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March 22, 2023

Payton Carda
Hamlin County Zoning Officer

Subject: DKO Properties Conditional Use Permit

Ms. Carda:

We own a lake home at 152 West Lake Drive, Arlington, SD 57212, which is just a few homes north of the proposed “multi-family” four-condo units and two detached garages that are proposed to be built by DKO Properties in their application for a conditional use permit to the Hamlin County’s Board of Adjustment.  

Please consider this as our written comments in opposition to such a project for the reasons we are providing below:
· Increased number of vehicles using West Lake Drive – We purchased this home because of its location and the quiet dead-end street.  With only two homes to the south of our home utilizing West Lake Drive, we have almost no traffic.  If West Lake Drive is now expanded to service the new four condo units, the traffic is going to increase dramatically.  If these condos are used as VRBOs or rental properties, then the traffic will be even worse!  Whenever someone rents a vacation home, they invite many family members; this means 2-5 cars per condo and potentially up to 20 additional vehicles utilizing the road. It is a gravel road, so we would have to deal with more dust for that additional vehicle traffic.  The increased number of vehicles will also create a safety issue for us, as we have three dogs and all of us have to cross the road to access our detached garage and garden.  This is not what we signed up for when we purchased our lake home!
· Drainage – We have seen the proposed FEMA flood plain map provided by Todd Kays at 1st District; he said it is likely to become the new federal standard (see picture on next page).  The lot in question is two south of the red lot, and as you can see, the entire lot will be in the flood plain including the extension of West Lake Drive.  The back half of this lot where the diagram shows “shops” has standing water on it much of the time.  The only way that will work is if they plan to raise the grade on that entire lot to prevent flooding.  This means that the water in that area will be forced to the north onto the properties owned by the Calkin’s, Fedt’s and us.  There is nowhere else for that water to go the way it is designed; this will impact all of the neighbors. 
· Compromised View – When we sit on our lake patio, we can look to the south and see the public boat ramp and the beach. We are concerned about losing our view as the condos will surely be two stories and they are only 50’ from the lake.
· All of the homes in this area are private homes; yes, they occasionally get rented out, but they are one family homes and impact is minimal.  Now, you are talking about what appears to be commercial property renting out condos.  This is not what the Lake Poinsett community has been, and we do not believe it should be in the future.  You will open pandoras box if this type of dwelling is allowed to go forward.
· Lastly, we do not believe this has been handled in an appropriate manner.  No where in the application does it say that the new property owners will no longer access the property from the current driveway, and it doesn’t say anything about accessing it from the north on West Lake Drive. West Lake Drive will have to be extended, as it currently dead ends at Calkin’s.  You responded to my email saying that they plan to use the “public right of way that West Lake Dr. provides” but my question is if this is the case then how come the garage that sits on that property now was allowed to be put there right in the  middle of the public right away you are claiming?  The neighbors to the North (including us) are going to be negatively impacted by this, and we all had to find out through the grapevine because no notice was given to any one other than adjoining land owners.  That is just not the right way to handle these types of situations where transparency is necessary.  Why can’t they put in a new driveway access off of Hwy 81?
· Lake living is a way of life, and we thought we were buying our property in a secluded, quiet neighborhood. Now, all that can change with this decision by allowing the condo units.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide our comments and feedback on this conditional use request. We appreciate your consideration of our concerns on this issue that will greatly impact us.
Sincerely,
Brian and Jennifer Stevens
152 West Lake Drive
Arlington, SD 57212
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Dear Hamlin County Board of Adjustment,
As an adjacent property owner I am writing to express my strong opposition to the Conditional Use Permit to split 146 West Lake Drive into 3 lots, building 4 condo units on one of the lots, and a storage garage on each of the other 2 lots.  Due to the detrimental impact to our neighborhood our neighbors are completely opposed to the addition of a condominium development on this lot that will cause traffic and safety problems, create water drainage concerns, and set an alarming precedent for all home owners on the lake.
The property in question sits in a low lying area with a portion of the lot currently in the flood plain and the entire lot will be in the new FEMA proposed flood plain. (See attached)  As an adjoining neighbor I’m concerned about the impact on drainage when this property is raised to meet the necessary standards for new construction.  In this area the water flooding from the inlet is the biggest concern and we need to make sure we are very thoughtful about the impact of raising the front yard to construct garage storage units and it's impact on water drainage.
The lot in question (146 West Lake Drive) is not large enough to accommodate parking for 4 condo units.  I understand the requirement is 2 parking spaces per unit, however everyone with a lake home understands this is not adequate.  We all want to enjoy our time at the lake having family and friends join us for the weekend and this condominium development will be no different.  We also need to ensure space to accommodate trailers for PWCs, boats, and ice shacks.  This property is bordered by two private residences and HWY 81.  Where is the overflow parking?  My driveway? West Lake Drive? HWY 81?  The increased traffic combined with the overflow parking creates an unsafe environment for the occupants of the new development as well as the existing neighbors.  We bought our lake home specifically because it is in a cul-de-sac with very limited traffic.  If 4 condominiums are placed on this 1 lot there will be more residences on this 1 lot then the rest of the cul-de-sac combined.
We need to be very thoughtful about the precedent this sets and the message it sends to all homeowners on Lake Poinsett.  Approving this condominium development sends a clear message to all homeowners that investors from anywhere can purchase the property next to them and build a similar development that can also be utilized as an Airbnb/VRBO which essentially is a hotel/resort.
I urge you to vote no on the proposed “Conditional Use Permit” and from recent meetings and discussions with not just my neighbors but residents all around the lake I know my opinions are shared by many who are not able to attend this meeting.

Best regards,

Troy and Wendy Bunker
144 West Lake Drive
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March 23, 2023

Payton Carda
Hamlin County Zoning Officer
Hayti, South Dakota

Re: Rejection of Proposed Zoning notice. 

Payton, 
Sorry for the unreadable e-mail. Please let me know if you receive this corrected copy.

This is a rejection notice of the proposed development on 146 West Lake Drive, Lake Poinsett, and the abandonment of the current Zoning ordinance. There is a substantial reason for Zoning Protection in residential areas. To ignore this protection by your office would be a violation of the law and the confidence of the people that it protects, notwithstanding a possible liability exposure. Please reject the request for a Zoning change for this commercial building in this residential area! Thank you for your consideration.

							Best Regards,


							W. T. McGeough
[image: ]

To Whom It May Concern:
My name is Renita Elverud and I own and live on the property at 144B West Lake Drive.  I am writing this letter in regards to the application submitted for a conditional use permit by DKO Properties.  It has come to my attention that DKO wishes to buy this property, with intentions to rezone and build 4 condos and two detached garages/sheds.  There are presently four owners in this culdesac-type property, with a circular, common driveway for all the properties. My property is two houses south of the proposed rezoning site.  Because I am in Arizona and unable to make the upcoming meeting, I am writing this to urge you not to approve this application. 
One of the reasons we purchased this property is because it is a quieter area with less traffic, from where we previously resided at Lake Poinsett.  We already do have some congestion with parking cars, boats, etc., when it is a busy weekend with all current residents present at the same time.  However, we have been fortunate to have great neighbors, who work together and are willing to be flexible with the parking area. Through the years, we have shared the cost of necessary driveway repairs, since we all use the same driveway.
I am very concerned if this application is approved, that the congestion in this small area will be out of control, with four more families present.  Also, in the building process, equipment running on the driveway could deteriorate the present surface.  
Another concern I have is how it will affect the land value of the property, if the present buildings are torn down.  This has affected our taxes in the past, because the land value went up, when similar tear down/reconstruction projects took place around the lake.
Please consider the effect this rezoning may have on the existing properties and the families who reside there.  Thank you.
Renita Elverud
Ren4den@outlook.com    605-789-0489
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188 E Lake Dr
Estelline, SD  

22 March 2023

Hamlin County Zoning Board
Hayti, SD

Dear Board Members,
We are writing as concerned community members for Lake Poinsett.  Although we do not live immediately adjacent to the current proposed re-zoning area, we are concerned that the citizens in that area are not being heard.  We are also concerned that this could eventually occur in our area.
We feel that the current zoning should be upheld as single-family dwelling.   The creation of new buildings that have too many people for the existing resources of the area (ex: too little parking, green space, more traffic, more noise, room for trash cans) could result in a worse quality of life for all existing residents/neighbors and thus changing the entire living context of the small neighborhood.  Multi-family dwelling sites could also put a strain on the Lake community infrastructure and other local services.  These stresses could negatively impact our lake resources.
During the summer months, many lake area communities already must deal with the previously listed issues.  Honestly, they often are not handled well.  In the winter months, we already continue to have issues in our current communities.  Many times due to the weather itself and how it affects out road conditions, electricity, water, and sewer.  Adding multi-family structures to our ‘landscape’ does not address these issues.   
Will these units be managed by a landlord?  How will upkeep be handled or regulated?  How will these units affect property values?  How will these units affect tax assessments?   Where will these owners store their belongings (ex: boats, jet skis, lifts, docks).  How will safety issues be addressed with increased people (ex: children walking between vehicles)?  How will added pressure on boat launches be addressed?  These are just a few of our questions.
Thank you for your consideration and attention to this matter.
Sincerely,
Arlo and Chris Morris
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«
Sandra Hoogendoom <hoogiel267@gmail.com> ©|9 %> ||®
To © Payton Carda 12:33PM
 Homin Zoning

() You repieatothis message on 32272023 1231 P

Hi,

My name is Sandi Hoogendoorn and my husband is Chuck, we have a cabin at 190 NE Lake Dr.

I'm sending in a comment about the rezoning in Hamlin County around the lake. If this was put for a vote we
‘would definately be a no. We bought in 2015 and the main reason was that the lake felt home and a big
neighborhood and not commercialized or peaple out for money. If rezoning happens, it's just a matter of time
before more condos are built and more restaurants and bars might want to come in. Where does it stop?

Ihope this helps, please do not re-zone!!

Thank you,
sandi
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@ Eli Horstmeyer <brookhorstmeyer@gmail.com> il diL

To © Payton Carda 1111 AM

1 Homin Zoning

1am writing this email in regards to the rezoning of the property at 146 West Lake. We have a home at 342
West Lake drive and | have strong reservations about this property being allowed to rezone to a multi-family
property. My first concern is that this willstart a new trend of people buying property, razing it, and building
multi-family properties to rent out on VRBO, which basically serves as a hotel. With that, parking can become.
an issue, privacy, land value, and respect for the lake all are at stake. It appears that there is no room for
overflow parking on this property for 4 units. Many properties around the lake lack the room for enough
parking for 1 household, not to mention 4. Another concern | would have for that specific property is that it
appears that itis in the new FEMA flood plain. | am assuming they would need to fil the lot in order to get out
of that. What would that do to the adjacent neighbors? Would runoff be pushed onto their properties or
streets causing other problems? If 1 were looking to buy a home again on this lake, and knew the precedent
had been set that any investor could purchase my neighbors home, dozet, and build condo units, I'm not sure
Iwould want anything to do with it.

In my mind, | believe the district should find an area on the lake and designate it "mulitfamily/condo."” Ona
side note, | see there is a piece of ground up by prestrudes that is for sale that would work well for what they
are talking about. It's just not on the water. Point being...there are other options for this investor that will not
lead us down this slippery slope of an unorganized mess of zoning. | am unfortunately unable to attend the
meeting, but | hope you take my thoughts into consideration before granting this investor the

multifamily green light.

Thanks,

Brook Horstmeyer
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Application for conditional Use Permit by DKO Properties - 146 W. Lake Drive
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To © Payton Carda Wed 3/22/2023 228 PM

Hamlin County Zoning Board,

We, Keith and Lori Preheim, 158 W Lake Dr., are opposed to the proposed zoning change for the property of 146 W. Lake Dr. As full time residents living
near this property we feel the increased traffic would significantly change the single family peaceful atmosphere that was intended for this area of single
family homes. We definitely understand the immediate concerns a family would have if they would be “right next door” neighbors to a condo format
that could have “in-and-out” temporary renters.

We all have experienced the continuing fast paced tax increases over recent years. West Lake Drive is sill a gravel road. We all deal with the mud and
dust this creates. The operation of a 4 part rental condo would greatly increase in and out traffic through-out the day.

We realize that Poinsett s a destination for people. There has been an overabundance of camping trailer developments in recent years in our opinion
In order for the lake to continue to be a comfortable place to live, we need to be careful when changing zoning ordinances to accommodate developers.

We believe single family residential areas should be protected from being encroached upon by changing, or re-zoning, established ordinances.

Thanks for the opportunity to express our opinions.

Sincerely,

Keith and Lori Preheim
158 W. Lake Drive
Arlington, SD 57212





image9.jpeg
Rezoning of 146 West Lake Drive
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To ©Payton Carda Wed 3/22/2

Hamlin County Zoning Board,

As owners of a single-family home on Lake Poinsett, we strongly oppose the rezoning of 146 West Lake Dr. to multi-
family housing. Rezoning would negatively impact the property value, aesthetics and desired lake experience of
existing single-family residences and their owners adjacent to this property. Rezoning would also set a precedent
encouraging and allowing commercial property developers to build more condominiums and apartment buildings
around the lake affecting the quiet lake lifestyle we desire and currently enjoy on Lake Poinsett.

Sincerely,

Jay and Renae Peyton

156 E. Lake Dr.

606-595-5504
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Robin Chikos <robin.chikos@gmail.com> © | © Reply | © RepyAll | —> Forward | |
To ©Payton Carda Wed 3

Hello Payton,

1 0wn a cabin on West Lake Drive, and | grew up on this lake, having spent summers on the lake since 1963. Its certainly changed, and
some changes are positive. | have four concerns with this CUP request: vehicle traffic/parking and its effect on young children playing
and walkers of all ages; utiity capacity; LPA mission statement; and precedent setting.

1. A single family residence typically has 2-3 vehicles in the driveway or garage, not counting 4x4's, boat and jet-ski trailers, campers
and RV's. On busy summer weekends they may invite family and friends, who may also have a couple of vehicles. Most single-family
lots can accommodate a couple of extra vehicles, although they encroach by parking on the road. In a -unit condo complex, where

would all these vehicles park? And with associated increased vehicle traffic, how willtraffic flow, access and speeds be monitored to
protect young children playing and walkers/bicyclists of all ages? The roads on West Lake Drive do not have shoulders.

2. Are the sewer lines adequate to accommodate additional water requirements? What about the electrical grid? What about boat
launches and fuel sources?

3. What is the mission and vision of the LPA? Does the requested growth request fit the goals of the Lake Community?
4.1 the Board allows one CUP for a multiplex, a precedent will be set for future requests. What would the criteria be to allow/deny
future requests? It seems once the can s opened, you can't close it. Extrapolate the vehicle parking/use for one four-plex on the lake to
numerous multi-unit homes around the lake, and Lake Poinsett could become a changed entity.

I vote to deny the request.

Robin Chikos
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RE: Rezoning for Multi Family unit on Lake Poinsett

Chuck <chuckillg@gmail.com>
To © Payton Carda

1 a2

Start your reply all with:

What | am saying is Hamlin County needs to either deny this application or come up with a set of gui
o follow. 1 will be keeping a copy of this email for future use.

to do thi

Signed : CHARLES ILLG

© | © Reply

Okay, thank you!

Ok sounds good.

Gotit, thaniks!

sent from Mail for Windows

@ Feedvack

© Repy Al | > Foard ||| |+
Thu 3/23/2023 10:18 AM

ines for EVERYONE that wants
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Reference to Rezoning for a 4 Unit Condo
«
e Craig Schoen <craig@liftproequipment.com © | © Reply | & RepyAl | > Foward ||

To ©Payton Carda Thu 3/23/2023 1039 AM

T e

I would like to express my concern of putting a 4 unit Condo on a lot structured for a single family home on the lake. Please consider
not rezoning this small of a lot for a multi-family Condo.

Craig and Nancy Schoen
296 West Lake Dr.
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Charles Speidel <charles.sp
To @ Payton Carda Tha 372372023

1 Hamiin zoving

1224PM

As a 30+ year single family home and land owner | (and | know all of my neighbors) are 100% opposed to a rezoning change associated
with the property on 146 West Drive or any lake areas currently designated single family home,

The z0ning board needs to take a firm stand on this so they don't continue to degrade the value of lake homes and quality of life in this
area of Lake Poinsett.

This Hwy 81 corridor has become a good example of what should NOT be done in terms of lake property management. The decision to
allow all of the RV units and storage areas has turned that part of the lake into a mess and the least desirable part of the lake.

In the lake season it has become a traffic nightmare, an eyesore aesthetically and there will be accidents on the highway. It therefore
makes no sense to make the residential density of that area even greater with this zoning change.

1 understand that things will continue to evolve in terms of lake properties but that does not require a zoning change to the long
standing single family home designation.

Regards,
Charles & Pam Speidel
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William I. McGeough Estelline, SD 57234
605 695-4052
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Re: Rezoning meeting March 27 for condo at 146 W Lake at Lake Poinsett

p
Barbara Larson <bclars9@gmail.com> |5ty | % Beyat | 3 fowd || B
To @ PaytonCarda Tha 32372003 148 M
Wtz

(@ Youreptied o this message on 32372023 206 .

Mr. Carda, after reviewing your information and talking to several homeowners on West Lake Dr. , | want to state that | do not support
a CUP for 146 W Lake Dr. Arlington, $D. This area has been zoned for single family homes for years. There was a reason for that. And
should be maintained going forward..

Barbara and Julius Larson

198 W Lake Dr. Arlington, SD
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Dear Hamlin County Board of Adjustment and Zoning Officer Payton Carda,

We would like to express our opposition to the conditional use permit application
requesting to change the adjacent property (146 W. Lake Drive, Arlington, SD 57212) from
residential single-family to multiple-unit housing (condos). The proposed 4-unit condo
will greatly increase the traffic to our area, likely turning into a VRBO with constant flow
of people like Stony Point in Watertown.

We live at 148 W. Lake Dr, Arlington, SD 67212, the property adjacent to the north of the
subjoct property. Diana purchased the property in 2007 knowing it was on a deac-end.
Toad surrounded by other residential single-family properties and that properties dirctly
South had their own separate access. We live atthe property full-time with our young
child and would ike to keep the adjacent property as residentialsingle-family

housing. We feel the proposed conitional use permit request will matorially and
adversely impact the value of our home and property.

Access to the property is not listed on the permit application. We would be opposed to
opening the dead-end road into a through-way and/or access to 146 W. Lake Drive. The
road has always been a dead-end road.

We are out of town Monday March 27, 2023, and would like to have been present at the
meeting.

‘Thank you for your consideration and let us know what else we can do to prevent the
change from residential single-family to residential multiple-unit housing.

Sincerely, /
)
@ G4 Ka 1l over-
Paul and Diana Calkins
148 W, Lake Drive
Arlington, 50 67212

Paul coll # 1-606-695-6724
Diana cell # 1-605-290-2130
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Letter against the DKO Construction of a Condo
' Randy & Deb Eisenbeisz <ironbite@itctel.com> © | © Reply | € Reptyal | > Foward | | G|

To @ Payton Carda Th 3/23/2023 459 PM

March 23, 2023

To Payton Carda, Hamlin County Zoning Officer
RE: Proposed DKO 4-unit Condo on 146 West Lake Drive

1am against the construction of a condo within a traditional single-family neighborhood.

‘The location of this
[

condo sets up a difficult long-term situation for both new condo owners and the neighbors to fully enjoy lake
ing. Issues for their packed situation are:
« Crowding with families and gatherings, friends, and pet dogs - all sharing a yard, lakefront, and docks.

* Noise issues — lots of people -lots of noise

 Traffic safety issues for all - the cars, boats, bikes, golf carts, 4 wheelers, ATV's, snowmobiles.

*  Sewer system issues to effectively accommodate the waste from so000 many people.

* Nuisance complaints may be loosely or strictly followed by the condo manager. Will Neighbor's complaints be delt with.

This developer freely chooses his own financial risk when investing in a Condo. But his neighbors are forced to bear the consequences
of his choice.

* Their property values could go down.

« Their quiet time is no more, and road safety is a stake.

One condo will reshape this West Lake Drive neighborhood, add more ill planned condos and it reshapes our lakeshore community.

This is our call to action to change the ordinance for multi-family dwellings.
The goal is to amend the current Lake Park District ordinance, section 3.07.05 that states conditional uses for multi-family dwellings,
including condominiums. The change s to_not allow multi-family dwellings, inclu

Deb and Randy Eisenbeisz
456 West Lake Drive

Lake Norden, SD 57248
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To © Payton Carda
Ce O cefischer1@gmailcom

Suggested Meetings

We are responding to the scheduled meeting regarding the re-zoning of the property located at 146 West Lake. Most
times, multi-family does not mix well with single family residential properties. Please consider the following for the
surrounding tax paying neighbors: How many vehicles will be parked on site during weekends, holidays, daily?
Guests/visitors vehicles and watercraft? How about watercraft storage? How many docks and boat lifts? Waterfront and
beach activities? Easy access for First responders? From my point of view the average residential lot cannot handle
overflow, therefore we strongly advise the board to decline the request for re-zoning.

Chris and Sandy Fischer, 248 5. E. Lake Drive
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Hello,

To @ Payton Carda Thu 3

I'm writing in regard to a hearing about a CUP for 146 West Lake Drive. I'm concerned about several things regarding

this proposed change

zoning from single to multi family.

1 fear this will set a precedent for change in zoning around the lake from single family to multi family. Once
this is allowed, it will be difficult to reel it back in and not allow zoning changes.

will we have to subsidize a build out to the sewer system?

Is this permanent housing or rental properties? Does this mean VRBO or Air B&B, which would

mean increased traffic ?

It would appear 455th Ave , which is public access for the lake will be used for parking. It's already being used
as private property-boat lifts are currently parked on it. Wil this section of 455th Ave be used as private
property if rezoned?

1.am asking for a vote of NO concerning the CUP for 146 West Lake Drive from single family to multi family Zoning.

Please vote No

Doug Linneman

223 Prairie Quay Drive
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On Thu, Mar 23, 2023 at 7:51 PM Mary Grogan <mtgrogans6@gmail.com> wrote:
1 am writing in regards to the talk about building a 4 plex on the west side of Lake Poinsett. We have been on the

Lake for 10 years and love the family atmosphere. and We feel this would be the start of something that could
turn into many different units and take away from the single family homes that have been here for so many
years. Please do not let this happen to this beautiful Lake!

Mary T. Grogan
North Lake Drive
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@ Darin Fedt <darin@garfielddixon.com> © | © Reply | € ReplyAl | > Forward | | G

To © Payton Corda Fri 3/24/2023 826 AM
Ce O "Darin Fedt

| Hamin Zoning
Respectfully To Payton Carda and the Hamlin County Board of Adjustment,

As we are unable to attend your meeting on Monday, March 27 to make our comments in person, please file this email as our written comments
due by Noon today, on the Conditional Use Permit (CUP) Application submitted for 146 West Lake Drive. Our lake home at 150 West Lake Drive
is just over 100 feet away from the contemplated condo units.

We believe in the freedoms to use our property as constitutionally protected while respecting our neighbors rights to do the same, all within
reason without harmful effect to each other. With this belief, our goal is to make certain any development contemplated at 146 West Lake Drive
on Lake Poinsett does not infringe on our rights and the rights of our neighbors. So, as it relates to the CUP Application submitted, we request
the board delay any final decision until additional due diligence is completed and said diligence and information is made available.

If a decision must be made Monday, we ask that the application be denied. A more detailed plan should be provided that considers the impact
of the development on the neighborhood. Those of us who have places here saw first-hand how the various nearby properties were affected by
ourlast flood just a few years ago. We understand what could happen if this development is done incorrectly.

Based on what we do know, our main concerns or questions are, but not limited to:

> Drainage; What is the drainage plan? We want to make certain that any fill or development associated with this property, does not
negatively affect drainage from our property, or our neighbors, thereby potentially negatively impacting our current or future rightful
uses of our own property. The amount of fill needed to bring that property up to required minimum for buildings of & ft above the high
‘water mark is immense and if done incorrectly, will harm neighbors.

> Roads/Access; What will be done with the road right of way through our property that is not being done today? The traffic will be
greatly increased along a road/street that is not set up to handle such traffic.

> Congestion/Parking; We know what it s like when we or our neighbors have just a few friends over. We have to be thoughtful about
where to park vehicles. With that experience, we don't see how the 4 condominium units on that small property will be able to manage
parking 8 vehicles daily let alone any visitors.

> Precedent; If this application is approved as is, what does it mean for all other properties on Lake Poinsett?

We have other concerns, but these are the primary. Thank You for listening to our concerns and those of our neighbors.
sincerely,

Darin and Becky Fedt
(605) 360-6270, darin@garfielddixon.com
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Opposition to the CUP for property located at 146 W Lake Dr
@ Melisa Otteson <Melissa Otteson@bar | © | O Reply | © RepbyAl | = Fonverd | | ]| -

To © Payton Carda T

1 Homin Zoning

As a property owner on Lake Poinsett | am in opposition of awarding a CUP for the property located at 146 W

Lake.  Allowing properties to be shifted into multifamily zoning with determinately impact the homeowners surrounding
this property, as well as other homeowners that own property around the lake. Appreciate allowing homeowners
around the lake to voice our concern and opposition to this project.

Thank you!
i Melissa Otteson | Director of Loan Operations |

First Bank & Trust | 2220 6th Street - Brookings, D 57006
melissaotteson@bankeasy.com | Phone: 605.696.2205
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Opposition to CUP for property located at 146 W Lake Dr
@ Danielle Spors <hr@glaciallakesenergy.com> |9 |% > |#|[

To © Payton Carda 509 AM

(@) You repied to this message on 3/24/2023 335 AM.
As a property owner on Lake Poinsett, | am in opposition of awarding a CUP for the property located at 146 W Lake.

Allowing properties to be shifted into multifamily zoning with determinately impact the homeowners surrounding
this property, as well as other homeowners the own property around the lake.

Appreciate allowing homeowners around the lake to voice our concern and opposition to this project.

Thank you,

Danielle spors
378 W Lake Drive
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@ Chad Wells <cwells@ccmfginc.com> 9|82 |F||

To © Payton Carda 1036 AM

My name is Chad Wells and my wife is Ginger and we have a cabin at 122 NW lake Dr.

‘We just built a home on Lake Poinsett and the reason we picked Poinsett was homes around the lake and ot condo’s
11t's a very peaceful lake let’s not ruin it .

Ihope this helps, Please do not re-zone!

Thanks
Chad Wells
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To © Payton Carda

Hello,

Iwanted to write and give my opinion on the zoning meeting for the 4 plex on West Drive. My wife and I built a house
on SE Lake Drive in 2018-19. We chose Lake Poinsett because it is a quiet family friendly lake.

We are 100% against the multi family housing on Lake Poinsett for the following reasons:

1) Thisis a quiet, family friendly lake. Starting multi family housing on this lake is going to open the door for more
multi family housing and condominiums around the lake. It will take a quiet fishing lake to a lake with too many.
people that the lake can’t handle. It will become dangerous and the quiet peaceful lake in a quiet area of South
Dakota will be gone,

2) This will open the door for anyone who wants to put a multi family house anywhere on the lake to simply do it.
People who have single-family homes will then have four Plex units and condos next door thus hurting their property
values,

3) We all know this s profit driven. We don't feel that the homeowners next-door should have to lose property value
just so a developer can make a few dollars on a sale and then disappear. 'm sure the developer is going to have all
kinds of rules for the people on the four Plex. We all know these rules will be unenforceable. There is no “covenant
police” on Lake Poinsett and I highly doubt the county will want to deal with complaints when the rules aren't
followed.

) Having a four Plex next door will take the clutter to a whole new level, There could be four boats and for jet skis and
four inner tubes on a 50-75" beach and countless cars scattered throughout. Every weekend will be like the Fourth of
July creating more issues with law enforcement as the condos and multi unit housing are built. It will create more
traffic, which is then going to cause more safety concerns with kids and families.

5) There are already 700 houses on the lake. There are plenty of houses that can be bought at reasonable prices all
around the lake.

‘Thank you for rejecting this poor idea and keeping Lake Poinsett a family friendly place.
Bob Wilson
605-360-7697

sent from my iPhone
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Scat L Ross
194 NE Lake Dr
Estllne, SD 57234

“To: Hamlin County Zoning Office
Atm: Payton Carda

Hasin County Zoning Officer
‘Subject: Conditional Use Permit (CUP) fr Lot IE, the N 25'of Lot'ID, and Lot 44,
‘Myklemye's Sudb in Lot 1D all ofthe Plat of Las 1C, 1D, & 1E of Myklemyre's Subd,in Lot |

Myklemyre's Subd in GL 3 & 4 in Secton 30, Township 113 North, Range 52 West of the sth
‘PAL Hamlin Couny, South Dakota

‘The CUP applicatin to consruct a multiple-family dweling in the form of condominium its
st be densed for the following easens.

1. The location of the ot s currtly zoned for residentilsingle-amily dwellings. Estblishing
‘2 multiple family deling i this area would mcrease the flow 0 the santay system by 3 tmes
the nommal flow amount. The current sewer systemis art o the orginal system in 8889’ and.
s ot been upgraded since then, except for the Lt Satin closest to the old Lakeview.

2. The proposed Iocaion fo the multi-family dwelling bas imited stret width, on-way.
entrance, and 20 otlet. Th proposed locaion does 1ot have adequate space for overlow
‘parking thus increasing safety concernsfor childen i the exising neighborhood.

3. The CUP must be denied, s that a condominivm would change the quality ofake if for the
neighborhood residents.

4. Finally, by granting this CUP, o other Conditional Use Permits for multiple-family dwelling
i the form of condomminium it n residental area will cause 3 direct impact to the sanitary
system ofthe communit, the safety of the children n those areas nd, 1o the environment of
ot Lake Poinsett and Lake Albert.

Respectully,

ScottRoss
194 NE Lake Dr-
Estlline, D 57234
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March 21,2023

My name is Loyal Messerschmidt, I'm a Real Estate Broker with Ameri/Star Real Estate
Inc. Tn my 40 years of real esate, | had many rentals. Single family, Duplex’s and Four- plexes.
When I rent out a property, I do a background search on the renter. If everything is OK I have
them sign a one year rental agreement. After that it automatically renews for another year.

Lake property tentals are very different. They rent by the weekend or maybe 1 to2
weeks at a time, especially around holidays.

Pve had 52 transactions on Lake Poinsett, I've sold some property that are now rentals.
‘These are single family homes on their own lot. I have noticed that people who rent them invite
e family members and friends up for the weekends. So, I see the driveways with 3-4 vehicles
on them plus pickups with fishing boats on trailers, or jet skis on trailers. Even a side by side.
‘There can be 12 o more people on the patio,

0 now you take that and muliply that by 4 units. With a single garage, where are they
‘going to park all the cars, trucks, and trailers? On the road?

1 think a person should not be able to put a commercial property in a esidential arca
Lake View was & commercial property for years and now it residential. Next 10 thatis a RV
rental place but everyone owns their RV and just rents a spot for it. Nextis a duplex, hovever
ach side is owner occupied. All the rest are individual homes.

Tunderstand that West Lake Drive will be extended o the proposed four plex this will
more than double the raffic on that portion of West Lake Drive. With my second garage on my
back lot this will make a hazard condition for anyone walking or backing a car out of the garage.

“The subject property has 26,687 SQ FT, plenty of space to have the owners instal their
own driveway off Highway 81. In fact,on the drawing, it looks like they planned on a driveway
between the two shops.

16 my professional opinion that home values will drop especially for the homes on cither
side of the proposed four plex. I think this four plex would adversely increase traffic flow:

Are these rentals going to have docks? Can you have 4 docks in 125 feet of width? I'm
sure you can’t have one dock for 4 propertis. 1 think most renters want a dock for kids o fish
from and a place to bring their boat and jet kis into.

My vote for a four plex s NO.

./_{/Ayg/ P st ot hrrg

Loyal Messerschmidt
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Rezoning of Lake Poinsett property
@ William Kathman <wkathman1@gmail.com> Q0| |=| @] |+

To © Payton Carda 605 AM
| Hamin Zoring

(D) You repicatoths message on 37222023 516 Ab.

As an owner of a home on Lake Poinsett, | am writing to express my strong opposition to creating multi-family
housing units on our lake. Bill Kathman 163 Prairie Quay Dr. Thank you for considering my view/opinion!

sent from my iPad
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To. © Payton Carda o1 AM

1 Homin Zoning

Startyourrely alwith: | Ve, Lagre. | | Noted. Trankyou. | | O thankyon. | (D Feedback

I totally disagree with putting condos on an already overcrowded lake. How can the sewer handle four condos
vs single home. Adding more cars is an additional hazard. This is just another bad idea from greedy developers.

Please do not change the zoning.

Terry Turner Sent from my iPad
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@ Moms Email <gloriak@iw.net> @|o|s|>||®

To © Payton Carda 1006 AM

1 Homin Zoning

Startyourreply alwith: | Okay,thankyout | [ Gotit thankst | [ Wi d, thanks | (D Feedback

Zoning is done for a purposel!

Please do not rezone for a 4 unit condo!

single Family Residential is perfect for that area.

‘Thanks - Reg & Gloria Bauske - Dorothy Bauske (My Morm and Dad were First Lot buyers on Nelson Beach)
Now 116 NE Lake Drive -Reg
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Rezoning of 146 W. Lake Drive to build a 4 plex
@ Mike Rath <rathmatic@gmail.com ClliEdlL I

To © Payton Carda
Ce O Atys Sikorski

1 Horin Zoning

Hello Payton,

1 hope all is well. | wanted to voice my opinion on the rezoning of 146 West Lake Drive to allow for a 4
plex. We have a cabin at 348 West Lake Drive and these points are more than likely already considered but
want to make sure they are on the radar. | am pretty certain that entire lot sits in the new FEMA flood plain so
‘when they raise it up to get out of the flood plain we need to be very thoughtful about the impact on the other
properties and where the water will get pushed closer to the surrounding cabins / homes. Also, the lit isn't big
enough to accommodate parking for 4 condo units and there are no overflow parking options in the area. That
last i the precedent it would set and message to all of the other homeowners on the lake that any investor can
by the house next to them and build condo units setting up a VRBO that essentially is a hotel.

‘We brought the idea of the campgrounds (dogfish) on the east side and once we realized the effect this
‘would have on that side of the lake we pulled our application as we did not want to bother or hinder anybody's
experience that lives on that side of the lake. | hope the same wil be considered as to what this would do to
the people on our side of the lake and eventually all around the lzke f this were to pass.

Thanks so much for taking the time to hear me out.

Thanks,

Mike Rath
605.376.3709
348 W. Lake Dr




