
1 
 

MARTIN COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
SPECIAL PUBLIC INFORMATIONAL MEETING 

REGARDING ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT WORKSHEET  
FOR THE PROPOSED W. LORENTZ AND SONS INC. 

AGGREGATE MINE PROJECT 
MONDAY, AUGUST 15, 2022 

@ 6:00 P.M. 
 

Chairman Belgard opened the Special Public Informational Meeting regarding the Environmental 
Assessment Worksheet (EAW) for the proposed W. Lorentz and Sons, Inc. Aggregate Mine 
Project.  All County Board members were present, along with Scott Higgins, Martin County 
Coordinator, Taylor McGowan, Martin County Attorney, Pam Flitter, Planning and Zoning 
Director, Kevin Peyman, County Highway Engineer, Julie Blackburn, CFM Environmental 
Practice Group Leader-ISG, and Julie Walters, Administrative Assistant, and members of public. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted back in January, 2022 the Board decided to take another look at this 
Conditional Use Permit (for the proposed W. Lorentz and Sons Inc. Aggregate Mine Project) 
request and do an Environmental Assessment Worksheet (EAW) and that’s what we’re here to 
discuss tonight.   
 
Introduction 
Julie Blackburn, CFM Environmental Practice Group Leader-ISG, was present and thanked 
everyone for being here tonight to learn more about this EAW.  I will take you through a little bit 
of process first about what the purpose of an EAW is and then I’ll go through what is proposed 
under this project and then our findings as far as our research that we did and then a little bit more 
at the end about the process in a little bit more detail. 
 
Blackburn noted this is about the W. Lorentz and Sons Aggregate Mine.  This is the EAW.  I am 
Julie Blackburn.  I am the Environmental Practice Group Leader from ISG.  The purpose of an 
EAW is to lay out the basic facts of a project necessary to determine whether or not an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is required.  That’s the purpose.  At the very end of this 
process the County Board will determine is there enough environmental concern that it warrants 
going into an EIS.  They’ll have some questions about what is the threshold of environmental 
concern and if it requires an EIS then that is ordered and that is a much more lengthy, detailed 
review.  The information that comes forward in an EAW can often be used to inform maybe any 
special requirements that might be put into a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) if it was determined 
to go forward, maybe the information here could be useful for that.  It is not to approve or deny a 
project.  It only informs the project.  The tool does not form the basis of a denial or acceptance of 
a permit application.  The information that is gathered can be useful for developing any kind of 
special criteria that might go into a CUP. 
 
EAW Process 
Blackburn noted we start first by gathering a lot of data about all of the different kinds of criteria 
in an EAW including geologic, water, soil, plants, animals, all of that.  We gather all of that 
information together and that is in the EAW itself.  The RGU, meaning the Regulatory 
Governmental Unit, which in this case is Martin County, prepares the form so they make sure that 
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everything is in the form that it is acceptable for the state requirements and then goes through 
public review and comment.  That’s where we’re at right now and you have until September 8, 
2022 to submit formal comments on the EAW and then the County Board needs to make a decision 
and again the decision is whether or not there’s a need for an EIS.   
 
The Lorentz EAW 
Blackburn noted the proposer is W. Lorentz and Sons Construction, Inc. and the RGU is Martin 
County.  The reason for the EAW is, it never met the threshold for a mandatory EAW, but it was 
an EAW that was ordered based on a Citizens Petition.  The concerns that were outlined in the 
Citizens Petition included well and water contamination, noise, road damage, crop damage, dust, 
decreased air quality, threat to wildlife including honey bees and turtles, and diminished property 
values.  This is the proposed location (on map) it is currently a crop field.  There are wetlands to 
the north and I’ll go through a little more detail on the water resources in a little bit.   
 
Project Description 
Blackburn noted the site is 10 ½ acres, the proposed excavation is 6.3 acres, it is a new non-metallic 
mineral mine and so it would be for aggregate such as sand and gravel, and the operation is really 
going to be based on market demand for the resources there.  The CUP that they applied for is to 
operate for 10 years starting this winter and general operation would be from 6 a.m. to 7 p.m. 
Monday through Saturday; crushing would be 7 a.m. to 6 p.m. Monday through Saturday.  There 
is no permanent building or structure that’s proposed for this site and they do not anticipate doing 
any dewatering which is certainly key for this EAW.   
 
Blackburn noted the truck traffic is going to access the site from 245th Avenue.  Truck speeds are 
going to be between 30 and 45 mph.  Lorentz is going to maintain the road.  Vehicles and 
equipment will be kept in good operating condition in accordance with manufacturer 
recommendations.  There will be no truck or equipment washing on site and no fuels will be stored 
on site which again was key to this particular EAW. 
 
Blackburn noted the project description is not being carried out by a governmental unit.  There are 
certain approvals that are required before it goes forward and that includes the Martin County 
Planning Commission who already has reviewed and approved the CUP and then it went to the 
County Board and that’s when this process started.  The Martin County SWCD needed to review 
the wetlands portion of it and that was approved as no loss.  No loss Application was put in and 
approved.  They are required to get a Minnesota Aggregate Mining Permit which they have applied 
for and been granted.  That permit really describes everything that they need to do for mining 
including making sure that there is storage for any kind of fuels or making sure that the site is 
maintained, that there isn’t erosion going off site.  They already did receive the coverage under 
that permit as they stated.  If that one didn’t apply they would have applied for the MNG49 which 
is more of an individual permit rather than an aggregate permit for the site. 
 
Blackburn noted their project has four phases to it.  First they would strip the top soil.  Currently 
it is in row cropping so they would strip the top soil first, then they would set up berms around the 
perimeter and put in perimeter erosion control; then they would do the mining and that would be 
for the proposed period of 10 years; and then after that they would reclaim the land which would 
be to most likely still go into agriculture.   
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Blackburn noted the topsoil would be stored on site and would be essentially what creates the 
berms around the aggregate mine and so that would be a portion of the perimeter control making 
sure that materials are not going off site.  For additional detail on the construction of the berms 
and perimeter control they would put those berms all the way around the aggregate mining 
operation.  They would put in a safety fence.  The berms would also provide for privacy and a 
visual block so you wouldn’t be able to see into the mining operation itself.  And, it also prevents 
storm water from leaving the site.  So, the berms redirect all of the runoff into the mining operation 
rather than off site.  They will be maintained throughout the mining period.  They will be vegetated.  
I don’t know specifically what the species would be but my assumption would be that it would be 
something that could easily be maintained and mowed.  It will be inspected by Lorentz after any 
substantial rainfall to make sure that all of the perimeter control is working properly.  That’s a 
requirement of their mining permit issued by the Pollution Control Agency.   
 
Blackburn noted when they are mining they’re going to be excavating at depths between 15 and 
25 feet.  All of the materials are going to be processed and stored on site and the material is going 
to be then trucked off site for road construction.   
 
Blackburn noted then at the end they have to reclaim the land when they are done with their mining 
operation it’s going to be backfilled with that needed material so the berms that were constructed 
will be used to backfill.  It’s going to be graded to a 3:1 slope.  They will bring in additional 
material if it is necessary.  Perimeter control will stay on site until vegetation throughout the entire 
site is reestablished and then the site can be used for farming or grassland recreation. 
 
Existing Land Use 
Blackburn reviewed both a topographic as well as an overhead site view and it is currently in a 
row crop production.  The existing land use again is row crops.  As far as consistency with local 
water plans and County plans...Martin County Land Use doesn’t actually address aggregate mining 
specifically.  The Martin County Water Plan their two goals that directly relate in one way or 
another to this project 1) is to reduce peak flow events to help prevent erosion and maintain the 
integrity of crop fields which this is affecting a crop field but it’s not going to really change that 
peak flow event going off site because most of the water is going to go into the mine; and 2) 
increasing the quality and quantity of ground water especially drinking water.  And, our view, and 
again and I’ll get into the water aspect of it further, is this doesn’t change the quantity or quality 
of ground water.  We did look at thermal issues and since they are not dewatering that changes 
things pretty substantially.  Had they been dewatering the results of this might have been a little 
bit different.  Dewatering is really a key aspect of the operation. 
 
Commissioner Smith inquired what is dewatering. 
 
Blackburn noted dewatering would be when they are going in to do the excavation it would be 
putting in water pumping operations there so that they could make sure that there is no water in 
the operation.  So, this isn’t dewatering and we don’t expect them to hit a ground water level.  
There might be some moisture further down but they’re not going to be pulling the water out which 
would kind of create a conduit for water to come from kind of that ground water level to the 
surface. 
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Stacey Van Gelderen, citizen petition representative, was present and noted I read your report and 
have a couple of questions about the dewatering.  So, in the report it says that they’re not expected 
to dewater but that they may.  And it also says their depth is at 15 to 25 feet deep however they 
may need to go in deeper depending upon the type of soil and what they see in the mine and I also 
read at 35 feet there was standing water so to me 10 feet is not a lot of a buffer when they’re 
digging and they may or may not dewater seemed a little ambiguous to me. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired of Blackburn is that something that you were going to address in this 
at some point?  Maybe we hold off on the questions until the report is complete. 
 
Blackburn noted right and I think there is the potential on that dewatering if it is something that 
the County Board wishes to put in the CUP that it is not allowed then you could.  Just for that 
assurance about it. 
 
Zoning – Martin County 
Blackburn noted there are two different types of zoning that overlay this parcel that they are 
contemplating doing this activity on.  The first one is “A” Agricultural and that has broad ranging 
applicability and aggregate mining is not necessarily a divergent from something that would 
ordinarily be allowed within an Agricultural District.  And then a portion of it is “SL-1” Special 
Protection District for the shoreland area.   
 
Blackburn noted this type of land use is compatible with the existing land use overlays that are on 
this parcel.  As far as compatibility with the local water plan the mitigation to surface water 
happens through that mining permit as well as anything you might have in the CUP and their 
NPDES permit which means their nonpoint discharge elimination permit that they would be 
obtaining from the Pollution Control Agency.  Mitigation of ground water is really because there 
is no dewatering that’s going on and that they’re going to maintain all of their equipment in 
working condition according to manufacturer specifications and what we’re really looking at here 
is and they aren’t putting in any...there’s no storage of fuels or oils or anything there but we were 
really looking at what is the potential to have a spill and since they don’t have anything on site it 
is compatible.  For zoning we found that it was sufficiently compatible and that reclamation of the 
site is going to be restored to an acceptable use within the County Ordinance and the local plans. 
 
Geology, Soils and Topography 
Blackburn noted this particular area is part of an outwash and also the Ivanhoe formation.  Ivanhoe 
is heavily glacial sediment from a glacial moraine and the outwash is gravel and sand so this is 
why it is a desirable location for a gravel and aggregate mining area.  It’s just you know that’s 
what the geology says so a glacial moraine is that when the glaciers came through at the very end 
of that glacier it gets all that rubble and deposits it right there.  It picks up all that kind of stuff as 
it moves through, leaves it there, and that’s what has resulted in that aggregate being found at this 
site.  There’s some technical information there about the slope and the depth and so mostly loams 
partially hydric meaning partially wet soils...they are typically used for farming practices. 
 
Water Resources 
Blackburn noted going into surface water there is no DNR public watercourse, lake, designated 
wildlife area, trout streams, calcareous fens, or waters that have outstanding natural value or 
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drainage ditches in the area.  There are wetlands, shallow lakes, and CD #64 is within one mile; 
and there is a wetland complex 200 feet to the north and northeast of the site.  The surface water 
on the site flows to the northeast into CD #64 and then into South Creek.  There are within a one 
mile radius wetlands, shallow lakes, and a County ditch.  Rose Lake and Sager Lake are both 
designated as shallow lakes by the DNR and there is only one water body within one mile and 
that’s JD #98 which is .6 miles to the southwest of the site.  JD #98 flows into Sager Lake which 
is in a different watershed than the project site.  So, the water doesn’t actually make it to that area.  
There is a wetland complex 200 feet to the north and northeast.  The wetland types are forested, 
emergent, and scrub shrub wetlands according to the National Wetland Inventory.  But this 
proposed project does not directly impact wetlands. 
 
Blackburn noted for ground water, there is that partially unconfined surficial aquifer so it’s fairly 
near the surface.  The soil borings indicate that there is soil moisture within 2 feet of ground surface 
but there is no observable water table within a depth of 20 feet.  The kind of thing that we looked 
at in evaluating ground water is whether or not there was ground water present in the County site 
which is just to the south and that’s a comparable depth and there is no water on that site and so it 
seems reasonable to conclude that that would be a similar occurrence in this site.  This site is not 
located in a wellhead protection area.  There are 3 domestic wells within a half a mile and 3 wells 
between a half and one mile.  There are 14 residents within one mile that may have at least one 
residential well.  Not everything popped up as far as on a County well index and that happens quite 
frequently but we just assume that there is probably at least one well within each of those 
residences.     
 
Blackburn noted there is no wastewater that is expected to be produced.  They do think that they’re 
going to have portable restrooms on site but no other wastewater. 
 
Blackburn noted as far as stormwater the surface water on site flows to the northeast into CD #64 
and then to South Creek.  The existing runoff currently because it is in crop land probably contains 
pesticides, fertilizers, and herbicides that we would be assumed in a typical agricultural setting.  
During the aggregate mine there is a vegetated berm and perimeter erosion control that keeps 
stormwater within the boundaries and because it is a mining operation you would actually expect 
that all of the rainwater that falls there is going to go into the mining operation.  And then after 
land reclamation the overland flow will generally be to the interior of the site because it is going 
to create a depression so it will be providing more infiltration.   
 
Blackburn noted as far as water appropriation there is no dewatering that is anticipated.  If it is 
necessary they would need to acquire an Appropriations Permit from the DNR for withdrawing 
more than 10,000 gallons of water per day or 1 million gallons per year for dewatering again to 
keep that water low for any kind of excavation they may be doing.  They do plan on using water 
for dust control, dust mitigation.  They would anticipate trucking that in from off site and there 
will be no tanks stored on site. 
 
Blackburn noted as far as wetlands there are two different wetlands that are located approximately 
200 feet to the north and northeast.  A Wetland Conservation Act No-loss Determination has been 
applied for and granted by the Martin SWCD. 
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Contamination, Hazardous Materials and Waste 
Blackburn noted then we look at the risk for potential contamination or hazardous waste material 
and waste.  Pre-project conditions there is no known contamination on site.  We looked at the 
What’s in My Watershed database: there are 4 feedlots within one mile of the project site and again 
for all of our records that we were able to acquire there is no known soil or groundwater 
contamination, no abandoned dumps, closed landfills, or existing or abandoned storage tanks, or 
hazardous liquid or gas pipelines listed on the database or near the site. 
 
Waste Generation and Storage 
Blackburn noted solid waste is not anticipated to be generated.  There are small amounts of toxic 
or hazardous waste associated with servicing vehicles.  Again, they are not going to be servicing 
any vehicles here.  There are no oils, solvents, gases, anything like that, that is going to be housed 
on site.  And, they are going to maintain all of their equipment according to manufacturer 
recommendations.  So, we are not able to say that there would be anything hazardous on site due 
to that.   
 
Fish, Wildlife, Plant Communities, and Sensitive Ecological Resources 
Blackburn noted there are no designated habitats on the project site.  There are 4 conservation 
reserve enhancement program easements located within one mile of this site.  They are indicated 
in green (on map).  This is, as far as the ecological context of the area, it’s the Minnesota River 
Prairie Subsection.  So, there are 13 species in Greatest Conservation Need within this subsection 
that entire area, not just this area.  That includes 7 birds, 5 mammals, and 1 reptile.  Wetland habitat 
is identified as key habitat for this subsection and there are multiple wetland complexes located 
within 200 feet of the proposed project site.  The activity that they are proposing on this site doesn’t 
impact them directly. 
 
Rare Features 
Blackburn noted there are no known rare features located on the project site.  It currently is a crop 
field.  National Heritage Information System (NHIS) there is a state listed threatened plant species 
located with a half mile.  The thing with the NHIS is no specific location can be disclosed.  We do 
have the specific locations and we would disclose it if it was specifically in the project site but part 
of that agreement with the DNR is that we cannot disclose any of those locations.  Obviously they 
don’t want people out there looking at endangered species.  But, it is not directly in this project 
site. 
 
Blackburn noted there is a native plant community 280 feet east.  That is the Southern Wet-Mesic 
Hardwood Forest and it is ranked as moderately biologically diverse significance by the Biological 
Survey. 
 
Blackburn noted there is a Blanding’s Turtle that was reported to be in the location.  The closest 
sighting was 2 ½ miles away.  The DNR says that there is the potential habitat on this site but it is 
not ideal because again currently it is in row crop production which you wouldn’t find to be a good 
habitat for Blanding’s Turtle.  According to IPaC which is the US Fish and Wildlife Service online 
database for rare and endangered species in this general area there are 3 species: Northern Long-
eared Bat, Monarch Butterfly which is basically everywhere in the US right now and is 
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endangered, and the Franklin’s Gull.  But, in this particular location there is no critical habitat for 
those species.  Again, it is currently corn field so you wouldn’t see any of that in this area. 
 
Impact of the Project 
Blackburn noted potential impacts could be habitat loss, habitat fragmentation, and a reduction in 
travel corridors.  Again, just in guidance to the County Board is that it is currently a corn field so 
there’s not a lot of difference as far as if you were taking native vegetation and impacting that.  
There is no regionally significant decline in wildlife abundance in species or abundance in numbers 
expected.  There is no anticipated impact to fish, wildlife, or rare species due to the lack of adequate 
habitat there in the project area.  Again, it is currently a corn field.  You’re not changing from a 
rich ecological type of environment into a poor ecological environment.  The project is not likely 
to introduce or spread invasive species. 
 
Mitigation Measures 
Blackburn noted their Industrial Permit for Nonmetallic Mining covers many types of mitigation 
measures.  It eliminates and minimizes stormwater contact with any kind of materials that they 
might be operating.  It reduces the amount of stormwater discharge and they must, according to 
that permit, identify and manage non-stormwater discharges.  The berms and the perimeter control 
will help deter any kind of Blanding’s Turtles that might come in that area.  Typically, if there is 
going to be a Blanding’s Turtle that’s likely to try to go to that area just putting in some vertical 
measures prevent that from happening.  They won’t go up steep inclines.  We do have a list of 
other types of measures that could be put in for Blanding’s Turtles to basically try to avoid that 
area.  There is no mitigation measure planned for invasive species because we wouldn’t anticipate 
those increasing. 
 
Historic Properties 
Blackburn noted the information from the Minnesota Historical Society State Preservation Office 
says that there is no previously known archeological sites or historic properties within the area or 
within one mile of the project site. 
 
Visual Impact and Mitigation Measures 
Blackburn noted there are no scenic views or vistas located on or near the project site.  The project 
is not anticipated to have visual affects because of the berms that are going to be put in place and 
so those are going to be acting as a privacy fence and screen. 
 
Air 
Blackburn noted we did take quite a look at air because we saw a lot of comments on air from the 
Citizens Petition. 
 
Blackburn noted Stationary Sources of Emissions they could include processing equipment so any 
of the combustion engines that might be in place can produce emissions.  There are no other 
hazardous emissions expected and there is basically a database of what are called sensitive 
receptors and that might be various illnesses or potential medical facilities or things like that and 
there aren’t any sensitive receptors near the property site. 
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Blackburn noted Vehicle Emissions we do expect there would be a slight increase in traffic related 
to the operation.  It’s not possible to anticipate with in-depth accuracy the amount of vehicle related 
air emissions because it’s really going to be based on the market.  How much do they need.  How 
much would it maybe change from this week to next week based on what might be going on.  But, 
those emissions when they do happen include carbon monoxide, nitrogen oxide, hydrocarbons – 
including volatile organic compounds, and carbon dioxide.  The EPA’s ozone designation by 
regions for the 8-Hour Ozone Designation this is classified as unclassifiable/attainment, the lowest 
possible designation as of the standards getting in place in April, 2004.  Air emission levels are 
expected to remain below current MPCA standards and are not expected to have a significant 
negative impact on the regional transportation system or a significant impact on air quality.   
 
Blackburn noted as far as impact and mitigation again the air emission levels are expected to 
remain below current MPCA standards and the mitigation measures that will be put in place 
particularly for dust would be spraying, they would also be maintaining the road, working with the 
township on that, and keeping vehicles and equipment in good operating condition. 
 
Dust and Odors 
Blackburn noted the dust and odors that could come from this operation include: topsoil and 
overburden stripping so if that’s on a windy day just like if you’re going out cultivating you know 
it creates dust.  The hauling creates dust.  Conveying any kind of operation, where they have a 
conveyor belt to get the aggregate and gravel into the trucks, any kind of screening they might do 
to get to a certain size of aggregate could create dust, and the stockpiles of raw materials if there’s 
not cover on it during certain types of wind gusts would create dust. 
 
Blackburn noted the impact and mitigation, again, there are no sensitive receptors at least in the 
database on or near the project site.  We wouldn’t expect significant odors to be from this because 
again they’re not using any kind of chemicals for screening out the materials that the need not like 
in a metal mining operation which you would see.  So, it is not anticipated that the project is going 
to cause any exceedance of state air standards for particulate matter.  
 
Blackburn noted mitigation would be the trucks traveling at reasonable speeds down that road, 
spraying water on the haul roads, or use of a chemical additive such as calcium chloride which is 
often applied to dirt roads in order to keep dust down. 
 
Noise Sources 
Blackburn noted existing noise – the levels and sources in the area are consistent with what you 
would expect from an agricultural and rural residential area.  There is that Martin County aggregate 
mine directly to the south so you would see noise consistent with that.  Obviously over a much 
different timeframe.  We know that they operate I think the County only operates two weeks out 
of the year or something like that and this would be obviously much more long term extensive 
noise.  Potential sources of the noise would be daily vehicular movement, any kind of reverse 
signal when the equipment is backing up, trucks and vehicles hauling during excavation and 
bringing the gravel in and out of the mining operation, and then daily processing.  So, day to day 
operations and equipment used to excavate, crush, load, and process the material.  The expected 
impact – the noise could increase through the operation of the proposed aggregate mine and that it 
is not expected to impact quality of life in the vicinity.  
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Blackburn noted the noise mitigation measures – based on the data that we were able to obtain 
there are no sensitive receptors on or near the site but there are rural residences and the closest one 
is approximately 316 feet to the southwest.  The mitigation measures are that they will have 
mufflers on all of their equipment.  Again, the berms and topsoil that are created will divert the 
noise and the activities are going to be performed in conformance with the Minnesota Noise 
Standards and we put some information (in this EAW) about what those standards are and what 
we would expect to see from this operation. 
 
Transportation 
Blackburn noted this was one of the concerns in the Citizens Petition.  Truck traffic will access the 
site from 245th and then go north on 95th then east to 260th Avenue.  Truck traffic are going to be 
during the hours of operation so 6 a.m. to 7 p.m. Monday through Saturday.  Anytime that active 
mining is taking place.  Trucks will travel at or below 45 miles per hour which is a condition of 
the CUP.  Lorentz is going to abide by the local weight limits at all times of the year and they 
anticipate maintaining township roads via grading and spraying for dust. 
 
Blackburn noted as far as congestion the amount of traffic is not expected to be big enough to 
impact regional transportation systems or require any kind of traffic control improvements.  The 
roads are expected to be maintained by Lorentz during the duration of the aggregate mining 
operation.   
 
Blackburn noted mitigation measures are that they will maintain the township roads to township 
and County expectations during the time of active mining and should they deteriorate they will 
keep them maintained. 
 
Cumulative Potential Impacts 
Blackburn noted usually when we’re looking at cumulative impacts we’re looking at something 
such as if you build a major transportation hub or a shopping center or something like that what 
are the cumulative impacts.  You have other things that come up as a result of that.  So, you might 
have townhomes brought in or something.  So cumulative impacts for this because it is a specific 
purpose and not necessarily a destination center the cumulative impacts are a little bit lower than 
what we would expect to see on something like a residential development.  So, the geographic 
scale is site specific.  We wouldn’t expect that there would be potential impacts outside of this area 
meaning this isn’t going to cause additional growth or arterial roads coming in and things like that.  
There are no known reasonable, foreseeable future impacts that might be associated with this 
gravel pit and is not expected to cause any adverse environmental impacts that aren’t addressed by 
this EAW. 
 
What Happens Next 
Blackburn noted so that’s our summary of the environmental assessment.  As far as what happenes 
next...you’ve already prepared the form.  We went through the data gathering and you prepared 
the form and we are now at the public review and comment period; and then moving on to the 
decision period.  So, the public comment period formally ends on September 8, 2022.  Everything 
must be submitted by September 8, 2022.  Today is the public meeting, that was optional, that the 
County Board wanted to have to make sure that there was information sharing so that any 
comments that are submitted that they are substantive.  One of the requirements for all comments 
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is that they must be substantive to the information in the EAW.  So, it can’t be something like I 
don’t want it here because I don’t want the noise or the traffic...it has to be substantive to an 
environmental impact.  And so, we want to make sure everybody is well informed about what is 
in the EAW so that the comments can be directed to that to make sure that it’s really being fully 
addressed as the County goes through and makes a decision on the EIS.  When the decision comes 
for the EIS you can either do a negative declaration meaning you do not need to go forward with 
an EIS; or you can do a positive declaration meaning there is a need for an EIS.  That decision 
must come between 3 and 30 days after the comment period ends.  We had tossed around 
potentially September 20, 2022; but, when Scott (Higgins) and I talked earlier today that would 
leave us very limited time to turn around any comments and so we actually think that potentially 
October 4, 2022 would work better.  So, that is basically the summary of the EAW and the process 
and where we go forward from and has been strictly for information. 
 
Belgard noted citizens can now ask questions. 
 
Roger Neist, citizen petitioner, was present and noted the first thing I want to point out is the 
comment about the wells is a little bit deceiving.  She said that there’s 3 wells within a half mile 
of the site and they listed the well numbers and everything else.  One of those wells is our well.  
The thing that is deceptive is that there is 8 wells closer to the site than ours and yet you only said 
there are 3 wells.  So, right off the bat, that’s deceiving.  The water table on literally all wells, 
that’s 9 wells within a half mile and believe it or not there’s a couple more that’s like at .6 so you 
can literally add a couple more and have about 11, and the water table on all of those wells is at 
35 feet and all pumps sit at approximately 60 feet deep – give or take a foot.  And, the thing is, 
they’re going to be digging down basically to within a few feet of the water table and all those 
wells in that area we are obviously very concerned about the potential long term damage to our 
wells and damage to those wells is irreversible in many cases.  The next thing that comes up and 
wasn’t addressed at all here is apparently they’re going to be bringing in stuff to use and process 
to create gravel because there is no gravel there.  The borings bear that out there’s just sand there.  
And, the stuff that they bring in what is it that they are going to bring in?  We’ve asked that before 
and we haven’t got an answer to that.  My guess is they’re going to be bringing in old chewed up 
highways and roads and all that sort of stuff and that stuff is contaminated with toxins like crazy.  
Everything from residue from tires to stuff that’s spilled on the highways and everything else and 
what’s going to happen to that stuff?  It’s all going to wash right down through that sand into our 
water table.  We’re drinking that water.  That’s our water.  And again, this is a residential site out 
there.  This isn’t out in the middle of nowhere and there’s only a couple of farm sites.  This is a 
residential area with a lot of residential properties.  And, this is an inappropriate place to put that 
because of the potential danger there.  So, what are they going to bring in? 
 
Blackburn noted I only know what I’ve been told but that certainly can be something you put in 
the CUP that they aren’t allowed to bring in other materials. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired if Lorentz was prepared to address that question on what can be 
brought on to the site. 
 
Matt Berger, attorney representing W. Lorentz and Sons, noted we’ll respond to written comments 
as part of the process. 
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Neist continued because the potential for contamination in a situation like that where things like 
that are brought in and this is the second time in a meeting like this we’ve asked the question and 
they’ve refused to answer what they’re going to bring in.  So, right off the bat you know it’s going 
to be something that’s questionable.  And again, that stuff’s going to wash right into...there’s no 
way to keep that stuff from going down into the water table and we’re... 
 
Chairman Belgard noted we don’t assume anything here that they’re going to bring in the wrong 
stuff.  That’s certainly your assumption and you’re entitled to your opinion.  We’re trying to keep 
this not so passionate.  We understand that you live there.  That’s why we’re here.  We wouldn’t 
even have to be here.  So, we want to address the issues; that’s why we’re here. 
 
Scott Higgins, Martin County Coordinator, was present and noted remember the comment period.  
If you’ve got concerns with this there is that 30-day comment period to submit. 
 
Van Gelderen noted I have a question about that period.  It’s only directed to you, Scott (Higgins), 
or is this online?  I did not see the link online to make the public comment.   
 
Higgins noted it’s on the EQB, it’s on our website and a few other publications.   
 
Van Gelderen noted I saw it and I clicked on it but I didn’t see where you could make the actual 
comment. 
 
Blackburn noted you have to submit your written comment.  It is not an online form.  Written 
comments are to be submitted via mail or email to Scott Higgins.  Scott (Higgins) is the Regulatory 
Governmental Unit lead contact on this.  When all of the comments come in, we have to address 
all the substantive comments.  That’s a requirement.  And so, any comment that there is will be 
brought to the Board of Commissioners when they make their decision about what to declare, a 
positive or negative declaration, on the EAW.  And so, all of that becomes part of the record.  As 
far as it being noticed you know publicly available I’m not sure...but it will be part of the County 
Board meeting. 
 
Higgins noted we will be working with ISG in answering those comments and responding to them. 
 
Van Gelderen noted so I have lots of questions for this report.  First of all, what’s a sensitive 
receptor? 
 
Blackburn noted a sensitive receptor is, in a database, it has to do with where there are people or 
facilities that are in this database as far as medical conditions.  And so, it would be a hospital, a 
clinic for rehabilitation for health issues...things like that.  So, that’s what the database consists of. 
 
Van Gelderen noted I don’t understand how there can be reports in here regarding noise level, 
regarding pollution level, but there’s been no statement or claim as to how many trucks and 
equipment we can expect.  How can you lay out levels that you assume that could be more than it 
should be when we don’t even know how many trucks are coming up and down the road? 
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Blackburn noted there’s quite a bit of information that’s available about what you would expect 
typical traffic to be on an operation like this that exists in other studies from the Pollution Control 
Agency, the DNR, I think some of the materials that you put in your Citizens Petition actually refer 
to some of those studies on dust, and I actually spent quite a bit of time today looking through 
some of the references that you have and so those are based on assumptions, reasonable 
assumptions for this gravel facility, as it is for other gravel facilities. 
 
Neist noted do you realize that when we drive down the road now we deal with the County Pit 
now and the County trucks and with the County trucks now I think they’re even smaller than what 
they plan to use.  We literally can’t drive down that narrow gravel road that we have next to one 
of those trucks.  We have to pull over.  Just this past week I met one of them going down the road 
and I had to pull over and then I hit the pile of graded sand which you can’t drive through so then 
I had to stop and waited.  A cloud of dust came by, I couldn’t even see, the minute the truck came 
by I pulled back out again and tried to go, and almost hit another truck coming right behind it.  
And so, you can’t tell me that that isn’t severely dangerous with the roads that we have out there.  
These are narrow gravel roads we have out there.  I’ve been on other county or maybe township...I 
get confused the difference between township gravel roads and county gravel roads...but those 
roads are so narrow you can hardly pass those trucks on the road. 
 
Van Gelderen noted I also don’t think it’s a fair statement to say that they will maintain their 
vehicles appropriately because they’ve already been cited at a minimum twice in February 2020 
for having leaking maintenance of their own vehicles.  So, I don’t think that’s a fair assumption to 
say that they will continue to maintain their vehicles when they haven’t already.  They’ve been 
cited on that.  I also was concerned about the wells that were in the well index.  There was only 
one well that was looked at from the east of the pit and the 2 closest to the pit, which are the 
Poppe’s and the Luckow’s, are not cited in the well index.  We’re talking 316 feet from the 
potential site and that wasn’t even one of the wells that was looked up. 
 
Blackburn noted as I stated the County Well Index doesn’t include every well.  It depends on the 
time it was constructed.  It wasn’t always a requirement for those to be submitted, so we can only 
deal with the records that are accessible.  I am interested in the map that you have here... 
 
Kelly Reyelts, citizen petitioner, noted I am one of the residents that isn’t even on your map and I 
have a new home.  So, my residence isn’t marked nor is my well and it should be.  That area, that’s 
our neighborhood, and I have two questions, Julie.  Have you ever driven down our road or to this 
site? 
 
Blackburn noted I have not. 
 
Neist noted how can you assess it when you haven’t even seen it. 
 
Blackburn noted what we’re doing is reporting on the facts that are available to us and that is the 
requirement of the EAW.  And I understand that... 
 
Neist interrupted whether that’s accurate or not... 
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Chairman Belgard noted that’s the only warning you get and that’s for everybody.  I don’t want 
interruptions (from public audience members).  We’re going to be courteous here and let her 
(Blackburn) talk.  You will get your turn to talk too.  This isn’t a township board meeting where 
you can come in and bully people. 
 
Blackburn continued I haven’t been down that, I don’t have the experience that you have...you are 
local landowners, you have concerns and that’s why you put them in the Petition.  I’m a scientist.  
I gather data based on the information that’s available to me and that is what is reported in the 
EAW. 
 
Reyelts noted so is your view that you just presented supposed to be unbiased? 
 
Blackburn noted yes. 
 
Van Gelderen inquired did you read the Petition that we submitted that we show there was an 
eagles next and there’s actually two...there’s a second one that is being formed in that NHIS as 
stated.  I believe you said there weren’t any?  Actually, I talked to Dan Girolamo with the DNR 
today and he said if you look up in the NHIS system it does not show that there are eagles nests; 
however, there are.  And so, I have a concern about that and he was wondering if an eagle permit 
should be done because of those nests.  They are within a mile of the pit.  Actually, less than. And 
so, he was not aware of that when he looked at this CUP last year.  So, that’s one of the things that 
I have concerns about.  And I also have concerns about the historical property piece.  Within 1.2 
miles there has been a concentration of Native American artifacts that have been found on Sager 
Lake, Rose Lake, all of those lakes...there’s numerous Native American Artifacts.  I’m wondering 
what’s qualifying as historical significance for the area. 
 
Blackburn noted on the first question, the eagles and whether an eagle permit would be needed, 
you’re right, it doesn’t show up in the NHIS and it is not an endangered species that they’re 
tracking in that database.  An eagles permit, a takings permit, would only be needed if there was 
any kind of tree, any work that is going on with a tree perch, a tree that has a nest in it.  Otherwise, 
you’re not...I think it is a valid statement that a change from corn row cropping into a gravel is not 
going to affect an eagles nest.  And so, that’s the only reason why you would actually have any 
kind of a takings permit from the DNR and I don’t see where a takings permit is necessary under 
this situation. 
 
Van Gelderen noted I actually read that and what I understand it to be is that if there is a potential 
disturbance to an eagles nest from noise pollution, from traffic, from movement when they no 
longer want to habitat or be in the nest is actually a grounds for having the eagle permit and that 
there should be permission for that and actually Dan (Girolamo) thought there’s potential for an 
EIS that does need to be done. 
 
Blackburn noted I haven’t talked to Dan Girolamo today but I certainly can reach out to him and 
talk to him.  I think that it is very conceivable that an operation like this, while it may be disruptive 
a noise situation isn’t going to impact their food or shelter on sources.  There is a lot of food and 
shelter availability in that area.  I’ve done quite a bit of work on eagles in the past and its not a 
large site and again I can certainly talk to him about it.  I’d be happy to look into that a little bit 



14 
 

more.  As far as the historical properties, that comes from the State Historical Society and they do 
the inventory of all of the records that have ever been kept as far as where things are at and they 
cite that it is a low potential opportunity  And, I’m not sure exactly where the other sites are.  Both 
of my degrees my undergrad and grad is in Environmental Science and Cultural Anthropology. 
I’ve done quite a bit of archeology in the past.  What we would typically see is any kind of 
habitation site located along a lake or a river area not necessarily in any kind of a higher area that 
wouldn’t have an immediate resource of fish or rice or transportation.  But, the official records 
come from the State Historical Officer and they found it to be a low potential site. 
 
Van Gelderen noted so all artifacts in the historical society in Martin County Pioneer Museum that 
have a lot of artifacts from Sager and Rose Lake...that isn’t part of that or included in artifacts? 
 
Blackburn noted the State Historical Preservation Office keeps records of where potential sites are 
based on the amount of information that has been located from...as long as the state...your County 
has reported all of those...they would be in those sites.  So, they look at where things have been 
found previously and it’s not just within a proximity there has to be kind of a nexus of multiple 
factors like I said transportation, so canoe routes, food sources, things like that.  So, you can have 
things that are even within a fairly close proximity but it can be a low likelihood based on whatever 
site constraints there might be at that particular location. 
 
Van Gelderen noted I also was speaking with Dan (Girolamo) about the invasive species that 
currently there’s no mitigation expected.  He actually had a problem with that too because he said 
there are a lot of invasive species in that area that their trucks could be traveling back and forth 
with those invasive species so he actually was not impressed that there was not mitigation listed 
here for invasive species. 
 
Blackburn noted so the invasive species that might be there currently are being controlled by 
pesticides.  In a gravel operation when you have no topsoil there isn’t really a potential for a 
germination and any kind of seed sources have actually been put into the berms.  So, that’s where 
any kind of seed source might be from the existing soil that’s on site.  So, I’m not sure how that 
would work otherwise quite frankly.  There’s no ability for seed to germinate there without having 
some topsoil in place and the seed bed is in the soil. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted Dan Girolamo was in contact with us today.  He is a staunch, staunch, 
very passionate about protecting stuff.  We get comments from him at every Planning and Zoning 
meeting and he said that in his opinion there was no reason for him to be here today.  So, that was 
just this afternoon. 
 
Van Gelderen noted I also spoke with him this afternoon too. 
 
Interruption from member of the public noted and he (Girolamo) said he wished he could have 
been here. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted we offered him to come virtually and he said there was no reason for him 
to join virtually.  So, I’m going to tell you what I know to be a fact. 
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Van Gelderen noted I also have questions with the noise level.  According to the map will the 
processing and the grinding happen right within a special protection area closest to the road?  
That’s what the blue square said to me unless I’m incorrect. 
 
Blackburn noted that’s what the blue square said? 
 
Van Gelderen noted on your map. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted page 14. 
 
Van Gelderen yes I’m wondering if that’s where the grinding and processing will occur. 
 
Blackburn noted yes, that is where it goes. 
 
Van Gelderen noted again Luckow’s and Poppe’s are directly across the street from that.  If they’re 
putting equipment right there I don’t understand how that could not be at a complete nuisance and 
disturbing to your day.   
 
No name interruption, and affect the quality of your life. 
 
Van Gelderen noted yeah.  We’re talking about 6 days a week, 13 hours a day.  I mean I would 
want to move.  I mean it feels very close when you’re talking 316 feet from their home and you’ve 
got this grinding and crushing.  I don’t understand how this grinding and crushing could be 
occurring in a special protection district and in an ag.  I mean the ordinances don’t support that.  I 
mean I don’t understand why we would allow whatever unknown substance be brought in to be 
crushed in a special protection district.  I mean we’re 450 feet from Rose Lake.  I don’t understand 
the purpose of a special protection district if we’re not going to protect it.  I don’t understand why 
we would allow crushing and grinding to happen in either of these.  The ag said excavation only.  
That’s it.  And special protection district says none of it.  Not excavating, not processing, not 
hauling in stuff from wherever.  It’s concerning to me why would we allow for that.  It just seems 
like a lot of burden to these 30 homes that are near the mine and on the truck route.  Would you 
like directly across the street from your home to see gravel you know crushing and grinding of 
these materials.  Our neighborhood does not complain about the County Pit.  They are very 
respectful and they’re there for 2 weeks.  This pit, if this goes through, is supposedly for 6 days a 
week 13 hours a day I mean... 
 
Interruption from public, and 10 years and probably extension(s). 
 
Van Gelderen at 10 years and the Martin County Soil and Water only gave permission for 5 years.  
Why are we talking a 10 year permit?  I don’t understand. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted specifically I’ll address what I know about it.  I sit on the Planning and 
Zoning and what their plans were that they brought to the original meeting were in 10 years...they 
don’t plan on going 6 days a week all summer long for 10 years.  It’s a six acre site.  I don’t know, 
Kevin (Peyman) how long that site would last if you went at it that hard, but it surely wouldn’t last 
10 years it would be all extracted by then.  But, so, it’s a little misconception that they’re going to 
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be doing that.  The 10 year thing was because they might go potentially a year or two without using 
it because they only use it...they’re from Mankato, MN, and they’re only going to use it when 
they’re working in Martin County.  It’s not the best gravel in the world.  They’re not going to haul 
it up to Mankato to use it because it’s not high quality. 
 
No name interruption, inaudible.   
 
Van Gelderen noted what I’m concerned about is if it is all of a sudden a spot for them to land to 
crush whatever they want and this 10 years is extended because it becomes their stop shop to grind 
unknown material and it never ends and then it gets extended and extended and our poor 
neighborhood is burdened. 
 
Commissioner Smith inquired is that something that’s in the CUP about what they can bring in 
Pam (Flitter)? 
 
Pam Flitter, Planning and Zoning Director, was present and noted it is a mining site and under the 
mining definition they can crush and do what they need to for a mining site. 
 
Commissioner Smith inquired and they can bring in anything they want to? 
 
Reyelts noted dare I ask can you do that in an agricultural? 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired do we have in the CUP and say you could only bring in certain things 
I would imagine? 
 
Flitter noted in the affirmative. 
 
Reyelts noted and maybe not at all? 
 
Reyelts noted as I looked through this report nearly every section, I find facts that are not facts and 
so is that the appropriate place then for everything I found that is not factual to comment from this 
included: a conditional use for an agriculture only extraction so that’s just like one thing.  But 
through here I see lots of things are not factual.  Where would be the appropriate place to address 
those because I have a lot of them. 
 
Blackburn noted you can choose to address them however you wish.  They need to be in written 
format to Scott (Higgins) by September 8, 2022. 
 
Reyelts noted one of the things at the very beginning when it talked about the Citizens Petition 
concerns and one of the concerns there was honey bees and there was nothing in the report on 
honey bees in regards to that. 
 
Blackburn noted honey bees are exotic bees that are brought in for an agricultural production.  So, 
if we were talking about native bumble bees we probably would have focused on it.  But, as an 
agricultural commodity and basically honey bees have been brought in and they are a marketable 
agricultural market like many other things and so when we’re talking about environmental impacts 
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to a native bee population we think about bumble bees rather than honey bees.  Honey bees bring 
in diseases and other things like that and so they actually can be quite harmful to the native bumble 
bee population.  So, I’m not sure it is something that we would really address in an EAW. 
 
Van Gelderen inquired they don’t pollinate the agriculture around it...the gardens that we have? 
 
Blackburn noted yeah they can be very beneficial for pollinating.  But, they aren’t...they aren’t a 
native species here. 
 
Van Gelderen inquired so when I sell honey and Kelly (Reyelts) sells honey and our bees are 
affected because of the traffic and road dust and everything else that doesn’t impact our livelihoods 
and our quality of life? 
 
Blackburn noted typically what we’re looking at for an EAW isn’t going to be an economic 
assessment of a beekeeping operation.  So, can you explain to me how it’s going to affect the 
beekeeping operation? 
 
Van Gelderen noted well when they’re in a cloud of dust they’re going to have a hard time getting 
back and forth and they’re not going to want to stay...they’re going to swarm and they’re going to 
leave the hive and that’s a lot of cost for us to maintain and keep up the honey bees.  The noise is 
not going to be habitable for them to be there anymore. 
 
Blackburn noted so on the dust control they do have mitigating measures that are put in place 
including the spraying, including the perimeter control, and as far as the noise the anticipated noise 
level within 100 feet is under 85 decibels.  That’s what the research has shown us.  So, I’m not 
sure when you look at it from the honey bee perspective or what their source is...I mean are they 
going into cornfields too? 
 
Van Gelderen noted sure, everywhere. 
 
Blackburn noted and so what is the distance between the honey bees and... 
 
Van Gelderen noted at least three miles.  Sometimes further than that. 
 
Blackburn noted no I mean from where you keep them in this site. 
 
Van Gelderen noted probably about 50 feet from the road.  It is underneath our windmill. 
 
Blackburn noted from which road?  From the gravel operation? 
 
Van Gelderen noted 245th Avenue which is the truck route that they would be going on. 
 
Commissioner Flohrs noted so you’re not close to the gravel pit...you’re close to the road that the 
dust is on the road and is going to affect your bees up at your place because of all of the dust going 
up there to your place and ruining your hives. 
 



18 
 

Van Gelderen noted yes. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired of Kevin Peyman you guys do dust control?  They’re complaining 
about some dust. 
 
Kevin Peyman, County Engineer, was present and noted one comment I would make is earlier you 
made a comment that we use water for dust control.  Water is great for dust control but I can tell 
you that for the residents’ sake and Lorentz’s sake if we have a summer anything like these last 
couple of summers it is almost impossible to use water as dust control.  You would have to have 
the truck going...by the time you put...the amount of water you can get down on the road in a 
truckload you’d have to turn around and be filling up and it would be dry by the time you got back 
so you would need a truck almost continually.  So, then you usually look at calcium chloride or 
magnesium chloride I guess they’re similar...calcium usually goes down dry like pebbles and 
magnesium probably goes down wet which is better.  It doesn’t last all summer necessarily but is 
a better dust control but there’s a cost to it and the township once it’s weighted then it tends to 
become less effective and so sometimes it takes more than one application you know if you’re 
hauling all summer that’s why we try and treat it right before we haul and then haul for shorter 
window and we generally treat just in front of houses rather than the whole stretch but dust is an 
issue without a doubt.  Most gravel pits are on a gravel road it seems.  We haul in and out whenever 
we need to but with this pit because of the circumstances we try to limit the time to a couple weeks 
out of the year.  So, yeah, dust is an issue and unless you’re going to have almost a full time water 
truck it’s going to be hard to control with water unless you’re only hauling for really short times 
just because it dries as fast as you put it down it seems so then it usually takes a different chemical 
operation. 
 
Van Gelderen noted I also wanted to comment about the Blanding’s Turtles.  I understand as that 
you know Blanding’s Turtles is a priority within this County and Fairmont Township in which we 
live is listed as a priority area.  There was recently a $1.4 million dollar Dutch Creek Watershed 
along the Fairmont lakes here that was put into place for Blanding’s Turtles.  We are closer...Rose 
Lake and Sager Lake are far closer than the Dutch Creek which has you know in the Fairmont 
lakes they haven’t seen any you know we’re right next to Imogene which is where they were sited 
and right next to South Creek which connects to us.  So, I mean, you come in my backyard and 
I’ll show you all kinds of spots where turtles are laying in my backyard.  Just last week they were 
next to my garden.  They’re crossing the road.  They’re crossing the 245th Avenue truck route 
where they’re going to be coming down.  Mrs. Neist is stopping truck traffic to let them cross.  
You know I have concerns about the turtles that we have and the native wildlife that we have and 
I still you know I had asked an earlier question that we didn’t get answered because you had your 
presentation but about the level of the extracting.  We’re still talking here that 15 to 25 feet for 
extraction and that there’s water table at 35 feet where they’re digging.  That seems like not a lot 
of buffer there.  We’re talking 10 feet. 
 
Blackburn noted on the Blanding’s Turtles we do know that Blanding’s Turtle are a priority for 
Martin County.  It’s outlined in the 2016 Local Water Plan so we did reach out to the DNR 
specifically about the Blanding’s Turtles because there was one that was reported in the area.  So 
according to the DNR the closest confirmed Blanding’s Turtle siting was approximately 2 ½ miles 
north of the project site.  The DNR was contacted to provide expertise on the project’s potential 
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for the Blanding’s Turtles.  They stated that there’s potential habitat at the proposed site but it’s 
not ideal habitat.  Blanding’s Turtles can be attracted to disturbed sites such as agricultural fields 
and aggregate mining for nesting habitat.  The combination of site disturbance, nearby wetlands 
and Rose Lake, as well as the tendency for turtles to travel up to 3 miles means that this proposed 
project could have a potential impact but again it’s not ideal habitat and with the vertical incline 
of the perimeter fencing and the perimeter berms once Blanding’s Turtles have to make too 
rigorous of an incline they will not go.  They just won’t.  They go to other areas.  So, for instance 
when we’re designing parking lots or anything like that even for parks that have Blanding’s Turtles 
we have to put in a very low grade incline so that Blanding’s Turtles can migrate.  So, the way that 
this is set up with that perimeter control and the berms it’s going to deflect from Blanding’s Turtles 
going into the area.  As far as the 10 foot buffer...since they are not dewatering and they do have 
a site limit that’s included in there as far as how deep they go we would not anticipate an impact 
to the ground water level.  10 feet in a mining operation when you have only 35 feet you know if 
they’re going only 25 feet it’s actually quite a distance down.  I mean it’s, you know, a substantial 
increase in the amount that they would typically be going and so I am you know from looking at 
no dewatering from looking at that water where that water level is I don’t see it as something that 
is substantive.  But, again, if you do then you can submit it as a comment.  We have to address all 
substantive comments. 
 
Peyman noted just one comment not relative to that I would just say for the commissioners to think 
about...in my opinion there’s a big difference between dewatering not allowed and not anticipated.  
As she talked about you can maybe specify that if you want for a couple reasons, like there’s the 
groundwater dewatering and there’s a temporary dewatering you know it’s not uncommon for us 
you know we don’t just get rid of ground water but when you are taking material out of the ground 
and you kind of need it a certain time crush it for a day or two and you have a big hole in the 
ground or you’re taking material out of them that surface water is going to want to go there and 
you can’t always sit and wait for it to drain so you want to do some temporary dewatering.  And 
the other thing is our pit we generally almost all the material we’re using is  there’s a certain kind 
of aggregate that we’re taking out so when we get to silty or sandy material we would generally 
stop because that doesn’t have a value for us where when it’s private you know you could get you 
know it’s not always clear end of where does it all end and where does the sand end you might 
think you’re going 20 feet and then hit sand and then say do you want to go deeper so to me and 
I’m not saying you should or shouldn’t just you know to say it’s not allowed is just something to 
think about because to me it’s different to say we’re not anticipating dewatering or we’re not 
allowing dewatering.  It could be a question down the road is it allowed or we just don’t think 
we’re going to do it is two different things in my opinion. 
 
Chairman Belgard this is for record do you haul anything in and crush it in there? 
 
Peyman noted we do in some gravel pits.  Normally we haul in field rock because our material is 
sandier than we like at almost any gravel pit in Martin County so we get farmers’ field rock and 
generally they just want to get rid of it and so we’ll pick up field rock and then we’ll add it to the 
crushing to make a better material so we’re back to a couple different crushings there so I don’t 
haul in anything other than field rock there but other pits we do sometimes we’ll haul in the RAP 
(recycled asphalt) that gets hauled in that’s a valuable material that will sometimes get blended 
into the aggregate or crushed concrete can get added to aggregate as well.  At other pits we’ve 
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hauled in bituminous or clean concrete you know you don’t want it to have metal and it is not 
uncommon to mix bituminous or concrete into aggregate when you crush it. 
 
Commissioner Koons inquired if you hauled in crushed concrete and crushed asphalt would you 
stockpile it. 
 
Peyman noted we have done either.  So, there’s times that we will get a clean crushed aggregate 
that’s kind of a like bituminous you know it’s a RAP that we use for shouldering and sometimes 
that’s sized already so we’ll keep that in a separate stockpile and then we’ll haul out and use it on 
its own.  Whereas other times if it’s a variety of sizes and it maybe has clean that then we will put 
in a pile and just mix in and blend in with the gravel that gets crushed just to make it a little better 
material basically.  So, depending on how much material it is and the quality of it we’ll use it either 
way.  And, we haul in RAP piles gravel, we don’t at this gravel pit, but at our Dulas pit primarily 
where there aren’t any houses we do occasionally haul in RAP and pile it in that pit and haul it out 
when we needed it for shouldering or for other things.  So, it happens. 
 
Chairman Belgard asked if there were any other questions or comments. 
 
Reyelts noted the truck traffic on the project description initially on the CUP application you had 
truck traffic going  Rose Lake Golf Course coming in and going out and then in the study can you 
clarify for us your truck route. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted there was never any going through the Rose Lake Golf Course. 
 
Reyelts noted so on the initial...yes there was. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted well the Conditional Use Permit took care of that.  The Conditional Use 
Permit didn’t allow it.  Right, Pam (Flitter)? 
 
Flitter noted from what I remember we talked about it. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted there was some question about whether an empty truck could go that way 
because the bridge won’t allow a full truck to go over that bridge right by the golf course.  But, I 
think that the Conditional Use Permit the Planning Commission had said they’ll have to take the 
route. 
 
Reyelts coming in via Rose Lake and going out via... 
 
Chairman Belgard noted the exact same route going in and going out. 
 
Reyelts noted okay so that has changed? 
 
Chairman Belgard noted well it’s not changed according to the Conditional Use Permit.   
 
Reyelts noted that’s where I got it from.  It’s a map and there’s typed written directions. 
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Flitter noted I think we got the map as far as the application but I think that night at the meeting 
the route was in question.   
 
Reyelts and/or Van Gelderen noted golfers didn’t want to be burdened and so the route was 
changed, I think.  But the original Conditional Use Permit as granted by the Planning and Zoning 
Committee did say 240th Avenue empty truck coming by. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted okay I could be wrong about that.  But we changed it then.  We talked 
about that we could change it.  We could and would. 
 
Reyelts noted then I’m going back to land use.  In your description it says the existing land use is 
primarily farmland and small areas of residential homes.  I think you see by that map now it’s a 
lot of homes.  As far as the land use goals I just thought it was interesting this is still the land use 
goals that’s on the internet.  I found two versions there’s a 2008 version and I’m not sure of the 
year but the second Land Use Goal and policy that’s written says bird watching is becoming more 
popular and a hobby that can be associated with recreation.  Martin County with its water resources 
and wetland resources and so it was the second goal on here birdwatching and I think you saw on 
this Citizen Petition the diverse bird population that we have around here.  So, I just noticed that 
wasn’t listed in the County’s Comprehensive Plan goals.  There’s two that weren’t addressed in 
here that I think continue protection of lakeshore land and proper and code enforcement...special 
protection district  to protect that area and our lakeshore and four down from that it says to continue 
corridor to the north and along Highway 15.  So, in the commercial zoning that’s the only place 
listed where you can crush, grind, stockpile, store all of that.  So, I just thought man there’s several 
things in our own land use goal plans that is not meeting it. 
 
Blackburn noted you know the purpose of the EAW is to look at the specific site and how it’s 
zoned.  And so that’s what we look at when we’re writing this and so you can comment on what 
else is included in the County Plan; but, if it is not specific to this particular location it may be 
deemed non-substantive because it’s not about this particular site and that would be maybe more 
of a comment for the Board but not specific to this EAW which is really looking at this site. 
 
Reyelts noted sure okay Stacey (Van Gelderen) had asked earlier about the sensitive receptors.  I 
too didn’t know what that was so I looked it up and I should have cited this but I believe the 
Minnesota definition of a sensitive receptor are children, I have nine children, elderly, and others 
health, so I feel like the definition that I found for sensitive receptors and how you’re describing 
your database do not coincide very well. 
 
Blackburn noted all I have available to me is the data that is tracked by our state agencies.  There 
are no identified sensitive receptors in that area. 
 
Reyelts noted and without knowing our area. 
 
Blackburn noted and again it’s really...just because somebody has a health issue or not doesn’t 
necessarily mean it becomes an identified sensitive receptor.  That is a defined rule in the state law 
and it gets put into a database.  And so, not everything meets that requirement.  I understand the 
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concern there.  I’m just letting you know this is the data that we have to pull from in order to meet 
the qualifications to be considered. 
 
Reyelts noted for the visual can you just tell me will there be any lighting they have for their night 
time grinding, processing.  It gets dark early. 
 
Blackburn noted it is not anticipated to have visual effects.  We do not believe that there is going 
to be lighting in place and maybe Scott (Higgins) do you remember specifically about that?  But 
we asked about night lighting to the best of my recollection there is not. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted I don’t recall that question ever came up. 
 
Reyelts noted okay I’m just going to roll through a couple more.  I think this needs to be clarified 
just by not saying it’s not anticipated that this aggregate mining operation will be done.  I feel this 
will be something we have to talk about later and not just say not anticipated.  Down from that it 
says increased traffic.  Visitors and customers will be there that’s something we’ve never heard 
before about customers.  Can that be clarified because we’re not in a Business District.  We’re in 
a Special Protection District where they’re having their stockpile but it does say that visitors and 
customers may be coming there. 
 
Blackburn noted can you state that again, I’m sorry. 
 
Reyelts noted I was thrown off by the fact that visitors and customers would be coming?  I didn’t 
realize this would be a sales operation on this site especially with their stockpile being in our SL-
1 special protection district that now not only will they be stockpiling and grinding in a special 
protection district but now it’s also a sales operation right there. 
 
Blackburn noted I think that would be a great thing to put in your letter if that’s what you’re 
concerned about if that’s a substantive issue related to the EAW.  And so, relate that to an 
environmental issue as you put your letter together. 
 
Renee Poppe, citizen, was present and noted I have a comment.  We’re the old people that live 
right across the street from the County Pit.  Probably 15 years ago I suppose we had...when we 
moved out there, there was no gravel pit over there.  It was farmland and then the County bought 
it.  Don’t doubt me...it wasn’t there... 
 
Chairman Belgard noted well that’s not the information that I had.   
 
Poppe noted we’ve been there for over 40 years though... 
 
Unidentified person noted Tow’s owned that. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted well before it was a County one there was a pit there. 
 
Peyman noted it wasn’t an active gravel pit then.   
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Unidentified person noted that was farmland. 
 
Peyman noted there was a gravel pit there back in the 60’s according to the file that we have on it. 
 
Poppe noted 1969.  So anyway, my point is, about 15-20 years ago they had a crusher over 
there...the County did.  And it was there for a couple of weeks at one time, I’m not sure, but they 
had bright lights at night.  Really bright lights.  And, it was loud.  So just for you commissioners 
who have to vote on this one of these days...you know keep us people that live close in mind 
because the crushing is really loud and it is very annoying and so we’re going to have to listen to 
it.   
 
Blackburn noted so a comment on the lights.  The only lights that are anticipated to be used are 
standard operating lights on equipment and trucks. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted okay, last call.  Written comments until Thursday, September 8, 2022. 
 
Blackburn and just a last comment on my end.  I want to make sure that when you’re directing 
your comments to think about how you’re directing those comments.  So again, what I need to 
report on is a requirement of an EAW.  The rule for that is written in law and that’s the framework 
I have to work in.  So, I have a center line, I have some lines on the side of the road...but I can’t 
go in the ditch, right?  I can only report on these things and they’re very specific, and I can only 
use vetted databases, I can only use information that is available to me, and I have to report within 
the bounds of these requirements.  Those are the things that you can comment technically on the 
EAW and those are the comments that can go into Scott (Higgins).  If you have comments about 
your residential use in that area...things that are not associated with the EAW, those need to go to 
the County Board for the CUP hearing.  Those are different.  And, I know those are hard to extract 
because you are there and it’s personal.  But, the only thing that I can do is look at substantive 
comments to the EAW.  And so, I just want to make sure because if it is not substantive we can’t 
respond to it and so I don’t want you to have no comment not substantive.  That’s not very 
satisfying at all and so just try and remember these are the guidelines, this is the study, if there’s 
something about the approval process that you want your County Board to hear that needs to go to 
your County Board.  So, I will follow up with Dan Girolamo, no problem with that.  I used to work 
with him at BWSR.  I will take a look at dust and honey bees and the eagles and I’m trying to think 
if there is anything else particularly... 
 
Reyelts noted wells. 
 
Blackburn noted yeah we looked at the County well index.  If they aren’t there, they aren’t there.  
I will have somebody double check just to make sure that we didn’t click a button wrong or 
something like that but it is conceivable that County wells are not on the County well index.  I 
have the information and I don’t know if I can try to verify it with the County itself but... 
 
Reyelts noted can you tell me how and what all of these wells get on that database if we were to 
reach out to our neighbor and say hey we’ve got to get our wells registered. 
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Blackburn noted so the County might be able to help you out a little bit more on that.  It would 
have to...there’s a certain requirement of the type of data that has to be submitted when the well is 
dug including where you hit certain kinds of geologic features, what is the pumping level, 
maximum volume that you can get...so there’s a lot of technical information that if it’s not 
available, they won’t record it.  They might document it as a suspected well on a map but it’s not 
part of the County well index.  And so, if that information doesn’t exist, it won’t go in a County 
well index. 
 
Reyelts noted so if I would have a specific well number I would have on file of that...I bought my 
house, it has well there...I’m just wondering how ours did not get...because I have the number, I 
have all of that data... 
 
Blackburn noted it is a fairly recent... 
 
Commissioner Smith noted at the Soil and Water Office we used to get a copy of every well log 
that was done in the County and we would file that and so that information could be at the SWCD 
Office. 
 
Blackburn noted it wasn’t a requirement to submit that until fairly recently and I mean I’m talking 
maybe 15 years or something like that. 
 
Flitter noted it’s been for quite a while because I know that they required all of the well diggers to 
become licensed and when all the well drillers were required to become licensed then they had to 
report every well that was opened or closed to the Department of Health. 
 
Blackburn noted so I can also tell you I use to work on a County well index data kind of upgrade 
project that they had at the Pollution Control Agency with the Department of Health because things 
get submitted at various times and there were years and years and years and years of data that had 
not been included.  So, it’s an effort right now to get everything there but it’s just not all there.  
Thank you. 
 
Chairman Belgard adjourned the Public Comment Informational Meeting regarding the EAW for 
W. Lorentz and Sons, Inc. Aggregate Mine Project. 
 
Informational meeting adjourned at 7:44 p.m. 
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