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1.) MHL was formed by lakeshore property owners due to concern over DNR practices regarding management of aquatic vegetation and algae, especially nuisance/invasive species. These practices have been far too conservative to enable effective control.
2.) Repeated meetings and correspondence with DNR to understand their concerns and to express ours, have transpired over the past several years. At the request of the DNR, the issues we have with DNR rules were originally provided to them in July, 2004, and have been updated periodically since then. (See attached list of MHL Key Issues.)
3.) When the proposed rules were revealed in December, 2005, they contained none of the provisions presented by MHL and other constituents.
4.) The new rules were applied in the field in 2004 and 2005 even though the changes had not gone through the formal rule-changing process, which started officially in December, 2005. This practice has become even more widespread in 2006, with hundreds of property owners having permits denied or shoreline footage significantly reduced. 
5.) We believe that these new rules provide over-protection to invasive species, thus allowing them to continue to spread across an ever-increasing number of Minnesota lakes. 
6.) In addition, while making it even more difficult to maintain clear and clean shorelines, these proposed rules will lead to increased non-permitted and non-regulated shoreline management (“vigilantes”)
7.) These new, more restrictive rules will require a higher level of DNR inspection and enforcement of routine permit applications, while the threats of new invasive species (e.g., zebra mussels, the next generation of Eurasian Water milfoil, etc.) receive inadequate attention by the limited DNR staff.  By micromanaging the permitting process, the DNR is failing to optimize the use of their staff. In time, more staff will be called for, at taxpayer expense.
8.) MHL is appealing to our state legislators to represent the interests of Minnesota lakeshore property owners to enable them to maintain their shorelines in a clean and healthy state. A fairer balance between the interests of lakeshore property owners, environmentalists, recreational users, and sportsmen is needed. Property values are at stake!

9.) Directly related to the concern expressed in Item 8, is the fact that the Fisheries Division of the DNR is responsible for oversight of the APM program. As such, it is reasonable to expect that decisions will not be made in a fair and unbiased fashion, but will have a strong propensity to favor the sports fishing lobby!! This simply is not fair to property owners! Why is the Ecological Services Division not responsible for this program?
10.) In addition, we are asking our legislators to require future proposed rule changes to be submitted and approved by the appropriate committees of both houses. Greater legislative oversight is needed. Rule changes of the magnitude proposed here, will have a significant negative impact on the use of shoreline by property owners, and upon their property values. Such an impact should not be allowed without the full involvement of our elected representatives, who are directly responsible to the voters of Minnesota.
