
October 7, 2019 

       Sent via individual emails 

To The Rice County Commissioners, 

 

According to Ms. Catherine Miller, County staff relied on Minnesota 

Rules and EQB publications for guidance in determining appropriate 

environmental assessments for Wolf Creek Autobahn.   

 

The County will find EQB guidance for options at this point in the 

process on page 11 of the Preparing EAWs: A Procedural Guide for Local 

RGUs, attached.  Specifically, the EQB advises -  

 

In unusual cases where important information is found to be lacking from the EAW, the RGU may 

simply withdraw the EAW, revise it and restart the 30-day comment period. This can normally 

only be justified if the project description information is so incomplete or inaccurate that 

reviewers are not given a fair chance to review the true project. (My emphasis) 

 

By any objective measure, the above guidance describes your current 

situation.  Specifically, the noise study was so incomplete and inaccurate 

that reviewers were not given a chance to review information on the 

actual project.  Flaws of the noise study are abundant.  Particularly 

glaring errors include – 

 

 The failure to look at noise pollution from the go-kart track, the 

skid pad, the 5000 person events, the 300 residences, the internal 

traffic, the 150 unit RV park, the commercial establishments, the 

building mechanical systems, or the garages.   

 The failure to identify parameters such as speed, acceleration, 

turns, numbers of vehicles, and other factors required for software 

calculation of noise. 

 The lack of any empirical data associated with the noise study and 

the use, instead, of arbitrary noise power numbers.   

 The use of residences that may not be built as a key element of 

noise mitigation. 

 The glaring omission of any modeling for the L10 standard, which 

tests for short bursts (6 minutes) of loud noise and is a component 

of the Minnesota noise regulations. 



 The failure to include the residences within the development in 

calculations of compliance with Minnesota noise regulations.  

Typically, decibel level in racetrack stands exceeds 100 dB, which 

is many times the amount allowed in the regulations.  The 

residences in Wolf Creek Autobahn are placed in positions similar 

to racetrack stands.   

 The statements in the EAW and in the “study” that the 

development would comply with Minnesota noise regulations when 

the data resulting from software modeling showed that the noise 

regulations would be exceeded outside the development.   

 Interruptions in the wall for entrances and exits, atmospheric 

conditions, actual nature of the surfaces, sound measurements at 

residences located higher than the walls or across bodies of water, 

and ambient noise were not considered.   

 The noise study suggestion that Wolf Creek Autobahn be built 

before field data could inform mitigation strategies for noise 

pollution exceeding guidelines is illegal in Minnesota. 

 The “study” was not signed by an engineer and the credentials of 

persons performing the study were not disclosed.    

 

Through the lens of the Wenck noise pollution study, the development 

would be solely a 5 mile track for cars magically conforming to an 

arbitrary sound power constraint surrounded by noise barriers shaped 

like villas and a wall up to 28 feet tall without any openings.  The 

barriers shaped like villas cannot serve as residences because the noise 

at the barriers far exceeds the Minnesota standards.  This is the project 

that Wenck “analyzed.”  It bears little resemblance to the project 

described and advertised by the developer.  As such, the EQB guide 

indicates that an additional review period be initiated for the new 

information that was procured during the postponement period.   

 

In addition to the colossal defects in the noise pollution study and the 

failure to provide an opportunity to review the true project, it appears the 

developer has been less than forthcoming or consistent about the nature 

of the project.   



 The EAW asserts that, in spite of being omitted from the modeling, 

the go-kart track would not be a significant source of noise because 

the go-karts would be electric.  However, the developer has publicly 

stated on his Facebook page for Wolf Creek Autobahn that people 

may bring their own go-karts including gas powered carts.  He has 

displayed pictures captioned “testing the go-karts” showing a gas 

powered cart.   

 The track configuration upon which the software modeling was 

based is different than the track configuration now posted on the 

developer’s website for Wolf Creek Autobahn.  Although the 

software modeling was opaque due to input parameters that were 

not disclosed, the track configuration was one of the few inputs 

that were disclosed.  Yet, those inputs have changed according to 

the most recent information on the Wolf Creek Autobahn website.  

Such a maneuver renders the study even less accurate and not 

representative of the true project.   

 The developer continues to advertise on social media and his 

website that drivers will be allowed to drive their cars as fast as 

they would like to go.  This conflicts directly with the modeling that 

limited the sound power of the cars.   

 Currently developer advertises events including ice palaces, 

weddings, meeting venues, carriage rides, bonfires, and others 

activities that were not included in the noise study.  This 

underscores the failure of the study to capture the true project.   

 

Rather than invoking Minnesota Rule 7030.0030, the County granted the 

developer a mulligan by giving him time to “fix” the noise study and 

provide the information required for a reasoned decision about an EIS.  If 

the noise study is truly fixed, it will show a drastically different reality 

than the first one and, as the EQB suggests, you should start over and 

give the public and state agencies a reasonable opportunity to critically 

review and research the new information.   

 

Truly, 

 

Rosalyn Pautzke 


