
Otter Tail County Drainage Authority 
County Drainage (Ditch) System No. 44 

Public Information Meeting Minutes 
Otter Tail County Operations Center – 469 Main St. W., Ottertail, MN  56571 

Monday, January 26, 2015 
 

 
The Otter Tail County Board of Commissioners convened as the Otter Tail County Drainage 
Authority at 7:00 p.m. on Monday, January 26, 2015 at the Otter Tail County Operations Center 
in Ottertail, MN for purpose of discussing the status of County Ditch No. 44, to review 
Minnesota Ditch Proceeding as authorized by Minnesota statues and to receive input from the 
benefited property owners within the immediate drainage area regarding the potential 
abandonment or redetermination of benefits for this drainage system. 
 
John Lindquist, Chair called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. and welcomed the following 
persons from the public (drainage area) who were in attendance and who had also signed the 
attendance sheets: 
 
Dave Adams Tom Archbold Craig Dahms 
Robert Diederich Gina Doll Pam Gaudette  
Scott Gaudette Mark Geraets Dorvin Hagen  
Gretchen Hagen Bob Hanyzewski LeRoy Huwe  
Rosella Huwe Wayne P. Jones Lyle Kawlewski  
Sue Kawlewski Andy Klinnert Justin Knopf  
Walter Krantz Dori Larson Earl Lieske 
Walt McGowan Jim Moe Pam Moe  
Duane Moench, Jr. Ron Onken Hector Reese Jr.  
Eric Roggenkamp Kim Roggenkamp Mike Seleen  
Foster Strand Lora Strand Rita Wagner  
Bob Wasche Sharon Wasche Jeff Wiebe  
Albert Werner Jack Werner Joe Werner  
Jon Westrick Robin Westrick Larry Wokasch  
Craig Woolson Therese Woolson David Zacharias 
Loretta Zacharias 
 
Please note – the above list contains 46 names; however, the secretary counted 49 persons in 
attendance that were not representatives of Otter Tail County or the Department of Natural 
Resources.  
 
Kevin Fellbaum, Otter Tail County Ditch Inspector, stated that the order for tonight’s public 
information meeting would be as follows: 
 

1. Comments from John Lindquist, Chair- Otter Tail County Drainage Authority. 
2. Introductions. 
3. Reasons for the public informational meeting. 
4. Review of ditch proceeding and drainage related statutes. 
5. Review of the history of County Ditch No. 44. 
6. Maps of the County Ditch No. 44 drainage area. 
7. Photos illustrating the existing condition of the drainage area and the drainage system. 
8. General summary of the presentation and the letters received prior to the informational 

meeting. 
9. An opportunity for comments and questions from those in attendance. 



John Lindquist, Chair requested during the public comments and questions section of the 
meeting that individuals desiring to speak follow these general principles: 
 

1. State your first and last name for the record. 
2. Speak as loud and clear as possible so that all those in attendance can hear your 

comments and/or questions. 
3. Address your comments and/or questions to the Board. 
4. Limit your comments and/or questions to two minutes so that all those in attendance have 

an opportunity to speak. 
5. Be respectful of the comments and questions shared by others whose opinion may differ 

from yours. 
6. Once everyone in attendance that desired to speak has had an opportunity to speak you 

may address the Board again with additional comments and/or questions. 
 
The following individuals were in attendance and represented the County Drainage Authority, 
County Staff, Ditch Viewers and the Department of Natural Resources:   
 
Doug Huebsch - First District Commissioner 
John Lindquist – Chair - Third District Commissioner 
Roger Froemming – Fourth District Commissioner 
David Hauser – County Attorney 
Kevin Fellbaum – County Ditch Inspector 
Bill Kalar – Otter Tail County Director of Land and Resources Management 
Tiny Holm and Kevin Brennam - Otter Tail County Ditch Viewers 
Julie Aadland – Minnesota Department of Natural Resources 
Wayne Stein – Secretary - County Auditor-Treasurer 
 
At this time, Kevin Fellbaum, County Ditch Inspector, proceeded with his County Ditch No. 44 
presentation.  Mr. Fellbaum’s presentation is detailed in the attached document, which has been 
incorporated as an official part of the minutes.  Mr. Fellbaum’s PowerPoint presentation will also 
be posted to the County’s official website. 
 
Upon completion of Mr. Fellbaum’s presentation, the attached letters and emails which were 
received prior to the public informational meeting from the following individuals were read and 
incorporated as an official part of the minutes: 
 
Randy Beyer Bruce Hendricks Lori Hendricks  
Paul Henningsen Jerald Nesland Alice Riley  
Jonathan Toso 
 
A general summary of these letters and emails indicate support for redetermination and/or 
maintenance/repair of the County Ditch No. 44 System. 
 
The public information meeting was opened to the public for comments and/or questions with 
the following individuals addressing the Drainage Authority: 
 
Craig Dahms Robert (Bob) Diederich Dorvin Hagen  
Bob Hanyzewski Connie Hanyzewski (Not on the attendance sheet)  
Wayne Jones Sue Kawlewski Walter Krantz 
Dori Larson Earl Lieske Jim Moe  
Eric Roggenkamp Jon Westrick Robin Westrick  
David Zacharias Loretta Zacharias 



 
 
It was noted that County Ditch No. 44 is in need of maintenance and that a redetermination of 
benefits would be necessary.  Property owners within the immediate drainage area should focus 
their comments and/or questions on what repairs/maintenance should be completed, if any,  and 
what they would like to see done in the future with this drainage system.   
 
The following is the secretary’s summary of the public input shared by those individuals that 
choose to address the Board at the public information meeting: 
 

1. Pictures were shared that showed how one specific property had been impacted by the 
high water problem.  (Note – the original pictures were returned; however, the pictures were 
scanned and are available for public inspection.) 

2. One individual noted that his property was not being significantly impacted by the 
high water level and questioned how much the water level of the lake would be 
dropped by repairing the drainage system.  This individual expressed concern with his 
ability to use and access the lake if the water level of the lake is reduced significantly.  
It was noted that a specific answer could not be provided at this meeting, but that level 
the of the lake would be determined through discussions with the Department of 
Natural Resources. 

3. The higher than usual water level is also impacting roads and requiring additional 
maintenance and cost to keep the road useable. 

4. Branch 1 of the system was discussed and if repair of the system could be limited 
Branch 1 and that portion of the main ditch from Branch 1 to Mud Lake. 

5. A comment was shared that Jeff Lake is also involved. 
6. An individual also questioned to what level the water table would be lowered.  Again, 

it was noted that a specific answer is not available; however, it was noted that the 
repair/maintenance cannot exceed the original design of the drainage system. 

7. There was concern expressed with a culvert that needs regular attention.  It was noted 
that the railroad has been cleaning the culvert in the past.   

8. An individual indicated that they own 390 acres within the original benefited area of 
the drainage system and expressed concern with how repair/maintenance would 
impact her property and the costs associated with the repair/maintenance of the 
drainage system. 

9. Concern regarding existing bogs was noted and if repairing/maintaining the drainage 
system would help with this problem or if some form of assistance would be available 
to help with the bogs.  It was noted that bogs are generally an issue during periods of 
high water. 

10. Keeping balance between those property owners that are currently being impacted by 
the high water and those that are not will be important. 

11. The need to control beavers once the drainage system has been repaired. 
12. Culvert size should be considered.  Perhaps larger culverts are needed as a part of the 

system. 
13. There was a question regarding the status of an existing culvert between Head Lake 

and Round Lake that was not shown on the previously presented maps.  This specific 
culvert is not a part of the existing drainage system. 

14. Loss of shoreline was noted and the need to make the necessary repairs so that the 
shoreline can be restored. 

15. Many of the comments shared suggested that something needs to be done to reduce the 
overall water level. 
 



16. A question was raised as to the impact the repair/maintenance of the drainage system 
would have on the existing wetlands, the green acres tax program, general property 
value and property taxes.  It was noted that the Wetland Conservation Act will provide 
guidance regarding what repairs can be done with those areas and how the wetland can 
be impacted.  It was also noted that the costs associated with the repair/maintenance of 
drainage assessment are levied back to the benefited properties as a special 
assessment. 

17. Lake elevations were discussed briefly.  Which lake Round or Head has the higher 
elevation.  It appeared from the discussion that at times water flows from Round to 
Head and at other times the water flows from Head to Round.  

18. Responsibility for future maintenance was discussed. Specifically as it related to 
thistles. 

19. It was noted that should a decision be made to proceed with repair/maintenance of the 
drainage system the first step would be to re-determine the benefits and then do the 
repairs.  

20. There was some discussion regarding the possible need for an engineer’s study/report. 
21. The drainage authority is responsible for making the decision to repair/maintain the 

drainage system and the extent of those repairs.  The decision is not made by taking a 
vote of the benefited property owners; however, the County Board of Commissioners 
as the drainage authority is very interested in the opinions of the property owners 
within the drainage area before moving forward. 

22. A property owner stated that consideration for downstream properties should be a part 
of the overall process when considering repairs to this drainage system so that our high 
water problems do not become someone else’s problems. 

23. Aquatic invasive species were also mentioned briefly. 
24. The general tone of those in attendance would be to proceed with the 

repair/maintenance of the drainage system as being recommended by Kevin Fellbaum, 
Ditch Inspector. 

 
It was noted that the County Board of Commissioners will consider how to proceed with County 
Ditch No. 44 at a regular meeting within the next couple of weeks.  Hearing no other public 
comments and/or questions, John Lindquist, Chair declared the public information meeting of the 
Otter Tail County Ditch System No. 44 adjourned at 8:15 p.m. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Wayne Stein 
 
 
Wayne Stein – Secretary 
County Auditor/Treasurer 
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Otter	Tail	County	
Drainage	Ditch	#44

Presented by: 
Kevin Fellbaum

Otter Tail County Ditch Inspector
January/26/2015
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County	Ditch	#44	
Presentation

•Drainage Authority Chair Comments
• Introductions
•Reason for Meeting
•Ditch Proceedings
•History
•Maps
•Photos
•Summary 
•Questions and Comments
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Drainage	Authority	Chair	
Comments

*Use microphone when you speak, Please speak Loud and 
Clear

*Please state your first and last name

*Be respectful to others

*2 minute time limit per opportunity to speak

*One opportunity to speak until all others have had a 
chance to speak
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Introductions
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Reason	for	Meeting

• Discussion of High Water Levels on Round Lake, what should 
be done, input from property owners‐ Clean Ditch or Leave 
as is

• Discussion on doing a Re‐determination of Benefits

• This meeting is a platform for Owners of the Ditch to get 
together and have a general discussion of the operation and 
maintenance of the County Ditch

• Discuss the Future of the County Ditch (What do you want 
to see be done)
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Ditch	Proceedings
• County Ditches are owned by all Benefitted Property 
Owners within that given Ditch System

• County Ditches are controlled by the Drainage Authority 
(County Board) 

• County Ditches are inspected by the County Ditch 
Inspector (who reports information and issues of the 
Ditches to the  Drainage Authority)

• Ditch Viewers are appointed by the Drainage Authority 
to view and report how and which properties are 
affected by the in place Ditch System

• Any costs associated with the Ditch system are the 
responsibility of All the Benefitted Property Owners. 

 



 

Slide 7 

 

Ditch	Proceedings
• What can be done to the County Ditch?

• Do Nothing: Leave the Ditch in it’s current state and perform no 
maintenance going forward

• Abandon: Remove the Ditch system from the record books (if 
one person needs the drainage however, the Ditch can not be 
abandoned)

• Re‐determination of Benefits: Find out which properties are 
benefitted from the in place Ditch. Currently the County is going 
through and Re‐determining all Benefits to the County Ditches

• Repair: perform maintenance to the Ditch to restore it to 
working condition (a Re‐determination needs to take place in 
order to determine Benefits)

• Improvement: perform maintenance to the Ditch, the Ditch’s 
alignment and sizing can be changed to handle present day 
flows (a Re‐determination needs to take place in order to 
determine Benefits)
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Ditch	Proceedings
• By Minnesota State Statute 103E.351: Re‐determination of Benefits

• Subdivision 1: Conditions to Re‐determine Benefits 
• If the Drainage Authority  determines that the original benefits determined in the drainage 

proceeding do not reflect reasonable present day land values or that the benefited areas 
have changed, or if more than 50% of the property benefited by the drainage system 
petition for correction of an error that was made at the time of the proceedings that 
established the drainage system. The Drainage Authority may appoint three viewers to re‐
determine and report the benefits from the ditch and it’s benefited area. 

• Subdivision 2: Hearing and Procedure
• A) The re‐determination of benefits  shall proceed as provided for viewers and the viewers 

report  in sections 103E.311 and 103E.321 of the Statute
• B)The Auditor must prepare a property owners’ report from the viewer’s report. A copy of 

the owners’ report must be mailed to each owner of property affected by the drainage 
system.

• C) The drainage authority shall hold a final hearing on the report and confirm the benefits 
and damages and benefitted areas. The final hearing shall be held within 30 days after the 
property owners’ report is mailed.

• Subdivision 3: Re‐determined Benefits replace Original Benefits
• The re‐determined benefits and benefited areas must be used in place of the original 

benefits and benefited area in all subsequent proceedings relating to the drainage system.

• Subdivision 4: Appeal
• A person aggrieved by the re‐determination of benefits and benefited area may appeal 

from the order confirming the benefits and benefited area under section 103E.091

*Note: Buffer Strips will be established according to section 103E.021 (25 foot strips)
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Purpose
• Purpose of doing a Re‐determination of Benefits
• According to State Statute, we need to perform Re‐determinations when the 
Drainage Authority deems that original benefit values no longer reflect present day 
values

• Figure out which properties are within the watershed and who owns them and how 
those properties are Benefitted by having an in‐place County Ditch System

• Re‐determine the Benefits of the Ditch to match present day values (Current values 
are from (1911)) (Happening Countywide to all Ditches) 
• Ex. Ditch 15/28:    1906 Benefits: $6,400          2014 Benefits: $18,000,000

• Viewing techniques have changed since the early 1900’s. Early techniques looked at 
lands directly next to the Ditch (wet acres), Current techniques use soil and 
elevation maps, Lidar(Light Detection and Ranging), and GIS mapping to determine 
how property is contributing water to the Ditch system.
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History
Ditch #44

Established:  April 18, 1911

Purpose: To promote public health by draining several hundred acres of 
swampy land which is covered with stagnant water and make it valuable hay 
land. We further represent  that it is not the intention of this petition to 
drain the meandered lake, Head Lake, but simply to remove the overflow 
waters of said lake and restore said lake to its natural height.

(From Original Petition for Ditch‐ Sept. 27, 1910 ) 

Original Cost: $1,284.86      Original Benefit:  $2,308.00

Events: 1982, permission was granted to a land owner to clean out portions 
of the ditch in sections 33 and 34 of Rush Lake Township 

Currently: Ditch 44 is an open channel Ditch. The Ditch is mostly non‐
operational, a visible channel is hard to even see, maintenance should be 
done to restore proper flow, including the removal of beaver dams, cleaning 
of culverts and the cleanout of sediment that has fallen into the channel. As 
of November/2014 Ditch 44 had a maintenance fund at a value of $15.10
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Maps
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Maps
Original Ditch Map
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Maps Original Benefitted Acres
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Photos
• Branch 1 Looking 
West from Railroad 
Corridor

Branch 1 Looking East 
from Railroad Corridor towards
Round Lake
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Photos
• Culvert on 430th Ave with 
Beaver Dam material 
restricting flow

Looking East from 430th Ave 
towards Railroad Corridor, 
Ditch needing maintenance
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Photos

• Looking West from 430th Ave towards Head Lake
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*Letters received

*There is a need for a Re‐determination to take place (based on 
Statutes, and County wide plan to redo all ditches)

*Do property owners want repair work done to alleviate high water 
problems?

*What would property owners like to see done for the future?
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Questions	and	Comments

 

 

 
 
 



 
 
 

Letters and Emails 
 
 



 
 

 
 



 



 



 



 

 


