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Patton, Bob (MDA)

From: Lois Norrgard <lnorrgard@lnmn10.com>
Sent: Monday, December 17, 2012 4:04 PM
To: Patton, Bob (MDA)
Subject: Silica sand mining Moratorium and GEIS

[please present this to the Environmental Quality Board members prior to Wednesday's meeting] 
 
Mr. Bob Patton 
Executive Director 
Environmental Quality Board (EQB)  
520 Lafayette Road N 
St Paul MN 55155 
 
Dear Mr. Patton – members of the Board: 
 
I am submitting these comments to voice concerns for the fast increasing silica sand mining development 
happening in Minnesota. 
 
The industrial scale silica sand mining coming to Minnesota is relatively new to our state, especially at the level 
it is now rising to. I want to make sure that a moratorium is put in place before any more sand mines are 
permitted. I support Minnesota doing a Generic Environmental Impact Statement (GEIS) to study statewide 
what effects silica sand mining will have on our natural areas, river systems, fisheries, water quality, wildlife, 
and citizens due to dust, noise and habitat fragmentation and disturbance. There is much to take a look at. It 
would make no sense whatsoever to allow companies to start mining, and transporting our silica sand away, 
without taking a comprehensive statewide look at this new threat.  
 
Minnesota needs to decide where or IF this type of impact should be allowed. Before it is too late we should 
move forward with regulations specific to this type of mining – and a moratorium on new projects until we have 
the research needed and the regulations in place - to best protect our environment and our citizens. 
 
The long-term effects of silica sand mining include the leaching of toxic substances into soil and water, noise 
impacts on wildlife and humans, visual impacts to people searching for an experience of solitude in our over-
developed world, as well as the dust that is generated. Dust from silica sand is considered a carcinogen and has 
been linked to cancer and silicosis, a deadly disease.  The environmental and human health affects of this type 
of mining are only now being researched and analyzed. The potential for dramatic impacts to both human health 
and the environment appear likely.  
 
The dramatic affects of respirable dust will also impact the birds and other wildlife in and near development 
sites – it is of great concern that this impact is silent, invisible, and deadly. 
 
There are special health concerns with silica dust smaller than PM10. The International Agency for Research on 
Cancer (IARC) has determined that Respirable Crystalline Silica is a Carcinogen, or cancer causing substance. 
Prolonged or repeated exposure to fine airborne crystalline silica dust may cause severe scarring of the lungs, a 
disease called silicosis. Silicosis can develop quickly or over many years, depending upon the amount of silica a 
person breathes and for how long. 
 
Exposure to silica dust can lead to obstructive pulmonary disease. It can create breathing problems for people 
who have asthma, emphysema, and other obstructive lung diseases. Because the dust never leaves the lungs, its 
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sharp edges can continue to cause irritation and inflammation for many years to come. Disease may not show 
up until years later, even if a person is no longer breathing silica dust. 
 
Children, the elderly, and people who already have health problems are more affected by silica dust, but anyone 
can be made ill by breathing this air pollutant. 
 
There is a very real possibility that silica sand mining throughout Minnesota will produce significant amounts of 
silica dust from mining, transporting, and processing operations for the decades it is in operation.  Blasting will 
be used to break up the cemented sandstone, and this will produce more silica dust at mine sites. Other 
contaminants may also be present. 
 
Silica and other dust will escape as the unwashed and freshly mined sandstone is loaded onto trucks, 
transported, stockpiled, and as it travels over conveyors. Crushing operations at the plant will also produce 
crystalline silica dust.  
 
The initial EAWs that I have read try to minimize this threat by saying they will keep the dust wet – spraying 
with water at regular intervals. This raises the additional concern of water usage and overuse of another 
precious resource in Minnesota – our aquifers. As is being shown by White Bear Lake – we can not take this 
resource for granted. Water is one of things we cannot live without. Using a precious resource like this to - 
incredibly - just spray around on the ground to keep it wet is another example for why it is so important to really 
take a hard look at this type of mining – and truly take a realistic look at IF this is a good idea for our state. 
 
If we move forward with mining we need to put in place adequate requirements for accurate air monitoring as a 
part of this mining.  

In conclusion: 
The fast increasing industrial scale silica sand mining coming to Minnesota is relatively new to our state. I urge 
our Environmental Quality Board to take a precautionary approach to this mining and do a Generic 
Environmental Impact Statement (GEIS) to study statewide what effects silica sand mining will have on our 
natural areas, wildlife, citizens and water quality. And a moratorium on new projects must be put in place until 
we have the research needed, and the regulations in place, to best protect our environment and our citizens. 
 
There are times when we must evaluate carefully our use of nature – in this instance perhaps it is what is on top 
of the land, and our water quality, that is far more valuable then the mineral resource under the ground. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 
Sincerely, 
 
Lois Norrgard, 
Bloomington MN 
952-881-7282 
lnorrgard@lnmn10.com 
 



 
 

Minnesota Environmental Quality Board 
520 Lafayette Road North 
St. Paul, MN 55155 
 
Re: Moratorium on frac sand mining                                                        December 11th, 2012 

 
 
Save Our Sky Blue Waters (SOS Blue Waters) is a grassroots group in Minnesota, concerned 
about the impacts of mining upon the environment.  Based upon our knowledge and experience, 
we urge the EQB to support a moratorium on frac sand mining throughout the State of 
Minnesota. 
 

 A moratorium on frac sand mining will assist local township, county, and city boards 
who are being pressured to allow mining operations to begin, without enough information 
to weigh long-term costs and benefits. 

 Local governmental units would be facing increased costs in road maintenance and road 
safety. 

 Water and air quality will suffer, and communities will face unaccustomed noise 
pollution. 

 Incentives put forth by mining companies split communities.  While some property 
owners may be offered million dollar settlements for mining extraction, other property 
owners stand to lose their businesses and/or property values. 

 Frac sand dust has been implicated in causing silicosis (lung cancer).  The effects of this 
wouldn’t be known until it is too late for prevention. 

 Impacts to water and air quality would be more immediate. Mining involves exploiting 
one resource at the expense of another.  Clean water and air are necessary for survival. 

 
A moratorium on frac sand mining would also allow time for further analysis of the impacts of 
fracking itself on the environment and on aquifers.   Evidence is mounting that fracking for 
natural gas and oil is depleting water reservoirs and contaminating wells, and that methane 
emissions from the process could be contributing to global warming.  Natural gas is being touted 
as a clean fuel by ignoring the impacts of natural gas extraction.  
 



 Although frac sand mining is only a part of a much larger picture, Minnesota can take the first 
steps in protecting our people and our environment, rather than having our citizens bear the 
health and monetary costs of pressured political decision making. 
 
Conducting a Generic Environmental Impact Statement (GEIS) without a moratorium is useless, 
because frac mining would continue to be approved and taking place during the interim of the 
GEIS.  A good example of this is the USFS Hardrock Minerals Prospecting DEIS, during which 
the USFS continued to grant leases for prospecting and then justify those leases in the DEIS. 
 
Minnesota’s agencies can act either prudently or politically.  Prudence tells us we need a 
statewide moratorium on frac sand mining. 
 
Sincerely,  
Elanne Palcich 
 

epalcich@cpinternet.com 

Save Our Sky Blue Waters 

P.O. Box 3661   

Duluth, MN 55803 

218-969-9557 
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Patton, Bob (MDA)

From: Jeff Nolte <JNolte@mabelcanton.k12.mn.us>
Sent: Monday, November 26, 2012 4:21 PM
To: Patton, Bob (MDA)
Subject: silica sand and trout

As both an avid trout fisherman and a believer in job creation in SE MN, I would like to let you know that both can and 
will exist in harmony in SE MN as long as conservative but open minded thinking occurs regarding this issue.  Each mine 
will go through an EAW process that will ensure that trout water will not be adversely affected in SE MN.  As a school 
principal, I would appreciate more of my parents having the opportunity to have a job to earn a decent living wage 
instead of putting two minimum wage jobs together, which leaves little time for families to support homework and good 
student habits in the home which takes supervision.  Please consider allowing a reasonable number of mines that will 
create the jobs this area desperately needs to maintain solid enrollments and quality educational opportunities in our 
schools. 
 
Thanks, 
 

Jeffrey S. Nolte 
PK‐12 Principal 
Mabel‐Canton Public Schools 
jnolte@mabelcanton.k12.mn.us 
(507)493‐5422 ext. 106 
Go Cougars!!   
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Patton, Bob (MDA)

From: Julie Hirsch <juliethirsch@msn.com>
Sent: Tuesday, October 30, 2012 9:39 PM
To: Patton, Bob (MDA); Catherine G; Charlie Bricher; Claire Abbott; Dean Meurer; Java Jim; 

Jeanne Pietig; John Friedmeyer; Kathie Wilkinson; Kent Laugen; Lynn Schoen; Mike 
Wobbe1; Molly Lundgren Patterson; Nan Heirs; Ron Benson; Steve Schmidt; Teri Eide; Rollin 
Hall; Michele M.; Michele Wobbe home; Michele Graham; Kathy; kallsmkborges@msn.com; 
Jo Nihart

Subject: FW: Oct. 30th forum

Here are the notes that I brought to the city forum in it's full intention. I limited it due to the 2 minute restriction.  
 
One more concern I didn't feel I could bring up at that kind of meeting... After reading an article in the Mpls Star Tribune 
I became aware of the Frac sand industry offering positions to city and county staff in their companies. It said that 
Superior Sands also did this in Buffalo County (as the disruptive man from Winona started to say). I hope this doesn't 
happen here in Wabasha. Also, has the city ever been approached by Superior Sands with an offer of Money? I've heard 
some things but I do realize how rumors get twisted. If it's the case, it should be made public. 
 
Thank you for listening to me with kindness.  
Julie Hirsch 
 

From: juliethirsch@msn.com 
To: juliethirsch@msn.com; kathie.wilkinson@gmail.com; mcc.michele@gmail.com 
Subject: Oct. 30th forum 
Date: Tue, 30 Oct 2012 15:29:56 -0500 

 
 
My name is Julie Hirsch. I live on the West Side neighborhood of Wabasha, about 3 blocks from where the sand hauling 
operations are being built. I have 3 young children. I'm also a registered nurse and clinical educator at St. Elizabeth's 
hospital.  
 
Although I have many concerns related to Superior Sands Systems coming to Wabasha, I'm gong to voice my concerns 
about property values. I have talked to 3 realtors and they have confirmed my opinion that with the increased truck 
traffic, noise and the possibility of significant air pollution, neighboring properties to the operations and along the truck 
route will experience a property value decrease. With that said, it's hard to come up with stats on effects of property 
values in this region because the frac sand industries have come in so fast that there hasn't been time to do a study on 
this.  No one wants to claim to predict the future. It's also my opinion that the flavor of  city of Wabasha will be changed 
and property values not only on the west side, but the rest of Wabasha will be impacted by this as well and eventually 
see their property values decrease. What measures have been taken by the city to remedy this? Will Superior Sands 
Systems take responsibility to cover these lost property values? And at the same time will they pay for road repairs so our 
taxes won't take a hike?  
 
When I moved to wabasha in 1999 I loved the neighborhood. It's not only close to where I work but a great place to bike 
and walk to town using the paths. I sit outside at night and enjoy the quiet that nature can provide--bird chirping, kids 
playing. My kids are in project Go which gets them outside once a week during the school year. They often go to 
Bruegger park to play. I think this park will become a dead space because who's going to want to bring their children to 
play in a park surrounded by hundreds of trucks moving through it each day leaving their pollution of truck exhaust and 
sand in the air. Will the playground equipment be covered with sand dust once operations begin? I don't buy it that there 
will be no air pollution from this. 
 
I also want to tell everyone that I awoke Monday morning at 6am to the sound of chainsaws. It was still dark so there 
were bright lights shining to cut down trees near the operation site. Is this going to be a daily part of my life now? And 
the trucks are even going to haul on the weekends Why do they have to run til 8pm at night when I should be enjoying 
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being at home? Now I'm going to have to listen to the roar of trucks most of the waking day! And I certainly don't want 
them to haul at night, how will my kids and I get any sleep? 
 
I don't think the city is pushing hard enough to get these concerns worked out. I don't think the hauling should take place 
beyond 5pm or on weekends. I think a transportation impact study should be done and recommendations followed before 
operations begin. I think enough time should be taken to have a Generic Environmental Impact Study done. I want a 
moratorium and I'm frustrated when I keep hearing that the city planners and counsel want to avoid this.  
 
As I said, I have many concerns. Enviromental destruction from all the mining and hauling gong on around the Mississippi 
River Valley, Tourism, Traffic congestion, traffic accidents, stalling emergency vehicles. To me allowing this company to 
come to Wabasha and use our roads and ruin the West side neighborhood is a Win - Lose situation and the city of 
Wabasha is the loser.  


