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Mr. Bill Kalar,

A lot of comments have come in regarding "The Homestead At Ottertail RV Park and
Resort", approximately 75% oppose and 25% are positive in nature. I'd like to comment on
some of the statements being made during this comment period, to clear up some
inaccuracies. Before I do that I'd first like to address the EAW that has been completed for

the project.

By definition an Environmental Assessment Worksheet, EAW, is according to 2012

Minnesota Statutes, 116D.04 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENTS:

(c) "Environmental assessment worksheet" means a brief document which is designed to

set out the basic facts necessary to determine whether an environmental impact

statement is required for a proposed action.

The EAW completed by Ottertail County is anything but brief and it clearly shows that there

is no need for an EIS. To my knowledge there has never been an EIS requested for a

campground in Minnesota. Our project is not on an environmental lake; in fact it's not on

any lake at all. A portion, less than 50% of the proposed sites, falls within 1000 feet of Otter

Tail Lake which is a general development lake, with most of the development occurring

outside the 1000 foot line.

The process of the comment period is intended to allow people to address the

completeness and accuracy of the EAW. By reading the comments made it is clear that many

are commenting (voting) out of emotion that they do "not want it in their back yard", it will

interfere with their Otter Tail experience. Most of the opposition votes (comments) stem

from a post card sent to hundreds, if not thousands, of area property owners to garner their
support for the opposition, The Friends of Ottertail (I believe proper spelling is Otter Tail)
Lake, Jan Nermoe, Chair. Therefore, many of these comments are just an extension of the

opposition of a few of the immediate neighbors who don't want it in their backyard - which
it is not, it is proposed on the property that my wife and I own.

This farm, that Beth and I own, has been in my family for generations and it is our

intention to keep it in the family for generations to come. It is in our best interest to be very
environmentally conscious to ensure the preservation of the property for future generations.
It's a little disingenuous by the opposition to assume that they have a corner on the

environmental market, especially when some of the opposition are part of a group that
contribute significantly to the negative impact on the lakes by fertilizing and watering their
lawns, by having fire rings right on the shore, by attempting to drain any wetlands on their

property and by pushing the maximum limit for impervious surface on their lake lot. With

their actions showing how "environmentally" concerned they really are I believe it's fairly
obvious that they are using their environmental concerns to further their agenda of "not in
my back yard".



Some of the comments presented are incorrect, some are inaccurate and some are
just plain old fashioned falsehoods. I know that one individual has stated numerous times
that I did not speak to the property owners at the start of this process. That is false; Iwent
to many of the property owners in the immediate area. I spoke with John and Jan Nermoe,
Jan stated right from the beginning she was against the project. Some of the other residents
across the highway from the farm were neutral or fine with the project when I spoke with
them, later they had a change of heart and decided to oppose the development. It is true
that I did not get a chance to speak to all the neighbors as some are not at their lake
property very often.

Another inaccuracy is regarding the name change from The Homestead On Ottertail to

The Homestead At Ottertail. The project was never called The Homestead On Ottertail, that

was an innocent typo made by the engineering firm which we corrected as soon as it was

discovered. We chose The Homestead At Ottertail RV Park and Resort with the spelling of

Ottertail as one word denoting the city of Ottertail, not the lake of Otter Tail. Being from

this area I am and always have been aware that the lake and county are spelled with two

words and the city is one word.

The concern that visitors to our rv park will be lawless trespassers is ridiculous and a

poor attempt to create an issue where there is none, again to further an opposing agenda.

A comment that we are trying to "pull the wool over someone's eyes" by building our

resort with a farm theme is absolutely inaccurate. How this individual knows what's in our

mind is quite amazing. My wife and I are honest people, if we state that we intend to run the

resort with a farm theme, then that is exactly what we mean. It seems that some of the

comments made are based on the commenter's value system rather than ours.

Compatibility issues have been raised mainly by one individual who demands that the

Planning Commission deny the conditional use permit based on page 29 of The Shoreland

Management Ordinance of Otter Tail County where it states:

/. The Planning Commission shall consider a Conditional Use Permit if

the proposed change is found to be consistent with the general purposes of this
Ordinance and the intent of this and all other applicable state and local regulations and
laws. The Planning Commission may consider the following:

1. Compatibility with the surrounding area; both on land and water.

The individual than adds in the verbiage "with the area and their neighbors" which, by doing
so, attempts to rewrite the ordinance.

This particular individual, in an email dated March 06,201 3, states that we're using the

name Ottertail in the name of the resort. He goes on to state, "Ask anyone from the area or

familiar with it what comes to mind when you hear "Otter Tail". Responses most likely will
be walleye fishing, clean water, sandy shores, watersports, icefishing, cruising in the
pontoon, all of these have to do with the lake itself." With a statement like that it certainly



sounds like the project is most definitely compatible with the surrounding area: both on
land and water.

Some of the calculations used by the opposition are not only inaccurate but are just
plain ridiculous. Claiming that the proposal for 185 RV sites is equal to 185 new homes on
the lake is preposterous. Anyone can see right through this as an attempt to exaggerate the
impact of the proposal. Others claim that there is a potential of 926-1 850 watercraft
impacting the lakes. I believe they are trying to make the claim that every seasonal renter
"will have at least two or more watercraft". That's probably an over exaggeration.

There are many more inaccuracies in the opposition's comments; it is not my

objective to address all of these comments; only to show that these negative comments are

only an attempt to have the project denied because a vocal few "don't want it in their back

yard. I also want to make known to the planning commission and the county board that

Beth and I have every intention to follow all regulations, apply for all needed permits and

build the resort not just to a minimum standard but build it knowing that it will be in the

family for generations.

Thank You for Your Time,

Greg and Beth Swanberg

Please forward a copy of this email to the Otter Tail County Planning Commission and the
Otter Tail County Board of Commissioners


