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Testimony of Gene and Tamara ChastainThe issue of the use of drones and other unmanned aircraft
over people’s farms and homes without consent has become relevant to my wife and I here on our
farm.During this last deer hunting season, as in past hunting seasons, we have had hunters flying
drones over our farm for the purpose of herding deer off our land. Drones flying over and across our
property end up scaring our horses and livestock, which could cause them or the people caring for
them serious injury or death. I could imagine a herd of cattle being harassed or frightened to the point
of stampeding through a fence onto a highway, to be struck by oncoming traffic, all because a hunter
wanted to have a drone deliver a herd of deer to him to shoot. Missouri farmers buy land to raise crops,
livestock, and enjoy country life. We should not have to have drones invade our personal space on our
property without our consent. This amounts to trespassing, although there currently is not a law
naming it as trespassing in Missouri. What good are purple paint laws when they can be flouted by
drones. Local people know that my wife and I do not hunt the local deer, and during hunting season
especially, it is also known that they hang out with our horses and livestock in their paddocks to eat,
sleep and stay safe. We do not have any issue or problem with those who hunt deer for sustenance,
however, we choose not to. Even if we did hunt for deet or other wildlife, we would be in competition on
our own land with those who are using drones to move the deer/wildlife off to other areas for
themselves.Having drones fly low (25 to 100 feet) over our property year-round checking on and
herding the deer off of our property, while spooking our livestock/horses in the process, seems like a
violation of our property and privacy rights. I wonder how happy drone users would be if other drone
users harassed their children, spied on them, and violated their private lives in their own backyards. I
have even heard of people flying drones up to windows to look inside people’s homes. There has to be
a red/purple line set, hopefully at our property line, to protect citizens, preserve our privacy, and
property rights. Passing Bills 178, 179, and 401 would be a good starting point.Not only can the drone
operators have free unfettered access to your property, but they are themselves protected while they
are doing so. If you shoot, destroy, disable or in any way affect their drone, you can be criminally
charged with destruction of personal property, as well as civilly sued for damages. All of this while on
your own property. Absurd? Yes. Actuality? Yes. Consider the Missouri Castle Doctrine and the Purple
Paint statutes:The purple paint statute (Section 569.145 of the Revised Statutes of Missouri) allows
Missouri landowners to mark trees or posts with purple paint as a warning to would-be trespassers. It
fulfills the same function as a “no trespassing” sign, a fence, or telling someone not to come onto your
property.The Castle Doctrine Statutes (Sections 563.031 and 563.041) allow the use of force not only to
protect the lives, but also the property of those covered by the law. Under the Castle Doctrine, the use
of force is allowed when someone is trespassing (Section 569.140) if there were no-trespassing signs
(posted) or if there was purple paint marking as provided by Section 569.145.If a drone trespasses on
my property, I have no recourse at all to protect me, my family, my land/home, or my livestock. If I do, I



can be criminally charged with destruction of personal property, as well as civilly sued for damages, all
the while the drone is buzzing around on my land harassing me and my livestock.One other issue is
that drones can take photographs and video while they are being operated. Making great surveillance
tools for would be thieves. How helpful would it be to know the comings and goings of your potential
victims; what door they leave from, what windows did they close, did they lock the back door before
they left, all information readily available from their video footage. For us, it is also, did they lock all the
doors on the barn, were any valuable tools left out or unsecured. We have a neighbor who someone
had started their tractor in an attempt to steal it, but could not figure out how to operate it, so they left
it running and got out of it. The tractor ran until the engine was damaged because the owner did not
know it was running. Again, the cost of that damage is his out-of-pocket expense as the
landowner.Many other states have drone laws offering basic trespassing protections for landowners.
Missouri should be among them. I understand that recreational use of drones has become very
popular, and that enthusiast organizations will say that the FAA rules already address these issues.
The fact is, they don’t, and where they do, enforcement is near impossible. Please feel free to contact
an FAA field office, and see what, if anything, they can do to assist someone. They will need you to
obtain the identity of the drone operator, the drone identification number, and proof that the owner was
the operator at the time the drone was on your property as well as video footage of the drone above
your property, and then they may be able to assist you, over the phone.I have personally spoken with a
gentleman who participated in drafting the FAA rules and reviewed their guidelines/regulations on
behalf of drone enthusiasts. His position is that the passage of Bills 178, 179, and 401 will impinge on
the FAA’s authority. In fact, since 2013, 24 states (Alaska, Arkansas, California, Florida, Idaho, Illinois,
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Maine, Mississippi, Montana, Nevada, North Carolina, North Dakota, Oregon,
Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Vermont, Virginia, West Virginia, and Wisconsin) have passed
drone legislation similar to Bills 178, 179, and 401 to further protect their citizens. This legislation puts
citizens’ interests and rights above hobby drone operators.Missouri, equally as these other states, has
the right to legislate regarding property and privacy laws, on behalf of its citizens for their protection,
as well as the right to enforce laws to ensure that protection. The FAA is not going to come to rural
Missouri every time a drone flies below 400 feet over someone’s livestock and scares them into hurting
themselves or into a stampede hurting others. By the way, when our livestock is hurt or hurts someone
else, who pays for that? Not the drone operator, they are miles away, completely undetectable, and
likely do not have insurance to cover their negligence. This additional cost burden on homeowners and
farmers of Missouri is completely preventable. The person I spoke with who helped draft the FAA
regulations, indicated to me that a new requirement for the identification of drones would take effect
this year. The difficulty with that is it again puts the burden on the landowner to determine who the
owner is. He indicated that you should be able to point your phone at the drone, and it would give the
identification of the owner with a QR code or some identifying application. The problem with this is;
number one, you would have to catch the drone with your phone just right to get that information,
number two, you would still have to show that the owner was the one operating the drone. Keep in
mind, you are expected to aim your phone this while trying to contain your upset livestock.By passing
Bills 178, 179, and 401, hopefully the Missouri Department of Conservation, as well as local law
enforcement, could participate in enforcement, and protect both citizens and wildlife.Please support
this issue for rural Missourians, and because it is just the right thing to do.Thanks,Gene and Tamara
ChastainP.O. Box 218Humansville, MO 65674
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This Bill and Proposed Legislation goes way to far and provides for harsh penalties! The Air is Free
and no one person owns it. Government Surveillance of flying Unmanned Aircraft and Helicopters
invades every ones space and privacy as it happens all of the time. Defeat this Bill, it will lead to
Tierney!
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I support making it illegal for someone other than the property owner from using unmanned
aircraft/drone use over private residences, but I do NOT support making it unlawful for the public or
groups to use unmanned aircraft and drones over all private property or open air facilities  There is no
reason to shield property that is not someone's personal residence from drone use unless that facility
or industry is trying to hide something from the public. Drone surveillance has been an essential tool in
the fight against environmental injustice, it has helped locate and document abuses that have been
committed or damage that has been covered up.
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I support making it illegal for someone other than the property owner from using unmanned
aircraft/drone use over private residences, but I do NOT support making it unlawful for the public or
groups to use unmanned aircraft and drones over all private property or open air facilities  There is no
reason to shield property that is not someone's personal residence from drone use unless that facility
or industry is trying to hide something from the public. Drone surveillance has been an essential tool in
the fight against environmental injustice, it has helped locate and document abuses that have been
committed or damage that has been covered up.
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As an organization that represents uncrewed aerial systems (UAS) in Missouri, we are reaching out
today to express our opposition to HB 178. As currently written, the measure would create
inconsistencies with federal law, raise safety concerns, and ultimately hinder the emerging UAS sector
in the State. The Association for Uncrewed Vehicle Systems International (AUVSI) is the world's largest
nonprofit organization dedicated to the advancement of uncrewed systems and robotics, representing
corporations and professionals from more than sixty countries involved in industry, government, and
academia.In attempting to prohibit the operation of small UAS over private property, HB 178 seeks to
regulate airspace, which is the jurisdiction of the Federal Aviation Administration. As is clear in Title 49,
Part A, Section 1 of the U.S. Code, states: “The United States Government has exclusive sovereignty of
airspace of the United States.” This federal control of the airspace—delegated in practice by Congress
to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)--is a bedrock principle of aviation law that dates back well
over 50 years and is one of the reasons that the United States maintains an aviation safety record that
is the envy of the rest of the world. Proposals such as HB 178 have the potential to create a
complicated patchwork of laws that may erode, rather than enhance, safety. A federal court recently
affirmed the FAA’s regulatory authority over the national airspace, finding for the plaintiff, and UAS
operator, Michael Singer in Singer v. City of Newton. The court held that “aviation safety is an area of
exclusive federal control,” and “Congress has given the FAA responsibility of regulating the use of
airspace for aircraft navigation and to protect individuals and property on the ground,” along with the
mandate to safely integrate UAS into the national airspace.UAS are poised to provide immense public
benefit to wherever they are deployed. The regulatory framework established by the FAA over small
UAS will allow Missouri to recognize these significant benefits. By leaving airspace regulation to the
FAA and ensuring a lack of regulatory hurdles, drone operations will be able to provide workforce,
economic, and environmental benefits to the State. The State of Missouri can support UAS growth and
reap its economic benefits rather than create inconsistencies with federal law and risk stunting an
emerging industry. We greatly appreciate your consideration of our views and are happy to work with
your staff on revisions to this bill, as well as to address any questions you may have about our
observations.


