people and land needs improvement.  Please stop your efforts, meet with local people
to lay out the options in lay language that is easy for all citizens to understand. Your past efforts of public meetings
lacked specifics about routes and process.  The route and locations you are submitting are not the best for our
community.

       
       

        Douglas Kennebeck

        1519_River Drive South

        Wabasha, MN 55981 <x-apple-data-detectors://9>

       
       

        651-564-0519

       

        

        Sent from my iPad

Appendix F: Public and Private Comments Received F-640



From: smith kate
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Future dredging plans for Wabasha
Date: Wednesday, May 31, 2017 1:48:08 PM

Mr. Edstrom,

My husband and I recently became aware, by chance, that the Army Corp of Engineers is in the process of
implementing a 40-year plan to pump and store sand dredged from the Mississippi River into an area right below
our home on River Drive South in Wabasha.  We were not notified by the Corp, or anyone in an official capacity,
that this was happening.

We, along with other association landowners on River Drive South, own a strip of property that abuts the
backwaters of the Mississippi directly adjacent to the Fitzgerald property, which is below our home.  The Fitzgerald
property does not extend all the way to the river's edge.  We, the homeowners association, own that strip of
property.  In order to pump sand on to the Fitzgerald property, the Corp would have to cross our property.  And yet
we were not notified of the impending plans, or consulted in any way during the study.  We have a copy of the
extensive study Lower Pool 4 Dredged Material Management Plan.  Nowhere is it stated that the Corp spoke with
residents or asked for any input. 

We are very upset about this proposal.  We bought and built our home on this lot in 1985 mainly because of the
location.  The area you are considering to cover in a mountain of sand is home to all kinds of wildlife.  For the past
several weeks we have been watching a family of young fox kits playing just down the hill.  It is hard for us to
understand how the Corp could consider pumping sand into an area that is in the flood plan and is also a
residential/recreation area.

We also feel our property and home will lose a great deal of it's value with on-going pumping and storage of sand
right out our back windows.  

There has to be another solution.  We are aware that the Corp of Engineers has the power to go ahead with this plan
regardless of the effect it will have on an established neighborhood, quality of life of a small town and the
devaluation of property.  I hope you will take the time to read letters from property owners and try to make a
decision that will not adversely affect the people of Wabasha.

Thank you,

Kate Smith
1413 River Dr S
Wabasha, Mn
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From: EVANS, Craig O CIV USARMY CEMVP (US)
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: Fw: [Non-DoD Source] "No" to Drysdale and Southside Fitzgerald
Date: Friday, June 23, 2017 6:37:10 AM

Please add this to our comments.

Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.
From: Amy Glomski <amyglom@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 22, 2017 11:40 PM
To: EVANS, Craig O CIV USARMY CEMVP (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] "No" to Drysdale and Southside Fitzgerald

Craig Evans

Chief Plan Formulation Section, St. Paul

US Army Corps of Engineers

 June 22, 2017

Dear Craig Evans,

I very much appreciated the meeting the Corps held in Wabasha last Thursday, June 15th  concerning the DRAFT
DMMP. 

Ironically, I just returned from a five day houseboat cruise on the Mississippi River, traveling through lock and dams
and seeing dredging operations up close.  It really is an awesome task the Corps is handling and I appreciate the
work of the Corps to keep the river flowing so freely.  Because of this trip, I have not had the time to reach out to
you since the meeting last week.

I am sure you felt the emotion in the room and the terrible angst people are feeling if land is taken and homeowners’
lives along River Drive and Dugan Avenue are changed forever due to a possible solution, which is really more of a
problem, at this point.  Thanks for being there to hear the people, and keeping an open mind.

After the meeting, I spoke with Colonel Calkins about the fact that Willard Drysdale is a descendent of the
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namesake of our town, Chief Wapasha II (b.1768–1855).  I am wondering if this is a breach of the Corps’ normal
procedures, the seizure of land of a direct descendant of an American Indian.

It seems to me that taking 72%  of Mr. Drysdale's land, and causing the ruination of his way of life and his family’s
livelihood, in the name of the United States Government, is awfully reminiscent of what our government did a
couple hundred years ago.  I’d like to think we have come farther than this as a democratic nation.

Thanks, in advance, for checking into this.  I am completely against the idea of seizing Mr. Drysdale's land, and the
use of Southside Fitzgerald as a transfer site.

I think with many intelligent minds on the Corps’ team, and in our community, that a much better plan could be
sought and implemented.

Also, as a reminder, the “least-cost” part of the Corps’ mandate is not in statute, but in Army Corps regulations. 
Therefore, I ask that the Corps change or waive this regulation in this instance and find alternative locations for the
dredge material.

Thank you for listening.

Sincerely,

Amy Glomski

1300 Broadway Avenue       

Wabasha, MN  55981     

507.301.4305
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From: Stefanik, Elliott L CIV USARMY CEMVP (US)
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: FW: [Non-DoD Source] Lower Pool 4 Dredged Material Management Plan, Wabasha County
Date: Thursday, June 22, 2017 7:40:59 PM

Bob, please add this to the list of comments.

-E

-----Original Message-----
From: liby wabasha [mailto:wablib@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 22, 2017 4:22 PM
To: Stefanik, Elliott L CIV USARMY CEMVP (US) <Elliott.L.Stefanik@usace.army.mil>
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Lower Pool 4 Dredged Material Management Plan, Wabasha County

From: Charles Thomas Smit, 712 Wabasha, Mn. 55981, Phone: (651) 565-0273.  No email.

    I've been reading about this topic in the local newspapers and attended the 6/15/2017 7 P.M. meeting at WKHS.  I
left a comment there, but wanted to be sure to get some additional comments included, hence this communication
method.
    I have been a resident of Wabasha from 1946-1962 and 1996-2017.  I worked on the Drysdale farm for the haying
efforts for a few days as the son of the local veterinarian, Dr. Charles R. Smit, who serviced the Drysdale farm for
about four decades.  I went to church with the Drysdale family and knew and respected Bill and his son Pete and
their families as a teenager.  My dad was a W.W. II vet who served in the Veterinary Corp in the island hopping
campaigns from mid-1943 to 1945, rising to the rank of Lt. Col. as a man primarily involved in food inspection, to
make sure the troops were not being poisoned by contractor negligence or improper handling of food as it arrived
and was off-loaded in tidal areas.
    My main concern is for the impact the corps decision would have on the family farms in this area.  I note that
although 95% of the silt would be from the Chippewa River in Wisconsin, about 70+% of the silt is planned to be
placed on Wabasha County row crop farmland.  With 320,000,000 people in the U.S. to feed and seven billion
worldwide, it seems very short sighted of the Army Corp of Engineers to be taking some of the best farmland in this
area out of production for a 40 year period.  This is especially so when alternatives exist for placement of the
materials.  I have heard that the Kohner pit in the Winona vicinity might accommodate between 40 and 50% of the
40 year total of dredged material.  The Draft Feasibility Report suggests that existing pits within a 14 mile radius
would accommodate up to 4 million cubic yards of the 10.7 million cubic yards to be dealt with over the plan
period.  When combined with the .7 million cubic yards of space available at Wabasha Sand and Gravel sites, the
Carrels East and West sites, and possible maximum temporary placement on Crats Island site, I believe the entire
10.7 million cubic yards of dredged material could be handled without taking the Drysdale or Weisenbeck farms out
of productive row crop tax base in Minnesota and Wisconsin.
    As someone born in Sheboygan, Wisconsin, and raised in Wabasha, Minnesota, I have worked from 2006-2016
part time hauling, loading, and stirring manure pits in western Wisconsin, including for the Weisenbeck farm under
consideration as a final location for deposit.  I know from this experience that many of the farms in this region use
sand as bedding material in their barns, and have sand delivered to their farms regularly on a weekly basis.  I do not
know how many cubic yards of sand for bedding they use, or whether they are a key part of the Wabasha Sand and
Gravel customer base, but I suspect from seeing WS&G trucks on the roads when working on the farms in the past
decade that at least a portion of them are involved with supplying this product. 
    My own main suggestion was to try dredging the Chippewa River from the Delta in the Mississippi River towards
Wisconsin Highway 35 between Nelson and Pepin.  I am not sure whether or not you could use the Chippewa
River's banks as a place for temporary storage, but it would make Wisconsin silt easily accessible for Wisconsin
farms in the vicinity for use as bedding.  It also might reduce the dredging cut needs at Reads Landing, Crats Island,
Teepeeota Point, Grand Encampment, and Beef Slough by capturing the silt in Wisconsin before it reached the
Mississippi River.  I am aware this might be considered less desireable from the perspective of those seeking the
maximize employment over the next 40 years for U.S. Army
Corp of Engineers dredging operations in Pool 4 and for the expansion of trucking contracting to transport the silt
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elsewhere.  My own concern is focused on family farms in both states that do not need to be threatened or taken out
of productive row crop use to save the Corp some money or convenience due to misplaced priorities in long term
planning. 
    The picture of the Crats Island site shows room for up river expansion across from lower Lawrence Boulevard in
Wabasha.  I've traveled the roads in this vicinity for decades, and am familiar with the people the Corp has been
threatening with the current plan.  The Weisenbeck's farm is one where I have hauled manure to the planned site at
the junction of Wisconsin Highways 35 and 25.  The Drysdale farm has been one I have been familiar with since I
was a teenager in the late 1950s.  I think you should reconsider your plan and see what you can devise that will not
take existing row crop farmland out of productive capacity while still offering an easily accessible supply of
Wisconsin Chippewa River silt to Wisconsin farmers.  That looks to me like the win-win solution to this problem,
leaving the Weisenbeck and Drysdale properties unmolested by 15 feet of Chippewa River silt over the next forty
years, as suggested by Representative Steve Drazkowski, Mn. Republican from District 21 B. 
    I do not claim a lot of experience in dredging operations.  My human intelligence would suggest that this existing
plan could be altered in the ways suggested to ease the dredging burden on the Corp in this vicinity, or at least to
concentrate it on the source for most of the dredged material that has been a problem for decades.  I do not know
about how feasible this alternative would be or what the cost would be.  If Kohner in Winona has a pit and is willing
to pay for the silt, it might even be more economically feasible than what you have suggested, with no necessity to
resort to the coercive and ugly process of eminent domain to ram your plan down the throats of people who do not
welcome your disturbance of their decades of hard work building farm operations locally on both sides of the
Mississippi River.
    Please have the heart to reconsider your plan in light of this and perhaps other alternatives - sand for an island in
Lake Pepin, sand for beaches in Lake City and Iowa... or minimally the lease of property by sections, allowing the
farmers to reclaim row crop land after depositing the silt in areas that will undoubtedly effect the local flood plain
effects of the Zumbro River.
    Thank you for any further consideration and affirmative response.   Charles Thomas Smit
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From: Stringham, George E CIV USARMY CEMVP (US)
To: EVANS, Craig O CIV USARMY CEMVP (US); Stefanik, Elliott L CIV USARMY CEMVP (US); Edstrom, Robert K III

CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: FW: [Non-DoD Source] Pool 4 Dredge Plan Wabasha Meeting
Date: Thursday, June 8, 2017 3:51:39 PM

-----Original Message-----
From: Karla Schedlbauer [mailto:ksched@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 08, 2017 3:50 PM
To: CEMVP-PA MVP <cemvp-pa@usace.army.mil>
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Pool 4 Dredge Plan Wabasha Meeting

Dear Colonel,
My husband and I own a small business and home in Wabasha, MN.  Our home is located on River Drive South, the
neighborhood that the Army Corp proposal would use to move sand from Southside Fitzgerald, section 5.8.8 of the
Pool 4 Dredge Plan Draft Proposal.  It is our understanding that you will be the final decision maker for the rejection
or approval of this plan.  Therefore, we stridently urge you to please attend our town meeting with the Army Corp to
discuss this proposal on June 15th at 7 pm at Wabasha-Kellog High School. I assure you sir, that the written
document does not come remotely close to disclosing the severe and permanent damage the Southside Fitzgerald
storage and transfer site would do to us as individuals, to our neighbors, our neighborhood, the City of Wabasha and
the surrounding smaller communities.  I have attached a video commentary that will shed some light on that fact, but
it would be best if you attended the meeting to hear from all of us, or at the very least look into the eyes of the
people this plan, if approved would be harming.

Respectfully,
Karla Schedlbauer

Army Corp Propsal 5.8.8 Southside Fitzgerald <Blockedhttps://youtu.be/1WgxctpiD2g>
<Blockedhttps://youtu.be/1WgxctpiD2g>
               
Army Corp Propsal 5.8.8 Southside Fitzgerald

       

Karla Schedlbauer ~ Semper Pergendum in Christus Sine Timore
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From: Stringham, George E CIV USARMY CEMVP (US)
To: EVANS, Craig O CIV USARMY CEMVP (US); Stefanik, Elliott L CIV USARMY CEMVP (US); Edstrom, Robert K III

CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: FW: [Non-DoD Source] Wabasha Dredging
Date: Friday, June 9, 2017 11:15:53 AM

-----Original Message-----
From: Dennis Fiedler [mailto:dennis_fiedler@icloud.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 08, 2017 2:27 PM
To: CEMVP-PA MVP <cemvp-pa@usace.army.mil>
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Wabasha Dredging

Please come to the meeting in Wabasha on Thursday, June 16. Your decision on the Wabasha dredging effects
families and livelihoods. I stand against the proposal and look forward to the meeting to at least get some more
clarity on what is proposed AND voice my concern about this detrimental plan to our community.

Thank you.

Joyce Fiedler
River Drive landowner.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Stringham, George E CIV USARMY CEMVP (US)
To: EVANS, Craig O CIV USARMY CEMVP (US); Stefanik, Elliott L CIV USARMY CEMVP (US); Edstrom, Robert K III

CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: FW: Dredge Piles in my backyard in Wabasha, MN.
Date: Friday, June 9, 2017 11:14:10 AM

From: Brenda Nelson [mailto:brendacious@hotmail.com]
Sent: Friday, June 09, 2017 11:12 AM
To: CEMVP-PA MVP <cemvp-pa@usace.army.mil>
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Dredge Piles in my backyard in Wabasha, MN.

I am writing to simply ask, what is the Corp thinking?  The area, Fitzgerald's South in Wabasha, MN, where the
corp is planning to temporarily (40 years?) pile dredge sand is a residential area.  Houses, the entire neighborhood,
are just yards from where you are planning on dumping sand.  There is no suitable road access to this land other than
what I would refer to as a cart road and that runs even closer to houses.  Why would you pick a spot that is clearly
residential when there are places that are much more remote for this type of storage.  Not only is it a residential area,
it is also a wildlife area.  There are eagles that nest, foxes that den and geese and other waterfowl that live on that
tract of land. 

I live in that neighborhood and when we bought our house to raise our family, we were told that piece of flat land
would never be developed as it was too close to the river and considered "flood plain."  We had no idea that storing
dredge there was even a possibility.  What about people with health issues that can be impacted by the dust and
debris that is going to blow into and around our houses?

You cannot tell me that up and down that river there are not more suitable spots, empty areas, not spots in towns or
neighborhoods, not taking prime agriculture land, for storing that sand.  Why not send it down river on empty barges
and use it for sandbagging or shoring up areas that are susceptible to flooding?

Have you given any thought to the lives of people that you will impact by dumping dredge sand in a neighborhood? 
Have you considered how you will devalue their lives and their property?  Have you considered the loss to the farm
families when you take their livelihood, all to store sand that benefits no one.

Do you have any idea if there are concerns or dangers of what is contained in that sand?

Please reconsider, and find space that will not impact peoples lives to store this dredge material.  Would you put this
stuff in your backyard?  Would you ruin your families' farm and heritage with this stuff?  Please reconsider, find
empty, useless spaces that don't affect people and livelihoods.  How about storing it in the backyards of some of the
barge companies.  They are the ones who need the river dredged, have them step up and take some responsibility. 

Thank you, Brenda Nelson
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From: Agboola, Abimbola O CIV USARMY CEMVP (US)
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: FW: Headquarters U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Contact Form: Silt from the Mississippi
Date: Thursday, June 29, 2017 2:17:58 PM

FYI

-----Original Message-----
From: Bauer, Shannon L CIV USARMY CEMVP (US)
Sent: Thursday, June 29, 2017 1:12 PM
To: Agboola, Abimbola O CIV USARMY CEMVP (US) <Abimbola.O.Agboola@usace.army.mil>
Subject: FW: Headquarters U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Contact Form: Silt from the Mississippi

Another one.

-----Original Message-----
From: Pawlik, Eugene A Jr CIV USARMY CEHQ (US)
Sent: Thursday, June 29, 2017 1:07 PM
To: Bauer, Shannon L CIV USARMY CEMVP (US) <Shannon.L.Bauer@usace.army.mil>
Subject: FW: Headquarters U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Contact Form: Silt from the Mississippi

Just FYI.

Gene

-----Original Message-----
From: hq-admin@dma.mil [mailto:hq-admin@dma.mil]
Sent: Friday, June 16, 2017 7:43 PM
To: Pawlik, Eugene A Jr CIV USARMY CEHQ (US) <Eugene.A.Pawlik@usace.army.mil>
Subject: Headquarters U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Contact Form: Silt from the Mississippi

This message was sent from the Headquarters U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
 website.

Message From: Annie Benrud

Email: abenrud@gmail.com

Response requested: Yes

Message:
Hello,

I just wanted to voice that I believe your decision to put this silt on farmland is completely wrong. There are also,
other options. But maybe I have not thought this all through. Please, enlighten me. Why can we not use this silt on
our roads in the winter? We use sand on rural icy roads.  Buffalo county cannot be the only rural area that uses sand.
Please help me understand your reasoning. Also, how much are you willing to compensate these farmers for letting
you dump silt on their land? Do you realize that you are essentially going to have to pay for their entire
livelyhood??? Again, help me unserstand.

Thank you from a very concerned citizen,
Annie

----------------------------------
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From: Jane and Larry Glander
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Fwd: Fwd: Army Corp Plan
Date: Tuesday, May 30, 2017 2:21:15 PM

Dear Mr. Edstrom:

I was very upset to hear last week that the Army Corps of Engineers is moving forward on a plan to dredge sand and
put on the 5.8.8  Southside Fitzgerald property, Wabasha, MN.

I am a property owner and an officer with the Riverview Terrace Homeowners Association and am very concerned
with the fact, that I/we were not notified of the developing plans considering you would have to cross 'our' property
to reach the Fitzgerald Property.  Our association owns two separate parcels of land between the water and
Southside Fitzgerald.  I feel like you are trying to not be forthright and honest with us.  We heard about your plans
through the Fitzgeralds.

It concerns me when I read today that you are planning on trucking the sand in multiple trips on city streets in a
quiet residential area.

Everything about this is difficult for me and the process of informing people and giving them 30 days to respond
seems rather heavy handed -- especially for me, I wasn't even given 30 days.  I believe the Army Corp had this plan
in place for quite some time and it seems unfair that there is only a 30 day time period for people to come together to
discuss what this move will do not only to our residential area, but to our community.  This document is at least 150
pages and titled Lower Pool 4 Dredged Material Management Plan -- was this really drafted in a short amount of
time?  I don't believe that to be true and the document is incomplete -- since has highlights in it that needed to be
filled in.

My spouse and I as well as many other neighbors attended 'your' meeting on December 14, 2016, in which we again
were not properly notified -- in fact, one neighbor received a notice and it stated he was to attend in Cochrane, WI. 
When we reached out to find out about the meeting, I found out the Minnesota residents were to attend a meeting
scheduled for Wabasha, MN and not Cochrane, WI.   That meeting lacked specifics and a heavy engineering
presentation which left me with a sense of the federal government will do or take any land they need for this effort. 
The lead spokesman at this meeting was degrading, arrogant, know it all attitude and made it clear the 'feds' could
use eminent domain power.  It left all of us with a feeling of hopelessness and how can we fight the 'feds' when they
have already made up their minds.  I wanted to believe that all citizens and especially neighbors to a project should
have the right to weigh in and I am again HOPING you will listen to the people when they contact you with their
concerns.

I live at 1503 River Drive South, Wabasha, MN. and I did NOT receive any notification of the endeavor.  I will look
at the huge sand pile from my home and back yard. This project isn't for a week or two, but for 40 years! I believe it
could negatively affect the value of my property, let alone whit it will do to the waterfowl and wildlife that live
below me. My husband and I have lived on River Drive South for 32 years and expected to live our life out here in
the peaceful, quietness of nature, the backwater and all of the wildlife we have grown accustomed to.  We look at a
bald eagles nest EVERY day!  We watch them sit on their eggs.  We currently have seven fox running around below
us.  The sand cranes, pelicans, blue herons, geese, ducks and other wild life make that area their home.

In my 32 years of living on River Drive South I am fully aware of what it is like to live above the river and
backwater.  I know the amount of noise, trucks, bulldozers, etc will make and how that sound will echo up the
hillside to our homes.  It will be unbearable.  

Dugan Avenue is City Street, not designated as a truck route.  Our neighborhood is filled with children and families
who enjoy the peacefulness and most of all the SAFETY of this area.  

I am attaching a video that was done by one of my neighbors to help you understand the area you considering -- it
isn't just a 'piece of land' that someone looks at from a google earth -- it is a NEIGHBORHOOD -- our
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neighborhood!

I would like to go on record as being absolutely against this plan and your process to conduct the condemnation,
trucking process and temporary location of dredge spoils on Southside Fitzgerald 5.8.8

Sincerely,
Jane Glander
1503 River Drive South
Wabasha, MN.  55981
1-651-565-2372

Army Corp Proposal 5.8.8 Southside Fitzgerald <Blockedhttps://youtu.be/1WgxctpiD2g>
<Blockedhttps://youtu.be/1WgxctpiD2g>
               
Army Corp Proposal 5.8.8 Southside Fitzgerald
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Jeff Hansen 

1505 River Drive South 

Wabasha, MN. 55981 

Robert Edstrom 

US Army Corps of Engineers 

St. Paul District, Attention Project Management 

180 - 5th Street East, Suite 700 
St. Paul, MN. 55101 

June 15, 2017 

Dear Mr. Edstrom: 

I am writing this letter in regards to the Lower Pool 4 Dredged Material Management Plan 

specifying tentative locations for Permanent Disposal and Transfer Storage areas for a 40 year 

period. 

I am a lifelong resident of Wabasha, MN and along with my wife Karen have been a resident at 

1505 River Drive South since 2000; at that time, we raised three daughters. We live adjacent to 
one of the tentative transfer locations know as Southside Fitzgerald listed in the 40 year plan. 

This is dear to me as my connection to this piece of property goes back 50 years where as a 
youth I spent countless hours on the bank observing many species of wildlife and numerous 
varieties of migratory birds to go along with those that were native to the area. As I got older 

and was able to fish, I went to what is known as Pete Bears Guts and I hunted waterfowl on 
Robinson Lake just south of the Southside Fitzgerald location. I must mention there were no 

homes at that time. 

The opportunity presented itself and we purchased the lot in 1999 and built our home in 2000. 
It was a 'no-brainer' to raise a family and live in such a beautiful place as suburbia made its way 

South of River Drive. To this day, I still get giddy looking out my back yard and CAN NOT 
imagine looking at a PILE OF SAND that DOES NOT belong there. To think of listening to sand 
rattling through pipes, back up beepers on bulldozers and the smell of diesel fuel makes me 
sick. Your proposed plans for me would be ''oh well too bad you chose to live in the piece and 

quiet''. 

With a mixture of retirees and some still working and raising families, it's obvious this tentative 

40 year plan IF followed is going to have an impact to all, even if to a different degree. 

Enough written about the boring life story of Jeff and Karen Hansen; I respectfully ask that the 
Tentative 40 year plan be reconsidered with alternative direction that would be more directed 

to accommodate ''All''. 
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I have witnessed many times since moving here in 2000 the flooding of the Southside Fitzgerald 
property tentatively selected as a 40 year transfer site. It is extremely hard for me to believe 

that there are no other sites that would not be much better suited for the Transfer site of the 
dredge spoils. 

Let's go from boring to serious and move to discuss how this matter is going to affect ALL. Let's 
start with safety issues; with increased traffic that will be created with the possibilities of 
potentially 350 loads per day leaving a Transfer Site, which are 350 trucks in and 350 trucks out. 
That is 700 trips! Add the fact that frac sand is back on the table, with all the trucks that it will 
add our town will be held hostage. Affected by this, emergency vehicles, (police, ambulance, 
fire), city and county crews, hospital and other businesses that require using our city streets to 

deliver or receive products. Delays will definitely occur. What about the average resident that 
will be inconvenienced just going about everyday routines? 

We are a recreational, tourism based town. What affects will this have on our grocery store, 
restaurants, RV Parks (three of them in town), all the private businesses located throughout our 
community and our pride and joy .... The National Eagle Center which brings over 82,000 visitors 
to our town in a year? Will they want to fight hundreds of trucks daily? 

Pollution, noise created by heavy equipment, hauling heavy loads, air quality affecting people 

with respiratory problems resulting from emissions or excess loose sand in the air. 

Let's go back to SAFETY again - the expenses occurred in bringing substandard streets that 
were not built to accommodate the added usage up to standards that will allow it and 
maintenance to keep it up. 

Also, taxpayers who will no doubt take a bit hit on property values. To many of us, this is not 

our primary reason. How do you trade, bald eagles, fox, deer, skunks, possums, raccoons, 
rabbits, swans, geese, ducks, pelicans, Sandhill cranes, blue herons, turtles, frogs and song 
birds? (I'm sure I have misses a few). Our natural habitat gets lost for a PIECE OF SAND? 

Let's go back to safety again. Also, tax dollars collected that will definitely decrease first by land 
acquired that will be taken off the tax rolls and secondly lesser taxes collected due to 
decreased property values on the homes that will be affected. 

Let's go back to safety again, last but not least on another issue of the Permanent Storage, the 

acquisition of prime crop yielding productive land for the purpose of covering with sand not to 
mention taking a livelihood and a heritage away from a third generation property owner who 

had every intention of handing it down to a fourth generation, affected also another party will 
lose income and the opportunity of renting the same said property for the purpose of raising 
crops. 
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Let's go back to safety again. Seriously, I have lived here long enough, heard emergency sirens 

numerous times; can recall fatalities at both locations where Transfer sand is coming and going 

from Permanent Dredge Spoil location is to going to create a severe traffic concern. 

Thank you for taking the time to get to this point. I and many others implore you to reconsider 

this plan and replace it with a less invasive and more practical method to the problem at hand. 

Thank you Army Corps of Engineers for ''All'' the good you do. I know you have a tough job at 

hand and I have full confidence that a resolution will be made to save a residential area disaster 
from happening. 

Respectfu I ly, 

Jeff Hansen 

CC: Amy Klobuchar 

Al Franken 

Jason Lewis 

Colonel Calkins 
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June 02, 2017 

Robert Edstrome, Project Manager 
US Anny Corps of Engineers 

RE: Lower Pool 4 Dredged Material Management Plan 

Robert, 

B 
r: r;; IJ 

I recently was made aware of the Corps of Engineers' plan to take property from 
Bill Fitzgerald and Willard Drysdale for use as a pumping station and dumping 
area for dredged sand from the Mississippi River. This area is near Wabasha, MN. 

I am a business owner employing around 200 employees and we serve the 
agricultural industry. I am vehemently opposed to this plan due to its lack of 
regard toward the agricultural industry. 

Taking productive agricultural property will have a significant economic impact 
to our communities and businesses. Sand sanctuaries don' t generate business and 
jobs. The use of very productive and valuable farm land as a sand sanctuary is 
absurd when you consider all the other options. For those of us who live in this 
area with knowledge of the river, understand the main issue for the Mississippi 
River is the Chippewa River. The Chippewa dumps a large majority of the sand 
that fills the Mississippi channel in this area. 

Why is the Corp of Engineers not looking for sites along the Chippewa River 
where the source of the problem begins? Why not fix the Chippewa River so 
dredging would not need to be done as often? 

In summary, I ask that you abandon the current proposal and look for less 
valuable and less productive sites for the dredged sand. 

Thank you for your time and consideration, 

=:Ef5::Vrr 
Business Owner - SEMA Equipment, Inc. 

D 
JOHN DEERE 

SPRING VAllEY 
1013 s Section Ave 
Spr1no Valley, MN 55975 
507-346-7375 

PLAINVIEW 
5S083 Co Rd 4 
Plainview, MN 55964 
507-534-3116 

ST. CHARLES 
11906 Hwy 14 
St. Charles, MN 55972 
507-932-4030 

WANAMINGO 
11555 Hwy 60 Blvd 
Wanamlnoo, MN 55983 
507-824-2256 

LEROY 
610 w Main St 
Le Roy, MN 55951 
507-324-5201 

AUSTIN 
2001 4th St NW 
Austin, MN 55912 
507-437-6625 

NORTHFIElD 
32980 Northneld Blvd 
NorthMeld, MN 55057 
507-645-4886 

CALEDONIA 
201 N Hwy 44/76 
caledonta, MN 55921 
507-725-7000 

BUSINESS OFFICE 
1210 v, 7th St NW Ste 220 
Rochester, MN 55901 
507-289-2887 

www.semaequlp .com 



From: liby wabasha
To: Stefanik, Elliott L CIV USARMY CEMVP (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Lower Pool 4 Dredged Material Management Plan, Wabasha County
Date: Thursday, June 22, 2017 4:21:49 PM

From: Charles Thomas Smit, 712 Wabasha, Mn. 55981, Phone: (651) 565-0273.  No email.

    I've been reading about this topic in the local newspapers and attended the 6/15/2017 7 P.M. meeting at WKHS.  I
left a comment there, but wanted to be sure to get some additional comments included, hence this communication
method.
    I have been a resident of Wabasha from 1946-1962 and 1996-2017.  I worked on the Drysdale farm for the haying
efforts for a few days as the son of the local veterinarian, Dr. Charles R. Smit, who serviced the Drysdale farm for
about four decades.  I went to church with the Drysdale family and knew and respected Bill and his son Pete and
their families as a teenager.  My dad was a W.W. II vet who served in the Veterinary Corp in the island hopping
campaigns from mid-1943 to 1945, rising to the rank of Lt. Col. as a man primarily involved in food inspection, to
make sure the troops were not being poisoned by contractor negligence or improper handling of food as it arrived
and was off-loaded in tidal areas.
    My main concern is for the impact the corps decision would have on the family farms in this area.  I note that
although 95% of the silt would be from the Chippewa River in Wisconsin, about 70+% of the silt is planned to be
placed on Wabasha County row crop farmland.  With 320,000,000 people in the U.S. to feed and seven billion
worldwide, it seems very short sighted of the Army Corp of Engineers to be taking some of the best farmland in this
area out of production for a 40 year period.  This is especially so when alternatives exist for placement of the
materials.  I have heard that the Kohner pit in the Winona vicinity might accommodate between 40 and 50% of the
40 year total of dredged material.  The Draft Feasibility Report suggests that existing pits within a 14 mile radius
would accommodate up to 4 million cubic yards of the 10.7 million cubic yards to be dealt with over the plan
period.  When combined with the .7 million cubic yards of space available at Wabasha Sand and Gravel sites, the
Carrels East and West sites, and possible maximum temporary placement on Crats Island site, I believe the entire
10.7 million cubic yards of dredged material could be handled without taking the Drysdale or Weisenbeck farms out
of productive row crop tax base in Minnesota and Wisconsin.
    As someone born in Sheboygan, Wisconsin, and raised in Wabasha, Minnesota, I have worked from 2006-2016
part time hauling, loading, and stirring manure pits in western Wisconsin, including for the Weisenbeck farm under
consideration as a final location for deposit.  I know from this experience that many of the farms in this region use
sand as bedding material in their barns, and have sand delivered to their farms regularly on a weekly basis.  I do not
know how many cubic yards of sand for bedding they use, or whether they are a key part of the Wabasha Sand and
Gravel customer base, but I suspect from seeing WS&G trucks on the roads when working on the farms in the past
decade that at least a portion of them are involved with supplying this product. 
    My own main suggestion was to try dredging the Chippewa River from the Delta in the Mississippi River towards
Wisconsin Highway 35 between Nelson and Pepin.  I am not sure whether or not you could use the Chippewa
River's banks as a place for temporary storage, but it would make Wisconsin silt easily accessible for Wisconsin
farms in the vicinity for use as bedding.  It also might reduce the dredging cut needs at Reads Landing, Crats Island,
Teepeeota Point, Grand Encampment, and Beef Slough by capturing the silt in Wisconsin before it reached the
Mississippi River.  I am aware this might be considered less desireable from the perspective of those seeking the
maximize employment over the next 40 years for U.S. Army
Corp of Engineers dredging operations in Pool 4 and for the expansion of trucking contracting to transport the silt
elsewhere.  My own concern is focused on family farms in both states that do not need to be threatened or taken out
of productive row crop use to save the Corp some money or convenience due to misplaced priorities in long term
planning. 
    The picture of the Crats Island site shows room for up river expansion across from lower Lawrence Boulevard in
Wabasha.  I've traveled the roads in this vicinity for decades, and am familiar with the people the Corp has been
threatening with the current plan.  The Weisenbeck's farm is one where I have hauled manure to the planned site at
the junction of Wisconsin Highways 35 and 25.  The Drysdale farm has been one I have been familiar with since I
was a teenager in the late 1950s.  I think you should reconsider your plan and see what you can devise that will not
take existing row crop farmland out of productive capacity while still offering an easily accessible supply of
Wisconsin Chippewa River silt to Wisconsin farmers.  That looks to me like the win-win solution to this problem,
leaving the Weisenbeck and Drysdale properties unmolested by 15 feet of Chippewa River silt over the next forty
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years, as suggested by Representative Steve Drazkowski, Mn. Republican from District 21 B. 
    I do not claim a lot of experience in dredging operations.  My human intelligence would suggest that this existing
plan could be altered in the ways suggested to ease the dredging burden on the Corp in this vicinity, or at least to
concentrate it on the source for most of the dredged material that has been a problem for decades.  I do not know
about how feasible this alternative would be or what the cost would be.  If Kohner in Winona has a pit and is willing
to pay for the silt, it might even be more economically feasible than what you have suggested, with no necessity to
resort to the coercive and ugly process of eminent domain to ram your plan down the throats of people who do not
welcome your disturbance of their decades of hard work building farm operations locally on both sides of the
Mississippi River.
    Please have the heart to reconsider your plan in light of this and perhaps other alternatives - sand for an island in
Lake Pepin, sand for beaches in Lake City and Iowa... or minimally the lease of property by sections, allowing the
farmers to reclaim row crop land after depositing the silt in areas that will undoubtedly effect the local flood plain
effects of the Zumbro River.
    Thank you for any further consideration and affirmative response.   Charles Thomas Smit
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From: Paul Veer
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Cc: CEMVP-PA MVP
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Lower Pool 4 Dredged Material Management Plan
Date: Friday, August 25, 2017 2:34:38 PM
Attachments: Eagles Feb 2017.JPG

Paul Veer has shared OneDrive files with you. To view them, click the links below.
<Blockedhttps://1drv.ms/u/s!AmfJVwxuSrKHc6Xo-bWVrpgPg_s>
 <Blockedhttps://1drv.ms/u/s!AmfJVwxuSrKHc6Xo-bWVrpgPg_s>
Trumpter 1.MTS <Blockedhttps://1drv.ms/u/s!AmfJVwxuSrKHc6Xo-bWVrpgPg_s>
        
<Blockedhttps://1drv.ms/u/s!AmfJVwxuSrKHdBeXu8_1kLR_kS8>
 <Blockedhttps://1drv.ms/u/s!AmfJVwxuSrKHdBeXu8_1kLR_kS8>
Trumpter 2.MTS <Blockedhttps://1drv.ms/u/s!AmfJVwxuSrKHdBeXu8_1kLR_kS8>
        

Robert K. Edstrom: Project Management

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

Dear Mr. Edstrom,

After reviewing the  Draft Feasibility Report and Integrated Environmental Assessment for the Lower Pool 4
Dredged Material Management Plan I have the following comments and questions.

I am a resident on River Drive South in Wabasha and have several concerns with the draft study and the Tentatively
Selected Plan (TSP), however my comments will focus mainly on  the Southside Fitzgerald on-shore transfer site.

Property size - The two Fitzgerald parcels the Corp plans on taking are noted in the report as three different sizes.  In
the TSP section 5.7.7 the site is noted as a 16 acre parcel,   in section 5.8.8 it is noted a 12 acre site area and in
section 6.8 it is noted as a 17 acre parcel. 

What is the actual parcel size proposed to be acquired and what portion will be actually used for temporary storage?

Pipeline easement -  In section 6.8 the report  notes that a pipeline easement will be required.  

What properties are affected with this easement and how will it affect the use of the properties by the current
owners? 
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Minnesota State Protected Species - Section 2.2.5 Table 2-2  - The Minnesota State Protected Species table does not
identify or mention Trumpeter Swans.  Trumpeter Swans use the area directly adjacent to Southside Fitzgerald
during migration for feeding and rest.  The Trumpeter Swan is listed as "Species of Special Concern" by the MN
DNR.  On table 5-2 on page 34 it is noted that Trumpeter Swans use the Buffalo Landing/Rieck's Lakeside Park
area.  One of the three reasons the Buffalo Landing area was eliminated as a temporary transfer site was that
Trumpeter swans use this area.   Two video clips of the Trumpeter swans resting in the backwaters adjacent to
Southside Fitzgerald in December 2016 are attached to this email.

Will the COE give the Trumpeter swan population that uses the backwater directly adjacent to Southside Fitzgerald
the same consideration and not disturb the habitat they depend on?  They use this area for extended periods during
migration until the backwater freezes over. 

Chapter 7 Evaluation of Environmental Impacts - On page 69 the plan states >   "The discussion below focuses on
the environmental effects of new placement sites, or in the case of the two Carrell sites, it focuses on impacts
associated only with the new areas included in expansion of the site".  Southside Fitzgerald is one of the new
placement sites which raises the following questions.

Noise Levels - Temporary Minor Adverse Effect - What is the decibel level of a 15 CY tandem axle truck going up
a incline fully loaded?  What decibel threshold is considered acceptable to pass through a neighborhood every 90
seconds?  What data was used to define a "minor effect"?

Aesthetic Values - Minor Adverse Effect - What data was used to make this determination?  What is the definition
of a Minor Adverse Effect versus a Major Adverse Effect?

Recreational Opportunities - No Effect - The Riverview Terrance Homeowners Association owns two commons
areas between the Fitzgerald Property and the rivers edge.  This property is maintained and used by the
Homeowners Association members for river access and other activities.  How was it determined that heavy
equipment activity on Southside Fitzgerald and carriage return water would have no effect on homeowners use of
this property?

Public Health and Safety - No Effect - How was it determined that having 15 CY tandem axle trucks traveling
through a neighborhood every 90 seconds on a dead end road poses no risk? 

What criteria defines "no risk" versus a minor or major risk?

Community Growth and Development - No Effect - Who did the COE work with in the local community during the
planning stage to make the determination that this project would have no effect on community growth and
development?
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Controversy - No Effect - How did the COE make this determination.  What is the decision making criteria that
drove this conclusion?

Property Values - No Effect - Representatives from the COE were asked at the meeting held at the Wabasha/Kellogg
school campus if they looked at the impact on property values on the River Drive South area.  The response was
"no".  As in some of the other issues data should drive decisions and conclusions.  If this project moves forward it
will have a significant effect on River Drive South property values.  How was this conclusion reached with no data?

Threatened or Endangered Species - No Effect - Table 8-1 notes full compliance with the Bald and Golden Eagle
Act of 1940.  Footnote #2 states that "No bald eagles reside in the study area".  There is an active bald eagle nest
approximately 600 feet from the most southeasterly point of the Southside Fitzgerald property.  A picture of the nest
activity from February 2017 is attached to this email.  How did the COE come to the conclusion that no eagles
reside in the study area?  What methodology was used to research eagle activity in the areas identified in the study?

In conclusion I do not feel that the impacts on the Southside Fitzgerald site were adequately analyzed to warrant
using the area as a temporary on-shore transfer site.  The Carrels East and West sites are more suited for an on-shore
transfer site and have adequate capacity to handle the dredge cut material proposed for Southside Fitzgerald.

The overall economic  impact to the community, homeowners and the impact of other environmental factors need to
be factored in to the decision making process.  The direct cost to the COE using the Southside Fitzgerald site cannot
be the only factor used in the selection process. 

Kind Regards,

Paul Veer

1511 River Drive South

Wabasha, MN 55981

651-565-2197
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From: Tom & Peggy Wolner
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Lower Pool 4 Dredged Material Management Plan
Date: Thursday, July 13, 2017 9:16:57 AM

Dear Mr. Edstrom,

I am writing in response to the request for comments on the Corps of Engineer’s Lower Pool 4 Material
Management Plan.  Although I have not read the entire plan, I did read a related article in the Minneapolis Tribune a
few weeks back which I believe summarized the issues and the basic objectives of the dredging plan.  I understand
the preferred approach for disposal of the dredge material is to deposit it onto farmland near the dredge site. 
Although this is a tragic prospect for the land owners, I believe it is the most environmentally and economically
feasible approach to the issue that we can envision today.  Economically transporting the material longer distances
and/or finding alternative uses for the material might be options for the future however that should be continued to
be explored.  Some have also suggested using the dredge material to create recreational “islands” in nearby Lake
Pepin as one means of disposal.  I am opposed to this approach as it would alter the characteristics of the lake and
may add to the problem of sedimentation that is now rapidly filling the lake. I can’t believe this would be an
environmentally sound approach.  I understand that a relatively small amount of material would be used as part of
the habitat restoration of the upper end of Lake Pepin, which I support.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Tom Wolner

27850 Greens Point Rd

Red Wing, MN 55066

651-388-6440
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From: Larry Jost
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Lower Pool 4 Dredged Material Management Plan
Date: Friday, August 25, 2017 12:00:45 PM

Dear Mr. Edstrom,
 
  This is a comment on the draft plan for Pool 4.  I am writing on behalf of myself, my wife Anne F. Jost and our
business Stump Town Gallery LLC, an art gallery owned and operated by us, located in our building at 109 S. Main
Street in downtown Alma, Wisconsin.  The building was constructed of brick from a local kiln in 1885 and retains
its original exterior, which was restored by us about 10 years ago and has since been the location of our gallery.  As
I am sure you are aware a significant portion of Main Street is in the Alma Historic District and is so classified
under the National Register of Historic Places.  Our building is designated as a Contributing Structure.
  Main Street, as you know, is also Wisconsin State Highway 35, so all truck traffic through Alma must pass through
the Historic District and pass our front door, which is located about 9 feet from the curb of Highway 35.  Truck
traffic of the frequency that you plan will be a significant disruption to our retail business, and in our judgment of
the entire tourist and recreation trade in Alma.  We have a short tourist season of spring, summer and fall and any
disruption to our business during that time will be detrimental.  Such traffic is also inconsistent with the historic
nature of the town. 
  The last time the Corp trucked sand through town (as I recall it was just last year) it caused a noticable decline in
business.  Because there is no off street parking downtown customers must park on the street, which can be difficult
and intimidating with large sand trucks passing by every minute and a half (and in our experience from last time
they were frequently bumper to bumper). With no traffic signals in town pedestrians must fend for themselves in
crossing the highway, even with reminder signs placed in the marked crosswalks. 
  At the meeting In Nelson on June 6, 2017 your group stated that your only consideration was the lowest cost
solution that was environmentally acceptable. That leaves out the social and economic damage that will inevitably
be caused by your actions, including noise, dust, disruptions to business, quality of life, and lasting impact on our
small town, and its growing reputation as a historic district.  People visit here and shop here, and many buy homes
here, because of the beauty and serenity of the area, which will be disrupted by 30 years of truck hauling sand down
Main Street during active business hours.
  Over the last several decades Alma has experienced a transition from a farm service economy to that of a tourist
town.  It has been a slow process that has accelerated over the past decade or so to the point that it is now gaining a
strong, but vulnerable, foothold.  However, even if your trucking activity may be considered by you as nominal, 10
hours a day for 11 days will be a significant issue for us, which will diminish our quality of life and our reputation as
a quiet scenic place and set us back in establishing our town as a tourist destination.
  I understand that you are now reconsidering parts of your plan and I hope you will be finding a solution other than
running trucks through our town.  Have you considered hauling the sand by barge to transfer sites closer to your
final destination, thereby by-passing Alma?  After all you are in the business of river transportation, and the sand
that would be trucked through Alma already must be loaded on barges. 
  You mentioned at the Nelson meeting that a possible site near Winona was not considered because it was in a
different pool, but you also said that the great bulk of the sand in the area comes from Pool 4.  Why would you not
consider other pools?
  Please consider the negative social and economic impact on the local communities and their residents and find a
solution that spares the Alma Historic District.  We treasure the River, and choose to continue to live here because
of the quality of life, as enhanced by the River and other natural features, and hope you will find a solution that does
not diminish that.

Lawrence and Anne Jost
Alma, Wisconsin
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From: Jeff Fosmo
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Lower Pool 4 dredged material plan comments.
Date: Monday, June 19, 2017 9:51:25 AM

Thank you for the time it takes to read  my comments. I am sending this as a life long resident of Wabasha County
and past and current resident in the Wabasha-Kellogg area. I do not have any financial ties to any lands or this
project, but do have concerns with the project and the impacts it will have on Wabasha and Kellogg Rural residents. 
I believe there are alternatives that need to be explored and alternative considerations that need to be made before a
decisions is made. I attended the meeting in Wabasha and following are my comments from that meeting and
reading the plan.

In the report, I do not see where any reference to VRAP or a Visual Impact Assessment for the Fitzgerald south site
loading or the plan itself. The properties adjoining the Fitzgerald site would have a significant value depreciation
being adjacent to the loading site.  Using this site should carry the same social impacts as using the Burrichter site
mentioned in section 5.6.8, which was eliminated,  and potentially worse because the loading site will have
industrial activity for 40 years.  If there is no VIA completed for the Fitzgerald loading site there should be with a
documented comparison  to all the sites inspected.

It was mentioned there is a landfill in Winona that could handle the material. What would be the cost increase to
ship to the Winona landfill.  Dollars and percentage of total project would be helpful.

Are there existing or proposed Studies/Research  to figure out how to solve this problem within the Chippewa River
Basin using dredging  instead of just material stabilization? If not, that should be a high priority. It is hard to believe
the Corps. can not find a way to dredge the material there and place there. I have seen the machines on the
Mississippi. Very impressive.

I know the Corps. Of Engineers is the steward for the environment along the Mississippi River and the Corps.  have
to follow it and avoid filling in wetlands. However, those wetlands are changing year by year. I grew up in Wabasha
in the late 1960s.  I was and still am familiar with the river bottoms above and below pool 4.  In the last 40 years
those bottoms areas have changed.  There once were large areas of 1-2 feet of water with 1-2 feet of “muck”
underneath. Many of those area are now sand flats with 3 feet of water and much different vegetation;  some of the
sloughs are filling in; the islands are changing, etc.  It is just a natural evolution  that will continue to occur.  Has
modeling been done to what those bottoms areas will look like in another 40 years, or 40 years after that? Any
current environmental impacts should also be able to be weighed against what the actual natural changes that would
occur. I would support creating islands in the bottoms area for this material. There is past precedence in Weaver
with the creation of Mallard and Swan islands… to a much smaller scale.

Thank you again,
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Jeff Fosmo

17996 608th st

Kellogg, Mn 55945

Appendix F: Public and Private Comments Received F-666



From: Rhonda Leisen
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Lower pool 4. Please look for more appropriate sites for the sand, not good farmland!
Date: Saturday, June 24, 2017 1:13:07 PM

Sent from my iPhone
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Lower Pool 4 Public Input 
6/28/2017 

 

Call received from Mr. Kurt Millin (608-317-6199).  He owns 2.17 acres of “land” near Dakota, MN in 
Pool 7.  He would be willing to consider allowing us to place dredge material there.  He figures it would 
hold about 32,000 CY.  

 

Based on his description, the area is located on the Wisconsin side of the navigation channel across from 
Dakota Island.  It’s under water most of the time.  He gave the following Lat/Long: 43d 54’ 4.2”N, 91d20’ 
42.4”W. 
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From: Deborah Johnson
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Material of Pool 4 dredging
Date: Friday, July 14, 2017 3:32:44 PM

Dear Mr Edstrom

Please do look for alternatives for the dredging material from Pool 4. Please look at islands in the backwaters, old
gravel pits, unusable land, to name a few, for the deposit of this material.

Please do not use the good farm land the Corp of Engineers has, without public knowledge, chosen for these
deposits. This land has been in these families for generations. Farming is the backbone of this area. Without our
family farms, there is no family. The land is not recoverable, nor can they easily purchase new land, as there is no
land for farming to purchase nearby.  The Corp will be wrecking these families, their livelihood, and of the future of
generations to come.

Depositing this material where the Corp has plans will also make our area less attractive to the tourists this area
depends on for jobs and business success.

Again please look for other cites. Please do not take away these families farmland so important to them and the area
around them.

Thank you for your attention.

Deb Johnson

Stockholm, WI  54769
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From: Bee Mussell
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] May 31 2017
Date: Wednesday, May 31, 2017 5:16:56 PM

In regards to pumping and hauling sand from Wisconsin to Minnesota an then depositing the sand on prime
agriculture land is insane.  This sand from Wisconsin Chippewa River has been a problem for decades. This sand is
already located in Wisconsin why transport it on Wabasha and Wabasha county roads, which would degrade the
road ways, and quality of life for all those who would be affected.            John Mussell
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From: Uthke, Chris
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] NO DREGING
Date: Thursday, June 8, 2017 10:55:18 PM

Do not steel the land from the farmers. We work hard for the land, cultivate it and make our living from it. Family
farms are in serious trouble, we should not have to be put under pressure by to defend what is ours. And been in
farm familys for generations or even recent.
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From: Tyler Grabau
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] No Sand Facility on River Drive South, Wabasha MN
Date: Monday, June 12, 2017 2:18:10 PM

Hello Robert,

I am writing to express my concern regarding the potential sand transportation and storage in Wabasha, Minnesota. 
I believe creating a transportation facility at the Fitzgerald site on River Drive South in Wabasha is completely
impractical and irresponsible.

First of all, using this site would create a substantial safety hazard.  There are several families with children living
on this street that enjoy biking, walking, and playing games in this neighborhood.  There are also elderly residents of
this street. This additional traffic would present a huge safety concern.  One man in particular does physical therapy
by slowly walking and biking.  There is no way they could continue to live normal lives with semi-trucks coming up
and down the street every 90 seconds.  Also, all residents of the neighborhood will be exposed to increased levels of
pollution caused to the trucks and the facility itself.  This will have negative effects of the quality of life for
Wabasha residents living near this activity, especially children and the elderly. 

This plan will drive innocent people and families out of the neighborhood while leaving them with house values that
will be next to nothing because of all the traffic destroying their beautiful views of the Mississippi River and bluffs. 
I was informed that this plan would mean a truck arriving every three minutes. Including trucks departing, there will
be a truck every 90 seconds.  That is absolutely unsustainable on a narrow two lane residential street.  There’s roads
are difficult enough to travel via car on busy days.  There is no way to have this level of industrial traffic on a small
residential road.

The increased traffic caused by sand transportation will also take a toll on the roads in Wabasha and will cause their
condition to deteriorate much more quickly than they would with regular residential use.  Why should the taxpayers
of Wabasha, especially River Drive South, be required to pay for the upkeep of roads that will be destroyed by the
truck traffic?  It addition to damaging the roads, the trucks will also being heavy levels of pollution into an
otherwise very clean neighborhood.  In addition to air pollution, this plan would cause high levels of noise pollution
in an otherwise quiet rural neighborhood.  Although the trucking will be operation for ten hours per day, we was
aware there will likely be noise and activity at the transportation site many more hours per day for maintenance
activities when actual transportation isn’t taking place.      

I believe creating a transportation facility at the Fitzgerald site on River Drive South in Wabasha is impractical and
irresponsible.  I know there are better options, including government land along the river where this activity could
take place.  There is no need to destroy this beautiful neighborhood with picturesque views of the Mississippi River.

Thank you,
Tyler Grabau
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From: Gehl
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Note to Army Corps of Engineers
Date: Tuesday, May 23, 2017 2:36:16 PM

Re: lower-pool-4-dredged-material-management-plan
<Blockedhttp://www.mvp.usace.army.mil/Home/PN/Article/1177609/draft-lower-pool-4-dredged-material-
management-plan/>

Please do NOT ignore local zoning! This is over-reach!! Help protect...don't destroy.

Carol Gehl
7635 161st Street
Chippewa Falls, WI 54729

Sent by Carol from my  iPad 
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-----Original Message----- 
From: Bill Deming [mailto:bdeming36@gmail.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, June 13, 2017 6:15 PM 
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US) <Robert.K.Edstrom@usace.army.mil> 
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Mississippi pool dredge... 
 
Robert, most of the conflict on the sand removal deals with area north of L&D #4 in Alma, however, 
there is a significant sand moving even occurring just south as well. I have one question on this. Why 
can't some of this sand be used for building sand islands in the Weaver bottoms area to reduce wind 
erosion that consumes and wipes out plant growth in that area. Originally the Corps installed 2 islands 
on the southern 1/3 of this area many years ago and they work well....More should be constructed 
throughout the Weaver bottoms area. Is there any consideration into doing this now or in the near 
future?  
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-----Original Message----- 
From: Frank Corona [mailto:fcoronagreen@hotmail.com]  
Sent: Thursday, June 29, 2017 4:10 PM 
To: CEMVP-PA MVP <cemvp-pa@usace.army.mil> 
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Dredging materials  
 
This is in regard to the sand that will be removed from the Mississippi River in the Wabasha and Winona 
MN area.   
 
A farmer ( with whom I have no connection) is trying to save his productive crop land from being 
purchased and ruined by having sand dumped on it. 
 
Having grown up on a farm, I don't think a lot of people realize that food cannot be grown in a lot of 
places.  It takes years of land stewardship to have productive crops.   
 
Trying to find to least expensive area in which to dump sand is not good management of our tax dollars.  
With the huge amounts of government spending for various projects, spend more to move the sand to 
areas that are not wetlands or good food- producing areas. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Arlene Corona  
La Crosse, WI 
Sent from my iPad 
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-----Original Message----- 
From: okb@mwt.net [mailto:okb@mwt.net]  
Sent: Sunday, September 3, 2017 12:01 PM 
To: Sen Vinehout <Sen.Vinehout@legis.wisconsin.gov>; cochraneclerk@mwt.net; CEMVP-PA MVP 
<cemvp-pa@usace.army.mil> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Dredging sand for Cochrane Village dike 
 
 cochraneclerk@mwt.net 
 
St. Paul District Public Affairs Office 
180 5th St. E., Suite 700 
St. Paul, MN 55101 
Phone: (651) 290-5807 
 
  
 
 Cochrane Village President David Busch, Army corps of Engineers, Buffalo County Board Chair, 
Representative Kind, Senator Baldwin, Senator Johnson, State Senator Vinehout, State Representative 
Pronschinske   
 
After being asked to make suggestions I decided to add my possible sand location site.  I live in the Floos 
plain in Cochrane Wisconsin.  I do not need flood insurance because my hone was paid off many years 
ago.  I am satisfied with the quality of the dike that protects our Village. 
 
As I understand our dike wad not certified when being built so it does not meet US flood insurance 
standards. 
 
Although not an engineer I am hopeful that our dike could be pushed to the side and certified fill from 
the Mississippi could be then used to build a certified dike to protect our Village.  Young home owners 
would not need expensive flood insurance 
 
Respectfully, 
 
Orlin Brommer okb@mwt.net 608 248 2988 110 W 5th St. Box 333 Cochrane WI 54622-0333 
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From: Rebekah Mathews
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Please consider
Date: Thursday, June 1, 2017 9:42:23 AM

To whom it may concern;

Please reconsider your intent to dredge on the  property of the Willard Drysdale family. This is a 4th generation
farm, it is their livelihood and foundation of America. They supply us all with food and cannot simply restart over
elsewhere. Your consideration is appreciated.

Get Outlook for Android <Blockedhttps://aka.ms/ghei36> 
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From: Amy Glomski
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Please Respect the Heartland
Date: Monday, July 31, 2017 10:02:15 AM

Good morning, Robert,

My name is Amy Glomski and I am a concerned citizen of Wabasha, due to the USACE Lower Pool 4 Plan. 
Yesterday, in the sweltering heat of the day, hundreds gathered for over an hour to send this message to the Corps,
please see link below from local news station KTCC in Rochester, Minnesota. 

Thank you for listening and meeting with those involved to find a better solution.

Respectfully,

Amy Glomski

Blockedhttp://www.kttc.com/story/36006085/2017/07/30/hundreds-gather-in-wabasha-to-create-human-art-piece-
visible-from-the-sky
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From: sharonhatt10
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Pool #4 Proposal
Date: Tuesday, August 22, 2017 11:11:15 AM

Mr Edstrom,
As the deadline for comments approaches I share in the sentiments expressed by the concerned citizens of Wabasha.
The loss of land and personal control of it, along with wide-ranging destruction of the bucolic atmosphere in
Wabasha is disheartening.

The parcels under consideration are more than just pieces of convenient ground for loading and dumping. 
Generations for over a century have been loving caretakers of their land. It is their past, it is their future.

In our own case, (referred to as Carrels Property in proposal) my great grandfather purchased the land in 1910.  We
have taken the responsibility for it's oversight seriously and currently donate the farm ground to our neighbor to the
south, St. Elizabeth's Medical Center, Field of Dreams Program. In the past 17 years they have used crop proceeds
to pay for new diagonistic equipment and expanded medical services for the area.  The Sisters of the Sorrowful
Mother, who established the hospital, have held a special place in our family history.  We are filled with gratitude to
be able to continue supporting them.  However, the Pool #4 Proposal has undermined my confidence in continued
participation.

The need to keep the Mississippi River navigable is necessary, that is understood. The proposal has considered
environmental and economic efficiency.  It has undervalued the positive ripple effect generated by personal land
ownership; in tax base, community involvment, population growth, tourism and general goodwill.

We appreciate the opportunity to express an opinion and hope the Corps will give serious consideration to
alternative locations.

Most Sincerely,
Sharon Hatten

Sent from my U.S. Cellular® Smartphone
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From: sharonhatt10
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Pool #4 Wabasha
Date: Friday, August 11, 2017 2:19:51 PM

Mr. Edstrom,
I am a property owner in Wabasha, MN. In the Corps report addressing Pool #4 Management, we are referred to as
the Carrels Property, which has been in my family for over 100 years.

It is my intent to reserve the right to manage and make decisions regarding my property solely at my discretion,
using every means available to me to accomplish this.

Most Sincerely,
Sharon Hatten

Sent from my U.S. Cellular® Smartphone
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From: Todd Huyber
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Pool 4 Dredge assessment plan.
Date: Friday, July 21, 2017 10:26:00 AM

Dear Mr.Edstrom,

My family has had a cabin on the river since 1946 just south of Wabasha in Pool 4 and we have watched the great
Mississippi come back to life over that time.

I do not believe the CE should force land owners to give up their land for the dredged material to be stored. I
throughly understand that the river needs to be kept at a certain depth for barge traffic.
The big question is why hasn't the CE figured out how to stop the sediment from coming into the Mississippi from
the Chippewa River in Wisconsin??
You all admit it is the main source.
Why should Minnesota suffer because of the Chippewa river.
If you solve that issue you won't be dredging nearly as often.

So why aren't you building sand trap dams on the Chippewa?? And dumping it back into WI???

Sincerely
Todd Huyber

Sent from my iPad
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From: Marcia Drysdale
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Pool 4 dredge material management plan
Date: Thursday, May 25, 2017 11:20:08 AM

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing in opposition to the current proposed Pool 4 dredge material management plan.
Reasons for opposition:

1.      Loss of occupation, livelihood, liberty and quality of life for current land owner.
2.      Loss of productive farmland and tax base that accompanies such land.
3.      Loss of quality of life for all those exposed to the effects of the transportation and placement of dredged
material over the next 40 years.
4.      Loss of dignity and pride of successfully operating a four generation family farm that now may turn into a
dumping ground.

Respectfully Submitted
Marcia E. Drysdale
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From: Casey Bennett
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] pool 4 public opinion
Date: Thursday, June 22, 2017 1:01:13 PM

I was appalled at the proposed plan for dumping waste sand onto the Drysdale family's farm. One would think that a
group of highly educated engineers could have come up with a more creative and intelligent solution. If it just comes
down to the issue of money, let the taxpayers vote to fund an alternative which doesn't destroy someone's productive
land. It is highly troubling to read that your group feels stealing farm land and turning it into a sand pit would be a
"best option." This is not a long term solution and would set a dangerous precedent. Thank you for reading my
comment on this matter. ~ C.Wicka
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June 6, 2017 
 
Jay W. McLaren 
3644 Arlington Lane SE 
Rochester, MN   55904 

 
St. Paul District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Attention: Robert Edstrom, Project Manager 
180 5th St. E. 
Suite 700 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101-1678. 
 
Dear Mr. Edstrom, 
 
I recently learned of the Mississippi River Pool 4 Dredged Material Management Plan (DMMP) 
from the news and through the family of Willard Drysdale, and I would like to comment.  The 
DMMP intends to acquire about 60% of the Drysdale farm land for depositing material dredged 
from river to maintain the 9-foot navigation channel.   
 
The Drysdale’s have raised crops on this land for three generations.  These fields are productive 
because of their close proximity to the Mississippi River and would continue to be very 
productive into the future.  This land would be very difficult and expensive to replace in a 
location that is practical for use from the farmstead. Prime farm land such as this should not be 
re-purposed without the owner’s consent and interest in leaving the farm.  Once it is covered 
with sand and other dredged material, its value for raising crops will be gone forever.  
 
In addition, use of this site will greatly increase truck traffic through Wabasha to transport 
dredged material.  An increased number of trucks during summer months will accelerate wear on 
roadways, increase noise, and be disruptive to and degrade the character of this unique area. 
Wabasha is an important destination for visitors to the Upper Mississippi Wildlife and Fish 
Refuge, the National Eagle Center, and the waterfront in this quiet town and the adverse impact 
of increased truck traffic on the area should be avoided. 
 
Whereas I understand the need to maintain the navigation channel and to retain wetlands and 
other wild areas along the Mississippi River, I encourage you to seek other deposit sites for 
temporary and permanent storage of dredged material.  Farm land should only be used to store 
dredged material if the owners are willing and interested in selling their land with reasonable 
terms, and they should not be forced to sell.  Prior mining sites or other unused areas would be a 
much better alternative even if it is somewhat more expensive.  A site should be chosen that does 
not require increased heavy truck traffic through small towns, such as Wabasha or Kellogg. 
 
Citizens in communities along the Mississippi River should not be required to carry the burden 
dredging activity.  I hope you can find another solution. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Jay W. McLaren 
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From: Jackie Mahlke
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Proposed plan for Mississippi dredging and Drysdale farm
Date: Monday, July 3, 2017 9:54:00 AM

Dear Sir:

Recently I learned about the proposal for depositing another huge mountain of river bottom along our SE Minnesota
"scenic" highway.   This time the offending eyesore will be on the south end (a match for the north end?) of the
Wabasha Highway 61 corridor,   obliterating a productive, historic, truly essential area of farmland, vital to the 
livelihood  of a family who has contributed for generations to betterment of the community and area.  Incredible!

How many times our family has driven by that farm and commented on "how cool that place is," what it means and
how it fits in the big picture of the history of settlement and development of rural America. 

It isn't hard to imagine how the Drysdale family feels -- their sense of desperation and helplessness in the face of
dealing with the people holding the power.

To declare this an ill-conceived plan would seem to be understatement, and I urge --
(and, if it would help,  plead) that it be reconsidered.

Sincerely,
Jacqueline Mahlke
22170 Pinecrest Road
Winona, MN 55987
(507) 454-2462
Sent from my iPad
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From: Andrea Frank
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Public comment - dredging site & Drysdale farm
Date: Tuesday, June 13, 2017 7:53:27 PM

I am totally against the Army Corp of Engineers seizing the Drysdale farm and destroying prime farmland and a
family farm to dump dredged Mississippi River sand.

I suggest you haul out and dump the dredgings to fill the many frac sand mining pits that have been raped into the
land on the Wisconsin side of the river.  In theory, those frac sand mining companies will be required to “reclaim”
the holes they created by filling them in with some sort of material at their own expense.  Let the frac sand mining
companies pay in full or at least partially to haul the dredged material to fill the ugly pits they’ve created and will
continue to create for years to come.  Farmer Drysdale gets to keep his family farm, our society gains the benefit of
the food produced on that productive farmland, the US taxpayers save money to dump the dredged material, and the
frac sand mining companies get more sand material to fill in the sand holes they created. That would be a win-win
situation for everyone.

Andrea Frank
25051 E. Burns Valley Road
Winona, MN 55987
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From: Richard E Stroot
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Cc: Richard Stroot; JANE.GLANDER@gmail.com
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Discrepancies and Questions
Date: Thursday, June 15, 2017 11:45:00 PM
Attachments: Discrepancies and Questions.docx

Robert:
I presented at the Wabasha outreach meeting today, Jun 15, 2017. Realized I did not leave a copy with the staff at
the meeting. My task for the neighborhood outreach meeting was to review the 153 page document for discrepancies
and further questions. Attached is my questions that I have on the Corp draft report. I am an owner of a Civil Design
Engineering firm and have worked in various capacity with the Corp, mostly in the Galveston District There were
several comments about building an island in Lake Pepin which to me is similar to how the Corp places Dredge
material in various bays in the Gulf of Mexico

Living on River Drive South, the two major concerns are the time when the transfer facility is being charged, the
lights, equipment noise, will be intolerable, second, when trucking away, the traffic will be dangerous to the
neighborhood.

Richard E Stroot
Engineered Rail Solutions, LLC
VP & Chief Commercial Officer
(817) 879 - 3624
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Questions, concerns, discrepancies and suggestions

First and foremost, thank you for the opportunity to present our questions and concerns. I am Richard Stroot, I represent my 90-year-old Father, a WWII Marine Vet, who has enjoyed living in this area, having a beautiful view of the Mississippi, the Eagles, Trumpeter Swans, especially the peace and quiet this neighborhood has provided for 29 years

1) Transfer station at Fitzgerald site, can you define

a) Height of berms

b) Maximum height of the transfer piles

c) Could this become a multi-year storage location, what are the average yards per year to transfer here

d) Hours of operation while filling the Transfer station; the report stated, for this study, 7:00 am - 5:00 pm

i) 24 x 7 to match dredging operation, how many days operation depositing sand

ii) Lights and equipment at the site

2) Acreage descriptions of the Southside Fitzgerald site are confusing listed in different sections different sizes, 12, 16 and 17 acres, could you clarify

3) Truck impacts

a) Pedestrian traffic

i) This community has up to 20 kids, handicapped adults on River Drive South, without sidewalks

ii) There is a Group Home at 1207 River Drive South which requires frequent handicapped bus stops which would conflict with truck traffic

b) Noise pollution

i) Is the data annualized or specific to the trucking season, what geographic area?

ii) Est. decibel levels from loading operation and trucks or is it an average

iii) Definitions and requirements for trucks hauling sand, age, noise and condition

c) Exhaust pollution, particulate and dust

i) Minimum standards on truck contractor for emission standards

ii) Dust suppression during trucking operation

iii) Particulate emissions, annualized or specific to the trucking season

iv) How have the impacts been defined, geographic and annualized?

4) Highway 61; if MNDOT does not improve the two high-risk intersections will the Corp upgrade, is this a critical issue?

5) City residential roads

a) Can the Corp supply est. truck miles and annualized maintenance cost to the City, who pays?

b) Can the City recoup cost via truck permits on an annual basis?

c) Will the Corp rebuild, widen and add sidewalks to River Drive South? 

6) Property values

a) No impact stated in report, what criteria was used by Corp for this assumption, specific to the neighborhood, City of Wabasha, Wabasha County or the State of Minnesota, this is a major concern for residents

b) In the section on the Drysdale farm it states “Loss of this farm will not impact the US food supply, is this how the “no impact” to housing values was established

c) The Corp has begun Constructively Taking Property Values already since two home sales and one new construction have been put on hold

7) Use of a single Transfer point in Wabasha

a) The Carrels East & Carrels West 700,000 CY Hyd & Mech, a non-residential area, minimum impact to City roads and has substantial capacity to handle the annual volumes and offers beneficial use while the Fitzgerald doesn’t

b) The Southside Fitzgerald 100,000 CY Hyd. does not provide mechanical transfer, will have substantial impact to the neighborhood, city residential road, potential to devalue homes. Is it feasible to consolidate the Minnesota transfer points to The Carrels East/West?

We as a neighborhood and community request that the Corp consider alternatives to the Fitzgerald Transfer location such as consolidating into the Carrels East and Carrels West location



Questions, concerns, discrepancies and suggestions 

First and foremost, thank you for the opportunity to present our questions and concerns. I am Richard Stroot, I 

represent my 90-year-old Father, a WWII Marine Vet, who has enjoyed living in this area, having a beautiful view of the 

Mississippi, the Eagles, Trumpeter Swans, especially the peace and quiet this neighborhood has provided for 29 years 

1) Transfer station at Fitzgerald site, can you define 

a) Height of berms 

b) Maximum height of the transfer piles 

c) Could this become a multi-year storage location, what are the average yards per year to transfer here 

d) Hours of operation while filling the Transfer station; the report stated, for this study, 7:00 am - 5:00 pm 

i) 24 x 7 to match dredging operation, how many days operation depositing sand 

ii) Lights and equipment at the site 

2) Acreage descriptions of the Southside Fitzgerald site are confusing listed in different sections different sizes, 12, 16 

and 17 acres, could you clarify 

3) Truck impacts 

a) Pedestrian traffic 

i) This community has up to 20 kids, handicapped adults on River Drive South, without sidewalks 

ii) There is a Group Home at 1207 River Drive South which requires frequent handicapped bus stops which 

would conflict with truck traffic 

b) Noise pollution 

i) Is the data annualized or specific to the trucking season, what geographic area? 

ii) Est. decibel levels from loading operation and trucks or is it an average 

iii) Definitions and requirements for trucks hauling sand, age, noise and condition 

c) Exhaust pollution, particulate and dust 

i) Minimum standards on truck contractor for emission standards 

ii) Dust suppression during trucking operation 

iii) Particulate emissions, annualized or specific to the trucking season 

iv) How have the impacts been defined, geographic and annualized? 

4) Highway 61; if MNDOT does not improve the two high-risk intersections will the Corp upgrade, is this a critical issue? 

5) City residential roads 

a) Can the Corp supply est. truck miles and annualized maintenance cost to the City, who pays? 

b) Can the City recoup cost via truck permits on an annual basis? 

c) Will the Corp rebuild, widen and add sidewalks to River Drive South?  

6) Property values 

a) No impact stated in report, what criteria was used by Corp for this assumption, specific to the neighborhood, 

City of Wabasha, Wabasha County or the State of Minnesota, this is a major concern for residents 

b) In the section on the Drysdale farm it states “Loss of this farm will not impact the US food supply, is this how the 

“no impact” to housing values was established 

c) The Corp has begun Constructively Taking Property Values already since two home sales and one new 

construction have been put on hold 

7) Use of a single Transfer point in Wabasha 

a) The Carrels East & Carrels West 700,000 CY Hyd & Mech, a non-residential area, minimum impact to City roads 

and has substantial capacity to handle the annual volumes and offers beneficial use while the Fitzgerald doesn’t 

b) The Southside Fitzgerald 100,000 CY Hyd. does not provide mechanical transfer, will have substantial impact to 

the neighborhood, city residential road, potential to devalue homes. Is it feasible to consolidate the Minnesota 

transfer points to The Carrels East/West? 

We as a neighborhood and community request that the Corp consider alternatives to the Fitzgerald Transfer location 

such as consolidating into the Carrels East and Carrels West location 
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From: Todd O. Smith
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: Re: [Non-DoD Source] Dredge Material Plan
Date: Tuesday, June 20, 2017 8:00:52 PM

Robert,
Sorry about that. Somehow it has disappeared from my file. here's a copy and paste.

 <Blockedhttps://ssl.gstatic.com/ui/v1/icons/mail/profile_mask2.png>

Todd O. Smith <toddosmith@gmail.com <mailto:toddosmith@gmail.com> >

10:49 AM (9 hours ago)
 <Blockedhttps://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/images/cleardot.gif>
       
 <Blockedhttps://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/images/cleardot.gif>
 <Blockedhttps://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/images/cleardot.gif>
to bree_maki
 <Blockedhttps://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/images/cleardot.gif>
My dear Senator,

I know that you are aware of the current problem that we are encountering in  the Wabasha, Kellogg, MN and
Nelson, WI area concerning the disposal and placement of dredge sand removed from the Mississippi River by the
Corps of Engineers in order to maintain a shipping channel of 9 ft depth for passage of the commercial barges. I am
asking you to discuss this with the officials overseeing this project to make them understand that the proposed
solution will have devastating impact on the local communities involved. The idea of covering productive farmland
with 15 ft. of river sand, turning it from food producing acreage to barren wasteland capable of supporting only
weeds, grasses and shrubs that have little or no value in terms of asthetics or commercial use is not the plan the
anyone needs. The methods of transfer of the sand by hydraulic dredge twice and then loading the sand onto trucks,
many of which will have to travel right through the middle of our beautiful neighborhoods and communities at a rate
of one every 90 seconds, is a plan that we find absolutely unacceptable. The change in our tourist based
communities as a result of this will have a degrading affect and will felt by all of us but especially the home owners
whose houses sit on a slight bluff overlooking the temporary storage and transfer site and homes and businesses
along the route through town.  The devaluation of our properties and livelihoods will be significant, to put it mildly.

We have attended and spoken our opposition at the local hearings attended by the representatives of the Corps. They
have explained their plan and the reasons they have for developing the plan as written. I do not wish to denigrate
these public servants for attempting to work with the guidelines that are set for them by others. Much of the
restriction lies in the directive to do the job with least amount of cost.   I understand their position, but I truly believe
they are focused in the wrong direction.

I think we all need to view this entire arrangement as a business arrangement. A partnership.  A collaboration
between the USACE, the tax paying citizens of this country, and the privately owned commercial barge industry. I
view all of these partners as equals in the collaboration.  The waterway system locks and dams taming this once
wild, great river was devised by the government for the purpose of creating a commercial shipping highway for
access of the agricultural goods produced in the center of the country to the shipping ports of the world. THIS is the
reason that the 9 ft channel is maintained. Specifically for that privately owned commercial barge industry and all of
the private businesses that rely on it.  The Corps does a good job maintaining this river and we the citizens do our
job of paying our taxes and supporting this. What does the private industry give to this collaboration? The only
revenue mentioned at the public meeting was a fuel tax paid for the towboats. The Corps reps at the meeting were
not able to answer the percentage of their funding that is covered by this fuel tax in a given year. I don’t have access
to those numbers but possibly you do. I suspect that it is woefully less than is spent.

We were informed at the meeting of the need for sand for the current Federal project to rebuild the Gulf shore
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barrier islands that suffered significant damage as a result of hurricanes. They need the sand and we can’t get rid of
it without doing more damage. This seems an opportunity to literally “kill two birds with one stone’. The only
impediment to this solution of course is money. The Corps seems too willing to look only to one of its partners in
this relationship to solve this problem, the tax paying citizens. There is no mention in this new proposal for any
assistance from our other partner. The corps is already capturing the sand, stockpiling it, and could easily load it
onto barges. It seems to me that it’s not that much to expect from our other collaborating member to see to it’s
delivery where it can be put to good use instead of bad. Given that the collection of this commodity is solely for the
commercial barge industry’s need for a 9 ft. channel I don’t think this proposal is out of line with most reasonable
people’s thinking. I don’t need a 9 ft. channel and I’m not aware of any of my neighbors that do. If it were up to me
I’d just as soon leave it where it lies as opposed to piling it up in our back yard again, and again, and again for forty
years. Requiring the private commercial barge industry to ship their problem, after it’s already been collected and
package for them, to someone else who needs it is the very least that should be expected. They’ve got the
equipment, know how, staff, and a 9 ft. channel to get the job done.

The residents of our small communities should not be expected to add yet another financial subsidy in the form of
housing devaluation and the degradation of our towns to what we already pay just so our private partner can get an
economy solution to their problem.

I ask that you please use your influence and speak to the agency heads and make them see this from our perspective.
Make our partner understand that this is their problem that we are trying to solve for them but we need their
assistance.

A loyal and committed partner,

ToddO Smith

1413 River Dr S.

Wabasha, MN

On Tue, Jun 20, 2017 at 12:37 PM, Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
<Robert.K.Edstrom@usace.army.mil <mailto:Robert.K.Edstrom@usace.army.mil> > wrote:

        Sir,
       
        Word Attachment was blank. Please resend if possible.
       
        Thanks,
       
        Bob Edstrom
       

        -----Original Message-----
        From: Todd O. Smith [mailto:toddosmith@gmail.com <mailto:toddosmith@gmail.com> ]
        Sent: Tuesday, June 20, 2017 11:25 AM
        To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US) <Robert.K.Edstrom@usace.army.mil
<mailto:Robert.K.Edstrom@usace.army.mil> >
        Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Dredge Material Plan
       
        Sir:
        Following is a copy of the letter that was sent to Senators Franken and Klobuchar about the situation we have
in the Wabasha, Kellogg, Nelson area. I am hoping that after these items were brought up at the Wabasha meeting
there is serious consideration given to finding a different solution to this problem.
       
        I do seriously think that the comm. barge industry needs to shoulder more of this burden of removal. If there
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were a need for a lockage fee for both commercial and recreational vessels I am completely on board with this idea.
I have traveled extensively by boat throughout North American waterways and am surprised that only those
operated by the Corps require no lockage fee. I think any reasonable person would consider a fee an appropriate way
to ensure the continued operation of the waterway that they use.
       
        Please look over the attached letter and forward it on to Colonel Sam Calkins and urge him to consider all
options before making his decision.
       
        Regards,
        ToddO Smith
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From: John Drysdale
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Cc: EVANS, Craig O CIV USARMY CEMVP (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: Request to extend comments deadline of 6/23 for the DMNMP
Date: Thursday, June 22, 2017 4:26:20 PM

Thank you.

John Drysdale
Loan Officer - Summit Mortgage
763.390.7240 direct
612.387.5139 cell
763.390.7340 fax
john@drysdalemortgages.com
Blockedwww.drysdalemortgages.com

NMLS #148014
Referrals are always appreciated!

-----Original Message-----
From: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US) [mailto:Robert.K.Edstrom@usace.army.mil]
Sent: Thursday, June 22, 2017 4:22 PM
To: John Drysdale
Cc: EVANS, Craig O CIV USARMY CEMVP (US)
Subject: RE: Request to extend comments deadline of 6/23 for the DMNMP

Mr. Drysdale,

The Corps of Engineers St. Paul District is extending the public comment period to 14 July 2017 at midnight. There
will be a public notice released tomorrow to confirm this.

Thank you,

Bob Edstrom

-----Original Message-----
From: John Drysdale [mailto:johnd@summit-mortgage.com]
Sent: Wednesday, June 21, 2017 3:00 PM
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US) <Robert.K.Edstrom@usace.army.mil>
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Request to extend comments deadline of 6/23 for the DMNMP

Dear Corp of Engineers,

We the public request another extension for the comments deadline of 6/23 regarding the Dredged Materials
Management Plan of MN/WI (in the Wabasha, MN area.  Having a handful of weeks since learning of this proposal
to properly address it has not given the public an adequate timeframe to respond appropriately.  We would
appreciate it if you would respect farmers like the Willard Drysdale family in what there request to extend the
deadline further.  Thank you for your consideration.

John Drysdale
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Loan Officer - Summit Mortgage
763.390.7240 direct
612.387.5139 cell
763.390.7340 fax
john@drysdalemortgages.com <mailto:john@drysdalemortgages.com>
BlockedBlockedwww.drysdalemortgages.com <BlockedBlockedhttp://www.drysdalemortgages.com>

NMLS #148014
Referrals are always appreciated!
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From: Jane and Larry Glander
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Cc: Barb Haley; CEMVP-PA MVP; Petrovich, Matt; Sen. Mike Goggin; bree_maki@franken.senate.gov;

chuck_ackman@klobuchar.senate.gov
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Re: SOUTHSIDE FITZGERALD
Date: Friday, August 25, 2017 10:21:41 AM
Attachments: 9F057C84-3019-4DF4-BD41-38B7276D28B8.png

I forgot to attach a picture of the sand hill cranes that have been in the Southside Fitzgerald land as well as in our
backyards.
Jane

On Fri, Aug 25, 2017 at 9:14 AM Jane and Larry Glander <jane.glander@gmail.com
<mailto:jane.glander@gmail.com> > wrote:

        Dear Mr. Edstrom:

        This is one last plea for you to be reconsidering the Southside Fitzgerald property to be off the table!  

        You continued to say cost factors was the issue -- I would like a break down of your cost analysis.

        My questions are:

        Did your analysis figure in completing Dugan Avenue as a Street?  How much was that cost?

        Did you figure in the cost of a road crossing the Fitzgerald farmland to Co Rd. 30?  How much was that cost?

        Did you figure in the cost of the intersection at River Drive South and Dugan Avenue?  How much is that cost?

        Did you figure in a purchase price for the Associations ownership of the property lying below Southside
Fitzgerald that borders the water?  What was that cost?

        Thank you again for your consideration and I look forward to hearing from you regarding my above questions.

        Sincerely,

        Jane Glander
        1503 River Drive South
        Wabasha, MN.   55981

        1-651-565-2372
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From: John Drysdale
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Request to extend comments deadline of 6/23 for the DMNMP
Date: Wednesday, June 21, 2017 2:59:57 PM

Dear Corp of Engineers,

We the public request another extension for the comments deadline of 6/23 regarding the Dredged Materials
Management Plan of MN/WI (in the Wabasha, MN area.  Having a handful of weeks since learning of this proposal
to properly address it has not given the public an adequate timeframe to respond appropriately.  We would
appreciate it if you would respect farmers like the Willard Drysdale family in what there request to extend the
deadline further.  Thank you for your consideration.

John Drysdale
Loan Officer - Summit Mortgage
763.390.7240 direct
612.387.5139 cell
763.390.7340 fax
john@drysdalemortgages.com <mailto:john@drysdalemortgages.com>
Blockedwww.drysdalemortgages.com <Blockedhttp://www.drysdalemortgages.com>

NMLS #148014
Referrals are always appreciated!
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From: John Drysdale
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Cc: Nora Drysdale; Chelsey Drysdale
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Request to extend comments deadline of DMMP to 12/29
Date: Thursday, July 27, 2017 4:42:17 PM

Dear Army Corp of Engineers,

Due to a recent meeting which included people from the City of Wabasha, my brother Willard Drysdale,
government agencies, state lawmakers, Army Corp of Engineers, and others involved with the Mississippi River
Pool 4 DMMP, they are requesting your cooperation to extend the comments period deadline to 12/29/17.  The
reason for this extension request is due to the extensive amount of time and planning in researching alternatives to
the current DMMP.

Willard Drysdale mailed a letter to you on Tuesday regarding this request.  Our understanding is lawmakers have
also made this request.

One alternative Willard Drysdale forgot to mention in his recent letter to you is the Maple Springs ravine as another
option.  Thank you for your consideration.

John Drysdale
Loan Officer - Summit Mortgage
763.390.7240 direct
612.387.5139 cell
763.390.7340 fax
john@drysdalemortgages.com <mailto:john@drysdalemortgages.com>
Blockedwww.drysdalemortgages.com <Blockedhttp://www.drysdalemortgages.com>

NMLS #148014
Referrals are always appreciated!
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From: Karla Schedlbauer
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US); CEMVP-PA MVP
Cc: btodd@postbulletin.com; Matthew Pagano
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Respect the Heartland
Date: Monday, July 31, 2017 12:04:00 PM
Attachments: image.png

Taken in Southside Fitzgerald Sunday July 30, 2017.  The Eagle's shield is comprised of over 350 local residents
standing in the heat for over 20 minutes.  We have only just begun to fight!

Karla Schedlbauer ~ Semper Pergendum in Christus Sine Timore
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From: The Schrecks
To: Edstrom, Robert K III CIV USARMY USACE (US)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Sand at Read"s Landing.
Date: Friday, June 23, 2017 2:38:25 PM

Dear Mr Edstrom,  I would like to voice my concern about the disposal of the sand dredged from the MIssissppi
River at Reads Landing.  Please consider stopping the sand upstream on the Chippewa River.  Stopping it before it
gets into the Mississippi would provide much more land available for disposal and moderate the activity on the
Mississippi River.  Sincerely,  D James Schreck.  504 S Lakeshore Drive,  Lake City, MN  55041
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June 6, 2017 

 

TO:  Robert K Edstrom, US Army Corps of Engineers 

        US Senator Ron Johnson 

        IS Senator Tammy Baldwin 

        Sonya Hansen (as representative of Buffalo County Board and Committees) 

        Robert Carothers, Chairman Town of Nelson 

FR:   Patricia Wodele, Landowner Town of Nelson 

 

I received a letter from the US Army Corps of Engineers yesterday about public meetings to be 
held at the Nelson Community Hall today and the Wabasha High School on June15th.  Rather 
short formal notice of only one day for the Nelson meeting.  I assume I received the letter 
because I have land in this area. Unfortunately I do have a conflict for tonight, but hope to 
attend perhaps a bit late. 

One site that I am led to believe designated for dumping and storing dredged sand from the 
Mississippi River located in rural Nelson is near my land. Designated dump site is at the  

USintersection of Highways 35 and 25 just outside of Nelson.  US Highway 35 is designated as a 
Scenic Highway that has many restrictions as to uses and permissions for those uses. I find it 
hard to believe that dumping a sand hill would fit within those restrictions. This location is a 
beautiful spot and I would hate to see it filled with up to 10 million cu yards of sand (knowing 
that there are also other sites earmarked in Buffalo County, WI and another farm and other 
sites in Wabasha, MN designated to be a dump site too). 

1.  This Nelson site is good, productive farmland that the farmer has improved over the 
years, even irrigation installed.  As operating farmers it takes acres of lands to keep the 
operation going, which includes land to raise crops for their dairy heard.  Their loss of 
this site has a major effect on the entire farming operation. 
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2. This area has many nice homes that will be impacted by dumping and building an 
unsightly sand mountain. 

3. The sand coming from the Mississippi River may be contaminated.  With the winds that 
go through this area (flat with no wind barriers) these contaminates would be airborne.  

4. Again with the wind, neighboring homes and buildings could be ‘sand-blasted’ as it 
blows toward these residences. 

5. The traffic of large trucks will be going through residential areas where people have 
chosen to reside because of its esthetic value, and in some cases young children are 
living near the truck route.   

6. When it is time for owners of neighboring lands to the dump site to sell, I fear the values 
will be reduced because of this sand dump. Yet, will the assessor reduce value for taxes? 

7. Who will be paying for the roads that must handle all of this truck traffic?  State, County 
and/or Townships?  We are talking of up to 40 years of heavy traffic not only in the 
number of trucks using this route but also the weight of each load.  Whichever unit of 
government pays for road upkeep andrepairs, it still comes from the taxpayers pocket. 
And, if there is something in the deal that the Corp of Engineers must pay or reimburse, 
that too comes out of the taxpayers’ pocket. 

8. I realize that the Mississippi River is an important means of transportation with the 
barges hauling necessary products up and down the river and it does need the 
maintenance to keep the barges and other river traffic moving.  But there must be other 
sites that are not in a populated area that is right along a scenic highway.  Costs to haul 
to other sites that may be a few miles further would be worth it to save the looks of this 
area and most importantly forcing a farm family to give up land that they need for their 
farming operation.   

9. Through the grapevine I have heard that the current owner of the sandpit further up 
highway 25 is willing to take this sand.  A hill has already been cut into for its sand so 
basically it would just be putting sand back that has been removed already.  Why not 
use this site?  I understand this landowner would be happy and the currently designated 
farm site would be able to continue their farming operation. 

Thank you for giving me this opportunity to express my views and I hope you are open to 
these comments as well as others you will be receiving and hearing.  It is my hope that you 
have come into this with an open mind and will consider alternate sites.  Consider lands 
where use/ownership of that site(s) is mutually agreeable to the Corps and the landowner. 
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