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May 6, 2019 

Mr. Ray Eubanks 
Bureau of Comprehensive Planning 
Department of Economic Opportunity 
107 E. Madison - MSC 160 
Tallahassee, FL 32399 

Re: DEO Case No. Lee County19-03ESR 
Lee County Comprehensive Plan Amendment CPA 2018-10014, Limerock Mining 

Dear Mr. Eubanks: 

I am writing to convey the profound objection by the Village of Estero Council to the 
County's proposed Comprehensive Plan Amendment C.P A 2018-10014 Limerock Mining, 
which was transmitted to the DEO, and which was received by the DEO on April 19, 2019. 
The Village objects to this amendment which would roll back the most critical protections in 
the Lee Plan pertaining to limerock mining within the Density Reduction/ Groundwater 
Resource (DR/GR) area of Southeast Lee County. 

The proposed amendments would eliminate "Map 14," which defines the acceptable 
area for limerock mining in the DR/GR. The Lee Plan currently limits rezonings for new and 
expanded limerock mines to the areas indicated on Map 14; helps to insure that limerock 
resources in or near existing disturbed areas will be more fully utilized; and precludes the 
spread of mining impacts into less-disturbed environments until such time as there is a clear 
necessity to do so and Map 14 is amended accordingly. The proposed amendments would roll 
back these protections and eliminate the technicai basis for Map 14, as well as the regularly 
updated analysis of demand for limerock in southwest Florida and the limerock supply that 
has already been authorized. The Lee Plan DR/GR protections were successfully defended by 
Lee County in a comprehensive plan compliance challenge, DEO-12-029. Lee County now 
seeks to amend a successful and critical regulatory program that protects the water and other 
environmental resources of the area and protects the Village and other nearby communities 
from other adverse impacts of limerock mining. 

There are numerous issues that Lee County has downplayed or ignored in 
promulgating these plan amendments. The entire DR/GR area, and far beyond, would be 
affected by the abandonment of Map 14 and related amendments regarding limerock mining. 
Here is a brief summary of critical issues: 
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1. Limerock mining is a high-disturbance activity whose effects on the surrounding area can 
never be completely mitigated. Mining permanently disrupts surface water flows into 
historic depressions, sloughs, and creeks. The natural cleansing of surface water that 
occurs during slow overland flows is reduced when surface water is channeled into 
engineered ditches and mine pits. 

2. DR/GR land forms the headwaters of much of the Corkscrew Swamp and the Estero Bay 
watersheds. Surface water and groundwater from the DR/GR ultimately flows into the 
Flint Pen Strand, Estero River, Halfway Creek, Spring Creek, and the Imperial River, and 
then into the estuaries including Estero Bay which is the State of Florida's first aquatic 
preserve. Reduced water quality in the DR/GR has cascading impacts on estuaries in Lee 
and Collier Counties. 

3. Large-scale mining permanently lowers groundwater levels within the mined land and on 
nearby properties. A lowered water table harms or destroys wetlands and negatively 
affects most agriculture. 

4. Unlike the reversible nature of agricultural drainage, mine pits will lower groundwater 
levels indefinitely. This effect increases as the size of mine pits increase, especially 
where the land surface slopes even slightly. 

5. Although DR/GR land appears flat, some of the sharpest drops in elevation in Lee 
County occur in the east-central portion where elevations drop off quickly into the 
Corkscrew Swamp. These elevation drops make land particularly susceptible to the 
effects of man-made drainage from agriculture (which is reversible) and from mining pits 
(which is irreversible). 

6. Altered surface water and groundwater flows negatively affect many natural features 
including the Flint Pen Strand, which flows southward from Corkscrew Road, and a 
continuous band of preserved lands to the northwest of the Flint Pen Strand. Funding for 
these acquisitions came from Lee County and the South Florida Water Management 
District and from mitigation purchases for the airport expansion and for Florida Gulf 
Coast University. Two commercial mitigation banks have also been established. The 
elimination of Map 14 would directly counteract Lee County's ambitious long-term 
restoration strategy for the entire DR/GR. 

7. The DR/GR supports a wide variety of native flora and fauna. The most diverse areas are 
in the least disturbed and most naturally continuous areas. Panthers in particular require 
large hunting areas to survive; Map 14 protects much of the primary panther zone in the 
DR/GR from large-scale mining. 

8. Nearby large-scale mining is inimical to every kind of human habitation. Although 
residential development is limited in this area, several rural communities have been in 
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place long before mining, and Lee County has recently approved several large new 
residential developments. 

9. Map 14 minimizes the impacts of mining on valuable watersheds, residential areas, and 
the road system by concentrating mining activity in the traditional Alica mining corridor. 
The elimination of Map 14 will spread mining into more pristine environments and will 
greatly increase truck traffic on Corkscrew Road. 

10. The limestone whose pores store some of the water that supplies public wellfields is the 
very material that is physically removed during mining. This removal creates an open 
window into the shallow aquifer. After mining, contaminants that enter the pit can move 
very quickly through the open water instead of moving very slowly through the original 
limestone; natural slow movement allows contaminants to be filtered out, die off, or be 
slowed sufficiently to minimize their danger to public water supply. A majority of 
potable water for Lee County Utilities is withdrawn from wells in this area. 

11. The elimination of Map 14 works directly against many other stated goals, objectives, 
and policies in the Lee Plan regarding protection of natural resources and residential 
communities .. This kind of internal inconsistency within a comprehensive plan is not 
allowed by state law (Sec. 163.3177(2)). The importance of Map 14 has been litigated; 
the final order upholding the Lee Plan limerock mining provisions concluded: 

"The [2010 Lee] Plan Amendments reflect the balance struck by the County between 
mining and other competing land uses in the DR/GR. Goal IO and Goal 33 both indicate 
that the balance is to be achieved by designating sufficient mining lands to meet the 
regional demand through 2030. Because it is found that this objective is achieved 
through Map 14 and Table I (b}, the Plan Amendments are consistent with Goal I 0. " 
(Cemex Construction Materials et. al v. Lee County, DOAH Case No. 10-2988GM, par. 
71) 

12. The proposed amendments do not provide data or analyses that challenge or even 
acknowledge the voluminous technical and planning studies and two years of public 
involvement that were undertaken and considered before Lee County adopted Map 14 
and the policies under Goal 33 in 2010. See Sec. 163.3181(1-2) and Sec. 
163.3184(3)(b)l. 

13. As to limerock mining, these critical provisions of the Lee Plan are the "meaningful and 
predictable standards for the use and development of land" as required by Sec. 
163.3177(1). 

Further responses to the Lee County proposed amendment are provided in the 
attached document "Limerock Mining in Southeast Lee County", prepared by Village 
Consultant William Spikowski to counter the "Questions and Answers" produced by Lee 
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County in response to the public outcry against the proposed amendment. A "Peer Review" 
report is also attached for additional information. 

The Village is directly affected by development in the DR/GR, and without adequate 
protections in the Lee Plan Village residents are threatened by detrimental traffic and safety 
impacts, as well as environmental degradation, and multiple other negative impacts. The 
Village Council and representatives of other cities in Lee County attended the County 
transmittal hearing where hours of public testimony were provided to the County 
Commission. Adoption of this comprehensive plan amendment will preclude the opportunity 
for meaningful public input regarding development in the DR/GR in the future. We urge the 
DEO and the reviewing agencies, copied with this letter, to critically review the proposed 
Lee County Comprehensive Plan Amendment and to object to this ill-advised and dangerous 
rollback of the current Lee Plan's protection of important state and regional resources and 
facilities. 

Respectfully, 

Mayor Bill Ribble 
Village of Estero 

Attachments: Limerock Mining in Southeast Lee County 
Peer Review 

Cc: Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services 
Department of Education 
Department of Environmental Protection 
Department of State 
Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission 
Florida Department of Transportion 
Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council 
South Florida Water Management District 
Lee County Planning 
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Limerock Mining in Southeast Lee County 

BACKGROUND: 
The Estero Village Council has received numerous 

complaints and calls of concern regarding expanded 
limerock mining east of 1-75 north and south of 
Corkscrew Road, an area Lee County refers to as DR/GR 
(Density Reduction/Groundwater Resource). 

Significant concerns have been raised about the 
effects of increased mining on major wetland systems 
and on aquifers that supply drinking water and a 
continuing influx of clean fresh water to our estuaries. 

These regional effects are in addition to localized 
degradation of the DR/GR from increased blasting, 
dust, and truck traffic. 

In January, the Village engaged Bill Spikowski to 
conduct a peer review of two recent mining studies 
that disagreed about the need for additional limerock 
mines. Mr. Spikowski is an experienced local planning 
consultant who has been extensively involved in DR/GR 
planning since the 1980s. 

The Village also asked Mr. Spikowski to provide 
accurate answers to questions posed by Lee County 
regarding their proposed major overhaul of criteria 
for approving new limerock mines. The county's 
questions and their own answers are in the left 
column on the pages below; the answers and 
comments provided by Mr. Spikowski are in the right 
column. 

-- Steve Sarkozy, Estero Village Manager 

Lee County's 
Questions and Answers: 

Village of Estero's 

1. What is proposed by the Mining Amendments? 

Currently, the Lee Plan requires the County to designate on a Future 
Land Use Map overlay (Map 14) sufficient land for continued limerock 
mining to meet regional demands. The 2008 Dover-Kohl study 
identifies Charlotte, Collier, Desoto, Glades, Hendry, Lee and Sarasota 
County as the group of Counties that represent the "regional 
demand." The Lee Plan requires Lee County to serve as the entity that 
is responsible for ensuring adequate supply of limerock to meet the 
regional demand: When regional demand increases or the limerock 
supply is reduced, the current Lee Plan requires the County to update 
the industrial acreage in Southeast Lee County to reflect the acreage 
of limerock mining pits needed to meet local and regional demand . 
The proposed amendments will delete the requirement for a limerock 
regional demand analysis; delete Map 14, the Future Limerock Mining 
Overlay; and, remove or correct ambiguities in the Lee Plan. Each of 
those changes is discussed in more detail below: 

Answers to Lee County Questions: 

NOTE: It is emphatically not true that the lee Plan 
requires lee County to serve as the entity that is 
responsible for ensuring adequate supply of lime rock to 
meet all regional demand; see response to question 1.a 
on the next page. 



Lee County's 
Questions and Answers: 

1~a. Proposed Amendment: Delete the requirement 
for a market analysis of regional limerock supply 
and demand. 

Every seven years, Lee County is obligated to update the 
inventory of existing mil'ling operations and analyze the supply 
of limerock material in relation to the projected demand of 
limerock "to meet the County's need and to export to other 
communities." The Lee Plan does not provide a specific 
methodology for completing the required market analysis. 

Regardless, the County should not be responsible for supplying 
adequate limerock to meet regional demand as is currently 
required by the Lee Plan. By deleting the requirement for a 
market analysis, the County will no longer be required to 
assure adequate supply of regional limerock demand. 

Village of Estero's 
Answers to Lee County Questions: 

The Lee Plan does not provide a specific methodology for 
completing the required market analysis, but the plan 
could easily be amended to identify a methodology. 

It is not true that the Lee Plan commits Lee County alone 
to supply limerock to our entire region. 

Lee County never has been, and never will be, responsible 
for meeting the regional demand. Lee County is a major 
supplier of regional demand (estimated at 80% in 2008); 
Charlotte County and Collier County supply the remaining 
20%. These counties are the only three in our region with 
mineable quantities of limerock; they will continue to 
share the regional burden as they have in the past. 



Lee County's 
Questions and Answers: 

1-b. Proposed Amendment: Delete Map 14 Future 
Limerock Mining Overlay with the requirement for 
amending the Lee Plan (Map 14) to designate 
locations for future mining. 

Map 14 shows the location of existing and future limerock 
mining activities and was intended to evolve over time. It is 
not a static map, like many assume, nor does it cap mining 
activities. In addition, Map 14 in no way provides protections 
to water resources, wildlife habitats, or residential and 
agricultural uses. 

An applicant may request an amendment to add land to the 
Map 14 overlay upon sbo\"'ing of a "clear necessity," if located 
in a "less disturbed environment." Clear necessity does not 
need to be tied to a market analysis. If the land is located "in 
or near existing disturbed areas," there are no review criteria 
for expanding Map 14. Once land has been included on Map 
14, the effectiveness of evaluating the impact of mining on 
nearby wildlife habitat, water resources, and compatibility with 
nearby uses during the rezoning process is weakened. 

Village of Estero's 
Answers to Lee County Questions: 

Without question, Map 14 caps mining activities, because 
it limits the area where additional mines may be 
approved at this time. Although Map 14 may evolve over 
time, it is definitely a static map; any changes require a 
Comprehensive Plan amendment. 

By not allowing new limerock mines outside the area 
delineated on Map 14, water resources, wildlife habitats, 
and residential and agricultural uses on land beyond the 
areas delineated on Map 14 are in fact protected. 

The methodology that Lee County used to establish the 
initial Map 14 was challenged by international mining 
interests and upheld by the courts. Changes to Map 14 
should be held to the same high standards. 

It is true that land included on Map 14 has a greater 
likelihood of being approved for limerock mining. For that 
reason, Map 14 was carefully drawn to minimize 
compatibility conflicts with nearby uses. Map 14 will 
allow mines in areas where water resources and wildlife 
habitat are already degraded or will be degraded by 
mines that have already been approved; this is far better 
than locating new limerock mines in areas where water 
resources and wildlife habitat are more pristine or are 
restorable. 



Lee County's 
Questions and Answers: 

1.c. Proposed Amendment: Remove or correct 
ambiguous language. 

Ambiguous or subjective language, such as "clear necessity" or 
"less disturbed," results in inconsistent and conflicting 
interpretations of the Lee Plan. Language being removed is 
duplicative of existing Lee Plan provisions and Mine Excavation 
Planned Development (MEPD) requirements; keeping it would 
serve no purpose or provide additional protections. 

Village of Estero' s 
Answers to Lee County Questions: 

When mining interests challenged the current Lee Plan 
language by declaring it ambiguous, the courts strongly 
disagreed and concluded that the words have common 
meanings or are plain from the context. 

If the county believes that any particular language is 
ambiguous or overly subjective, it can be clarified. 

Protective policy language belongs in the Lee Plan. It is 
often repeated or expanded in the Land Development 
Code, but codes are designed to implement the Lee Plan 
and codes depend on policy direction that was 
established there. 



Lee County's 
Questions and Answers: 

2. How does Lee County currently regulate mining? Will 
the proposed Mining Amendments to the Lee Plan 
and Land Development Code change how the County 

regulates mines? 

New mining operations or existing mining operat ions requi ring t he 
issuance of a renewa l permit must comply with t he provisions of 
Chapter 12 (Resource Extraction) o.fthe LDC. Chapt er 12 of the LDC 
requires mining operati ons to be approved t hrough a Mine 
Excavati on Pl anned Development (M EPD) and requires the issuance 
of a M ine Devel opment Order (MDO) and Mine Operation Permit 
(MOP) prior to the commencement of any mining or mine-related 
improvements on a property. The MEPD must be approved by t he 
Board of County Commissioners through t he public hearing process 
prior to t he issuance of an MOO and MOP by the Department of 
Community Development . 

The proposed Mining Amendments do not change the MEPD, MDO, or 
MOP approval processes. A request for a M EPD-must be consist ent 
wit h a multitude of existing Lee Pl an Goa ls, Objectives, and Poli cies in 
order to be approved. The deletion of Map 14 (Future Limerock 
Mini ng Overlay) and t he regiona l li merock market ana lysis 
requirement does not eliminate t he need for an appl ica nt t o 
demonst rat e t hat a MEPD request is consist ent with established Lee 
Plan provisions governing future land use, compatibi lit y w ith adjacent 
uses, mini mization of adverse impacts, and t he prot ect ion of wet lands 
and nat ural resources. 

Village of Estero's 
Answers to Lee County Questions: 

The first step in obtaining approval for a new mine is for 
land to be rezoned to MEPD (Mine Excavation Planned 
Development) by the Board of County Commissioners. 
By state law, every rezoning must be consistent with 
the Lee Plan. 

The Mining Amendments, as proposed, would eliminate 
key provisions of the Lee Plan that the county now must 
follow when evaluating MEPD rezoning requests. 

It is misleading to report that the Mining Amendments 
do not change the MEPD, MDO, or MOP approval 
processes. The Mining Amendments would greatly 
change the criteria for approving a new limerock mine 
by eliminating Map 14. The approval process may be 
the same, but the outcome could be the opposite. 

The Lee Plan's previous provisions for evaluating 
rezonings were found to be inadequate for considering 
the approval of new limerock mines. The Mining 
Amendments would eliminate many of the provisions 
that were added in 2010 to properly regulate limerock 
mines - reverting to a state of inadequacy. 



Lee County's 
Questions and Answers: 

3. Are the Mining Amendments being fast-tracked? 

No. The Lee Plan Amendments were first considered at a public 
hearing in front of the Local Planning Agency (LPA) in December of 
2018. A second public hearing was conducted in January of 2019. The 
companion LDC amendments were developed in response to 
comments made during the LPA's first public hearing and were 
introduced at the second public hearing. The LDC amendments were 
also reviewed by two advisory committees (the Executive Regulatory 
Oversight Committee and the Land Development Code Advisory 
Committee) in March of 2019. The first public hearing in front of the 
Board, the transmittal hearing for the Lee Plan amendments, is 
scheduled for April 17, 2019 (four months after the first public 
hearing). If the Board transmits the Lee Plan amendments, the second 
public hearing for the Lee Plan amendments and the two public 
hearings for the LDC amendments will likely not occur until June of 
2019. 

Village of Estero's 
Answers to Lee County Questions: 

Yes. The county had never indicated any intention to 
make sweeping changes to its policies and rules 
regulating limerock mining. Notice was given only upon 
the last-minute release of documents for the December 
2018 LPA public hearing. The date of the April 17 public 
hearing was kept a secret until county codes forced 
disclosure of the final agenda. 

This process is vastly different from the two-year public 
effort conducted in 2008, 2009, and 2010 to overhaul 
policies and regulations for the entire DR/GR. Dozens of 
public meetings were held to solicit public input and to 
review technical findings and policy alternatives on these 
critical matters. 

It is truly unfortunate that documentation of that entire 
process has just been removed from Lee County's 
website. 



Lee County's 
Questions and Answers: 

4. What are the future public input opportunities on the 
Mining Amendments? 

The Board is scheduled to hold a transmittal hearing for the Lee Plan 
amendments on April 17, 2019. The transmittal hearing will be the 
first of two public hearings before the Board. At this hearing, the 
Board will decide whether to transmit the proposed Lee Plan 
amendments to the State for further review by the State Land 
Planning Agency (Department of Economic Opportunity) and other 
State reviewing agencies. The Board does not adopt the amendments 
at the transmittal hearing. 

The amendments are not approved by the Board until the adoption 
hearing. The adoption hearing will be scheduled after comments are 
received from the State reviewing agencies. The State reviewing 
agencies have 30 days to review the proposed amendments and 
provide comments. 

The LDC amendments will also be scheduled for two public hearings 
around the same time as the Lee Plan amendment adoption hearing. 

All four public hearings will be advertised and are open for public 
input. Public comment is limited to 3 minutes per person. 

Village of Estero's 
Answers to Lee County Questions: 

The county's answer to this question is accurate as to 
these specific Mining Amendments. The result of 
removing Map 14, however, will be to greatly reduce 
future opportunities for public input on the location of 
new mines. 



Lee County's 
Questions and Answers: 

5. Do the Mining Amendments decrease public input 
opportunities for future mining cases? 

No. The Mining Amendments remove a requirement that Map 14 be 
amended to include a specific property to be mined prior to 
proceeding with mining. Removal of this requirement will eliminate 
the public hearing requirement associated with the Lee Plan 
amendment. However, the amendments include a policy that 
requires a public informational meeting to be held within the 
Community Plan area in which the mine is located prior to submittal 
of an application for rezoning to Mine Excavation Planned 
Development. Staff has also added public informational meeting 
language to the Land Development Code to implement this 
requirement. 

6. Are any mines being approved by this proposed 
amendment? 

No mines will be approved as the result of the Mining 
Amendments. All mines are required to be approved through the 
public hearing process for Mine Excavation Planned Developments 
(see Question 2). 

Village of Estero's 
Answers to Lee County Questions: 

Yes. The Mining Amendments, as proposed, would 
significantly reduce opportunities for public input. The 
Mining Amendments would remove a critical 
requirement that Map 14 be amended to include 
unanticipated properties prior to requesting rezoning for 
mining. Comprehensive Plan amendments require at 
least three formal public hearings where decision
makers must consider public input. 

The proposed replacement, a single "public 
informational meeting" that would be held within the 
Community Plan area in which the mine is located, in no 
way provides equivalent opportunities for public input. 

No mines will receive immediate approval if the Mining 
Amendments are approved as proposed. However, 
future mines will have a much easier time obtaining 
rezoning approval. The Mining Amendments would 
eliminate the requirement for compliance with Map 14 
and would eliminate public hearings that would be 
required to amend Map 14. The Mining Amendments 
would eliminate the locational criteria for future mines 
from the Lee Plan. 



Lee County's 
Questions and Answers: 

7. How are the Mining Amendments related to the two 
pending mining zoning cases (Troyer Brothers and Old 
Corkscrew Plantation)? 

The Mining Amendments are not related to the pending mining zoning 
cases. The cases for Troyer Brothers and Old Corkscrew Plantation 
will proceed under their applicable regulations. 

8. Do the Mining Amendments eliminate, or loosen, 
existing restrictions on mining operations? Will it be 
easier for a mine to be approved? 

No. The Mining Amendments reinforce Lee County's obligation to 
protect natural resources in Southeast Lee County, and the 
protections that are currently in place are not being changed. All 
future mines are required to obtain approvai through the Mine 
Excavation Planned Development rezoning process and are subject to 
the requirements of Lee County Land Development Code Chapter 12. 

Village of Estero's 
Answers to Lee County Questions: 

The Mining Amendments, as proposed, are not related 
to the pending mining rezoning for Old Corkscrew 
Plantation, which by court order is proceeding under 
earlier regulations. 

The effect of the Mining Amendments on the Troyer 
Brothers application is unclear. Troyer Brothers have 
requested their own amendment to the Lee Plan in order 
to proceed with their rezoning application. The Mining 
Amendments could supersede the need for the Troyer 
Brothers amendments. 

Yes, and yes. The Mining Amendments, as proposed, 
would significantly reduce the protections that are.now 
in place for natural resources in Southeast Lee County. 
Future mines would be able to obtain rezoning without 
demonstrating a need for additional mines, and without 
either conforming with the locational criteria for 
limerock mines (now in Map 14} or amending those 
criteria through a Comprehensive Plan amendment. 



Lee County's 
Questions and Answers: 

9. What does eliminating the requirement of a market 
analysis accomplish? 

By eliminating the market analysis, the County would no longer be 
required to determine and supply regional limerock demand or 
expand Map 14. This change is consistent with how all other 
uses/markets are treated in the Lee Plan. The market analysis does 
not prevent an over allocation of mining, nor does it provide for 
protection of natural resources. 

Village of Estero' s 
Answers to Lee County Questions: 

By eliminating the market analysis, the County would no 
longer objectively assess regional limerock demand and 
supply, and would no longer use Map 14 to assure a 20-
year supply from mines that have already been 
approved. 

In the future, evidence concerning the need for 
additional mines would be limited to one-sided 
testimony from mining applicants. 

An objective market analysis is an essential tool for 
preventing an over-allocation of sensitive lands to 
mining. 



Lee County's 
Questions and Answers: 

10. Will the Mining Amendments result in the location of 
limerock mines being allowed outside the Traditional 
Alico Road Corridor {TARC) and anywhere? 

Mines are currently located outside the TARC and limerock mines 
could be approved outs ide of t he TARC wit h or w it hout t he Mining 
Amendments. It was never anticipat ed that all limerock mines within 
Lee County would be located in the TARC 

The number and locat ion of future mines wil l be limited by resource 
avai labil ity and by existi ng land use patterns in Southeast Lee County. 
As depicted on t he attached exhibit, much of t he la nd in Sout heast 
Lee County is publicly-owned, encumbered by conservati on 
easements, or approved for mining or residentia l uses . This wi ll 
preclude widespread appl icat ions for limerock mining. 

11. Do the Mining Amendments lessen the protection of 
water resources and wildlife habitats? 

No. The Mini ng Amendments do not reduce or eliminate any 
protections of water resources and wild life habitat s. Protections of 
nearby wildlife habitat, water resources, and compat ibil ity w ith 
nearby uses are requi red by provisions in Chapter 12 of t he 
LDC. These req uirements are not being amended or eliminated. 

Village of Estero's 
Answers to Lee County Questions: 

A few smaller mines are currently located outside the 
TARC (as it is depicted on Map 14) either because they 
had been approved many years earlier or because they 
have begun mining limerock without proper approvals. 

It was always anticipated that all future limerock mines 
within Lee County would be located in the TARC (or 
within an expanded area if Map 14 were amended to 
achieve that result) . 

Much of the land in Southeast Lee County is publicly
owned, encumbered by conservation easements, or 
approved for residential uses. Mining is inevitably a high
disturbance activity and can have devastating impacts on 
surrounding land and natural resources. 

Yes. The Mining Amendments reduce or eliminate the 
protections of water resources and wildlife habitats that 
are provided by Map 14 and by the analyses upon which 
Map 14 is based. 

The protections provided by Chapter 12 of the LDC are 
extremely limited compared to the protections afforded 
by Map 14 and by the broader comprehensive planning 
process. 



Lee County's 
Questions and Answers: 

12. Will the Mining Amendments create an influx of 
limerock mining zoning applications? 

There is not currently a restriction on the number of limerock mining 
zoning applications. Regardless of the number of applications, 
compliance with zoning requirements for Mine Excavation Planned 
Developments and applicable Lee Plan provisions will be necessary for 
an application to be approve 

13. Are minimum setbacks for mining activities being 
reduced? 

No. In fact, excavation setbacks are proposed to be increased through 
the proposed LDC amendments. Existing regulations prohibit 
excavations within 150 feet of an adjacent residential property line. 
The proposed LDC amendments, if approved, will prohibit excavations 
within 660 feet of any residential property line. 

The proposed 660-foot setback for excavations is consistent with the 
setback requirements governing the placement of structures and 
equipment directly involved in the mining production process 
established in the Land Development Code. The proposed setback is 
also consistent with setback requirements established for uses that 
may be incompatible with surrounding residential uses such as 
asphalt batch plants, junkyards, salvage yards, sanitary landfills, and 
certain manufacturing uses. 

Village of Estero's 
Answers to Lee County Questions: 

Yes. Eliminating the Comprehensive Plan protections 
against excessive limerock mining will inevitably lead to 
new applications for limerock mines. Rezoning is never 
guaranteed, but without policy direction on the need for 
additional mines (or the absence of need), it will be 
much more difficult for Lee County to evaluate mining 
applications or to defend the denial of rezoning for 
additional mines. 

If proposed LDC amendments are ultimately adopted, 
excavation setbacks from residential property could be 
increased from 150 feet to 660 feet. However, other 
parts of the Mining Amendments would allow future 
mines to be approved very close to residential areas. It is 
hardly a policy achievement to allow new mines to be 
approved near residential areas and then claim credit for 
partially overriding that mistake with a potential 
moderate increase in setbacks. 

The impacts of limerock mining are greater than almost 
any other use, including junkyards and sanitary landfills. 
These impacts, which will continue for decades, include 
blasting, dust, noise, and traffic in addition to severe 
impacts on groundwater and destruction of other 
natural resources. 



Dunn, Brandon 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Rohland, Stacey 
Friday, May 31, 2019 8:10 AM 
Loveland, David 
Dunn, Brandon 

Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] miining explosions 

Hi Dave, 
Please see the following concerns. I apologize if it is a duplicate. Thank you. 

Stacey Rohland 
Executive Assistant to Commissioner John Manning 
Lee County Board of County Commissioners 
District 1 
239-533-2224 

From: Max Albin 
Sent: Thursday, May 30, 2019 12:15 PM 
To: Distl, John Manning; Dist2, Cecil Pendergrass; Dist4, Brian Hamman; Dist5, Frank Mann 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] miining explosions 

I live in Bella Terra where there are mining explosions daily. This cannot be good for the structural integrity of 
my home. I am concerned as are others about the long term structural impact to my home with these explosions. 
There are a lot of existing homes and many more being built in New Communities along the Corkscrew Rd. 
corridor. Have you done impact studies on these explosions and what the long term impact is to home structures 
such as stucco cracking and roof tile damage? There are IO00's of existing homes and IO00's of new homes 
being built along Corkscrew Rd. and this will escalate as an issue. Max Albin 

Please note: Florida has a very broad public records law. Most wriiten communications to or from County Employees and officials regarding County business are 
public records available to the public and media upon requesi. Your email communication may be subject to public disclosure. 

Under Florida law, email addresses are public records. If you do not want your email address released in response to a public records request, do not send 
electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by phone or in writing. 
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