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Land Reclamation Commission,
We are writing in concern of the rules you want to impose on private landowners. We
see some serious problems with the DNR rules for the gravel industry. Our economy is
at stake. Gravel companies contribute much to local economies through business
purchases and jobs. Without them the businessmen and local schools in our county will
suffer. Having to haul sand and gravel longer distances because we are not able to utilize
our own resources will result in higher costs to build houses and roads. Every stream and
stretch of streams is different. Consideration must be given for those differences. The
"one size fits all" rule should not be applied here. A lack of thought whether intentional
or unintentional causes streams to become to become so clogged with gravel that float
trips become canoe drags. The deep holes where lunker fish used to hide are now filled
in. We need people on this commission who represent farmers and small businesses. It
has been said that property owners are exempt from those laws as long as the gravel is not
sold. There is no property owner who would want to pile gravel on his property and then
not be allowed to sell that resource which is from off the land that he owns. We do not
believe that the best interests of everyone have been properly addressed. The land is the
property of the owners and they should have the right to make the choices they feel are
best for their property. After all, they pay the taxes and maintain the land. We believe
SB 360 presented by Sen. Steelman will help in this matter. We have 800 miles of roads
to maintain, if we have to purchase the gravel it will be a huge burden on the county.

Sincerely,

o/~~~~r_
TonyiJtchard ~
Presiding Commissioner

~~~ll,~ ____
Herman Kelly ~ U
Southern Commissioner

N~.,~
Dean Cox _
Northern Commissioner



TEXAS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
210 North Grand Avenue

Houston, Missouri 65483-1226

February 12, 2004

Land Reclamation Commission
Dept ofNatural Resources
P. O. Box 176
Jefferson City, Missouri 65102

Dear Members,

RECEIVED
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MISSOURI LAND
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We, the Texas County Planning Commission members, wish to make known our great
concern about the proposed In-stream sand and gravel rules that are in the process of
becoming regulations. While at the present time these are for Commercial mining, it is a
concern that the next step will be to go after private landowners as well.
At the present time, under the proposed guidelines, Commercial Mining Company's are
required to have a reclamation plan ready when they apply for a permit from DNR. This
procedure is in place and working well.
Concerning the private land owners, as has been stated, they can remove the gravel that is
choking their stream using their own equipment. If someone is hired to do the work a
permit will be required, thereby adding undo hardship on the landowner. The landowner
owns the land, pays the taxes, is the steward and guardian ofhis property. They should
not have the burden of a Governmental agency infringing or placing restrictions. We all
want to keep our property, land and streams in the very best possible condition, to pass on
to our children, grandchildren, and many generations to come. To say a private
landowner can stock pile the gravel away somewhere and only use it for his own use, but
not sell it, seems to be infringing on his private rights. It is his renewable resource, just
as timber, cattle, hay, etc. That should be the landowners decision, not mandated by
Government Employees. .
We would recommend that the guidelines remain guidelines and not mandatory
regulations. Regulations will place additional economic costs on all the people of
Missouri. We also feel DNR needs to be responsible and held accountable to make
economic impact studies for each area ofMissouri. Missouri streams, waterways,
accumulation of gravel, formation of stream bottoms are not all the same. If the agency
wants to mandate to the people ofMissouri, they must show proofofthe economic cost
to that particular area.
On behalf of the Texas County Planning Commission, private landowners, private
citizens of Texas County, we appreciate your reading and taking our concerns into
consideration on this very important matter.

Respectfully,

uJ~~~
Wilma Jeanne Urban, President
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February 26, 2004

Larry Coen, Director
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
Land Reclamation Commission
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

Dear Larry:

Pursuant to the public notice on the proposed rules and regulations relating to sand
and gravel we would respectfully request the opportunity to address the commission
on March 25th at 1:00 p.m.

Randy Scherr
MCA Executive Director
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Joe & Dawn Huckins
901 West Davis
Fayette, Missouri
heavener@socket.net

March 1, 2004

Director, Missouri Department of Natural Resources
Land Reclamation Program
P. O. Box 176
Jefferson City, Missouri

Dear Sirs:

Although we will be unable to attend the hearings we would like to thank the commission
for its efforts to achieve the best workable set of rules for our state and its citizens. We
believe that the proposed rules have the best chance of attaining this goal and should be
adopted as presented.

since4~~
~& Dawn Huckins

I

I



e-mail: jvance@sockets.net

March 2, ·2004

Director
Land Reclamation Program
Box 176
Jefferson CityMO 65102-0176

Dear Sir:

This is in support ofthe recommended rules for gravel mining in
Missouri streams. While they aren't perfect from an
environmental standpoint, they are a good compromise and should
be instituted.

Unregulated gravel·mining is an insult to Missouri's priceless
Ozark: stream resource-and~ from the 'standpoint of a Missourian
proud'ofoUF state's outdoor beauty, $·well as from the standpoint
ofan outdoor writer who ~mmunicates that beauty, I heartily
endorse regulation ofgraveling.

The forces that would embrace unregulated and destructive gravel
mining have been assiduous in the last couple ofyears and it's
about time they gave it up and recognized that the greater good is

. more important than their greedy savaging ofa natural resource.

~/Ill
~ President Outdoor Writers Assn. ofAmerica '
tolumnist Outdoor Guide, North American Fisherman, ,
'Conservation Colu1'Iln'isrGun Dog?Magazine ';., '.

RECEIVED
MAR 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION. COMMISSION
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207 Lodgepole Drive
Ozark, MO 65721
March 2, 2004

Director
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
Land Reclamation Program
P. O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

Dear Director

We would like to thank the Land Reclamation Commission for proposing a
balanced protective set of rules for commercial gravel mining. We support these
rules as written and hope they will be implemented for the protection of our Ozark
streams.

Our streams are too important to not have rules regulating activities that will
negatively impact our streams.



q'e~as C~unty Com""ission
. 210 North Grand ..

Houston, .Missouri .65483
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Joe B. Whetstine
Associate Commissioner
District One

March 09,2004

Larry Coen, Staff Director
Land Reclamation Commission
1738 E. Elm Street
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO ?5102

c Donald E. Shelhammer
Presiding.Commissioner

Linda L. Garrett
Associate Commissioner

District Two

RECEIVED

MAR 11 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSIOf\'

Re: March 25, 2004 Land Reclamation Commission Hearing

Dear Mr. Coen

Please be advised that at least one coinmissioner and the prosecutor of Texas County would like
to speak at .the March 25th

• Land Reclamation Commission hearing. .

Thank you,

12~
Presiding Commissioner



rre~as County Commission
210 North Grand

Houston, Missouri 65483
417-967-3222
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Joe B. Whetstine
Associate Commissioner
District One

March 9, 2004

Larry Coen, Staff Director
Land Reclamation Commission
1738 E. Elm Street
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: Rille # 10 CSR 040-10.020

Dear Mr. Coen,

Donald E. Shelhammer
Presiding Commissioner

Linda L. Garrett
Associate Commissioner

District Two

RECEIVED
MAR 1 5 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSION

The Missouri State Register posting on Sand and Gravel Mining states that there is not more than
a $500 economic impact by public and private entities when the rilles and regu1ations are
enforced. Could you please share with us what information this is based upon? Is it on each site
or calculated as to each operator? If there is not going to be a major impact on the way they
operate then why do we need additional rilles and regu1ations?

Thank you i~ advance for your information and counsel.

Sincerely,

Pf/$f
5~~rhm:r.lmer,

Presiding Commissioner

~iJh~'"~
~:~ellitme

Associate Commissioner
Linda L. Garrett
Associate Commissioner
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March 15,2004

StaffDirector
Land Reclamation Commission (LRC)
Missouri Department ofNatural Resources (DNR)
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

To Members ofthe LRC,

RECEIVED
MAR 1 6 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSIOI\
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As a research scientist who has studied aquatic systems for about 30 years and as an avid stream
fisherman, I really appreciate the efforts ofthe LRC members to reach a reasonable balance
between the protection ofthe quality ofOzark streams and the commercial use ofgravel in
Missouri streams. This was a difficult task but I believe the proposed rules meet that goal.
However, all ofthe 16 proposed rules are critical to maintaining this sustainable balance of
multiple uses ofthe resource. Any weakening ofthese rules will likely result in adverse effects
on Ozark streams.

We are still concerned about the LRC program having adequate personnel to ensure enforcement
ofthe rules, and any legislation that bypasses the ability to enforce these rules. My family will
work to see that these separate issues do not make the efforts ofthe LRC for naught.

In closing, we want the DNR and MOC Directorate to know that we are particularly appreciative
the exceptional efforts oftheir staffon the LRC to achieve this delicate and reasonable balance.
Also, we commend staffmembers ofthe LR program not on the commission as well, who
worked hard to facilitate the development ofthe proposed rules.

Sincerely Yours

Jim & Cathy Huckins

etJ~l::htL
Steven Mahfood

: I- ; 1



Dennis A. Schuetz

1315 Sandy Drive
Florissant, MO 63031-2519

19 March 2004

Larry Coen, Director,
Missouri Department ofNatural Resources' Land Reclamation Program
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, Missouri
65102-0176

Mr. Coen,

RECEIVED

MAR 2 2 2004

MISSOURI LAND
C;ECLAMATION COMMISSIO.

As a registered voter and taxpayer in the state ofMissouri, I would hereby request your support of recently
developed rules pertaining to in-stream gravel removal (mining), which were developed under the guidance
ofthe Missouri Department ofNatural Resources. I thereby am encouraging your support of 10 CSR 40­
10.050 Proposed Amendment).

Gravel and sand taken from Missouri streams does have economic value, HOWEVER, fishing and other
stream based recreation activities have tremendous economic value to Missourians. In addition the negative
effects of in-stream gravel mining are very well documented in the scientific research literature. Among the
effects are erosion of streamside private property and its real estate value, erosion of public property,
damaged to private and public infrastructure such as bridges, roads, pipelines, and utility lines. It must be
noted, that proponents of in-stream gravel mining never discuss these facts when they are discussing the
economic value ofgravel mining. I wonder WHY???

Excavation rules must not be limited to commercial gravel operations. County and township highway
departments are major sources of in-stream gravel excavation and must be subject to the same rules as
commercial operators.

Claims that gravel must be cleaned out ofour streams or moved against eroded stream banks for the good of
the stream are not scientifically valid when the facts and long time stream histories are examined.

I insist your agency support enforceable excavation rules that create a balance between stream resource
protection and the economics of the in-stream gravel mining industry.

Sincerely,



March 19, 2004

Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

RECEIVED

MAR 2 2 2004

MISSOURI LAND
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I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of enforceable regulations that set
reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious streams.
Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of mining, placement of hazardous materials and
protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the operations of responsible miners that
have followed these practices for years. However, they will prevent the handful of bad actors
jeom causing excessive damage.

Specifically, I am in favor of a buffer of20 feet between the mining activity and the water's edge
to protect the integrity of the stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer of 100 feet along the
"highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on mining below one-foot above
the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider whether endangered species are present
before issuing a mining pennit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. Without such
regulations, our beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel mining that
destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure and private
property. Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Paul G. Anderson
1903 LaSalle St.

·St. Louis, MO 63104



Robert E. Goetz & Associates, Ltd.
Landscape Architects and Land Planners

909 s. Gore. st. Louis, MO 63119
Phone & Fax (31") 968-3805

rgoetz01ctearthlink.net

March 19, 2004

Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Dear Mr. Coen:

RECEIVED
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MISSOURI LAND
qECLAMATION COMMISSlr,·

I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption Of enforceable regulations that set
reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri - regulations that allow for
mining to be continued, but protect our precious streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer
areas, depth of mining, placement of hazardous materials and protection of sensitive streams
will not interfere with the operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices
for years. However, they will prevent the handful of bad actors from causing excessive
damage.

Specifically, I am in favor of a buffer of 20 feet between the mining activity and the water's
edge to protect the integrity of the stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer of 100 feet
along the "highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on mining below
one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider whether endangered
species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. With out such
regulations. our beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel mining that
destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure and private
property. Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
.~) A C I r-~

/ 'Y.:. (l/.) Ie -~~~,_____ iA tJ.e.. ~ -c..~

Robert E. Goetz

Fellow - American Society of Landscape Architects



March 19, 2004

Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Dear Mr. eoen:

DEMOCRAT * 59TH DISTRICT

JEANETTE MOTT
OXFORD
FOR STATE REPRESENTATIVE

P. 0, BOX 191 12, SAINT LOUIS, MO 631 18

(314) 772.0301 * JM04REP@JUNO,COM

RECEIVED

MAR 2 2 2004

MISSOURI LAND
~ECLAMATION COMMfSStr

1am writing to express my concern about in-stream gravel mining in Missouri. In order
to protect the environment for the sake of the health of our own bodies and souls and for
the sake of future generations, I urge that we institute enforceable and reasonable
limitations that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious streams. These
should include reasonable guidelines about buffer areas, depth of mining, placement of
hazardous materials, and protection of sensitive streams. This will not harm business;
responsible miners have a long history of working within such guidelines.

Regulations should include:

• A buffer of20 feet between the mining activity and the water's edge to protect the
integrity of the stream channel

• A buffer of 100 feet along the "highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation

• A restriction on mining below one-foot above the water level

• A requirement that MDNR consider whether endangered species are present before
issuing a mining permit

I grew up enjoying the gravel-bed streams of southern IL, and since moving to Missouri
in 1986, I've had far too little time to explore this geological similarity in our terrain, but
I have friends who regularly do. I look forward to enjoying more time in the beauty of
creation when I retire or when the press of work allows. Let's protect our Ozark stream,
our fish and wildlife, and recreational resources.

Sincerely,

-}G~'~L~'~
Jeanette Mott Oxford



1. 10 CSR 40-10.050(14)(8)8.9 Vehicles and other equipment shall be limited to
removal sites and existing crossings. Water shall be crossedas perpendicular to the
direction ofthe stream flow as possible.

if'

Midwest S
ElJyi[R~~?fal

March 22, 2004

Larry Coen, Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, Missouri 65102

Re: Notice To Submit Comment
Proposed RulelO CSR 40-10.050 Performance Requirements

Dear Mr. Coen:

Midwest Environmental Consultants (MEC) submits the following comments on the
2014 Williams Street following proposed rule:

Jefferson City, MO 65109

voice: 573,636,9454

fax: 573,761.4200

ww nl PI eClr

Comment - The proposed LRP rule appears to give authority to cross steams for in­
stream gravel removal. Has the Land Reclamation Program (LRP) sought gUidance
from the Water Pollution Control Program (WPCP) concerning crossing a stream?

Comment - If a person has a LRP permit to mine in a flood plain of a stream and has
no other access to the area but to cross the stream, does the above rule allow
vehicles and other equipment to cross a steam to get to the mine site?

2. 10 CSR 40-10.050(15) Outstanding Resource Waters (10 CSR 20-7031)(C) All other
applications for in-stream sandandgravel operations on "Outstanding State
Resource Waters" shall be reviewed individually to determine ifspecific conditions
are necessary to preserve these stream reaches during mining activity. These
individual reviews wouldassist the applicant in focusing on issues ofspecific
concern. The individual review shall include a site visit by Department ofNatural
Resources (DNR) staffprior to permit issuance, andannual site inspections by DNR
staffduring the life ofthe permit.



Comment - What review standard will the DNR use to "determine if specific
conditions are necessary to preserve these stream reaches during mining activity]"

Sincerely,

MIDWEST ENVIRONMENT CONSULTANTS

Dean S. Smart
Project Manager



LYNDA L. RICHARDS

RECEIVED
MAR 2 3 2004

Mr. Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

March 19, 2004

Dear Mr. Coen,

MISSOURI LAND
'=lECLAMATION COMMISSIC",

I am writing concerning reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri's
irreplaceable streams. We can allow some mining, but reg lations must exist to prevent
abuse and damage.

We need standards for buffer areas, depth of mining, plac ment of hazardous
materials, and protection of sensitive streams. Such regulat ons will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners who already follow these ractices, but will stop bad
actors before they cause damage.

There must be a 2Q-foot buffer between the mining area a the water-flow (50 feet
would be better). No riparian vegetation should be disturb d. Mining shouldn't be
allowed deeper than a foot below water level, because la e pools form, causing the
water to get heated up in the summer. Streams should be urveyed for endangered
species before permits are issued.

Please do adopt enforceable gravel mining regulations. I r alize there is pressure at the
moment from some quarters to abolish the regs. But we ca 't allow the few to destroy
fish and wildlife habitat recreational resources, public infra tructure, and private
property. Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

~4 ;;/.~~:J
Lynda L. Richards
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March 20, 2004
LanyCoen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of
enforceable regulations that set reasonable limitations on in-stream
gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but
protect our precious streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer
areas, depth of mining, placement of hazardous materials and
protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the operations
of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years.
However, they will prevent the handful of bad actors from causing
excessive damage.

Specifically, I am in favor ofa buffer of 20 feet between the~g
activity and the water's edge to protect the integrity of the stream
channel. In addition, I support a buffer of 100 feet along the
"highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on
mining below one-foot above the water level, and a requirement
that MDNR consider whether endangered species are present
before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream
gravel mining. Without such regulations, ollr beautiful Ozark
streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel mining that destroys
fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public
infrastructure and private property. Thank you for considering my
comments.

Sincerely,

David L. Garin
6186 Westminster PI
8t. Louis, MO 63112

RECEIVED

MAR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
~ECLAMATION COMMISSIC



March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

Rf:CEIVED
MAR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
qECLAMATION COMMISSICli"

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regUlations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the efforts of the commission on balance of the proposed excavation
standards between protection of the streams of Missouri and the commercial value of
gravel in those streams.

Fishing and other stream-based recreation are economically important activities in
Missouri. Stream fishing alone accounted for $170 million in direct expenditures in
1996. This figure does not include the additional economic activity generated by
swimmers, canoeists, hunters, and other stream users.

The negative effects of in-stream gravel mining are well documented in the scientific
research literature and have been proven not only nationally but also in the Ozarks of
Missouri and Arkansas. Effects include:
~ erosion of streamside private property and its real estate value,
~ erosion of public property
~ damage to private and public infrastructure such as roads, bridges, pipelines,

and utility lines
~ losses in productivity of valuable fisheries, and
~ losses to biological diversity.

The proposed amendments were reached through comprbmise and should not be
further reduced. Please do not allow any further deiays in their implementation.

Please complete the process quickly to protect the resources of the state. Thank you
for the opportunity to offer comments on the proposed amendments.

Q1~/~~/1ae
f

717J- 13t17/'T/.VtitJd
-q-(,L,pv I" tflJ.



March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

RI;CEIVEr:
MAR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSIOr,

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the efforts of the commission on balance of the proposed excavation
standards between protection of the streams of Missouri and the commercial value of
gravel in those streams.

Fishing and other stream-based recreation are economically important activities in
Missouri. Stream fishing alone accounted for $170 million in direct expenditures in
1996. This figure does not include the additional economic activity generated by
swimmers, canoeists, hunters, and other stream users.

The negative effects of in-stream gravel mining are well d~umented in the scientific
research literature and have been proven not only nationally but also in the Ozarks of
Missouri and Arkansas. Effects include:
~ erosion of streamside private property and its real estate value,
~ erosion of public property ,
~ damage to private and public infrastructure such as roads, bridges, pipelines,

and utility lines
~ losses in productivity of valuable fisheries, and
~ losses to biological diversity.

The proposed amendments were reached through compr~mise and should not be
further reduced. Please do not allow any further delays in their implementation.

Please complete the process quickly to protect the resources of the state. Thank you

for the opportunity to 0,ffer ~m~e,~,~~Illl~t~,~,~mendments

eJo;y'v~7 j~ ~/
(; ]i"')1
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March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

RECEIVED

MAR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
qECLAMATION COMMISSlm,

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the work by the commission on protection of the streams of Missouri. The
two rules requiring buffers and a depth-of-excavation limit are especially important.
From April 1995 to April 1997, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers required similar rules
without hardship on miners. As such, claims by rules opponents that excavation rules
will regulate them out of the business are without basis. Furthermore, there have been
no documented negative economic impacts to the Ozarks region or the mining industry
as a result of those earlier voluntary guidelines. Adopting excavation rules would
provide a foundation for fair competition among all commercial gravel miners.

Claims by rules opponents that gravel must be "cleaned out" of our streams to prevent
erosion or should be bulldozed against eroding stream banks to protect them are
quickly revealed as untrue once these claims are compared to knowledge of stream
behavior uncovered by scientists over the last 20 years. P'Jshing gravel against stream
banks is not an effective means of bank stabilization and requires that heavy equipment
be operated in the stream channel in a manner very similar to gravel excavation.
Gravel "clean out" and gravel pushing activities also should be limited to the most rare
circumstances by effective excavation rules

The proposed amendments have already been compromised and should not be further
reduced. Also, please do not allow any further delay in implementation of the
amendments.

Thank you for the opportunity to offer comments on these proposed amendments.

I,··

k:i~~~~
~Jce St ~ o~l~ fiI-f::?
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March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

RECEIVED
MAR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSION

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the efforts of the commission on balance of the proposed excavation
standards between protection of the streams of Missouri and the commercial value of
gravel in those streams.

Fishing and other stream-based recreation are economically important activities in
Missouri. Stream fishing alone accounted for $170 million in direct expenditures in
1996. This figure does not include the additional economic activity generated by
swimmers, canoeists, hunters, and other stream users.

The proposed amendments are a minimum protection to stream resources and should
not be further reduced. Please do not allow any further delays in their implementation.

Please complete the process as soon as possible to protect the resources of the state.
Thank you for the opportunity to offer comments on the proposed amendments.

'~b~~



March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

RECEIVED
MAR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
~ECLAMATION COMMISSIOi\

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the efforts of the commission on balance of the proposed excavation
standards between protection of the streams of Missouri and the commercial value of
gravel in those streams.

Fishing and other stream-based recreation are economically important activities in
Missouri. Stream fishing alone accounted for $170 million in direct expenditures in
1996. This figure does not include the additional economic activity generated by
swimmers, canoeists, hunters, and other stream users.

The negative effects of in-stream gravel mining are well documented in the scientific
research literature and have been proven not only nationally but also in the Ozarks of
Missouri and Arkansas. Effects include:
• erosion of streamside private property and its real estate value,
• erosion of public property
• damage to private and public infrastructure such as roads, bridges, pipelines,

and utility lines
• losses in productivity of valuable fisheries, and
• losses to biological diversity.

The proposed amendments were reached through compromise and should not be
further reduced. Please do not allow any further delays in their implementation.

Please complete the process quickly to protect the resources of the state. Thank you
for the opportunity to offer comments on the proposed amendments.
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March 20,2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

RECEIVED

MAR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSIOI'

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

, appreciate the work by the commission on protection of the streams of Missouri. The
two rules requiring buffers and a depth-of-excavation limit are especially important.
From April 1995 to April 1997, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers required similar rules
without hardship on miners. As such, claims by rules opponents that excavation rules
will regulate them out of the business are without basis. Furthermore, there have been
no documented negative economic impacts to the Ozarks region or the mining industry
as a result of those earlier voluntary guidelines. Adopting excavation rules would
provide a foundation for fair competition among all commercial gravel miners.

Claims by rules opponents that gravel must be "cleaned out" of our streams to prevent
erosion or should be bulldozed against eroding stream banks to protect them are
quickly revealed as untrue once these claims are compared to knowledge of stream
hehavior uncovered by scientists over the last 20 years. Pushing gravel against stream
banks is not an effective means of bank stabilization and requires that heavy equipment
be operated in the stream channel in a manner very similar to gravel excavation.
Gravel "clean our and gravel pushing activities also should be limited to the most rare
circumstances by effective excavation rules

The proposed amendments have already been compromised and should not be further
reduced. Also, please do not allow any further delay in implementation of the
amendments.

Thank you for the opportunity to offer comments on these proposed amendments.
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March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

RECEive';'

MAR 2 3 2004

. MISSOURI LAN..
l:leCLAMATION COMMISf

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the work by the commission on protection of the streams of Missouri. The
two rules requiring buffers and a depth-of-excavation limit are especially important.
From April 1995 to April 1997, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers required similar rules
without hardship on miners. As such, claims by rules opponents that excavation rules
will regulate them out of the business are without basis. Furthermore, there have been
no documented negative economic impacts to the Ozarks region or the mining industry
as a result of those earlier voluntary guidelines. Adopting excavation rules would
provide a foundation for fair competition among all commercial gravel miners.

Claims by rules opponents that gravel must be "cleaned out" of our streams to prevent
erosion or should be bulldozed against eroding stream banks to protect them are
quickly revealed as untrue once these claims are compared to knowledge of stream
behavior uncovered by scientists over the last 20 years. Pushing gravel against stream
banks is not an effective means of bank stabilization and requires that heavy equipment
be operated in the stream channel in a manner very similar to gravel excavation.
Gravel "clean out" and gravel pushing activities also should be limited to the most rare
circumstances by effective excavation rules

The proposed amendments have already been compromised and should not be further
reduced. Also, please do not allow any further delay in implementation of the
amendments.

Thank you for the opportunity to offer comments on these proposed amendments.
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Mr. Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Dear Mr.Coen:

ROBERT M. DOERR
39 McFarland Drive

Rolla Mo 65401-3828
bdoerr@rollanet.org

(573) 364-1275

19 Mar 2004

RECEIVEr
MAR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
geCLAMATION COMMISS'C

This is to urge you to adopt enforceable regulations that set reasonable limitations on in­
stream gravel mining in Missouri. A permit system is necessary.

I realize that reasonable regulations will prevent gravel mining on some small streams.

Regulations can be adopted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious
streams against the siltation and other damages that result from careless gravel mining.
Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of mining, placement of hazardous
materials and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the operations of
responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However, they will
prevent miners of the other kind from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, to protect the integrity of the stream channel, I urge a minimum buffer of20
feet between any mining activity, including gravel washing, and the water's edge. In
addition, I urge a buffer of 100 feet along the "highbank" of stream to protect riparian
vegetation, no mining below one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that DNR
determine whether endangered species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. Without
such regulations, our beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel
mining that destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure
and private property. Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

http://www.rollanet.org/-bdoerr/state.htm



March 24, 2004
 
Mr. Larry Coen, Staff Director
Land Reclamation Commission
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO  65102-0176
 
RE:  Proposed Amendment to Sand and Gravel Rules
 
Please enter the following into the record of your deliberations on the proposed
amendments to the sand and gravel permit and performance rules published in the
Missouri Register.
 
 
I am writing to support the proposed rule amendments as published and to ask that the
commission adopt these amendments without further changes.
 
Many Missouri streams have been severely degraded by poor gravel mining and land-
use practices.  These streams are simply too valuable as a public resource to be
subject to further degradation.  Restoration and maintenance of water quality and
aquatic habitat can only occur under adequate guidelines for sand and gravel
operations.  Claims that streams will be improved by unregulated efforts to "clean out"
gravel have no basis in science.  Streams will only be improved by careful regulation of
mining practices and the establishment of scientifically based bank stabilization
programs.
 
The proposed amendments have been developed as a compromise among interested
parties and should not be compromised any further.  I am particularly opposed to any
further compromise on the 10-foot buffer between excavation areas and the water's
edge (14(B)2), operations in Outstanding National or State Resource Waters (15), and
consultation with other agencies on threatened or endangered species (16).
 
I thank the Commission for its efforts in developing these proposed amendments and
for the opportunity to submit comments.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry R. Finger
9882 Rt. N
Columbia, MO  65203
573-657-2303
kaaterskill99@aol.com
 



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of enforceable
regulations that set reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in
Missouri. I have been regularly canoeing and hiking along the streams of
Missouri with family and friends since I was 5 years old. My parents fought
hard to protect the Meramec River from the planned dam that would have
inundated many miles of irreplaceable stream resources. It is past time
that the remaining open streams are protected from other threats as well.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect
our precious streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of
mining, placement of hazardous materials and protection of sensitive streams
will not interfere with the operations of responsible miners that have
followed these practices for years. However, they will prevent the handful
of bad actors from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, I am in favor of a buffer of 20 feet between the mining
activity and the water’s edge to protect the integrity of the stream
channel. In addition, I support a buffer of 100 feet along the “highbank”
of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on mining below
one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider whether
endangered species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel
mining. Without such regulations, our beautiful Ozark streams will be
subject to irresponsible gravel mining that destroys fish and wildlife
habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure and private property.
Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Tyler S. Harris
4119 Toenges Ave.
St. Louis, MO 63116
tsharr93@earthlink.net



Robert L. Temper
5617 Greenton Way
St. Louis, MO 63128

March 19,2004

Larry Caen, Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

RECEIVED
MAR 2 4 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSlm

I appreciate the work by the commission on protection of the streams of Missouri. Having been a member
of the Working Group, I know how difficult it is to come to a compromise on the SUbject of streams and
gravel mining. The two rules requiring buffers and a depth-of-excavation limit are particularly important.
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers required similar rules from April 1995 to April 1997without hardship on
miners. As such, claims by rules opponents that excavation rules will regulate them out of the business
are without foundation. Furthermore, there have been no documented negative economic impacts to the
Ozarks region or the mining industry as a result of those earlier voluntary guidelines. Adopting
excavation rules would provide a foundation for fair competition among all commercial gravel miners.

Claims by rules opponents that gravel must be "cleaned out" of our streams to prevent erosion or should
be bulldozed against eroding stream banks to protect them are quickly revealed as untrue once these
claims are compared to knowledge of stream behavior uncovered by scientists over the last 20 years.
Pushing gravel against stream banks is not an effective means of bank stabilization and requires that
heavy equipment be operated in the stream channel in a manner very similar to gravel excavation.
Gravel ·clean out" and gravel pushing activities also should be limited to the most rare circumstances by
effective excavation rules. If you need expertise on this subject, contact Bill Turner of the Missouri
Department of Conservation. I recently attended a seminar on stream bank stabilization that he
presented that was exceptional. It would go a long way at satisfying land owners if they were made
aware of this type of professional help.

The proposed amendments have already been compromised through the committee work and further at
the public hearings. They should not be further reduced. Do not allow any further delay in implementation
of these amendments. We have gone long enough without real stream protection with adequate
excavation standards.

Thank you for the opportunity to offer comments on these proposed amendments.

Wfi-r--
Robert L. Temper
314-894-0319
rtemper@earthlink.net



RECEIVED
MAR 2 4 2004

MISSOURI LANG
t:lECLAMATION COMMISSIO

March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102,0176

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the efforts of the commission on the proposed excavation standards.
They strike a balance between protection of the stream resources of Missouri and
the commercial value of gravel in the streams. The proposed regulations are a
minimum protection and should not be further compromised Please do not allow
any further delays in their implementation.

Excavation rules should not be limited to commercial gravel miners. City and
County highway departments are major excavators of in'stream gravel, and many
exercise little restraint in how they conduct their excavation activities. Effective
rules should hold them accountable to the same responsibilities that commercial
miners will be held to.

Please complete the approval and implement the performance requirements as
soon as possible to protect the resources of the state. Thank you for the
opportunity to offer comments on the proposed amendments.
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RECEIVED
MAR 2 4 2004

MISSOURI LAND
"lECLAMATION COMMISSlm

March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson Cir-y, MO 65102-0176

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel oPerations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the efforts of the commission on the proposed excavation standards.
They strike a balance between protection of the stream resources of Missouri and
the commercial value of gravel in the streams. The proposed regulations are a
minimum protection and should not be further compromised Please do not allow
any further delays in their implementation.

Excavation rules should not be limited to commercial gravel miners. City and
County highway departments are major excavators of in-stream gravel, and many
exercise little restraint in how they conduct their excavation activities. Effective
rules should hold them accountable to the same responsibilities that commercial
miners will be held to.

Please complete the approval and implement the performance requirements as
soon as possible to protect the resources of the state. Thank you for the
opportunity to offer comments on the proposed amendments.
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March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102,0176

RECEIVEC

MAR 2 4 2004

MISSOURI LAND
qECLAMATION COMMISSIOf'

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the efforts of the commission on the proposed excavation standards.
They strike a balance between protection of the stream resources of Missouri and
the commercial value of gravel in the streams. The proposed regulations are a
minimum protection and should not be further compromised Please do not allow
any further delays in their implementation.

Excavation rules should not be limited to commercial gravel miners. City and
County highway departments are major excavators of in'stream gravel, and many
exercise little restraint in how they conduct their excavation activities. Effective
rules should hold them accountable to the same responsibilities that commercial
miners will be held to.

Please complete the approval and implement the performance requirements as
soon as possible to protect the resources of the state. Thank you for the
opportunity to offer comments on the proposed amendments.
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March 20,2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City. MO 65102-0176

RECEIVED

MAR 2 4 2004

MISSOURI LAND
ClECLAMATION COMMISSIC

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the·eiforts of ihe commission on balance of the proposed excavation
standards between protection of the streams of Missouri and the commercial value of
gravel in those streams.

Fishing and other stream-based recreation are economically important activities in
Missouri. Stream fishing alone accounted for $170 million in direct expenditures in
1996. This figure does not include the additional economic activity generated by
swimmers, canoeists, hunters, and other stream users.

The negative effects of in-stream gravel mining are well documented in the scientific
research literature and have been proven not only nationally but also in the Ozarks of
Missouri and Arkansas. Effects include:
~ erosion of streamside private property and its real estate value,
~ erosion of public property
~ damage to private and public infrastructure such as roads, bridges, pipelines,

and utility lines
~ losses in productivity of valuable fisheries, and
~ losses to biological diversity.

The proposed amendments were reached through compromise and should not be
further reduced. Please do not allow any further delays in their implementation.

Please complete the process quickly to protect the resources of the state. Thank you
for the opportunity to offer comments on the proposed amendments.
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March 20, 2004 .

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

RECEIVED
MAR 2 4 2004

MISSOURI LAND
QECLAMATION COMM/8SIO;'

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the woi'l< of the commission on piOtection of the streams of Missouri as well
as the commercial value of gravel in those streams.

Especially important are the two rules requiring buffers and a depth-of-excavation limit.
From April 1995 to April 1997, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers required that very
similar rules be followed by gravel miners, who were economically viable during that
time. Therefore, claims by rules opponents that excavation rules will regulate them out
of the business are without basis. Furthermore, there have been no documented
negative economic impacts to the Ozarks region or the mining industry as a result of
those earlier voluntary guidelines. Adopting excavation rules would provide a
foundation for fair competition among all commercial gravel miners.

Excavation rules should not be limited to commercial gravel miners. County highway
departments are major excavators of in-stream gravel, and many exercise little restraint
in how they conduct their excavation activities. Effective rules should hold the counties
accountable to the same responsibilities that commercial miners will be held to.

The proposed amendments were reached through compromise and should not be
further compromised. Please do not allow any further delays in their implementation.

Thank you for the opportunity to offer comments on these proposed amendments.
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RECEIVED
MAR 2 4 2004

MISSOURI LAND
~ECLAMATION COMMISSlcr

March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jeffer~on Cit"y, iviO 65102~0176

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the efforts of the commission on the proposed excavation standards.
They strike a balance between protection of the stream resources of Missouri and
the commercial value of gravel in the streams. The proposed regulations are a
minimum protection and should not be further compromised Please do not allow
any further delays in their implementation.

Excavation rules should not be limited to commercial gravel miners. City and
County highway departments are major excavators of in~streamgravel, and many
exercise little restraint in how they conduct their excavation activities. Effective
rules should hold them accountable to the same responsibilities that commercial
miners will be held to.

Please complete the approval and implement the performance requirements as
soon as possible to protect the resources of the state. Thank you for the
opportunity to offer comments on the proposed amendments.
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March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

RECEIVED
MAR 24 2004

MISSOURI LAND
~ECLAMATION COMMISSIOf\

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the efforts of the commission on balance of the proposed excavation
standards between protection of the streams of Missouri and the commercial value of
gravel in those streams.

Fishing and other stream-based recreation are economically important activities in
Missouri. Stream fishing alone accounted for $170 million in direct expenditures in
1996. This figure does not include the additional economic activity generated by
swimmers, canoeists, hunters, and other stream users.

The negative effects of in-stream gravel mining are well documented in the scientific
research literature and have been proven not only nationally but also in the Ozarks of
Missouri and Arkansas. Effects include:
~ erosion of streamside private property and its real estate value I

~ erosion of public property
~ damage to private and public infrastructure such as roads, bridges, pipelines,

and utility lines
~ losses in productivity of valuable fisheries, and
~ losses to biological diversity.

The proposed amendments were reached through compromise and should not be
further reduced. Please do not allow any further delays in their implementation.

Please complete the process quickly to protect the resources of the state. Thank you
for the opportunity to offer comments on the proposed amendments.



March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

RECEIVED

MAR 24 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSIOI'

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the work of the commission on protection of the streams of Missouri as well
as the commercial value of gravel in those streams.

Especially important are the two rules requiring buffers and a depth-of-excavation limit.
From April 1995 to April 1997, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers required that very
similar rules be followed by gravel miners, who were economically viable during that
time. Therefore, claims by rules opponents that excavation rules will regulate them out
of the business are without basis. Furthermore, there have been no documented
negative economic impacts to the Ozarks region or the mining industry as a result of
those earlier voluntary guidelines. Adopting excavation rules would provide a
foundation for fair competition among all commercial gravel miners.

Excavation rules should not be limited to commercial gravel miners. County highway
departments are major excavators of in-stream gravel, and many exercise little restraint
in how they conduct their excavation activities. Effective rules should hold the counties
accountable to the same responsibilities that commercial miners will be held to.

The proposed amendments were reached through compromise and should not be
further compromised. Please do not allow any further delays in their implementation.

Thank you for the opportunity to offer comments on these proposed amendments.



RECEIVED
MAR 24 2004

MISSOURI LAND
'=IECLAMATION COMMISSIO!'

March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102~0176

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the efforts of the commission on the proposed excavation standards.
They strike a balance between protection of the stream resources of Missouri and
the commercial value of gravel in the streams. The proposed regulations are a
minimum protection and should not be further compromised. Please do not allow
any further delays in their implementation.

Excavation rules should not be limited to commercial gravel miners. City and
County highway departments are major excavators of in~stream gravel, and many
exercise little restraint in how they conduct their excavation activities. Effective
rules should hold them accountable to the same responsibilities that commercial
miners will be held to.

Please complete the approval and implement the performance requirements as
soon as possible to protect the resources of the state. Thank you for the
opportunity to offer comments on the proposed amendments.
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March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102~0176

RECEIVED
MAR 2 4 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSION

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel oPerations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the efforts of the commission on the proposed excavation standards.
They strike a balance between protection of the stream resources of Missouri and
the commercial value of gravel in the streams. The proposed regulations are a .
minimum protection and should not be further compromised Please do not allow
any further delays in their implementation.

Excavation rules should not be limited to commercial gravel miners. City and
County highway departments are major excavators of in~stream gravel, and many
exercise little restraint in how they conduct their excavation activities. Effective
rules should hold them accountable to the same responsibilities that commercial
miners will be held to.

Please complete the approval and implement the performance requirements as
soon as possible to protect the resources of the state. Thank you for the
opportunity to offer comments on the proposed amendments.



RECEIVED

MAR 2 4 2004

MISSOURI LAND
ClECLAMATION COMMISSIOf\

March 20,2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box ·176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the efforts of the commission on balance of the proposed excavation
standards between protection of the streams of Missouri and the commercial value of
gravel in those streams. The proposed regulations are a minimum protection and
should not be further compromised. Please do not allow any further delays in their
implementation.

Please complete the approval and implement the performance requirements as soon as
possible to protect the resources of the state. Thank you for the opportunity to offer
comments on the proposed amendments.
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RECEIVED

MAR 2 4 2004

MISSOURI· LANG
ClECLAMATION COMMISSlm'

March 20,2004

Staff Director
land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the efforts of the commission on balance of the proposed excavation
standards between protection of the streams of Missouri and the commercial value of
gravel in those streams. The proposed regulations are a minimum protection and
should not be further compromised. Please do not allow any further delays in their
implementation.

Please complete the approval and implement the perfonnance requirements as soon as
possible to protect the resources of the state. Thank you for the opportunity to offer
comments on the proposed amendments.



RECEIVED
MAR 242004

March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the efforts of the commission on balance of the proposed excavation
standards between protection of the streams of Missouri and the commercial value of
gravel in those streams. .

Fishing and other stream-based recreation are economically important activities in
Missouri. Stream fishing alone accounted for $170 million in direct expenditures in
1996. This flQure does not include the additional economic activity generated by
swimmers, canoeists, hunters, and other stream users.

The proposed amendments are a minimum protection to stream resources and should
not be further reduced. Please do not allow any further delays in their implementation.

Please complete the process as soon as possible to protect the resources of the state.
Thank you for the opportunity to offer comments on the proposed amendments.



March 20,2004

RECEIVED

MAR 2 4 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

MISSOURI LAND
'=lECLAMATION COMMISSIC:

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

i appreciate the work by the commission on protection of the streams of Missouri. The
two rules requiring buffers and a depth-of-excavation limit are especially important.
From April 1995 to April 1997, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers required similar rules
without hardship on miners. As such, claims by rules opponents that excavation rules
will regulate them out of the business are without basis. Furthermore, there have been
no documented negative economic impacts to the Ozarks region or the mining industry
as a result of those earlier voluntary guidelines. Adopting excavation rules would
provide a foundation for fair competition among all commercial gravel miners.

Claims by rules opponents that gravel must be "cleaned out" of our streams to prevent
erosion or should be bulldozed against eroding stream banks to protect them are
quickly revealed as untrue once these claims are compared to knowledge of stream
behavior uncovered by scientists over the last 20 years. Pushing gravel against stream
banks is not an effective means of bank stabilization and requires that heavy equipment
be operated in the stream channel in a manner very similar to gravel excavation.
Gravel "clean out" and gravel pushing activities also should be limited to the most rare
circumstances by effective excavation rules

The proposed amendments have already been compromised and should not be further
reduced. Also, please do not allow any further delay in implementation of the
amendments.

Thank you for the opportunity to offer comments on these proposed amendments.
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March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

RECEIVED

MAR 2 4 2004

MISSOURI LAND
geCLAMATION COMMISSIO

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the work of the commission on protection of the streams of Missouri as well
as the commercial value of gravel in those streams.

Especially important are the two rules requiring buffers and a depth-of-excavation limit.
From April 1995 to April 1997, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers required that very
similar rules be followed by gravel miners, who were economically viable during that
time. Therefore, claims by rules opponents that excavation rules will regulate them out
of the business are without basis. Furthermore, there have been no documented
negative economic impacts to the Ozarks region or the mining industry as a result of
those earlier voluntary guidelines. Adopting excavation rules would provide a
foundation for fair competition among all commercial gravel miners.

Excavation rules should not be limited to commercial gravel miners. County highway
departments are major excavators of in-stream gravel, and many exercise little restraint
in how they conduct their excavation activities. Effective rules should hold the counties
accountable to the same responsibilities that commercial miners will be held to.

The proposed amendments were reached through compromise and should not be
further compromised. Please do not allow any further delays in their implementation.

Thank you for the opportunity to offer comments on these proposed amendments.
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RECEIVEr­

MAR 2 4 2004

MISSOURI LAND
1ECLAMATJON COMMISSI<

March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102~0176

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the efforts of the commission on the proposed excavation standards.
They strike a balance between protection of the stream resources of Missouri and
the commercial value of gravel in the streams. The proposed regulations are a
minimum protection and should not be further compromised. Please do not allow
any further delays in their implementation.

Excavation rules should not be limited to commercial gravel miners. City and
County highway departments are major excavators of in~stream gravel, and many
exercise little restraint in how they conduct their excavation activities. Effective
rules should hold them accountable to the same responsibilities that commercial
miners will be held to.

Please complete the approval and implement the pedormance requirements as
soon as possible to protect the resources of the state. Thank you for the
opportunity to offer comments on the proposed amendments.



March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

RECEIVEr
MAR 2 4 2004

MISSOURI LANC
ClECLAMATION COMMISSIC

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the work by the commission on protection of the streams of Missouri. The
two rules requiring buffers and a depth-of-excavation limit are especially important.
From April 1995 to April 1997, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers required similar rules
without hardship on miners. As such, claims by rules opponents that excavation rules
will regulate them out of the business are without basis. Furthermore, there have been
no documented negative economic impacts to the Ozarks region or the mining industry
as a result of those earlier voluntary guidelines. Adopting excavation rules would
provide a foundation for fair competition among all commercial gravel miners.

Claims by rules opponents that gravel must be "cleaned out" of our streams to prevent
erosion or should be bulldozed against eroding stream banks to protect them are
quickly revealed as untrue once these claims are compared to knowledge of stream
behavior uncovered by scientists over the last 20 years. Pushing gravel against stream
banks is not an effective means of bank stabilization and requires that heavy equipment
be operated in the stream channel in a manner very similar to gravel excavation.
Gravel "clean out" and gravel pushing activities also should be limited to the most rare
circumstances by effective excavation rules

The proposed amendments have already been compromised and should not be further
reduced. Also, please do not allow any further delay in implementation of the
amendments.

Thank you for the opportunity to offer comments on these proposed amendments.
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MAR 24 2004
March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the work by the commission on protection of the streams of Missouri. The
two rules requiring buffers and a depth-of-excavation limit are especially important.
From April 1995 to April 1997, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers required similar rules
without hardship on miners. As such, claims by rules opponents that excavation rules
will regulate them out of the business are without basis. Furthermore, there have been
no documented negative economic impacts to the Ozarks region or the mining industry
as a result of those eartier voluntary guidelines. Adopting excavation rules would
provide a foundation for fair competition among all commercial gravel miners.

Claims by rules opponents that gravel must be "cleaned out" of our streams to prevent
erosion or should be bulldozed against eroding stream banks to protect them are
quickly revealed as untrue once these claims are compared to knowledge of stream
behavior uncovered by scientists over the last 20 years. Pushing gravel against stream
banks is not an effective means of bank stabilization and requires that heavy equipment
be operated in the stream channel in a manner very similar to gravel excavation.
Gravel "clean out" and gravel pushing activities also should be limited to the most rare
circumstances by effective excavation rules

The proposed amendments have already been compromised and should not be further
reduced. Also, please do not allow any further delay in implementation of the
amendments.

Thank you for the opportunity to offer comments on these proposed amendments.
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RECEIVED
MAR 242004

REC MISSOURI LAND
. LAMATION COMM/SSIOf\:

March 20. 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the efforts of the commission on balance of the proposed excavation
standards between protection of the streams of Missouri and the commercial value of
gravel in those streams. The proposed regulations are a minimum protection and
should not be further compromised. Please do not allow any further delays in their
implementation.

Please complete the approval and implement the perfonnance requirements as soon as
possible to protect the resources of the state. Thank you for the opportunity to offer
comments on the proposed amendments.
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March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

RECEIVED

MAR 24 2004

MISSOURI LAND
"lECLAMATION COMMISSIOI'

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the work of the commission on protection of the streams of Missouri as well
as the commercial value of gravel in those streams.

Especially important are the two rules requiring buffers and a depth-of-excavation limit.
From April 1995 to April 1997, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers required that very
similar rules be followed by gravel miners, who were economically viable during that
time. Therefore, claims by rules opponents that excavation rules will regulate them out
of the business are without basis. Furthermore, there have been no documented
negative economic impacts to the Ozarks region or the mining industry as a result of
those earlier voluntary guidelines. Adopting excavation rules would provide a
foundation for fair competition among all commercial gravel miners.

Excavation rules should not be limited to commercial gravel miners. County highway
departments are major excavators of in-stream gravel, and many exercise little restraint
in how they conduct their excavation activities. Effective rules should hold the counties
accountable to the same responsibilities that commercial miners will be held to.

The proposed amendments were reached through compromise and should not be
further compromised. Please do not allow any further delays in their implementation.

Thank you for the opportunity to offer comments on these proposed amendments.
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RECEIVED
MAR 2 4 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSIO"

March 20, 2004

Staff Director
land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0178

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the efforts of the commission on balance of the proposed excavation
standards between protection of the streams of Missouri and the commercial value of
gravel in those streams. .

Fishing and other stream-based recreation are economically important activities in
Missouri. Stream fishing alone accounted for $170 million in direct expenditures in
1996. This figure does not include the additional economic activity generated by

. swimmers, canoeists, hunters, and other stream users.

The proposed amendments are a minimum protection to stream resources and should
not be further reduced. Please do not allow any further delays in their implementation.

Please complete the process as soon as possible to protect the resources of the state.

Thank you for the opportunity to~ents on he ~Jmendments.
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RECEIVED

MAR 24 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSIC

March 20,2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the efforts of the commission on balance of the proposed excavation
standards between protection of the streams of Missouri and the commercial value of
gravel in those streams. The proposed regulations are a minimum protection and
should not be further compromised. Please do not allow any further delays in their
implementation.

Please complete the approval and implement the performance requirements as soon as
possible to protect the resources of the state. Thank you for the opportunity to offer
comments on the proposed amendments.



March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

RECEIVEr
MAR 2 4 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSI(,

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the work of the commission on protection of the streams of Missouri as well
as the commercial value of gravel in those streams.

Especially important are the two rules requiring buffers and a depth-of-excavation limit.
From April 1995 to April 1997, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers required that very
similar rules be followed by gravel miners, who were economically viable during that
time. Therefore, claims by rules opponents that excavation rules will regulate them out
of the business are without basis. Furthermore, there have been no documented
negative economic impacts to the Ozarks region or the mining industry as a result of
those earlier voluntary guidelines. Adopting excavation rules would prOVide a
foundation for fair competition among all commercial gravel miners.

Excavation rules should not be limited to commercial gravel miners. County highway
departments are major excavators of in-stream gravel, and many exercise little restraint
in how they conduct their excavation activities. Effective rules should hold the counties
accountable to the same responsibilities that commercial miners will be held to.

The proposed amendments were reached through compromise and should not be
further compromised. Please do not allow any further delays in their implementation.

Thank you for the opportunity to offer comments o~ these /sedjajrendments.

~;r- 0!~'
,t;r//! ~rrlY-
ij5tft7 A )~a16tJ/(}ufA Av~.

61/ U/I/f h!o ~3/16
/



March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

RECEIVED
MAR 24 2004

MISSOURI LAND
qECLAMATION COMMISSIOf'

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the work by the commission on protection of the streams of Missouri. The
two rules requiring buffers and a depth-of-excavation limit are especially important.
From April 1995 to April 1997, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers required similar rules
without hardship on miners. As such, claims by rules opponents that excavation rules
will regulate them out of the business are without basis. Furthermore, there have been
no documented negative economic impacts to the Ozarks region or the mining industry
as a result of those earlier voluntary guidelines. Adopting excavation rules would
provide a foundation for fair competition among all commercial gravel miners.

Claims by rules opponents that gravel must be "cleaned out" of our streams to prevent
erosion or should be bulldozed against eroding stream banks to protect them are
quickly revealed as untrue once these claims are compared to knowledge of stream
behavior uncovered by scientists over the last 20 years. Pushing gravel against stream
banks is not an effective means of bank stabilization and requires that heavy equipment
be operated in the stream channel in a manner very similar to gravel excavation.
Gravel "clean out" and gravel pushing activities also should be limited to the most rare
circumstances by effective excavation rules

The proposed amendments have already been compromised and should not be further
reduced. Also, please do not allow any further delay in Implementation of the
amendments.

Thank you for the opportunity to offer comments on these proposed amendments.



RECEIVED
MAR 24 2004

MISSOURI LAND
~ECLAMAT'ON COMMISSIOr.

March 20. 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the efforts of the commission on balance of the proposed excavation
standards between protection of the streams of Missouri and the commercial value of
gravel in those streams. The proposed regulations are a minimum protection and
should not be further compromised. Please do not allow any further delays in their
implementation.

Please complete the approval and implement the performance requirements as soon as
possible to protect the resources of the state. Thank you for the opportunity to offer
comments on the proposed amendments.
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lanyCoen

land Reclamation ProgramMissouri DNR

P.O. Box 176

Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re; Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

RECEIVED

MAR 24 2004

MISSOURI LAND
,=\ECLAMATION COMMISSIO'

I have been an active Missouri Stream Team member since 1996 and I urge Missouri DNR to
move forward with the adoption ofenforceable regulations that set reasonable limitations on in­
stream gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted to allow for mining to continue but also protect our precious
streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of mining, placement ofhazardous
materials and protection ofsensitive streams will not interfere with the operations of responsible
miners that have followed these practices for years. However, they will prevent the handful of
bad actors from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, I favor a buffer of20 feet between the mining activity and the water's edge to
protect the integrity ofthe stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer of 100 feet along the
"highbaniC of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on mining below one-foot
above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider whether endangered species are
present before issuing a mining permit.

Please adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. Without such regulations, our
beautiful Ozark: streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel mining that destroys fish and
wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure and private property.

Sincerely,

/7~t2/~
JZ. Blackwood

Concord Stream Team, #742

6031 CR 105

Carthage, MO 64836



3 - 22 - 04 c. Russell Wood
Ozark Chapter

Property Rights Congress

RECEIVED

MAR 24 2004

MISSOURI LAND
qECLAMATION COMMISSlm

Let me commend you on sticking with your original intent of accepting the
preferred wording of the workgroup that you asked to refine the proposed sand and
gravel rules.The ten item set of rules you have adopted is more reasonable than the

original set you proposed.
Aside from the fact that a majority of the workgroup voted in favor of

keeping guidelines instead of implementing rules, three important points are still not
dealt with.

1. Economic impact
2.Curtailing landowners' rights to sell renewable resources
3.Showing a need for laws.

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
P.O. Bo~efferson City, M065102

/7v
Dear Sir,

To say the economic impact will not exceed $500 is completely ludicrous.
The regulations reduce the amount of sand and gravel that can be removed drastically.
A landowner does not receive much for each yard of product removed, but the combin­
ed revenue lost statewide certainly exceeds $500.

I've heard both Reclamation and Missouri Department of Conservation
staff members explain that the new regulations would have no more impact than the
guidelines that commercial operators are already required to follow. True, but thafs
like saying, "We tore the roof off your house yesterday, so you won't get any wetter to­
morrow than you did tOday."

Limiting Gravel removal and essentially directing that gravel be taken
from locations away from the stream where ifs less plentiful- as opposed to near or
in the stream where the gravel is, takes away the rights of the landowner to manage
and sell a renewable resource from his land.

All through the proceedings and to this day, no scientific proof has been
presented to show a need for these proposed rules. No real time studies of the impact
of gravel removal from Ozark streams have been made or presented as evidence of
need.

A recent paper prepared by Michael J. Roell, MDC showed an overview
of what operators are doing in their gravel mining operations, and repeated previously
drawn assumptions, but did nothing to show cause and effect or a need for rules.

So much has been made of head cutting and that is the stated reason for
not wanting gravel removed below water level. Yet Roell reports that from arial obser­
vation he is unable to detect mining below the water surface. If this practice is as dev­
astating as has been presented, you would think it would be easily spotted. Evidently
he didn't find ruinous conditions that warranted rules being placed on a landowner's
rights to manage his own property.

~\1(1( ~

c. Russell Wood



>  Bob Parker Comments on New Regulations
>On Sand and Gravel Mining in Missouri
>
>
>Ok, let's see. Here we are after months and months of meetings and
discussions on the Sand and gravel mining issue. What has happened?
>
>1. In the beginning DNR places  new regulations in the  Missouri Register to
become law. No input from private citizens or industry. DNR  admits that about 5
people within the Bureau of Land Reclamation drafted the  regulations.
>
>2. Due to opposition by industry and concerned citizens DNR decides to  hold
hearings and gather public input on the issue according to the law. DNR is  told
by Texas County Commissioners that they have violated the law contained in
the Federal NEPA Act by not involving Texas County in discussions about the
economic impact to Texas County. DNR decides to form a committee to look at
the  issue.
>
>3. DNR chooses who is on the committee to review the regulations. A  majority
of the group supports the regulations. When the minority finds out that  votes will
be taken on each regulation to see if it stands, the minority cries  foul as many
individuals supporting regulations work for the government, several  from the
same agencies. These individuals decide not to vote. Now the minority  is the
majority.
>
>4. The majority of the group asks to see data on the economic impact of  these
proposed regulations. It is discovered that no economic studies have been  done
on any of the proposed regulations.
>
>5. The majority asks about any pertinent scientific studies on the  effects of
gravel mining in Missouri. No studies were presented from Missouri.  Studies
from the Pacific Northwest, the Desert Southwest, Indonesia, and other  areas
were presented. Because of the great differences in soil types and  conditions
the majority questioned the applicability of these studies to our  Ozark streams.
The Majority is told that DNR doesn't have the money or time to  do any studies
on this issue.
>
>6. The workgroup is told by the facilitator, who is paid by DNR, that  her boss,
DNR Director Stephen Mafood, has told her that the group has been  assembled
to write regulations. We are told by DNR that if we are not here to  write new
regulations, then we should leave. Any objections or questions about  economic
or science are not to interfere with the regulation writing process.  Several object
to the refusal to look at economics and science surrounding the  issue. We are
told by DNR that new regulations must be written and there is no  time to look
into these issues. Again, it was made clear to the workgroup that  if we refused to
begin writing new guidelines/regulations, then we should leave.  Most that had



objected choose to stay to at least be able to have imput into the  wording of the
regulations. If we leave those who support regulations will write  whatever they
want.
>
>7.The workgroup begins writing regulations, a vote is taken whether or  not the
new regulations should just be guidelines and not regulations. The  majority
votes that the wording that we are working on should not be adopted as
regulations but as guidelines. It is clear to me DNR will want these to be new
regulations as they made it clear they want the force of law and the ability to  levy
fines.
>
>I personally tried to come to these meetings with an open mind and  listen to the
facts about this issue. I have read all of the studies and been to  all but one of the
meetings. We still don't know the economic impact  of  these new regulations.
How will these new regulations impact the  following economic areas.
>
>a. The cost of sand and gravel?
>b. The availability of sand and gravel?
>c. The impact on concrete prices?
>d. The impact on road cost at the local, state and federal level?
>e. The impact to machinery dealers that supply this industry?
>f. The impact on people thinking about getting into the business or  staying in?
>g. Will we lose local jobs?
>h. The impact to our local tax base?
>i. The economic impact to the people that own the sand and gravel,  local
landowners?
>j. How hard will it be for DNR to add feet to the new 10 ft buffer zone
restriction? Can't DNR just slowly rachet up these new regulations to basically
stop all gravel removal?
>k. A new study reveals that the vast majority of gravel mining isn't in
compliance with the guidelines. DNR maintains that adopting these new
regulations won't have an economic impact of over $500. This new study proves
beyond a doubt that DNR has grossly underestimated the cost to gravel miners
and  the rest of our Missouri economy.
>
>The real cost of these new regulations remains virtually unanswered as  none of
them were dealt with by this workgroup because DNR refused to take the  time
for the workgroup to address economic issues. The majority of the group  wanted
to look at these issues but were denied the ability to do so. I might add  that the
Missouri Farm Bureau states that DNR should study the economic and  scientific
impact of these new regulations before adopting any.
>
>As to the scientific concerns that many of the workgroup members had
including myself. We were expected by DNR staff to accept studies done in other
countries and states, none of them in Missouri I might add, as to what the  impact
of sand and gravel mining to Ozarks streams is. I can understand how



headcutting can be a problem on a stream in the desert Southwest that has a
mud  bottom and little gravel, but I can't see how it could be a problem on an
Ozark  stream with a rock bottom and an excess of gravel. This headcutting
issue is  constantly being cited as a huge problem. In our area the huge problem
seems to  be too much gravel filling up the streams. No studies have been done
to see if  headcutting can be a problem on gravel rich, rock bottom streams like
we have in  most of the Ozarks region. I still have many questions about the
scientific  aspects of gravel mining, such as.
>
>a. Does excess gravel in the stream constrict the waterway, forcing the  water to
cut the streambanks?
>b. Does excess gravel reduce fish habitat? The Conservation Commission
removes gravel from our State Parks to provide for trout. Won't fish habitat be
enhanced by gravel removal?
>c. I would like to see the data from the Conservation Commission about  their
gravel removal activities in the trout parks and other streams. We need an
indepth study on this issue.
>d. Doesn't leaving vegetation on the gravel bar force the water to the  opposite
bank and cause increased streambank erosion?
>e. I understand that there is an issue with sediments covering fish  eggs, but if
gravel left in the stream causes increased streambank erosion,  couldn't
sediments be reduced by gravel removal?
>f. The proposed 10ft buffer zone is very problematic. Won't allowing  brush to
grow on the gravel bars on the inside bend of the river cause more  water
pressure and velocity on the opposite streambank causing increased erosion
and sediment such as is taking place on Potters creek in Texas County which I
might add is being managed by Bill Turner and the Deptment of Conservation
and  is a disaster?
>G. I also understand that Bill Turner trains gravel mining inspectors  for DNR.
Do his views represent the general views and policy of the Conservation
Department? I can only assume they do. I believe these policies will be a
disaster for our Missouri streams. Again, just come and study Potters creek in
Texas County to see the results of this junk science.
>
>Not one instance of a benefit of gravel removal was presented by anyone
opposed to gravel mining. Has DNR's approach to this issue been fair and
balanced? It has not.
>
>If gravel removal is helpful to our streams by improving fish habitat  and
reducing streambank erosion
>by opening the water channel to allow for water to reduce pressure on  the
opposite bank, then we could be doing exactly the wrong thing for our fish  and
our streams and rivers. We have listened to the
>so-called experts from the Conservation Department about the Muti-flora  Rose
and the Otters. We need to start making regulatory decisions based on more



than emotions and opinions. We need sound science and additionally we must
know  the economic impact of these regulations.
>
>   If you don't think we need to worry about economic impacts  just tell that to
Missouri schools or the Department of Transportation. How much  more will it
cost to build a road if those who oppose gravel mining have their  way? They
proposed 100 ft buffer zones from the streams in our meetings. That  would
virtually end sand and gravel production in the Ozarks.
>Where will the aggregates come from for construction projects?  Quarries? How
many new quarries are being permitted this year in the state? Will  the gravel be
dredged from the Missouri River? What will it cost to transport it  to the Ozarks?
What about environmentalists already trying to shut down dredging  in the
Missouri river? Why has MoDot refused to get involved in this issue? I  have
asked them to look at the issue. It appears they don't understand the  impact of
this issue, but then, they haven't seemed to understand the impact of  many
issues it seems lately.
>
>  When I became involved in this issue I suspected in a  general way that
regulators don't really understand the true impact of their  regulations. After
working through this process, I have realized that my worst  fears about DNR
have been confirmed. This is an agency out of control with no  concern for taking
a balanced look at this issue. My only hope is that the  Missouri Legislature or the
Govenor will get involved in overseeing DNR and  other regulatory agencies.
Additionally, I believe the Counties located in the  Ozarks should bring a class
action suit against DNR if these regulations are  adopted. The claim by DNR that
the impact of these regulations is not more than  $500 to the entire state is
unbelievable. DNR's position seems to be stop us if  you can.
>
>In the strongest possible terms I urge our elected officials to put a  stop to the
extreme activities of this agency. I also urge our elected officials  to demand
proper time be spent looking at the economic and environmental issues  involved
in gravel mining.  DNR Director Mafood personally promised me  in a letter in the
Rolla paper that these issues that I have raised would be  looked into. This is a
promise that Director Mafood did not keep.
>
>DNR's slogan is ''Excellence and Integrity in all we do''. Their new  slogan
should be ''We do anything we want to do''.
>
>
> Bob Parker, Texas County Farm Bureau Information Chairman



Jerry Jarosik
9511 Hale Drive
St. Louis, MO 133123

March 18,2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Depal1ment of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

RECEIVED

MAR 2 5 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSION

Re: ProposE!d amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate thf~ efforts of the commission in reaching a balance in the proposed
excavation standards between protection of the streams of Missouri and the commercial
value of gravel in those streams. The proposed excavation regulations are a minimum
protection and should not be further compromised. Neither should there be any further
delays in implementation.

Please complete final approval and commence the implementation and enforcement of
the performanc:e requirements as soon as possible to protect the resources of the state.
Thank you for the opportunity to offer comments on the proposed amendments.

Jerry Jarosik

,.' .



TE~QS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
210 North Grand Avenue

Houston, Missouri 65483-1226

February 12,2004

Land Reclamation Commission
Dept of Natural Resources
P. O. Box 176
Jefferson Cil:y, Missouri 65102

Dear Members,

We, the Texas County Planning Commission members, wish to make known our great
concern about the proposed In-stream sand and gravel rules that are in the process of
becoming regulations. While at the present time these are for Commercial mining, it is a
concern that the next step will be to go after private landowners as well.
At the present time, under the proposed guidelines, Commercial Mining Company's are
required to have a reclamation plan ready when they apply for a permit from DNR. This
procedure is in place and working well.
Concerning the private land owners, as has been stated, they can remove the gravel that is
choking their stream using their own equipment. If someone is hired to do the work a
permit will be required, thereby adding undo hardship on the landowner. The landowner
owns the land, pays the taxes, is the steward and guardian of his property. They should
not have the burden of a Governmental agency infringing or placing restrictions. We all
want to keep our property, land and streams in the very best possible condition, to pass on
to our children, grandchildren, and many generations to come. To say a private
landowner can stock pile the gravel away somewhere and only use it for his own use, but
not sell it, seems to be infringing on his private rights. It is his renewable resource, just
as timber, cattle, hay, etc. That should be the landowners decision, not mandated by
Government Employees.
We would n:commend that the guidelines remain guidelines and not mandatory
regulations. Regulations will place additional economic costs on all the people of
Missouri. We also feel DNR needs to be responsible and held accountable to make
economic impact studies for each area ofMissouri. Missouri streams, waterways,
accumulation of gravel, formation of stream bottoms are not all the same. If the agency
wants to mandate to the people of Missouri, they must show proofof the economic cost
to that partic:ular area.
On behalf of the Texas County Planning Commission, private landowners, private
citizens of Texas County, we appreciate your reading and taking our concerns into
consideration on this very important matter.

Respectfully,

W~.~~
Wilma Jeanne Urban, President



To: Land Reclamation Committee
Otd: Mar 25,04

From: Citizen of Texas County, Missouri

Dear Committee,

Does the citizen have any declslon on how this State addresses its issues?
The governor of Wyoming is practicing democracy. There plan on the wolf issue
was a reflection of the will of the people. Does Missouri governor also accept the
will of the people? In our past meetings, I have quoted passages from the Army
Engineering book and a college class's Micro-Biology book that shows the
science on this issue. This statement that you received from me previously is
science backed up by the very books that is being taught in colleges and in the
Anny! It is apparent that your gravel mining issue is not with the ecological
science of rive:rs and streams, there has never been a debate about that. I presume
this issue of using sand and gravel is of a political nature. Therefore, I will make
my comments of a political nature.

A Streams and River law of the United States was read in the past meeting.
It stated that a non navigatable river, class III, on the owners private land belong to
the property owner. Today, you are still here debating regulations on private
property as if a land owner doesn't have the right to his property taxed non­
navigatable river or stream gravel! The law and the US Constitution was written so
that a property owner would keep the right to use or give away all the gravel he
wanted. Then why does the user of this resource -!:,travel- need a licence or permit
tax when using a large amount? Sales tax is a different issue. The law states that
a navigatable river's resources belong to the public and are for the public's use.
Then why does the State of Missouri tax a resident for this gravel? Also a
Missiouri resident has to show a receipt for payment called a fishing licence tax
before he can go fishing in public rivers and lakes? Tax, licence, and permit is
when paying money to a government official for the use of something that does not
belong to the government. The semantics of the words: tax, licence and permit is
when money is given to a government.

CurrentJly, when issues are presented to us, we are directed to comment on
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the already proposed regulations and taxes that the LRC chooses as to regulate and
tax our community's resources may it be called a tax, licence or permit. The law
states that the Land Reclamation Committee must consider all comments and
forward them to their superiors. You are chosen by your governor and not
publicaUy eleded, so you are not accountable to the public, but the Governor of
the State is aecountable! In a representative democratic society, citizens or their
elected repres·entatives of a community are to have control over matters placed on
the agenda for that community. This agenda of 'Sand and Gravel' is not an agenda
of the citizens that live here, it is the agenda of a non citizen that does not live
here. The question is whether the non-elected decision-makers are adhering to
the democratic process. The guidance for LRC members who serve here are to
give support ~Jr the' peoples will' of the citizens that live in these local areas of
concern. Its that the State supports its citizens and not the citizens support the
State!

How much time does the citizen commit to with this ongoing gravel issue
before it is considered unreasonable? Some organizations, as the UNESCO,
participates in the regulation of Biospheres and etc. in our land, trains and helps
finance many organizations to fulfill UNESCO's agenda. The Sierra Club is an
NGO affiliate with UNESCO. These NGOs are not elected by the citizens from
areas of conce:rn and neither are they representatives of these communities of
concern. This raises the question oflegality. Our nation has been managed under
a democratic process by the wiJI of the people and for the will of the people and
sanctified by our Constitution. These community policy conflicts include issues
like road upkeep that depend on using dry river and stream bed gravel, private
ownership of timber use, gravel mining permits to take gravel from public and
private land, losing private property to the UNESCO's Biosphere programs, and
Desertification's regulations that may restrict the owner's use of his water and
trees. All these policies tend to add to the list of conflicts! NGOs as the Sierra
Club may show partiality towards the UNESCO's agenda and therefore should not
be considered in any decision making for a community that the policies will
effect. Only the communities of concern, to include their Land Use Plan, should
be recognized by you (LRC). It is already a law that is still 'on the books' and
should be honored respectfully.

The LRC have allowed inside area of concern citizens and outside area of
concern organizations to participate in discussions that the LRC chooses. By the
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LRC using comments from any people 'outside and inside the area of concern', you
(LRC) can make claims that you have involved the concerned citizens in the
development of policies. If this procedure of using 'outside' organizations, as the
Sierra Club and UNESCO's guidance/regulations from the UNDP's Sustainable
Environment program agendas (UNEP), does not stop, the LRC participation with
these 'outside' organizations will make a mockery ofour democratic process. As it
stands today, many other countries make mockery of our democracy! Ifyou honor
the American way of democracy, you also will not make a mockery of the
presiding governor that had chosen this LRC council! If the governor wants to
honor our democracy, his guidance to you will be to consider the responses of the
effected citizens of the community on this issue. The counties of concern has
elected officials that are knowledgeable to detennine the criteria of their own socio­
economic make-up. Texas County has a Land Use Plan that, by law, makes the
decision and not some non-community citizen or some Non Government
Organization (NGO) to intrude in our own county policies.

The law of the land (written early 1800s for US of A) was read out loud at a
fonner meeting at this LRC in Jefferson city last year (2003) about this gravel issue.
The law statedl that non navigatable rivers, and streams, class III, belong to the
property owner. The gravel in shallow rivers and streams are part of the property
that belongs to the property owner and therefore shall not need a pennit to use a
little or large amount of gravel. I find this meeting today unconstitutional and
unacceptable under the Land Use Plan of Texas County.

--------------------------Encl----------------------

Sincerely,
Richard David Dellennan
Citizen of Texas County,
Missouri
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To: TRC, Je1ferson City, Mo.
To: Department ofNatural Resources, Jefferson City, Mo.
To: The Governor of Missouri

From: Concerned citizen of Texas County, Mo. USA

Dtd: Mar 25, 04

Below comments are from the http://dnr.mo.gov Web Site of Research Statement
given by the Land Reclamation Program, attachment D of "Impacts of gravel
mining"( Sand and Gravel Briefing Response). I would like to address these
statements!

DNR

Brown, Arthur and Lyttle, MadiJine 1994. Impacts of gravel mining on
stream ecosystems.

University of Arkansas states:
1.) "Erosion results from gravel mining disturbances causes several problems in
addition to altering channel morphology and undercutting riparian trees."

My reply: Erosion occurs when gravel builds up thereby raising the water level in
that specific area. When it rains, sometimes the water level will raise even farther
up and over the Soil Erosion Line's natural river bed. The Soil Erosion Line is
located above the gravel bed of the river bank. Without removing these newly
raised gravel beds, their newly sprouting trees and brush will change the river's
morphology. All debris MUST be taken out of the river/stream bed so the raised
gravel mound can be lowered down to the river's natural bottom's gravel bed.

Riparian areas are defined as:

The dic/ionary defines: Rip- to tear apart or ofI Another word defined:
Rip- a swift current made by rising water. So the part ofthe word 'rip' in
'riparian' is referred to the ability for water to form gravel/ aggregate dirt banks
by its current' Riparian: an area ~rwaterflow that formed aggregate banks;
raised land masses in swamps, rivers, and lakes. River Bank: a mound or heap,



raised aggregate jormedjromjlowing wafer, a shallow place in water.)
Therefore riparian areas are where water is existing and where flowing water
forms the riv1er's, lake's, and swamp's morphology.

To keep top soil from washing away and changing the river's morphology,
we must lower these high gravel mounds. Trees and brush must be taken out inside
river/stream bi~ds!

University of Arkansas states:
2.) Gravel mi1ing wilL "Fine sediments are released - - - mcreasing turbidity in the
water."
"Catastrophic drift downstream - - - transported sediments"

My reply: Turbidity of sand will drift downstream when removing a raised gravel
bank but:
when this gravel bank is left to close-in the width of a river making it narrower
and/or shallower, this river current will flow faster and higher at this raised river
bed site. When water level rise above the Erosion Point, "fine sediment" of top soil
is released thereby creating a "catastrophic drift" of TOP SOIL "downstream".
So, the gravel mining wiJl prevent a catastrophic Top Soil drift downstream!

University of Arkansas states:
3.) "Aggradation buries - - organisms"

My reply: The stream and river's sand and gravel sediment continues to move by
swift currents of water. When mounds of gravel builds up and eventually close-in
the river's width. the water raises and the water current speeds up. This movement
inhibits plant and algae to attach themselves to the riverbed but also more nutrients
are released into the water. Microorganisms grow on stationary river-beds as well
as fast moving water. Many types of "organisms" also attach themselves to
moving "aggradation"!

University of Arkansas states:
4.) "When gravel is removed - - during floods turbidity is higher than normal".
"channel defonnation"

My reply: "'When gravel is removed," this area will hold more water thereby
slowing up tht: current and "turbidity" in that depend area. In all floods, aggregate
turbidity is always moving down stream but where the gravel has been taken out
down to the natural river bed, will help collect this sediment. Where there is raised



gravel mounds, "flood sediment" will collect on this water obstacle and enhance a
channel defonnation and erosion.

Brown, Kenneth and Curole, Jason 1993.
Effects of gravel mining and shell morphology
Louisiana Sta:te University states:
1.) "Gravel mining results in bank erosion" 2.) "- - mussels stranded in shallow
meanders and pools - - that they choose to live in - - - but the pool level drys up as
the river level drops." "Gravel mining has evidently eradicated the mussels".

My reply: tvlussels live in sand or mud or are attached to rocks in shallow
polluted water, page3452 of Universal World Reference Encyclopedia, Library of
Congress Cat~Jog Card Number: 66-17303. Freshwater mussels are found in lakes,
ponds, and streams in the central and southern United States. The Unionidae and
Muteidae mussels during their early developmental stages are parasitic on fish.
These mussel embryos are extruded into the water and become attached to and
embedded in the gills and Finns of a variety of fish. In the edible mussel (Mytilus
eduli, called the blue mussel, the eggs and sperm are shed into the water where
fertilization takes place. In one and a halfweeks it becomes an adult mussel. The
embryo stays (?/loatfor a month or so, held by a bubble held in a threadfrom a
.film in a good flow ofclear water, page 1097, Encyclopedia Britannica, volume 15.

''These are a type of mussel that live in the raised gravel bed mounds but dies
when the river level lowers". Gravel mining out these high gravel beds will enable
the river to hold a greater volume of water in a rain stonn. By widening and
deepening this raised gravel mound will lower the water level farther below the
Erosion Line of the river bed inhibiting a likely erosion from a rain stonn. This is
how gravel mining prevents "bank erosion"! As gravel fills up a section of the
river, the water becomes shallower. Some mussels "choose to live in this shallow
places." Mussels also live in the top part of the sand and gravel bed that is near the
sides of the river bedfbank and also on the bottom of the river bed. So, by
removing the raised gravel bedslbanks wi)) deepen these sections of built up gravel,
the mussels won't have this "raised section for pools of water to exist and later dry
up". This was stated in statements 1.) and 2.). So these type of mussels will
congregate on the gravel beds located on the side of streams and rivers! So "gravel
mining" will help stop the "eradication of these specific mussels"!

Summery

Morphology is a physical structure of geography or an organism. This word



is used to a physical/structural change in riparian areas of rivers, lakes, and swamp
areas. Chan~jng the morphology of the river/stream by the erosion of top soil, and
the dying of mussels are the results of raised river/stream beds. Many of the
expressed rea~;oning from the Sand and Gravel Briefing given on this Web Site are
not founded! Bridge Engineers will tell you that sand banks build up on one side of
a river win cwate a faster current on the opposite side that will wash out the land
that supports that side of the bridge.

The gravel taken out in these raised river beds is a service to our county's
environment. I believe that the sand and gravel river mining companies are doing
us a service and should be given support in doing so. Because of the Texas County
Land Use Plan, the elected County Commissioners is the authority of all rivers and
streams in our county. The State Governor can give support to the Texas County's
stream and river maintenance instead of the Texas County's gravel mining
operators giving support to the State by paying money to them for a gravel mining
permit tax! Your support will show the people in Texas County that our governor
governs: "For the people and by the people". I request that you remove unfounded
and unwarranted regulations off the register.

Sincerely,
Richard David Dellerman
8235 Hwy 17
Bucyrus, Texas County,
Mo. 65444
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March 25, 2004

Larry Coen, StaJfDirector
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department ofNatural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

RECEIVED

MAR 2 9 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSION

The citizens of Missouri have consistently supported efforts to retain the unique qualities ofour
streams. Rivers have a natural cycle of moving within their flood plain. The more we try to
engineer our stwams the more unnatural they become and as a result less predictable, less
productive and less appealing. We saved the Meramec River from unnatural manipulation.
Today it is a success story ofleaving our natural streams be natural. One only has to look at
Crooked Creek in Arkansas to see the effects ofunregulated gravel mining. It has become a
sterile, often tot,dly dry scar where one of the most beautiful streams used to be. Instead ofclear
flowing water with native stream creatures like smallmouth bass it is now reduced to a series of
muddy, stagnant holes dominated by carp. Do we want to see this happen in Missouri?

I wish to compl(;:rnent the commission on the proposed rules regarding sand and gravel
excavation. While not perfect, I appreciate the work the commission has done on protection of
the streams ofMissouri. The two rules most important to us are those requiring buffers and a
limit on the depth-of-excavation. The Department OfNatural Resources must be vigilant in its
task of identifying and protecting endangered species. These standards will no doubt assist in
that effort.

The proposed amendments have already been compromised through the committee and public
hearings process. The proposed standards should not be further compromised by this process.
Do not allow any further delay in implementation of these proposed amendments. We have gone
long enough without real stream protection with adequate excavation standards.

Thank you for tbe opportunity to offer comments on the proposed amendments.

Remember our state motto is "Where the rivers run".

Daniel F. CUITat1
604 Rusholm Ct
Ballwin, MO 63021



Ozark Fly Fishms
P.O. Box 1975:3
St. Louis, MO ~)3144

March 20, 2004

Larry Coen, Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

RECEIVED

MAR 3 0 2004

MISSOURI LAND
'=lECLAMATJON COMMISSIOi'~

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

On behalf of th,e Ozark Fly Fishers I wish to complement the commission on the
proposed rules regarding sand and gravel excavation. While not perfect, we appreciate
the work the ccmmission has done on protection of the streams of Missouri. The two
rules most important to us are those requiring buffers and a limit on the depth-of­
excavation. Tte Department Of Natural Resources must be vigilant in its task of
identifying and protecting endangered species. These standards will no doubt assist in
that effort.

Claims by rule~i opponents that gravel must be "cleaned out" of our streams to prevent
erosion have m> basis. Manipulating gravel against stream banks is not an effective
means of bank stabilization. Our neighbor state, Arkansas, has come to the realization
that streams are to valuable to allow gravel mining and have taken much more
strenuous approach to regulate these activities.

The proposed amendments have already been compromised through the committee
and public heal"ings process. The proposed standards should not be further
compromised by this process. Do not allow any further delay in implementation of these
proposed amendments. We have gone long enough without real stream protection with
adequate excavation standards.

Thank you (he opportunity to offer comments on the proposed amendments.

f4f-1~
Ozark Fly Fishms
Robert L. Temper, Conservation Director



March 20, 20C4

Staff Director
Land Reclameltion Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

RECEIVED

MAR 3 1 2004

MISSOURI LAND
qECLAMATION COMMISSIO:'

Re: Proposl~ amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commis:)ioners;

I appreciate the work of the commission on protection of the streams of Missouri as well
as the commercial value of gravel in those streams.

Especially imJ=,ortant are the two rules requiring buffers and a depth-of-excavation limit.
From April 19U5 to April 1997, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers required that very
similar rules b~ followed by gravel miners, who were economically viable during that
time. Therefol"e, claims by rules opponents that excavation rules will regulate them out
of the business are without basis. Furthermore, there have been no documented
negative economic impacts to the Ozarks region or the mining industry as a result of
those earlier voluntary guidelines. Adopting excavation rules would provide a
foundation for fair competition among all commercial gravel miners.

Excavation rules should not be limited to commercial gravel miners. County highway
departments are major excavators of in-stream gravel, and many exercise little restraint
in how they ccnduct their excavation activities. Effective rules should hold the counties
accountable to the same responsibilities that commercial miners will be held to.

The proposed amendments were reached through compromise and should not be
further compromised. Please do not allow any further delays in their implementation.

Thank you for the opportunity to offer comments on these proposed amendments.

S:.c.ot\- \IJ. ~~rr~~
'57f2.. -\·.~bc..rl\";\c..... t\~c..\e...
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Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City MO 65102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen

Rose and Mike Schulte
2842 Chadwick Dr.
Bel Nor, MO 63121 RECEIVED

MAR 3 1 2004

MISSOURI LAND
qECLAMATION COMMISSIG

I am \o\-Titing to urge you to move fom-'ard with the adoption ofenforceable regulations
that set reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri. Regulations can be
instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious streams. Reasonable
requirements f('r buffer areas, depth ofmining, placement ofhazardous materials and
protection ofs('nsitive streams will not interfere with the operations ofresponsible miners
that have followed these practices for years. However, they will prevent the handful of
bad actorsfrolll clllising excessive damage. Specifically, I am in favor ofa buffer of20
feet between the mining activity and the water's edge to protect the integrity ofthe
stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer of 100 feet along the "highbank» ofstream
to protect riparian veget~tion, a restriction on mining below ooe-foot above the water
level, and a requirement that l\IDNR consider whether endangered species are present
before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-streanl gravel mining. No
commercial activity should be allowed to overwhelm the public need for a clean
environment. Without such regulations, ow' beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to
ilTesponsible gravel mining that destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources,
public infi"aslITdure ~Uld private property. TIlwlk you for considering my comments.



Linda L. Garrett
Texas County Assoc. Commissi()ner

10949 Prescott R<l8d
Licking, MO 65542

W: (417)967-3222/ H: (573)674-3756

March 15, 2UU4

Governor Bob Holden
201 West Capital Avenue
Jefferson City, MO 65101

Re: Integrity of Department of Natural Resources

Dear Governor Holden,

I'm sure you are aware that the Land Reclamation Commission has placed proposed In-Stream
Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations on the Missouri Register, these regulations are to replace
present In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Guidelines. This is something the Department of
l':atural Resources has been trying to do for years and they have worked extremely hard on this in
the last three years. They have held various hearings and meetings on this issue in the last three
years. I have attended most of these hearings and meetings. They have received very strong
opposition in changing these guidelines into regulations at each hearing and at each meeting. The
Land Reclamation Commission received a resolution from the County Commissioners Association
of Missouri and the Missouri Farm Bureau in opposition to the change. They also received many
oral and written comments opposing changing these guidelines into regulations from state
senators, state representatives, land owners, sand and gravel mining operators, property right
groups, concrete producers and etc. Now to be fair I must state the commission also received
comments from different environmental groups and state agencies in support of the change.

DNR has put out more written material on this issues than the average person has time to read.
They have shown many so called studies on this issue. Most of these studies were done in other
states and even other countries. Their studies can be proven unrealistic for some of Missouri's
streams, especially in the Missouri Ozarks streams.

I was asked by DNR to sit on a workgroup they formed to discuss this issue, I attended every
workgroup meeting in Jefferson City over the course of four months. At every one of these
meetings, the majority of the members in this workgroup stated time and time again they were
against changing these present guidelines into regulations. At every meeting, the DNR
representative leading these meetings made it clear to all members of the workgroup that we were
not there to make rules or regulations, we were there to discuss the language in the proposed
regulations. At one meeting she stated if we did not want to discuss the language of the
proposed rules, we could leave. 1 feel this was a well planned trap on DNR's part for the
opposing workgroup members. This was one of those darn you if you stay and dam you if you
leave situations. The majority .of this group were against changing these guidelines into
regulations but we also knew if we left, the remaining workgroup members would make decisions
that would devastate our Missouri streams, not to mention all the negative economic impact some



of their decisions could have on our counties and the entire state of Missouri. Although, we did
continue to be part of this workgroup, we insisted on a vote of this group on whether these
guidelines should be changed into regulations and the majority voted NO.

Here is why I question the integrity of the Department of Natural Resources. I now go to the
DNR web site and read a five page report that has obviously been sent to the Land Reclamation
Commission stating how this workgroup worked to make these rules and how we all agree to the
language in these rules. This report is full of false statements and I feel it is completely trying to
mislead the Commission and the general public. One statement in this report states the gravel
mining operators (who were also part of this workgroup) said these regulations would not cost
them any additional expense. This is an out right lie, I as well as many others were at these
meetings and heard the operators state it would drastically increase their cost and that they would
have to pass this cost to their consumers. It was stated many times during these meetings that
these regulations would have a very negative economic impact for all of Missouri. This would
particularly affect an already tight MO-DOT budget. This would affect the cost of commercial
and residential construction including any new government buildings. DNR has been asked
numerous times to complete both an environmental and an economic impact study. I feel it is
another lie or at the least a misleading statement when they state in the register that these
regulations will not have an increase cost of over $500.

The state of Missouri already has some agencies that the public feels has lost their integrity,
accountability and right down common sense and I feel DNR is the next one on their list.

I feel as our Governor you need to be aware of this issue. You need to know many citizens in
Missouri are losing trust in these appointed agencies that do not listen to our state or county
elected officials. These state agencies will not be held responsible when our streams are full of
sand and gravel and are cutting away our farm land. They can simple say we made a mistake,
when canoes can no longer float our streams or fish can no longer live in these streams. These
agencies will not be held accountable for the rising cost that their regulations have placed on the
citizens ofMissouri.

As Governor of this great state, I feel you have an obligation to the citizens of Missouri to bring
integrity back to our state agencies. If you look on the DNR web site it has right at the top of
their page "Integrity and excellence in all we do". I'm from Missouri, SHOW ME!!!

Sincerely,

Linda L. Garrett
Texas County
Associate Commissioner



STATE OF MISSOURI Boh Holden. Gm'ernor • Stephen \1. t\Llhfood. Director

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
www.dnr.stalL·.mo.lIs

APR 5 2004

The Honorable Linda L. Garrett
Associate Commissioner
Texas County
10949 Prescott Road
Licking, MO 65542

Dear Commissioner Garrett:

The Governor received your letter dated March 15, 2004, regarding the in-stream sand and
gravel mining proposed rules for commercial operators and asked me to respond to you
regarding the issues you raised. You raised concerns relating to the past activities of the rules
workgroup and the tinal rule recommendations adopted by the Land Reclamation Commission
(LRC) in May of 2003. I hope I can address those concerns.

Your statements are correct that many comments have been received over the past three years
regarding our efforts to promulgate the existing guidelines into rules. You are also correct that a
great volume of written materials have been made available to the public on this topic. This
effort was taken to make the process open and widely known to all parties who have an interest
in stream protection, especially as it relates to sand and gravel mining.

I appreciate the time you and all the other workgroup members took from your schedules to
participate in the workgroup meetings. It is, however, disappointing that you characterize the
process as "a well planned trap on DNR's part." The process was lengthy, time consuming and
at times difficult and arduous; however, we accepted the task in the spirit of making certain that
every participant had opportunity to make known their views on the issues. You utilized that
opportunity both during the process and in your March 15 letter. The viewpoints and desires of
the participants were so varied that any resulting rule was expected to disappoint someone. Your
disappointments are noted.

In looking at the roster of the workgroup, I could see that it was diverse, with approximately 50
percent of the members representing business and 50 percent environmental or stream user
interests. State and federal staff were also in the workgroup to provide technical support. The

Integrity and excellence in all we dn
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The Honorable Linda L. Garrett
Page 2

facilitator had a difficult task to keep the workgroup focused on their assignment; no trap was
ever set for anyone. The industry was well represented in the group, and they do not share your
viewpoint that these rules will significantly increase their costs for gravel extraction.

As you know, the process of developing this set of proposed rules has been a difficult and
emotional process. I am acutely aware of interests on all sides of the issue and appreciate above
all the ideal of implementing reasonable regulations while at the same time allowing for
economic activity. I appreciate your participation on the workgroup. Without its diversity, the
strength of our policy decisions would be weakened.

If you have any further comments or questions regarding the status of the final rule, please
contact Mr. Larry Coen or Mr. Mike Larsen with the Land Reclamation Program
at (573) 751-4041. Thank you.

Sincerely,

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

SM:lcs

c: Ms. Alice Geller, MDNR
Mr. Larry Coen, LRP, MDNR
Land Reclamation Commission



April 3, 2004

Larry Coen, Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department ofNatural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

.Dear Mr. Coen:

Len Meier
322 Crystal Brook Court
Lake St. Louis, MO 63367

RECEIVED
APR 9 2004

MISSOURI LAND
~ECLAMATION COMMISSION

I'm writing to urge you to adopt the February 2004 Proposed Rules for Gravel Mining. I
am pleased to see that DNR is continuing to work toward improved regulations ofmining
activities. In-stream gravel mining is extremely harmful to stream life, riparian vegetation
and stream structural integrity. It should be strictly regulated on all streams and
completely prohibited in some pristine waters.

While I support the proposed rules, I feel that they need strengthening in several areas
and urge you to work on these in the future. My primary concern is the damage done to
streams by local governments. County road commissions and other local government
entities remove a lot ofgravel would not be regulated by the proposed rules. These
entities must be regulated identical to commercial operators. In fact, local and county
governments often do the most damage to local streams. I urge you to add these entities
to these, or future rules. In addition, there were proposals last year to exempt operators
who remove less than 5000 tons per year. This is ridiculous. All commercial operations
should be exempt. Only gravel removed for home use should be exempt.

1have seen so much damage done to Missouri streams and to the surrounding lands by
poor mining practices. It is imperative that LRP adopt the proposed regulations to protect
our streams and the biological, social and economic values that they provide all
Missourians.

Thanks for your attention to this issue.

Sincerely;



Larry Coen, StaffDirector
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department ofNatural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Dear Mr. Coen:

RECEIVED
APR 0 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSION

I'm writing to urge you to adopt the February 2004 Proposed Rules for Gravel Mining. I
am pleased to see that DNR is continuing to work toward improved regulations ofmining
activities. In-stream gravel mining is extremely harmful to stream life, riparian vegetation
and stream structural integrity. It should be strictly regulated on all streams and
completely prohibited in some pristine waters.

While I support the proposed rules, I feel that they need strengthening in several areas
and urge you to work on these in the future. My primary concern is the damage done to
streams by local governments. County road commissions and other local government
entities remove a lot of gravel would not be regulated by the proposed rules. These
entities must be regulated identical to commercial operators. In fact, local and county
governments often do the most damage to local streams. I urge you to add these entities
to these, or future rules. In addition, there were proposals last year to exempt operators
who remove less than 5000 tons per year. This is ridiculous. All commercial operations
should be exempt. Only gravel removed for home use should be exempt.

I have seen so much damage done to Missouri streams and to the surrounding lands by
poor mining practices. It is imperative that LRP the proposed regulations to protect our
streams and the biological, social and economic values that they provide all Missourians.

Thanks for your attention to this issue.

Sincerely;

/f!~~/4/#~



RECEIVED
APR 6 2004

MISSOURI LAND
"lECLAMATION COMMISSION

April 4, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
PO Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Dear Sir:

I wish to comment on the proposed amendment to Chapter 10- Pennit and Perfonnance Requirements for
Industrial Mineral In-Stream Sand and Gravel Operations (10 CSR 4010.020 & 10.050).
Though I would prefer tougher restrictions on this activity, I fmd the proposed amendments, as presented,
an acceptable compromise and support their adoption.

Sincerely,

C)~~
Kevin Feltz

, ... ~. '".
to'l .. :ft ;J: ".;. I" ,".



Linda L. Garrett
Texas County Assoc. C~munissioner

10949 Prescott Road
Licking, MO 65542

W: (417) %7·32221 II (573) 674-3756

March 25,2004

Re: Proposed In-Stream Sand & Gravel Regulations

To the attention of Land Reclamation Commission:

I come before the Commissioner representing the Texas County Commission and the
citizens of Texas County, which as you are aware of is Missouri's largest county.

I am requesting that the Land Reclamation Commission withdraw the proposed In-Stream
Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations from the Missouri State Register.

I am requesting this for the following reasons:

I. The Land Reclamation Commission nor DNR has complied with the Texas County-­
State of Missouri Land Management Plan (Section LD 4 , WR2 &WR3). As I have
stated many times before this Commission, the federal government gives counties the
authority to adopt such a land management plan to protect our counties from harmful
regulations.

2. DNR has not completed the required economic impact study before placing these
proposed regulations on the State Register. They simple made an unproven statement that
the added cost to public or private sectors would be less than $500.00. The court cases
alone if these regulations are not removed from the register will surpass $500.00 for both
public and private sectors.

3. Although DNR has supplied this Commission with their theories of improper ways of
mining sand and gravel. These theories are just that and have not been proven. On the
contrary there are sights in Texas County that can be proven that great damage has been
caused to farmland, county roads and have threaten a state highway because gravel was
not removed .

4. DNR has furnish false and misleading reports to the Land Reclamation Commission. I
submit to this commission a 5 page report that was completed by DNR which contains
many false and misleading statements. I sat on the workgroup referred to in this report
and I am very disturbed with what this report is trying to indicate.

(Page 1)



Time does not allow me to read this report to you but I have highlighted the false and
misleading statements and I request that you read them carefully. When members of this
workgroup read a report that we know is a lie, how can we believe other reports that
have been prepared by DNR and other state agencies?

I am also submitting a letter I wrote to our governor. In this letter I stated how citizens
of Missouri believe many of our state agencies have lost their integrity, accountability
and right down common sense and I feel DNR is the next agency on their list.

I want thank you for giving me time to address this issue and once again I respectfully
request that you remove the proposed "In-Stream Sand & Gravel Mining Regulations"
from the state register.

oI~/~~
Linda L. Garrett
Texas County Associate Commissioner

Copies of all material I have given to the Land Reclamation Commission at this March
2004 meeting is being sent to the following:

U.S. Senator Jim. Talent
U.S. Representative Jo Ann Emerson
U.S. Attorney John Ashcroft
Missouri State Senators & Representatives
Missouri Association of Counties
County Commissioners Association ofMissouri

(Page 2)



Once these standards arc in place throughout the mining industry, the department will be able to
begin to measure the effects of mining on streams. A few years ofthis data that will be available
after all operators apply the same standards ofprotection will help to determine scientifically
how to amend the standards of stream protection in the future. The y C. I ",-i It-\.. ; () I< h () uJ

rn',,, ;",~ is C&II."S;~ ~~ t'H-A..1e To 0l(,I' .s7,..e4.lHl$',
• WfJat would happen without the rulemaking? (short and long term consequences)

Sand and Gravel Rulemaking - November 2003
Rulemaking Report

• What is the purpose of the rule or rule amendment?

Sand and gravel mining is a highly emotional issue with diverse opinions on whether or not such
mining should even be allowed, and if so the right way to accomplish it. The Missouri DNR
Land Reclamation Program is charged with permitting, inspecting and releasing operators
throughout the life of their sand and gravel permit activities. The agency needs to be consistent,
fair and impartial in performing these tasks, and therefore needs standards by which to provide
implementation. While there is some disagreement about whether or not such mining in
Missouri streams should be allowed, there is general consensus that fair and consistent standards
are needed. The purpose of this rule is to set a standard by which Missouri streams will be
protected while extracting sand and gravel resources from the stream environment.

• What authority does the department exercise to carry out this rulemaking?

The authority for the department and the Land Reclamation Commission is found at 444.530
RSMo.· . hA.S n01

-rh,J
• What does the rule require and how does it produce environmental benefits? hten fJ'(1} v'~)\.'

The rule requires that operators stay out of the flowing water of a stream so that aquatic life is
not disturbed, nor will the stream dynamics of the water movement be altered. Also the rule
requires that the protective bank vegetation will be left in tact to a!d in the control of erosion of T
the adjacent lands during high water events.Tn t,r-e Gc. rC. Til'" es C4. I'\. ()Jd < 'r~T()r- J"''1I-t.s T~ ~

;",i~ tJ\,sT.,..eI\Wt T~.s~,( 4ll./D ".; .. /lfJu,,;t.'t-bJ-;J/(OI- IIJ ,....~Glc:.k 41. ~ ".0..",(./ h4,.. I'~ rJa~
• Are there other effects (positive or negative) that may accompany the rulemaking? ffl / dJ/e () ~ CL

..5' 7"r ~ 11\..

Short Term:
The department and the industry have already experienced the effects of not having rules that
outline stream protection standards. The industry has given testimony in both legislative and
public hearings stating that operators currently have a variety of stream protection targets,
depending on when their permit was issued, which inspector reviewed the application, comments
from landowners and the public, etc. The industry prefers that stream protection standards be
written into rule so that all operators have the same expectations of stream protection, and so that
when new sites arc contemplated, the operator knows up front what the stream protection goal

willbeandhowtoimplementit.Th~$ ;$ J1t>/ Tr-l.(e , mtiC. .... '1 fJ!,C""''''' TorS- h~ye.

To /cl me. ~n. d h""vt. ~ i~tecJ ~:r""ee1,h.;..$ rhlf,T They do nl>7
WA~T ..... e1~ lce.7,;J1s r£fJ lill(""~ rA e fl r-e&ek"-gJ l-C Ide. !,;'es,

SOlne Dfer-rA,'!ir-.s -feel 'f'JtY'e#t,it-'-Joy f);JI~,



un KnblVh/ J?1eA.k.$ noT KJ1I1WJ1. Jo 14t TJ:ey C()}11i'Jt'tf, to sT",Tt.

dlJt,hf~Je.s .tr'~ ~r~vf,IJ?I1;Il'1/' 6r4.IJ~/YJ1'h'1J h".,s heeA.. dl)he~"'"
y etA. ~.s IAn t)' ()J I>\. n. ~ JO ~ r- J'n.A,.~e h"t d t:c. M ~e d'" CA..5 .s -rt:t.7ed fA. ~ k Ia.~ ':'11.

Long Tenn:
Today it is unknown what the effects of sand and gravel extraction from the stream environment
will be, We have seen many sites where there are no apparent effects, yet some sites have
resulted in permanent damage to streams, such as head cutting, bank destabilization, and
downstream sedimentation. The desire for the long term is that proper and consistent stream
protection willleave Missouri streams in tact for future generations to enjoy.

• Are there other ways these benefits could be obtained? (and why they were not chosen)

There are no federal rules regarding stream protection standards, although there are provision of/), .
the Clean Water Act that do apply to degradation of streams. The US Army Corps of Engineers 'tS h4(s
originally implemented sand and gravel regulation, based on that Act. However, a federal .b ct I ".~ 0/
lawsuit in the late 1990's terminated the COEjurisdiction to perform this function. >'; ee~) y

~oIt~ ~,. I

Missouri could have implemented protection of its own through the Clean Water Act; however, I C o,<;.,/ J.,

the decision was made to regulate this activity through the Land Reclamation Act, since it is a •
mining activity.

For some time, sand and gravel mining has occurred without specific stream protection ~~~""e.self r
standards. The results of this have not been satisfactory to many groups because of the 0' 'c I cIe I J •

inequitable way that sites are regulated, because operators often do not know how to extract the.sJ,~ ~ e..t
gravel and protect the streams in the process, and because legal actions require specific standards e""~ Itt ,be
by which careless actions must be judged. u)j.. Q\1..(.

p;.:#f.h,.... .
Some comments have been made that landowners will ensure stream protection, and therefore ;J'-~e.Jio
rules are not needed. Landowners are indeed often the best stewards ofthe state's resources. I.,t r~. :It.

However there have been many occasions in which landowners have been victims of extremely b ' ~

poor extraction practices and the damages that have occurred to streams in these cases have been ~~J-.() ~!d
devastating..!T W4.$ Sri( 't,-d h y IJIV~ 4/ &i. W II.,./( fI"Q~ ,.,.,~e;,12.T" ~1 C, ~I "J ~eJ.a

it (,OfA,IJ It~7 be. p tf)II( .... /h e d~ ~ I\,~t.s we t't. C 4.1<&t ~ ~ y ~.,.« uti """"""'{J, J, ctc.n·
The Land Reclamation Commission, the Department and all the members of the stakeholder 1Ite./ci .bl>itoJ
workgroup came to a majority consensus to write these stream protection stantrds into rule. ~~ If""t': ~

This is et.~(llA.i'rl~hl lie, The'J'n~o,.iTyv(lnJT(J.si~yWI ~t'f.Sth.-r'J' ~.

• Who is affected by the rulemaking? (who will bear the requirements and get the bleftt~) e 111t~.I'r- ----

Commercial operators who extract and sell sand and gravel will be subject to this rulemaking.
Landowners who extract the product for their own use and local governments who extract
product with their own equipmen! are both exef!1pt by statute. This rulemaking will not impact .T. TA
theirexemptions,,qh.-/c.hr~ J,e, J eve.k.lf iJeef ~~~p1"JtA.vt-'rop e,'r~l'rt.ht/'; ey

WliU JcJ h "'1/ t.. /() ~o ., Y ,It e reb!' c> ... be, -I, ... ecJ ,Tt"..s 15 e 11 C Me-"- WI ~",'Y'" ~~ 14 r,*1' t ,.~.
Landowners and the public at large will benefit from standards of stream protection that will be ,.. 'I J.~.
implemented throughout the sand and gravel extraction industry. The operators themselves will
also benefit by having published standards by which they can plan their business operations.
They will not need to negotiate standards in order to make plans.



• How much will the rulemaking cost? (private and public sector costs, even if federally
required)

The operators were part of the process ofcrafting the language of this rulemaking. They /)",,.,~ rhr
publicly explained to the Land Reclamation Commission that this language would not add to fA), ... 1(~~jJ
their cost of mineral extraction. Likewise, there are no anticipated costs to public agencies. Yhtti/;vj-.f

o to ')00A.'to)-.s r( () tArJy S 7If. Tf,J i It i.s "lit) ".,1<1 CtcJJ tJ.. cJJ, f1~ It 'it ~ ~S'7.s 't~ n, ell.. (/-
r r. GljO(~....Ti(J"S

• Does the rulemaking have any effect on state revenue? (how and how much.) •

No, there are no changes to fees or costs by this rule to the state of Missouri. rh Ise r~~. ~,jl T4 Ke
tyllJ r-e l''Y'U"wo,.J( -111)- looT). 1)/II,It..,., fI)O('~TDns pJId II, t ekTr4 C~7 I~ e", ~~r(;'I"'J Th~In.

• Why is the rulemaking being proposed now? (the circumstances that brings about this.
action now.)

The jurisdiction to regulate sand and gravel mining by the Corps of Engineers was halted in rlJ (,)""- f1
1998. In 1999 the Land Reclamation Commission first discussed the need for stream protection me4t!S TO.
standards, and the first efforts to write these standards occurred in 2000. Between 2000 and mq K'e 'I i;' '..$
2003, the department has met numerous times with the public to discuss proposed rules. In late WI ~ If~ 'rQ 4..jd
2002 and early 2003, a workgroup appointed by the Land Reclamation Commission met monthly c;} I'J nD7
to craft these proposed rules. The Land Reclamation Commission voted in May of 2003 to use J'Y1 '" Ke n~e
this language to formalize the stream protection standards into rule, and that brings us to this r~

proposed rulemaking at this time. N0'" cJ ,"J TAe "",~~,.~? Pt./) tte 1'Q Thell-t, e&.

• Who was involved in developing the rule? (stakeholders, commissioners, citizens,
organizations and any others that have had opportunities for input, review or other aspects of
the rulemaking) IJ fJ ~ ;.... IN' e ~ "- hD 7 J?1,.. Ife rl.( Ie.s til"' J 711 of. Yh~i ~ I- ,. ry

WIt.J ~t """'$7 rh e~e ,-1C.1e.J
The workgrotJp appointed by the Land Reclamation Commission to draft these rules were the
following members:

Senator John Russell
Senator Sarah Steelman z: .,., !Tih 7ed '" ve)- y t-UCI r K ~ 'H!l,,(,jd "'" e..~7;J.p .,..
Ms. Linda Garrett - Texas County Commission .:r /'Ch ow 1oCo'},f,& T t-v4S .5 It. I'J f/, 01UJ1 e A.r
Ms. Wilma Jeanne Urban - Texas County Planning Commission 'rh .
Mr. Charles "Bud" Dean - Phelps County commission e~e h1ee orI '(fi .
Mr. Max Aubuchon - Gasconade County commission
Mr. C. Russell Wood - Ozark Property Rights Congress
Mr. Riley Godfrey - Private Landowner
Mr. Ron Hardecke - Private Landowner - Gasconade county
Mr. Bob Parker - Texas County Farm Bureau
Mr. Charlie Davidson - Private Landowner
Mr. Russ Andrews - Private Property Owner
Mr. Chuck Tryon - Private Landowner, US Forest Service (Retired)
Ms. Carla Kline I Ms. Cynthia Andre - Sierra Club
Ms. Becky Denney - Missouri Stream Team Volunteer
Mr. Al Agnew - Missouri Smallmouth Bass Alliance



Mr. Spencer Turner - Ozark Council, Trout Unlimited
Mr. Robert Temper - Ozark Fly Fishers
Mr. Steve Gough - American Fisheries Society (Missouri Chapter)
Ms. Kim Dickerson - Associated Electric Cooperative
Mr. Ted Heisel- Missouri Coalition for the Environment
Mr. Randy Scherr - Mining Industry Council
Mr. Mike Manier - Houston Redi-Mix
Mr. Mike Yamnitz I Ms Brenda Roling - Missouri Concrete Association, Inc.
Mr. Travis Morrison - Stewart-Morrison Redi Mix
Ms. Jane Martin - Scott's Concrete, Inc.
Ms. Cindy Peterson / Mr. Gary Peterson - Peterson Sand & Gravel Company
Mr. James Schupp - Lake Ozark Sand & Gravel Company
Mr. Ray Bohlken - Capital Sand Company
Mr. Tom Beard - U.S. Geological Survey
Ms. Suzanne Femmer - U.S. Geological Survey """Tw~.j v()i.ed 10 y the wvr-J(~ rlJ~'p
Mr. Rick Hansen - US Fish & Wildlife Service ...J,. CI
Mr.LouisClarke-USArmyCorpsofEngineers 7h,.,7 Tlte.se J'leofJJe WIJ'1,IJ n~7 1I~1t.
Mr. Bob Ziehmer - Missouri Department ofConservation Ph A.k Y71, I:"() be G~ w..& ~ ~ ~J wtre
Mr. Michael Roell - Missouri Department of Conservation -I cJ ~;. ~ I ~
Mr. Bill Turner - Missouri Department of Conservation ~ 'I- ~ 4/(, e e.I11., ()1 t~ ,
Ms. Mimi Garstang - Land Reclamation Commission
Ms. Kara Valentine - Department of Natural Resources, Legal Counsel
Mr. Scott Hamilton - Water Pollution Control Program (DNR)
Mr. Tom Cabanas - Land Reclamation Program (DNR)
Mr. Mike Larsen - Land Reclamation Program (DNR)

During public meetings before the Land Reclamation Commission, representatives from the
industry, the concerned environmental organizations, public citizens, members of the legislature
and their staff, representatives of public agencies and landowners were all given opportunities to
comment about the rules. Everyone who wished to comment was given the opportunity to do so
either in person, in writing or as a member ofa commenting organization.

• How has the development of the rule been shared with interested parties and the public
at large?

The Missouri Land Reclamation Commission, assisted by the Missouri Department of Natural
Resources, worked with various stakeholders from 2001 to 2003 to review all the issues related
to sand and gravel mining, and to come to consensus about stream protection standards that
should be implemented by rule. This culminated in the currently proposed rules by way of a vote
of the Land Reclamation Commission in May of2003, and with verbal concurrence of each
stakeholder group represented throughout the process. While selected individuals may not have
been in agreement, spokespersons for each of the groups involved committed their assent to the
current proposed ru!es. I h ;s j ~ fA,.'" T,.. "t e "7J, emit.J6 to ~ ry p..f' 'fJ, e w (1 to- /(V"'/14.)0

w.ere. Ot~"""'$7 ~k,y re;IA./e,,7,ilC..5 {fir: il"l .. ~7."..t.'t"",,", fJr~v.,
tn 'l1lJ\.J' 'The c.h£A..~t..5 ,·h.,he wo~d'~ WM h1e,~ -I'(I~

Ch.......~ ~ ;" 1J. e ...,~ ... d,"j u-f;-J. e I' re.se....r r; .... 'de IU'/t!$



• What information was used to prepare the rulemaking? (type, qualities and sources of
information) L - /' /..

/J,;.s .(~ ,., I4rtl:t,~ p,., ~ /( ~ "0 k,,,. cI IS """., JO"o lit.'" ~cu"" IQ e PY-f.JV (n.. Tel '.$e.
Throughout the rule workgroup process, much discussion was held regarding the scientific
background for the need to protect streams from the effects of sand and gravel extraction. All
available research studies and supporting documents were collected and provided to the Land
Reclamation Commission to aid in their ability to make an informed decision. This was
presented in a binder with three sections.

The first section referenced research completed by the US Geological Survey in which the
economic benefits of gravel extraction were compared with the costs of environmental
protection, the changes in streams were documented as a result of mining practices, various types
of stream damages were investigated as a result of mining, and some analyses of aquatic habitats
were discussed. ~e hiem be-I" 'fA e /;f.,J\ I<tLf.JWI1. £.(. Ifec..r~ ~ -lkTirllt t!.d e I\,r Iy,

The second section referenced research completed in Missouri, principally by the Missouri .,>...,
Department of Conservation and the Missouri Department of Natural Resources. This research ~ .-1,
disclosed the damages that can occur in streams as a result of mining, along with discussions of ~;...r..-'. ~.....
how to best avoid causing these damages. There were also notes taken from various stakeholder ~ tDtQ" IS'

meetings to document the concerns and thoughts of Missourians with interest in this topic. There /~ "Sc.- ...~.
were a total of four meetings held in various locations around Missouri in 200, four meetings of '-:r.>-;::J
the workgroup appointed by the Land Reclamation Commission in 2002 and two more formal ..
hearings on the topic at commission meetings.T~;S d'~.$ h II 7 I"J1 e"1,~A .,.h e e,N'Jd t,..T WI;;; <t~ t'J

ihA.T .$fJlI/(~ tI17»1 t.t. Ji'npS .s1lf.rillJ n(b'" t,'YC t:1..,fecT4 h y I') 117 rt. h1IJV/~5 ~ /"ltv tl
The third section provided references to research completed in other states, with similar concerns
and documented affects of the mining of sand and gravel from streams.

None of the research truly quantified stream protection measures. For instance, most references
that included discussions about buffer zones emphasized the need for buffers but did not suggest
the appropriate size of a buffer. Also references that discussed headcutting and bank
destabilization did not specify what depth of mining would be protective of these damaging
results. Clearly, streams must be protected or the adverse affects of mining will impair Missouri
streams. The question of how to create stream protection standards and how to measure them
was only determined through negotiated stakeholder workgroup sessions. The current proposed
rules are that product of stakeholder consensus.



CAPITOL OFFICE
State Capitol - Room 317B
201 West Capitol Avenue

Jefferson City. MO 65101-68U6
Tele: 57 5-751-2205
Fax: ';73-526-9840

E-Mail:
v:lIl.kclly@house.mo.gov

DISTRICT ADDRESS
Route 2. Box 518

Norwood. MO 6571 7

Tele: 417·-46·: 120

MISSOURI HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

VAN KELLY
Stare Representative

District 144

Land Reclamation Commission
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

RE: Proposed In-Stream Sand and Gravel Regulation
To the Attention ofthe Land Reclamation Commission:

RECEIVED
APR 2 2 2004

MISSOURI LAND
qECLAMATION COMMISSION

I am requesting that the Land Reelamation Commission withdraw the proposed In-stream
Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations from the Missouri State Register. I hope that you will use
common sense in important matters such as these. In my district we have a lot of streams are not
the same as streams in other parts Missouri. My counties are not going to lay down on this issue.
We have many narrow streams that are being choked with gravel now and with the way the land
lies around these streams it is impossible to have a 10 foot buffer, let alone the proposed buffers.
Excessive gravel in our streams cause damage to our low water bridges. As a landowner adjacent
to some of these streams, I do not object to an operator or myself from recovering this unwanted
gravel, but I do object in using their or my land for unnecessary buffers. There are many factors
associatcd with not removing gravel from our streams in southcrn Missouri.

I. Loss of farmland because gravel filled streams force the water to cut away banks.
2. Cost of replacement for low water bridges.
3. Loss of tourism because we can no longer float or fish in our streams.
4. Flood damages caused by gravel-choked streams.
5. Loss of private property rights.
6. These proposed regulations will cause costs to rise for highway, bridge, residential, and

commercial construction.
I hope you will come down and see what happens when this gravel is not removed.

As a representative, I cannot stand by and let these things happen without voicing my
concerns. As an elected official, I want to work with ali state agencies, but I must also represent
the citizens in my district. We, as farmers, can and will. take care of our land better than anyone
else. I don't see where the rural pcople are telling the urban areas or cities what to do on their
property. I ask you to take a look and remember its people that you're dealing with and their
livelihood.

Sincerely,

Van Kelly
State Representative
District 144



Gerald W. Jones
Presiding Commissioner

Larry L. Bock
1st Dist. Commissioner

COUNTY COMMISSION
Cape Girardeau County, Missouri

Rodney Miller
Clerk of Commission

Donna Burk
Administrative Assistant

Joe F. Gambill
2nd Dist. Commissioner

April 15,2004

Land Reclamation Commission
1738 E. Elm Street
P.O. Box 16
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Dear Commission,

RE: In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations

RECEIVED
APR 1 9 2004

MISSOURI LAND
qECLAMATION COMMISS/m'

The Cape Girardeau County Commission would like to state our opposition to changing
the above named regulations.

Our objection to these proposed regulations are not just an attempt to keep from having
more regulations because there are situations where we need regulations, but this is not
one of those circumstances. These proposed regulations will not improve our streams.
They will potentially cause harm, plus causing so many other negative affects on our
rural areas.

It is our opinion that our streams are suffering now with the present guidelines and they
may be ruined with the proposed regulations.

I'm aware that DNR has stated that county government is exempt from obtaining a
permit, but that \vouldjust be a matter of time.

CC: Senator Peter Kinder CC: Representative Rob Mayer
Representative Scott Lipke Representative Jason Crowell
Commissioner Don Shelhammer, Texas County

Cape Girardeau County Commission
1 Barton Square

Jackson, Missouri 63755
(573) 243-1052
FAX: 204-2493



RECEIVED
APR 1 6 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSIOI\.

March 20, 2004

Staff Director
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

Re: Proposed amendment to sand and gravel operations regulations

Dear Commissioners;

I appreciate the efforts of the commission on balance of the proposed excavation
standards between protection of the streams of Missouri and the commercial value of
gravel in those streams.

Fishing and other stream-based recreation are economically important activities in
Missouri. Stream fishing alone accounted for $170 million in direct expenditures in
1996. This figure does not include the additional economic activity generated by
swimmers, canoeists, hunters, and other stream users.

The proposed amendments are a minimum protection to stream resources and should
not be further reduced. Please do not allow any further delays in their implementation.

Please complete the process as soon as possible to protect the resources of the state.
Thank you for the opportunity to offer comments on the proposed amendments.

Fred Darrough
5712 Timberline Or
HiII~oro MD 63050-2316

I



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

RECEIVED
APR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSION

I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of enforceable regulations
that set reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious
streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of mining, placement of
hazardous materials and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However,
they will prevent the handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, I am in favor of a buffer of 20 feet between the mining activity and the
water's edge to protect the integrity of the stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer
of 100 feet along the "highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on
mining below one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider
whether endangered species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. Without
such regulations, our beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel
mining that destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure
and private property. Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

.Jta~jJ
SIgna e

~33~ It- UEEi~u-ttD
Print Address

3-r: (£LLL2 01G. (") ICfj
Print City, State, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

RECEIVED
APR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
qeCLAMATION COMMISSION

I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of enforceable regulations
that set reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious
streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of mining, placement of
hazardous materials and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However,
they will prevent the handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, I am in favor of a buffer of 20 feet between the mining activity and the
water's edge to protect the integrity of the stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer
of 100 feet along the "highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on
mining below one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider
whether endangered species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. Without
such regulations, our beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel
mining that destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure
and private property. Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

t.~~1f;u{fA ((6-~&Cclt M, WRI6H r
Signature I

::20 II R-urc;u ~T
Print Name

SrLoUfSMo &]1°1
Print Address

Print City, State, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

RECEIVED

APR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSIOl\,

I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of enforceable regulations
that set reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious
streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of mining, placement of
hazardous materials and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However,
they will prevent the handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, I am in favor of a buffer of 20 feet between the mining activity and the
water's edge to protect the integrity of the stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer
of 100 feet along the "highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on
mining below one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider
whether endangered species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. Without
such regulations, our beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel
mining that destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure
and private property. Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

~~~
~~L'2.- ~cLe.A C\eV"Y'l~n-5

Print Name

\C1:;:)h-u-y-plLl ?\~~
Print Address

.$ \- ' Lov',-..5 ) IV\ 0
Print City, State, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

RECEIVED

APR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSION

I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of enforceable regulations
that set reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious
streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth ofmining, placement of
hazardous materials and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However,
they will prevent the handful ofbad actors from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, I am in favor of a buffer of20 feet between the mining activity and the
water's edge to protect the integrity of the stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer
of 100 feet along the "highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on
mining below one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider
whether endangered species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. Without
such regulations, our beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel
mining that destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure
and private property. Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Print Name

0q11 Co Iv YVlhl£; .

Print Address

ST~/-.S ~ h3/3D
Print City, State, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

RECEIVED
APR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
qECLAMATION COMMISSION

I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of enforceable regulations
that set reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious
streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of mining, placement of
hazardous materials and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However,
they will prevent the handful ofbad actors from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, I am in favor of a buffer of20 feet between the mining activity and the
water's edge to protect the integrity of the stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer
of 100 feet along the "highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on
mining below one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider
whether endangered species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. Without
such regulations, our beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel
mining that destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure
and private property. Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

~--tgnature

-r--6~·k II. -rdoR.-(jV(~
Print Name

Print Address

sJ ~/S &a b$J~
Print City, State, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

RECEIVED
APR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
qECLAMATION COMMISSION

I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of enforceable regulations
that set reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious
streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of mining, placement of
hazardous materials and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However,
they will prevent the handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, I am in favor of a buffer of 20 feet between the mining activity and the
water's edge to protect the integrity of the stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer
of 100 feet along the "highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on
mining below one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider
whether endangered species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. Without
such regulations, our beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel
mining that destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure
and private property. Thank you for considering my comments.

2:JJsLtSIgnal
(1(\ ~I 5e-, klA I+..IL-
Print Name

2.~ 't2- C b.aJLcIiJ.. Dr,
Print Address

edJJ~ (10 6s 12,/
Print City, State, z?p



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

RECEIVED
APR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSION

I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of enforceable regulations
that set reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious
streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of mining, placement of
hazardous materials and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However,
they will prevent the handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, I am in favor of a buffer of 20 feet between the mining activity and the
water's edge to protect the integrity of the stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer
of 100 feet along the "highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on
mining below one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider
whether endangered species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. Without
such regulations, our beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel
mining that destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure
and private property. Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Signature

Print Name J

Print Address

Print City, State, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, \10 65102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

RECEIVED
APR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSION

I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of enforceable regulations
that set reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious
streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of mining, placement of
hazardous materials and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However,
they will prevent the handful ofbad actors from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, I am in favor of a buffer of20 feet between the mining activity and the
water's edge to protect the integrity of the stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer
of 100 feet along the "highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on
mining below one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider
whether endangered species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. Without
such regulations, our beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel
mining that destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure
and private property. Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

~w-~
Signature

R:J.!p/1 Waf.e,.
Print Name

4-4-25 Lac~ A-v-c..
Print Address

St. LOG<-(S, /0.'0 b3{o8
Print City, State, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, \1065102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

RECEIVED
APR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
gECLAMATION COMMISSION

I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of enforceable regulations
that set reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious
streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of mining, placement of
hazardous materials and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However,
they will prevent the handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, I am in favor of a buffer of20 feet between the mining activity and the
water's edge to protect the integrity of the stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer
of 100 feet along the "highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on
mining below one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider
whether endangered species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. Without
such regulations, our beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel
mining that destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure
and private property. Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Print Name

_~4_r-_7--------'-~_et~/-l/ PI
Print Address

ftD b ~~\7s'



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

RECEIVED
APR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
qECLAMATION COMMISSIm.:

I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of enforceable regulations
that set reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious
streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of mining, placement of
hazardous materials and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However,
they will prevent the handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, I am in favor of a buffer of 20 feet between the mining activity and the
water's edge to protect the integrity of the stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer
of 100 feet along the "highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on
mining below one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider
whether endangered species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. Without
such regulations, our beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel
mining that destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure
and private property. Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

a ))j/J
Signature

All ;),'(~cLIe t!
Print Name"

Print Address

57, WVl s No bf!OY"
Print City, State, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

RECEIVED

APR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
qECLAMATION COMMISSICi'

I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of enforceable regulations
that set reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious
streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of mining, placement of
hazardous materials and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However,
they will prevent the handful ofbad actors from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, I am in favor of a buffer of 20 feet between the mining activity and the
water's edge to protect the integrity of the stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer
of 100 feet along the "highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on
mining below one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider
whether endangered species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. Without
such regulations, our beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel
mining that destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure
and private property. Thank you for considering my comments.

_ Sincerely,
"

Print Address '

: \~~~~--,,-,,--'-,,--.-r----

Printdty: State, Zi~



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, \1065102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

RECEIVED

APR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
qECLAMATION COMMISSIOI\i

I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of enforceable regulations
that set reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious
streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of mining, placement of
hazardous materials and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However,
they will prevent the handful ofbad actors from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, I am in favor of a buffer of 20 feet between the mining activity and the
water's edge to protect the integrity of the stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer
of 100 feet along the "highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on
mining below one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider
whether endangered species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. Without
such regulations, our beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel
mining that destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure
and private property. Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

\{~~O(~
Y>A1R.lLk )). b' D~ 5~/I
Print Name

4Y c\ ---=1 \) q \.l) t'J {)cf 1ft\lJ e'
Print Address \

Pri~~'\Jt~e~M
p

\ N\V b3 (1 It



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

RECEIVED

APR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
QECLAMATION COMMISSIO~;

I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of enforceable regulations
that set reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious
streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of mining, placement of
hazardous materials and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However,
they will prevent the handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, I am in favor of a buffer of 20 feet between the mining activity and the
water's edge to protect the integrity of the stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer
of 100 feet along the "highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on
mining below one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider
whether endangered species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. Without
such regulations, our beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel
mining that destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure
and private property. Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

SIgnature

Tc.:.L.1.1 k; l,1,--e-<f..
Print Name

tlclf'3
Print Address

J/. L-.~ r')"; ft c ~ 3// ~
Print City, State, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.o. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

RECEIVED
APR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISStm'

I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of enforceable regulations
that set reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious
streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of mining, placement of
hazardous materials and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However,
they will prevent the handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, I am in favor of a buffer of 20 feet between the mining activity and the
water's edge to protect the integrity of the stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer
of 100 feet along the 4<highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on
mining below one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider
whether endangered species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. Without
such regulations, our beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel
mining that destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure
and private property. Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

pJ-±\Jy_
Signature

_Pc.,,-.<- \e- ++0 S \ e('
Print Name

Print Address

5t~ U>~ Z5 I Ma '5IJ,
Print City, State, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

RECEIVED
APR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSIO"

-

I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of enforceable regulations
that set reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious
streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of mining, placement of
hazardous materials and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However,
they will prevent the handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, I am in favor of a buffer of20 feet between the mining activity and the
water's edge to protect the integrity of the stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer
of 100 feet along the "highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on
mining below one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider
whether endangered species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. Without
such regulations, our beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel
mining that destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure
and private property. Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Signanfre

$'-\ lAv'~ he. (0 ? \ L-"t....-­
Print City, State, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

HECEIVED
APR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
. t:lECLAMATION COMMISSIU

I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of enforceable regulations
that set reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious
streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of mining, placement of
hazardous materials and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations ofresponsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However,
they will prevent the handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, I am in favor of a buffer of 20 feet between the mining activity and the
water's edge to protect the integrity of the stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer
of 100 feet along the "highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on
mining below one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider
whether endangered species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. Without
such regulations, our beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel
mining that destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure
and private property. Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

~U~
Signature ~=:S

~ 0:Lz;\ La lo ~ ~ ~J
Print Name

'2-D:> 6 'D-e-l ...~ 6-< k
Print Address

S+-I~
Print City, State, Zip
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Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

RECEIVr-~~c. . ~

APR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LANe
~ECLAMATION COMMISSICY I

I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of enforceable regulations
that set reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious
streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of mining, placement of
hazardous materials and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However,
they will prevent the handful ofbad actors from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, I am in favor of a buffer of20 feet between the mining activity and the
water's edge to protect the integrity of the stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer
of 100 feet along the "highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on
mining below one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider
whether endangered species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. Without
such regulations, our beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel
mining that destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure
and private property. Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

2,~1, A- \\A c\)~\ &.. h L-

Print Address

~.~~( ~ le3\l~
Print City, State, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

RECE'VEC~

APR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAN[)
RECLAMATION COMMISSfC'

I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of enforceable regulations
that set reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious
streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of mining, placement of
hazardous materials and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However,
they will prevent the handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, I am in favor of a buffer of 20 feet between the mining activity and the
water's edge to protect the integrity of the stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer
of 100 feet along the "highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on
mining below one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider
whether endangered species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. Without
such regulations, our beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel
mining that destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure
and private property. Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

IM, ..~
~
Mft~&-~yCetr I-f-E~YvrEc;
Print Name

b (07 koJ &-~ B,IJ fL'1
Print Address

s:'T Lo VI'S t11 (J ~ ?1/2­
Print City, State, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: Stream Protections

Dear Mr. Coen:

RECEIVED
APR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
ClECLAMATION COMMISSIC:'

I am writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of enforceable regulations
that set reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious
streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of mining, placement of
hazardous materials and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However,
they will prevent the handful ofbad actors from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, I am in favor of a buffer of 20 feet between the mining activity and the
water's edge to protect the integrity of the stream channel. In addition, I support a buffer
of 100 feet along the "highbank" of stream to protect riparian vegetation, a restriction on
mining below one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider
whether endangered species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining. Without
such regulations, our beautiful Ozark streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel
mining that destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public infrastructure
and private property. Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Print Name I

/4:58' ~~&yl>'('()~k {Jr.
Print Address

Klflwnv~ No 6>f2~
Print City, Stat , ZIp



~~ .,fr t (11ommt55i.o
~llUt\ . -'7: -----::-:-=-0_£-:M:--:IL_L_E_R---.:C:..-.::O:..-.::U:...::N...:...:TY:....:..

1'.0. Box 12 Tuscumbia. MO 65082

April 21, 2004

Land Reelamation Commission
1738 E. Elm Street
P.O. Box 16
Jeffenon City, Mo. 65102

Dear Sin:

RECEIVED

APR 2 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
qECLAMATION COMMISSIOI\

We would like to respectively reaister our opposition to tbe proposed regulatloDs iD reprd to tbe ID
Stream SaDd " Gravel Mining GuideliDes. Our objections to these propoeed reaulatloDI are not Jast
attempts to preventiDI reaulations per Ie, we aU DOW there are circumstaDces where we need
regulations but tbis II Dot ODe of those circumstaaees. These reaulatio8s will not improve our
streams and In fact wiD barm tbem pius baving so maDY other negadve effeeta are not needed
regulation..

Rural Missouri lias suffered maDY negatives effects over tbe past few yean. Tbings have been
allowed to happen without any type of impact studies and in some cases iDsumcient studies. As
elmed officials, we want to work with all state agencies but we must also represent tbe citizens ofour
counties.

Tbe custom for yean in soutbern counties before the present guidelines were established was to
remove gravel and our streams did not suffer from the removaL Our streams art suffering now with
the preseat guidelines and tbey will be ruiDed witb tbe proposed reaulations. There are maDy fadon
8Sl«iated in Dot removing Inlnl from streams in southern Missouri. (I) Loss offarm land because
gnlvel filled streams force the water to cut away banks, (2) cost to replace low water bridges, (3) loa
oltourism because tbey can DO longer noat or Osh in our streams, (ot) flood damages caused by gravel
choked streams, (S) loss of private property riab.. and (6) all of these thinp wlU eause a negative
economic Impact These proposed regulations will cause rising costs for bigbways, bridges,
residential and commercial constructions.

DNR states tbat the proposed regulation would not affect iaDdowDen or government entities and
that tbey are exempt from obtaining a permit. Wbile at tbe present time tbey may be exempt from
obtaining a permit, DNR ean still issue them a violation notice if they do not remove Inlvel according
to the proposed reg....do... So, the feet II they are af1'eeted by theIe ........tioD.. It baa beeD
mentioned by tbe people ",antlng tbese regulations that it II not fair tbat landowners and government
endtles do Dot bave to obtain. permit, so we believe it would only be a matter of time before they
would also need permits.

SiDccrely

Miller County Commission

Ii '~,-- /"":.Pj [JU r;r--
Tom Wriabt
Presiding Commissioner

~I~
1- Dist Commissioner

tk/!Iu~
r. Dist Commissioner



Larry Coon
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations

RECEIVED
APR 2 6 2004

MISSOURI LAND
qeCLAMATION COMMISSION

Dear Sir:

I support the proposed rules as they were published in the "Missouri Register" on
February 2, 2004. I urge the Land Reclamation Commission to adopt both 10 CSR 40-10.020
Permit Application Requirements and 10 CSR 40-10.050 Performance Requirements as printed.

The adoption of these rules for commercial operators will minimize negative effects of
in-stream sand and gravel mining to the streams of Missouri. These rules are important but very
minimal standards which have been compromised over a number of years from proposed
regulations agreed upon by industry, professionals and environmentalists. For instance, the 10­
foot width for an undisturbed buffer between the excavation area and water's edge in #2 of the
Performance Requirements was proposed as a 20-foot buffer several years ago to protect the
stream channel. The now proposed undisturbed buffer of25 feet in #3 landward of the high bank
was originally 100 feet which would have done a better job of protecting riparian vegetation.. A
restriction on mining below one-foot above the water level is a better rule to protect the
streambed.

Reasonable requirements for depth of mining, placement of hazardous materials,
protection ofendangered species and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However, they
will prevent a handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage to fish and wildlife habitat,
damage to recreational resources, public infrastructure and private property.

I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining.

Signature I

J/tTk-r-Ck ~ 41cR.. i<.r.. ~
Print Name

Sincerely,

JJ~/~~

~.A 7' 7t9-;V BC1 t.!J7 4­
Print Address

C t..A YTcJlv fUo (, '11&7')

Print City, Statl, Zip



tarry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations

Dear Sir:

RECEIVED
APR 2 6 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSIOI'

I support the proposed rules as they were published in the "Missouri Register" on
February 2, 2004. I urge the Land Reclamation Commission to adopt both 10 CSR 40-10.020
Pennit Application Requirements and 10 CSR 40-10.050 Perfonnance Requirements as printed.

The adoption of these rules for commercial operators will minimize negative effects of
in-stream sand and gravel mining to the streams ofMissouri. These rules are important but very
minimal standards which have been compromised over a number of years from proposed
regulations agreed upon by industry. professionals and environmentalists. For instance. the 10­
foot width for an undisturbed buffer between the excavation area and water's edge in #2 of the
Perfonnance Requirements was proposed as a 20-foot buffer several years ago to protect the
stream channel. The now proposed undisturbed buffer of25 feet in #3 landward of the high bank
was originally 100 feet which would have done a better job of protecting riparian vegetation.. A
restriction on mining below one-foot above the water level is a better rule to protect the
streambed.

Reasonable requirements for depth of mining. placement of hazardous materials,
protection of endangered species and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However. they
will prevent a handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage to fish and wildlife habitat,
damage to recreational resources. public infrastructure and private property.

I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining.

Signature

WlLLLLtte ~:\\W--
Print Name

\0 D b({J.es;e~~
Print Address

Print~ ¥~~~ 1'10 ~)\~



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations

Dear Sir:

RECEIVEl)
APR 2 6 2004

MISSOURI LANG
"lECLAMATION COMMISSK

I support the proposed rules as they were published in the "Missouri Register" on
February 2,2004. I urge the Land Reclamation Commission to adopt both 10 CSR 40-10.020
Permit Application Requirements and 10 CSR 40-10.050 Performance Requirements as printed.

The adoption of these rules for commercial operators will minimize negative effects of
in-stream sand and gravel mining to the streams ofMissouri. These rules are important but very
minimal standards which have been compromised over a number of years from proposed
regulations agreed upon by industry, professionals and environmentalists. For instance, the 10­
foot width for an undisturbed buffer between the excavation area and water's edge in #2 of the
Performance Requirements was proposed as a 20-foot buffer several years ago to protect the
stream channel. The now proposed undisturbed buffer of25 feet in #3 landward of the high bank
was originally 100 feet which would have done a better job of protecting riparian vegetation.. A
restriction on mining below one-foot above the water level is a better rule to protect the
streambed.

Reasonable requirements for depth of mining, placement of hazardous materials,
protection of endangered species and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However, they
will prevent a handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage to fish and wildlife habitat,
damage to recreational resources, public infrastructure and private property.

I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining.

Sin91.~~' Jl~
Si=~

r; 0L J'. )) £f<.o~; E~
Print ~il{Iie

/2/ f, 5 flo t<.. /(/ D~C
Print Address

R~f<; HItL '1 t
Print City, Stat~, Zip



,

LanyCoen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

RECEIVED

APR 2 6 2004

Re: In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations
MISSOURI LAND

qeCLAMATION COMMISSIQ:-

Dear Sir:

I support the proposed rules as they were published in the "Missouri Register" on
February 2, 2004. I urge the Land Reclamation Commission to adopt both 10 CSR 40-10.020
Permit Application Requirements and 10 CSR 40-10.050 Performance Requirements as printed.

The adoption of these rules for commercial operators will minimize negative effects of
in-stream sand and gravel mining to the streams of Missouri. These rules are important but very
minimal standards which have been compromised over a number of years from proposed
regulations agreed upon by industry, professionals and environmentalists. For instance, the 10­
foot width for an undisturbed buffer between the excavation area and water's edge in #2 of the
Performance Requirements was proposed as a 20-foot buffer several years ago to protect the
stream channel. The now proposed undisturbed buffer of25 feet in #3 landward of the high bank
was originally 100 feet which would have done a better job of protecting riparian vegetation .. A
restriction on mining below one-foot above the water level is a better rule to protect the
streambed.

Reasonable requirements for depth of mining, placement ofhazardous materials,
protection of endangered species and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However, they
will prevent a handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage to fish and wildlife habitat,
damage to recreational resources, public infrastructure and private property.

I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining.

Signature
~

I-a rlene ~ ,'dec

Sincerely,

~ :1p.A!J,.t)

Print Name

etJ.1 7/ Ji.fn1~~£ Ur '
Print Address

ArnQld, M.a· b 30/ 0
Print City, State, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations

Dear Sir:

RECEIVED
APR 2 6 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSIO

I support the proposed rules as they were published in the "Missouri Register" on
February 2, 2004. I urge the Land Reclamation Commission to adopt both 10 CSR 40-10.020
Permit Application Requirements and 10 CSR 40-10.050 Performance Requirements as printed.

The adoption of these rules for commercial operators will minimize negative effects of
in-stream sand and gravel mining to the streams ofMissouri. These rules are important but very
minimal standards which have been compromised over a number of years from proposed
regulations agreed upon by industry, professionals and environmentalists. For instance, the 10­
foot width for an undisturbed buffer between the excavation area and water's edge in #2 of the
Performance Requirements was proposed as a 20-foot buffer several years ago to protect the
stream channel. The now proposed undisturbed buffer of25 feet in #3 landward ofthe high bank
was originally 100 feet which would have done a better job of protecting riparian vegetation.. A
restriction on mining below one-foot above the water level is a better rule to protect the
streambed.

Reasonable requirements for depth of mining, placement of hazardous materials,
protection ofendangered species and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However, they
will prevent a handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage to fish and wildlife habitat,
damage to recreational resources, public infrastructure and private property.

I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining.

Sincerely,

.~'YleeaIJ&
Signature

p. M~Nee t' ]); llem
Print Name

71)S 8 LlnJel/BlvJ
Print Address

Print City, State, Z'
63130



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations

Dear Sir:

RECEIVED
APR 2 6 2004

MISSOURI LAND
gECLAMATION COMMISSIG

I support the proposed rules as they were published in the "Missouri Register" on
February 2, 2004. I urge the Land Reclamation Commission to adopt both 10 CSR 40-10.020
Permit Application Requirements and 10 CSR 40-10.050 Performance Requirements as printed.

The adoption of these rules for commercial operators will minimize negative effects of
in-stream sand and gravel mining to the streams ofMissouri. These rules are important but very
minimal standards which have been compromised over a number of years from proposed
regulations agreed upon by industry, professionals and environmentalists. For instance, the 10­
foot width for an undisturbed buffer between the excavation area and water's edge in #2 of the
Performance Requirements was proposed as a 20-foot buffer several years ago to protect the
stream channel. The now proposed undisturbed buffer of25 feet in #3 landward of the high bank
was originally 100 feet which would have done a better job of protecting riparian vegetation.. A
restriction on mining below one-foot above the water level is a better rule to protect the
streambed.

Reasonable requirements for depth of mining, placement of hazardous materials,
protection of endangered species and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However, they
will prevent a handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage to fish and wildlife habitat,
damage to recreational resources, public infrastructure and private property.

I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining.

Sincerely,

;;:~~4~

J;;y\ I A 'f~-\- ¥O~
Print Name J

132-0 l.) WeC\.'f~ed"eJcL
Print Address

.5 f.~ t..o u" oS
;

Print City, State, Zip

/V\()



LarryCoen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations

Dear Sir:

RECEIVED

APR 2 6 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSIO~

I support the proposed rules as they were published in the "Missouri Register" on
February 2, 2004. I urge the Land Reclamation Commission to adopt both 10 CSR 40-10.020
Permit Application Requirements and 10 CSR 40-10.050 Performance Requirements as printed.

The adoption of these rules for commercial operators will minimize negative effects of
in-stream sand and gravel mining to the streams ofMissouri. These rules are important but very
minimal standards which have been compromised over a number of years from proposed
regulations agreed upon by industry, professionals and environmentalists. For instance, the 10­
foot width for an undisturbed buffer between the excavation area and water's edge in #2 of the
Performance Requirements was proposed as a 20-foot buffer several years ago to protect the
stream channel. The now proposed undisturbed buffer of25 feet in #3 landward ofthe high bank
was originally 100 feet which would have done a better job of protecting riparian vegetation.. A
restriction on mining below one-foot above the water level is a better rule to protect the
streambed.

Reasonable requirements for depth of mining, placement of hazardous materials,
protection ofendangered species and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However, they
will prevent a handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage to fish and wildlife habitat,
damage to recreational resources, public infrastructure and private property.

I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining.

~erelY, , 0
~~~

Signature

'b AN \ E:L TALO N ~

Print Name

-g~~Co CO~~ELl- AV.
Print Address

l~O

Print City, State, Zip



LarryCoen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations

Dear Sir:

RECEIVED
APR 2 6 2004

MISSOURI LAND
,ECLAMATION COMMISSIQt-.

I support the proposed rules as they were published in the "Missouri Register" on
February 2,2004. I urge the Land Reclamation Commission to adopt both 10 CSR 40-10.020
Permit Application Requirements and 10 CSR 40-10.050 Performance Requirements as printed.

The adoption of these rules for commercial operators will minimize negative effects of
in-stream sand and gravel mining to the streams ofMissouri. These rules are important but very
minimal standards which have been compromised over a number of years from proposed
regulations agreed upon by industry, professionals and environmentalists. For instance, the 10­
foot width for an undisturbed buffer between the excavation area and water's edge in #2 of the
Performance Requirements was proposed as a 20-foot buffer several years ago to protect the
stream channel. The now proposed undisturbed buffer of25 feet in #3 landward ofthe high bank
was originally 100 feet which would have done a better job of protecting riparian vegetation.. A
restriction on mining below one-foot above the water level is a better rule to protect the
streambed.

Reasonable requirements for depth of mining, placement of hazardous materials,
protection of endangered species and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However, they
will prevent a handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage to fish and wildlife habitat,
damage to recreational resources, public infrastructure and private property.

I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining.

Print Address

5J-, toUIS i /112 .C3//(,
Print City, State, tip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations

Dear Sir:

RECEIVED
APR 2 7 2004

MISSOURI LAND
~ECLAMATION COMMISSIOI'

I support the proposed rules as they were published in the "Missouri Register" on
February 2, 2004. I urge the Land Reclamation Commission to adopt both 10 CSR 40-10.020
Permit Application Requirements and 10 CSR 40-10.050 Performance Requirements as printed.

The adoption of these rules for commercial operators will minimize negative effects of
in-stream sand and gravel mining to the streams ofMissouri. These rules are important but very
minimal standards which have been compromised over a number ofyears from proposed
regulations agreed upon by industry, professionals and environmentalists. For instance, the 10­
foot width for an undisturbed buffer between the excavation area and water's edge in #2 of the
Performance Requirements was proposed as a 20-foot buffer several years ago to protect the
stream channel. The now proposed undisturbed buffer of25 feet in #3 landward of the high bank
was originally 100 feet which would have done a better job of protecting riparian vegetation.. A
restriction on mining below one-foot above the water level is a better rule to protect the
streambed.

Reasonable requirements for depth ofmining, placement ofhazardous materials,
protection ofendangered species and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However, they
will prevent a handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage to fish and wildlife habitat,
damage to recreational resources, public infrastructure and private property.

I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining.

Sincerely,

~~
Signature ;

B e fry



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations

Dear Sir:

RECEIVED
APR 292004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSION

I support the proposed rules as they were published in the "Missouri Register" on
February 2,2004. I urge the Land Reclamation Commission to adopt both 10 CSR 40-10.020
Permit Application Requirements and 10 CSR 40-10.050 Performance Requirements as printed.

The adoption of these rules for commercial operators will minimize negative effects of
in-stream sand and gravel mining to the streams ofMissouri. These rules are important but very
minimal standards which have been compromised over a number ofyears from proposed
regulations agreed upon by industry, professionals and environmentalists. For instance, the 10­
foot width for an undisturbed buffer between the excavation area and water's edge in #2 of the
Performance Requirements was proposed as a 20-foot buffer several years ago to protect the '
stream channel. The now proposed undisturbed butTer of25 feet in #3 landward ofthe high bank
was originally 100 feet which would have done a better job of protecting riparian vegetation.. A
restriction on mining below one-foot above the water level is a better rule to protect the
streambed.

Reasonable requirements for depth of mining, placement of hazardous materials,
protection ofendangered species and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However, they
will prevent a handful ofbad actors from causing excessive damage to fish and wildlife habitat,
damage to recreational resources, public infrastructure and private property.

I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining.

Sincerely,
.. .-//

.;:j~ q',:7~
Signature p

L -€ sire- /.< h~u.
Print Name

7 ~ (j t A~ h ~r s t- Ave,.
Print Address

St. ~iL'(,~_ (16 "3/50
Print City, State, Zip/



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

April 26, 2004

Dear Mr. Coen:

Gregory L. Hiebert
11928 Craig View Dr.
St. Louis MO 63146

314-567-0641
yhiebert@juno.com

RECE/Vef:
APR 292004

We are writing to urge you to move forward with the adoption of enforceable regulations
that set reasonable limitations on in-stream gravel mining in Missouri.

Regulations can be instituted that allow for mining to continue but protect our precious
streams. Reasonable requirements for buffer areas, depth of mining, placement of
hazardous materials and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years, but will
help prevent irresponsible parties from causing excessive damage.

Specifically, we are in favor of a buffer of 20 feet between the mining activity and the
water's edge to protect the integrity of the stream channel. In addition, we support a
buffer of 100 feet along the "highbank" to protect vegetation, a restriction on mining
below one-foot above the water level, and a requirement that MDNR consider whether
endangered species are present before issuing a mining permit.

Again, we urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining.
Without such regulations, our beautiful streams will be subject to irresponsible gravel
mining that destroys fish and wildlife habitat, recreational resources, public
infrastructure and private property.

Thank you for considering our comments.

Sincerely,

~~i~
tLfl~}j~
a~Mrs. Gregory L. Hiebert



April 28, 2004

Land Reclamation Commission
Mo. Department of Natural Resources
Land Reclamation Program
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

Dear Sirs,

Once again I am writing you to convey my support of the additional rules you and the Land
Reclamation Program are proposing for the regulation of in-stream sand and gravel mining.

The rules as published in the Missouri Register are not as stringent as I originally wanted.
However, knowing that they are the result of hard-fought compromise generated by a multi­
disciplinary workgroup leads me to support them as published.

You and the Land Reclamation Program staff have worked long and hard, and with admirable
patience, to ensure equal consideration ofall sides of this controversial issue. This treatment is
very much appreciated and reflects well on the Department ofNatural Resources.

Thank you for your support of these rules.

Sincerely,

Dn~~~~
Donna Menown
2013 Springwood Ct.
Jefferson City, MO 65101-5571
Home telephone: (573) 635-6686

RECEIVED
APR 3 0 2004

MISSOURI LAND
r.tECLAMAT'ON COMMISSION



5733238401 OZAR PAY/DISPATCH PAGE 02

IN.REPLY REm 1'0:

L2423

United States Department of the Interior

\ATIONAL PARK SERVICE
Ozark National Scenic Riverways

404 \\'atercress Drive
P.O. Box 490

VanBuren, Missouri 63965

APR 29 200ft

Missouri Department ofNatural Resources
Lard. Reclamation Commission
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, Missouri 65102-0176

Dear Sir:

TIlese comments are provided in response to the Notice of filing ofproposed rules by the Department of
Natural Resources concerning the corrunercial mining ofsand and gravel (Missouri Register, Febmar)' 2,
2004 rules 10 CSR40 10.020 and 10 CSR 4010.050) The :\ational Park Service has been charged with
management ofthe Ozark National Scenic Riverways in south-central Missouri since 1964. Oz,u'k Nation..:ll
Scenic Riverwavs conta.ins both the Cunent and Jacks Fork Rivers, which are 2 of the only 3 Outstanding
National Resource Waters (ONRWs) so designated in Missouri. As such, they arc afforded the highest levd
ofresource protoction bv state and federal law.

We therefore appbllc the prohibition of in-stream sand and gravel operations from these ONRWs as
proposed in 10 CSR 4010.050. Sand and gravel operations negativelv impact rhe geomorphologic structure
in aquatic and ripaIian h.."l.bitats. These habitats, and retention oftbeir high quality, are central recreational,
natural, and cultural resource goals for the Ozark National Scenic Rivenvays.

We note, ho\\cvcr, that discrepancies may Clurently exist in thE sand and gravel operations pernutting
processes of different Missomi D\;R disciplines \vithin special streams and their draina.ges designated in 10
CSR 20-7.015 (6)(A), and covered by 10 CSR 20-7031 (2)(c) water quality antidegrad.ttion mles, which
includes Ozark Nan.ooal Scemc Riven.vays. There should be clarity of oversight such that sand and gravel
applications which \vould not receive water quality certification, would not then subsequently be approved
under Land Reclamation program procedures. An applicant may misinterpret this singular approval from the
Land Reclamation PrograIll as pennission to proceed in inappIOpliate areas.

We continue to appreciate the Missouri DNR's efforts to affoxdthe Current and Jacks Fork Rivers the highest
standards ofprotectIon Please cOntact Victoria Grant, Resomce Management Specialist, at (573) 323- 4236
with any questions.

}ftJ~~
NoelR Poe
Superintendent

ec: Gary Rosenheb, "\Jational Park Savice, Water Resources Division
Chen.·1 Clisler, USEPA Region 7, Water Resources Prorcchon Branch



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations

Dear Sir:

RECEIVED
APR 3 0 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSION

I support the proposed rules as they were published in the "Missouri Register" on
February 2, 2004. I urge the Land Reclamation Commission to adopt both 10 CSR 40-10.020
Permit Application Requirements and 10 CSR 40-10.050 Performance Requirements as printed.

The adoption of these rules for commercial operators will minimize negative effects of
in-stream sand and gravel mining to the streams ofMissouri. These rules are important but very
minimal standards which have been compromised over a number ofyears from proposed
regulations agreed upon by industry, professionals and environmentalists. For instance, the 10­
foot width for an undisturbed buffer between the excavation area and water's edge in #2 of the
Performance Requirements was proposed as a 20-foot buffer several years ago to protect the
stream channel. The now proposed undisturbed buffer of25 feet in #3 landward ofthe high bank
was originally 100 feet which would have done a better job of protecting riparian vegetation.. A
restriction on mining below one-foot above the water level is a better rule to protect the
streambed.

Reasonable requirements for depth of mining, placement of hazardous materials,
protection of endangered species and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However, they
will prevent a handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage to fish and wildlife habitat,
damage to recreational resources, public infrastructure and private property.

I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining.

Sincerely,

Signature

C-Wrz Ct£ IJ~ t9 p!I((fj)S

Print Namer6~ 1/t-6 fi?r IJ t/£
Print Address

G~ /7tV.P1£,!i-
Print City, State, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations

Dear Sir:

RECEIVED
APR 3 0 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSIO~'

I support the proposed rules as they were published in the "Missouri Register" on
February 2, 2004. I urge the Land Reclamation Commission to adopt both 10 CSR 40-10.020
Permit Application Requirements and 10 CSR 40-10.050 Performance Requirements as printed.

The adoption of these rules for commercial operators will minimize negative effects of
in-stream sand and gravel mining to the streams of Missouri. These rules are important but very
minimal standards which have been compromised over a number of years from proposed
regulations agreed upon by industry, professionals and environmentalists. For instance, the 10­
foot width for an undisturbed buffer between the excavation area and water's edge in #2 of the
Performance Requirements was proposed as a 20-foot buffer several years ago to protect the
stream channel. The now proposed undisturbed buffer of25 feet in #3 landward ofthe high bank
was originally 100 feet which would have done a better job of protecting riparian vegetation.. A
restriction on mining below one-foot above the water level is a better rule to protect the
streambed.

Reasonable requirements for depth of mining, placement of hazardous materials,
protection of endangered species and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However, they
will prevent a handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage to fish and wildlife habitat,
damage to recreational resources, public infrastructure and private property.

I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining.

Sincerely, ~ _

d~q~~
Signature

s-rEfJHlN J: Yf6b1:92S
Print Name

20"3 M(JNcLA'( cr: 1t<2 W
Print Address

Kt ,reK\J.JOQ.Df f4 fJ. 631z~
Print City, State, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations

Dear Sir:

RECEIVED
APR 3 0 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSION

I support the proposed rules as they were published in the "Missouri Register" on
February 2, 2004. I urge the Land Reclamation Commission to adopt both 10 CSR 40-10.020
Permit Application Requirements and 10 CSR 40-10.050 Performance Requirements as printed.

The adoption of these rules for commercial operators will minimize negative effects of
in-stream sand and gravel mining to the streams ofMissouri. These rules are important but very
minimal standards which have been compromised over a number of years from proposed
regulations agreed upon by industry, professionals and environmentalists. For instance, the 10­
foot width for an undisturbed buffer between the excavation area and water's edge in #2 of the
Performance Requirements was proposed as a 20-foot buffer several years ago to protect the
stream channel. The now proposed undisturbed buffer of 25 feet in #3 landward of the high bank
was originally 100 feet which would have done a better job of protecting riparian vegetation.. A
restriction on mining below one-foot above the water level is a better rule to protect the
streambed.

Reasonable requirements for depth of mining, placement of hazardous materials,
protection ofendangered species and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However, they
will prevent a handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage to fish and wildlife habitat,
damage to recreational resources, public infrastructure and private property.

I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining.

Sincerely,

uJ44 f?, lJ1~iJ
Signature

vJH\ ~etl11 B, MC(QV1Y\t:41~hel4
Print Name /

4522- ~a !Ol-aN\..
Print Address

5+ LuiS /1/\ 0 0311 (p
Print City, State, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations

Dear Sir:

RECEIVED
APR 3 0 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSIO~'

I

I support the proposed rules as they were published in the "Missouri Register" on
February 2, 2004. I urge the Land Reclamation Commission to adopt both 10 CSR 40-10.020
Permit Application Requirements and 10 CSR 40-10.050 Performance Requirements as printed.

The adoption of these rules for commercial operators will minimize negative effects of
in-stream sand and gravel mining to the streams ofMissouri. These rules are important but very
minimal standards which have been compromised over a number of years from proposed
regulations agreed upon by industry, professionals and environmentalists. For instance, the 10­
foot width for an undisturbed buffer between the excavation area and water's edge in #2 of the
Performance Requirements was proposed as a 20-foot buffer several years ago to protect the
stream channel. The now proposed undisturbed buffer of 25 feet in #3 landward of the high bank
was originally 100 feet which would have done a better job of protecting riparian vegetation.. A
restriction on mining below one-foot above the water level is a better rule to protect the
streambed.

Reasonable requirements for depth of mining, placement of hazardous materials,
protection of endangered species and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However, they
will prevent a handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage to fish and wildlife habitat,
damage to recreational resources, public infrastructure and private property.

I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining.

since~
SigMture

/111 \£-f ~ f&-~
Print Name

~'?--I I/YJIlIN J;qvI~ "'tv
Print Address

H-~~-i/L(/tlt/q ;tiC" ~?/'f7
Print City, State, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

RECEIVED
APR 3 0 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSIOt\1

Re: In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations

Dear Sir:

I support the proposed rules as they were published in the "Missouri Register" on
February 2, 2004. I urge the Land Reclamation Commission to adopt both 10 CSR 40-10.020
Permit Application Requirements and 10 CSR 40-10.050 Performance Requirements as printed.

The adoption of these rules for commercial operators will minimize negative effects of
in-stream sand and gravel mining to the streams of Missouri. These rules are important but very
minimal standards which have been compromised over a number of years from proposed
regulations agreed upon by industry, professionals and environmentalists. For instance, the 10­
foot width for an undisturbed buffer between the excavation area and water's edge in #2 of the
Perfonnance Requirements was proposed as a 20-foot buffer several years ago to protect the
stream channel. The now proposed undisturbed buffer of 25 feet in #3 landward of the high bank
was originally 100 feet which would have done a better job of protecting riparian vegetation.. A
restriction on mining below one-foot above the water level is a better rule to protect the
streambed.

Reasonable requirements for depth of mining, placement of hazardous materials,
protection of endangered species and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However, they
will prevent a handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage to fish and wildlife habitat,
damage to recreational resources, public infrastructure and private property.

I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining.

Signature \

Sincerely,

\'--- :1QU.MA .1 \I~

I Od:~ ~()o\:...,>~k ~L ~.
Print Address '-

8 lo tel C, ~ I~o b?Y 12-'2-
Print City, State, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations

Dear Sir:

RECEIVED
APR 3 0 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMMISSIO'

I support the proposed rules as they were published in the "Missouri Register" on
February 2, 2004. I urge the Land Reclamation Commission to adopt both 10 CSR 40-10.020
Permit Application Requirements and 10 CSR 40-10.050 Performance Requirements as printed.

The adoption of these rules for commercial operators will minimize negative effects of
in-stream sand and gravel mining to the streams ofMissouri. These rules are important but very
minimal standards which have been compromised over a number of years from proposed
regulations agreed upon by industry, professionals and environmentalists. For instance, the 10­
foot width for an undisturbed buffer between the excavation area and water's edge in #2 of the
Performance Requirements was proposed as a 20-foot buffer several years ago to protect the
stream channel. The now proposed undisturbed buffer of 25 feet in #3 landward of the high bank
was originally 100 feet which would have done a better job of protecting riparian vegetation.. A
restriction on mining below one-foot above the water level is a better rule to protect the
streambed.

Reasonable requirements for depth of mining, placement of hazardous materials,
protection of endangered species and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However, they
will prevent a handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage to fish and wildlife habitat,
damage to recreational resources, public infrastructure and private property.

I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining.

Print Name

136 r- Pi fVE ~t.1 F;=­
Print Address

tJ/L j} tJJoj) A1 0 6303?
Print City, State, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations

Dear Sir:

RECEIVEr)
APR 3 0 2004

MISSOURI LAND
qECLAMATION COMMISSl('.

I support the proposed rules as they were published in the "Missouri Register" on
February 2,2004. I urge the Land Reclamation Commission to adopt both 10 CSR 40-10.020
Permit Application Requirements and 10 CSR 40-10.050 Performance Requirements as printed.

The adoption of these rules for commercial operators will minimize negative effects of
in-stream sand and gravel mining to the streams ofMissouri. These rules are important but very
minimal standards which have been compromised over a number of years from proposed
regulations agreed upon by industry, professionals and environmentalists. For instance, the 10­
foot width for an undisturbed buffer between the excavation area and water's edge in #2 of the
Performance Requirements was proposed as a 20-foot buffer several years ago to protect the
stream channel. The now proposed undisturbed buffer of25 feet in #3 landward of the high bank
was originally 100 feet which would have done a better job of protecting riparian vegetation.. A
restriction on mining below one-foot above the water level is a better rule to protect the
streambed.

Reasonable requirements for depth of mining, placement of hazardous materials,
protection of endangered species and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However, they
will prevent a handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage to fish and wildlife habitat,
damage to recreational resources, public infrastructure and private property.

I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining.

Sincerely, _

FelhdU,.L
~f1~ES ;t1. OLE~ f(f vIet!
Print Name

'fe.) ~ )!Ill ~ keJ [, a PC.
Print Address

~ 10UJ) 410 &]1/0
Print City, Stale, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations

Dear Sir:

RECEIVED
APR 3 0 2004

MISSOURI LAND
RECLAMATION COMM'SS'O~

I support the proposed rules as they were published in the "Missouri Register" on
February 2,2004. I urge the Land Reclamation Commission to adopt both 10 CSR 40-10.020
Permit Application Requirements and 10 CSR 40-10.050 Performance Requirements as printed.

The adoption of these rules for commercial operators will minimize negative effects of
in-stream sand and gravel mining to the streams ofMissouri. These rules are important but very
minimal standards which have been compromised over a number of years from proposed
regulations agreed upon by industry, professionals and environmentalists. For instance, the 10­
foot width for an undisturbed buffer between the excavation area and water's edge in #2 of the
Performance Requirements was proposed as a 20-foot buffer several years ago to protect the
stream channel. The now proposed undisturbed buffer of25 feet in #3 landward of the high bank
was originally 100 feet which would have done a better job of protecting riparian vegetation.. A
restriction on mining below one-foot above the water level is a better rule to protect the
streambed.

Reasonable requirements for depth of mining, placement ofhazardous materials,
protection of endangered species and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However, they
will prevent a handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage to fish and wildlife habitat,
damage to recreational resources, public infrastructure and private property.

I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining.

Print Address

Print City, State, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations

Dear Sir:

RECEIVED
APR 3 0 2004

MISSOURI LAND
ClECLAMATION COMMISSIO~

I support the proposed rules as they were published in the "Missouri Register" on
February 2, 2004. I urge the Land Reclamation Commission to adopt both 10 CSR 40-10.020
Permit Application Requirements and 10 CSR 40-10.050 Performance Requirements as printed.

The adoption of these rules for commercial operators will minimize negative effects of
in-stream sand and gravel mining to the streams ofMissouri. These rules are important but very
minimal standards which have been compromised over a number of years from proposed
regulations agreed upon by industry, professionals and environmentalists. For instance, the 10­
foot width for an undisturbed buffer between the excavation area and water's edge in #2 of the
Performance Requirements was proposed as a 20-foot buffer several years ago to protect the
stream channel. The now proposed undisturbed buffer of25 feet in #3 landward of the high bank
was originally 100 feet which would have done a better job of protecting riparian vegetation.. A
restriction on mining below one-foot above the water level is a better rule to protect the
streambed.

Reasonable requirements for depth of mining, placement of hazardous materials,
protection of endangered species and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However, they
will prevent a handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage to fish and wildlife habitat,
damage to recreational resources, public infrastructure and private property.

I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining.

Sincerely,

Je:e~#'1Vr1
'J!3 Me) J, N'fBel?~

Print Name '4
[ /°0 73 f?)( ~()4-.;,l/

({2.~- 3". HirN~V'i It P, M,f/l.

Print Address
./

CL..4Y1<7~ 1111 03105
Print City, State, Zip



Larry Coen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.o. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations

Dear Sir:

RECEIVED
APR 3 0 2004

MISSOURI LA
QECLAMATION COM%~SSIO":

I support the proposed rules as they were published in the "Missouri Register" on
February 2, 2004. I urge the Land Reclamation Commission to adopt both 10 CSR 40-10.020
Permit Application Requirements and 10 CSR 40-10.050 Performance Requirements as printed.

The adoption of these rules for commercial operators will minimize negative effects of
in-stream sand and gravel mining to the streams of Missouri. These rules are important but very
minimal standards which have been compromised over a number of years from proposed
regulations agreed upon by industry, professionals and environmentalists. For instance, the 10­
foot width for an undisturbed buffer between the excavation area and water's edge in #2 of the
Performance Requirements was proposed as a 20-foot buffer several years ago to protect the
stream channel. The now proposed undisturbed buffer of 25 feet in #3 landward of the high bank
was originally 100 feet which would have done a better job of protecting riparian vegetation.. A
restriction on mining below one-foot above the water level is a better rule to protect the
streambed.

Reasonable requirements for depth of mining, placement of hazardous materials,
protection of endangered species and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However, they
will prevent a handful ofbad actors from causing excessive damage to fish and wildlife habitat,
damage to recreational resources, public infrastructure and private property.

I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining.

:r:~--Signature

ANN f:~3ebrec~i-
Print Name

q~J .$;~ Apt .C .
Print Address

S~ (Mo. b~/~S-
Print City, State, Zip



LarryCoen
Land Reclamation Program
Missouri DNR
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: In-Stream Sand and Gravel Mining Regulations

RECEIVED

APR 3 0 2004

MISSOURI LAND
qECLAMATION COMMISSlm

Dear Sir:

I support the proposed rules as they were published in the "Missouri Register" on
February 2, 2004. I urge the Land Reclamation Commission to adopt both 10 CSR 40-10.020
Permit Application Requirements and 10 CSR 40-10.050 Performance Requirements as printed.

The adoption of these rules for commercial operators will minimize negative effects of
in-stream sand and gravel mining to the streams ofMissouri. These rules are important but very
minimal standards which have been compromised over a number of years from proposed
regulations agreed upon by industry, professionals and environmentalists. For instance, the 10­
foot width for an undisturbed buffer between the excavation area and water's edge in #2 of the
Performance Requirements was proposed as a 20-foot buffer several years ago to protect the
stream channel. The now proposed undisturbed buffer of25 feet in #3 landward of the high bank
was originally 100 feet which would have done a better job of protecting riparian vegetation.. A
restriction on mining below one-foot above the water level is a better rule to protect the
streambed.

Reasonable requirements for depth of mining, placement of hazardous materials,
protection of endangered species and protection of sensitive streams will not interfere with the
operations of responsible miners that have followed these practices for years. However, they
will prevent a handful of bad actors from causing excessive damage to fish and wildlife habitat,
damage to recreational resources, public infrastructure and private property.

I urge you to adopt enforceable regulations for in-stream gravel mining.

Print Name

1Os-.bzfrU' ~t
Print Address

5ILtZtb(5 I 11{J 6,J/O'(
Print City, State, Z(p

Sincerely,

~.~Si~re ~

JL~ YCt?"'!J



rre~as County Commission
210 North Grand

Houston, Missouri 65483
417-967-3222

Joe B. Whetstine
Associate Commissioner
District One

April 26, 2004

Director Larry Coen
1738 E. Elm
P.O. Box176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Dear Director Coen,

Donald E. Shelhammer
Presiding Commissioner

Linda L. Garrett
Associate Commissioner

District Two

RECEIVED

MAY 3 2004

MISSOURI LAND
~ECLAMATION COMMISSIO/\

We want to thank you for taking time from your busy schedule to visit Texas County and
to view some of our streams. We felt it was important for you to see first hand why we are so
strong against changing the present guidelines into regulations. We understand that permit
variations can be made for some streams but this is being accomplished with the present
guidelines. We liked your suggestion of using some sites for study sites.

We still oppose changing the present guidelines into regulations. We feel we need data
from adequate studies of streams in southern Missouri. We would welcome the chance to have
studies completed on some of the sites we visited. We would also like to see an economic study
completed on these proposed regulations.

We feel for the most part the present guidelines lines are working well. We believe these
proposed regulations will put an extra hardship on sand & gravel operators, landowners, and
have a negative economic effect on our county. Since, in-stream gravel mining is not done much
in northern Missouri and under the proposed regulations many streams in southern Missouri
would need to have variations we do not see the reasoning for these regulations.

We understand the proposed regulations are not intended to affect landowners and
government entities but we feel if not now, they soon will affect them.

We are not opposing these regulations just because we are bored in Texas County, we
truly believe these regulations will have a devastating effects on our streams and on our citizens.

Thanks again for coming to Texas County.

Sincerely,

T/ ~~dE helliammer,
Presiding Commissioner

oe B. Whetstine
Associate Commissioner

Linda L. Garrett
Associate Commissioner


