
Otter Tail County 

Public Informational Meeting – County Ditch 13 and County Ditch 19 

Parkers Prairie Event Center 

7:00 p.m. Monday, December 16, 2019 

 

Doug Huebsch, Chair called the public informational meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. with the following person 

representing the County in attendance: 
 

Commissioners Doug Huebsch – First District 

 Wayne Johnson – Second District 

 John Lindquist – Third District 
 

County Attorney  Michelle Eldien 

Ditch Inspector/Engineer Kevin Fellbaum 

Auditor/Treasurer Wayne Stein 

 

The Otter Tail County Board of Commissioner acting in their capacity as the Otter Tail County Drainage Authority 

held a pubic information meeting to discuss the status of County Ditch 13 and County Ditch 19, to review 

Minnesota Ditch Proceeding, to receive input regarding the proposed redetermination of benefits and to receive 

input from the proposed benefited property owners as to what they would like done with County Ditch 13 and 

County Ditch 19. 
 

In attendance from the public and signing the attendance roster were the following individuals: 
 

Bernie Aalers Lesa J. Craven-Aalers Tim Andresen Joseph Ayers  

Richard Bergquist Dirk Bergquist Randy Buker Jim Dauphinais 

Ken Dittberner Lowell Dittberner Mike Hollatz Steve Inwards  

Robert Jaeger Jr. Robert Jaeger Sr. Bruce Jahnke Dennis Jezierski 

Mike Lage Robert Lahman Glen Meyer John Meyer  

Karl Meyer Ryan Minnerath Jerry Mohs Karol Mohs  

Paul Olson Alan Peppersack Rodney Peterson Cory Putnam  

Mark Watkins Dean Yocum  
  

Doug Huebsch, Chair called upon Kevin Fellbaum, Ditch Inspector for an overview of tonight’s presentation.  Mr. 

Fellbaum noted that his presentation would cover the following: 
 

• The reasons for the informational meeting. 

• A general review of ditch laws and ditch proceedings. 

• A discussion of the reasons for the redetermination of benefits and the process of re-determining benefits. 

• A brief history of County Ditch 13 and County Ditch 19. 

• Reviewing maps that identify the location of the ditch, the original benefit properties and the catchment 

area. 

• A brief review of drone usage to monitor the condition of the system.  It was noted that only one of the two 

systems have been flown; however, the other is scheduled to be flown in the very near future. 

• A summary of the presentation. 

• An opportunity for those in attendance to ask questions and to share comments. 
 

Mr. Fellbaum asked those in attendance to sign the attendance roster and to provide their contact information.  Mr. 

Fellbaum noted that upon completion of his presentation there would be an opportunity for those in attendance to 

provide comments and to ask questions.  Mr. Fellbaum handed the meeting back to Doug Huebsch, Chair.  

Commissioner Huebsch, Chair introduced the County Staff that were in attendance and provided the rules that 

should be followed during the public comment portion of the meeting: 
 

• Speak loud and clear so that all those in attendance can hear your comments. 

• Speakers should state their first and last name. 

• Speakers should speak using a loud and clear voice. 

• Everyone in attendance should be respectful of others even if your positions might differ. 

• There will be a two-minute time limit per speaking opportunity until everyone in attendance has had an 

opportunity to speak. 
 

The meeting was handed back to Mr. Fellbaum who proceeded with his prepared presentation.  The following slides 

are from Mr. Fellbaum’s presentation and are included as an official part of the minutes. 



 

 

DRAINAGE DITCHES 

#13 AND #19

PRESENTED: BY OTTER TAIL COUNTY DITCH INSPECTOR

KEVIN FELLBAUM DECEMBER/16/2019
 

 

COUNTY DITCH #13/#19 

PRESENTATION
*Drainage Authority Chair Comments

*Introductions

*Reason for Meeting

*Ditch Proceedings

*Re-determination of Benefits

*History

*Maps

*Drone Video

*Summary 

*Questions and Comments

 

 

 

  



DRAINAGE AUTHORITY 

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

*Please state your first and last name for the record

*Be Respectful to others, listen to other peoples questions, 

chances are they are asking questions that you may want 

answers to too

*2 minute time limit per opportunity to speak

*One opportunity to speak until all others have had 

a chance to speak

 

INTRODUCTIONS

 

 

 

  



 

REASON FOR MEETING
1: Informational Meeting to Inform Public about County Ditches #13 

& #19 and Drainage Proceedings

2: Discussion on need for doing a Re-determination of Benefits by 

MN State Statute and Otter Tail County’s Plan

3: 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

4: Discuss the Future of the County Ditch (What do you want to see 

be done, Maintenance, Repairs)

 

 

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)

*Right of Entry: According to MN Statute 103E.061- the engineer, the 
engineer’s assistants, the viewers, and viewer’s assistants may enter any 
property to make a survey, locate a drain, examine the property, or estimate 
damages and benefits.

*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. 

* Buffer Strips: According to MN Statute 103E.021- A 16.5 foot permanent 
strip of perennial vegetation approved by the drainage authority be 
established on each side of the ditch.

 

 

 

  



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 (However the Drainage Authority does 
have the obligation to maintain the ditch if someone has requested 
that it be maintained)

• 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 (State 
Statute and County Plan)

• 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)

 

 

WHY A RE-DETERMINATION
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

*Re-determine the Benefits of the Ditch to match present day values (Current values are from (1905/1906)) 

Ex. Ditch 15/28(2014):    1906 Benefits: $6,400          2014 Benefits: $18,000,000

*County Plan: Re-determine Benefits of all of it’s County Ditches and establish maintenance funds so that 
when work needs to be done the funds are available. 

Maintenance Fund according to Statute: 20% the valuation or $100,000 whichever is greater

County: $50,000 (Ditch Dependent, condition, size, repairs to be done)

*Figure out which properties are within the watershed and who owns them and how those properties are 
Benefitted or Damaged by having an in-place County Ditch System, The Re-determination process spreads 
the Benefits derived from the Ditch System over a larger area

*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.

*Properties are viewed looking at two property types, Farm Land and Lake Lots. 

*Farm Land is broken down into A,B,C,D Land categories and those lands are assessed on a 
per acre basis (Highest and Best use comparison)

*Lake Lots are given percentage break downs (10%-50%) relative to the lots relationship to 
the water’s elevation (Flood Protection and Runoff Based assessment)

 

 

 

  



RE-DETERMINATION OF 

BENEFITS

Lake Lots are described as a percentage. The higher the percentage, needs the Ditch in place to prevent 

flooding on their property. While the lower percentage does not need the Ditch for flooding but is receiving 

benefit from the Ditch because it is handling the runoff from that property(Contribution).

Before Ditch / After Ditch

Cattails, Wet /  meadow, occasionally farmable

Meadow / increased farm ability, row crop

Tillable acres         / increased crop production

Hill tops / highest crop potential

A Land

B Land

C Land

D Land

 

 

VIEWING TOOLS

 

 

 

  



HISTORY

Ditch #13

Established:  November 25, 1905

Purpose: For the benefit of the public, draining a mud lake in Section 4 

Eastern TWP, said lake being full of grass and weeds. Further to protect the 

public roads in said township which have been constructed through said 

swamps at a great cost to the public, the construction of which will benefit the 

public health, welfare, and convenience of the public.

(From Original Petition for Ditch- July 7, 1905 ) 

Original Cost: $1,761.00 Original Benefit:  $5,800.95 

Currently: Ditch 13 is an open channel system. The system was cleaned a 

decade or so ago, but would benefit from continued maintenance to the 

system. Spraying of vegetation, removal of deadfall, and the removal of any 

sediment deposits would improve the flow characteristics of the system and 

would keep this system in a functional state. 

 

 

HISTORY

Ditch #19

Established:  October 12, 1906

Purpose: To promote public health and reclaim hundreds of acres of land that 
is now almost worthless. It will also benefit the public highways to a great 
extent.

(From Original Petition for Ditch- May 6, 1906 ) 

Original Cost: $3,526.28 Original Benefit:  $5,980.00 

Events: 2002- Petition received and accepted to outlet Horsehead Lake Basin 
into Ditch #19, Parkers Prairie Twp, OTC, and Parkers Prairie each paid $500 
outlet fee into Ditch #19 fund. Culvert was placed under Tomten Road near 
intersection of CR 138.

Currently: Ditch 19 is an open channel system. The system is in need of 
some  maintenance and cleaning in several areas as shown on the aerial 
drone inspection video. The system and surrounding parcels would benefit 
from restoring a more consistent flow through the system.

 

 

 

  



ORIGINAL MAP #13

 

 

ORIGINAL MAP #19

 

 

 

  



EXTENSION #19

 

 

MAP #13

 

 

 

  



MAP #19

 

 

 

 

 

  



DRONE INSPECTION

 

 

*Correspondences and Letters received

*There is a need for a Re-determination to take place

• State Statute – when Benefits no longer reflect present day valuations

• County Plan- every Ditch will have its Benefits Re-determined

*Discussion on Ditch Proceedings

• History of Ditches #13 and #19

• What does a Re-determination of Benefits accomplish

*Legal Discussion from County Attorney Michelle Eldien

*What would property owners like to see done on Their Ditch:

• Repairs- Current Issues

• Maintenance- Be Pro-active

• Do Nothing – Minimal work

 

 

 

  



QUESTIONS AND 

COMMENTS

 

Mr. Fellbaum noted, upon completion of his presentation, that he had received the following written communication 

(letters or emails) for tonight’s public information meeting: 

 

 
 

 



 

Mr. Fellbaum called upon Michelle Eldien, County Attorney for comments.  Ms. Eldien stated the following: 

 

• This public information meeting is the preliminary (first) step in the County’s process to redetermine 

benefits for County Ditch 13 and County Ditch 19. 

• Mr. Fellbaum’s presentation was a very good summary of drainage laws and the options available to the 

benefited owners of County Ditch 13 and County Ditch 19 

• She would be available throughout the remainder of the meeting to answer legal questions and she 

encourage those in attendance to provide input and to ask questions. 

 

At this time the public informational meeting was opened to the public for comments and questions with the 

following individuals addressing the Drainage Authority: 

 
Lesa J. Craven-Aalers Tim Andresen Richard Bergquist Randy Buker 

Jim Dauphinais Lowell Dittberner Dennis Jezierski Robert Lahman 

John Meyer Karl Meyer Jerry Mohs Rodney Peterson 

  

The following is a brief and general summary of the discussion that occurred during the public comment and 

question period of the public informational meeting: 

 

1. An individual noted that many years ago (1995) he had constructed a bridge, at his own expense, over the 

open channel of County Ditch 13 that is located on his property.  His concern was whether his ability to 

keep and maintain this bridge would be impacted if the benefits were redetermined or if any repair and/or 

maintenance to the system was undertaken.    It was noted as long as the bridge did not hinder waterflow 

through County Ditch 13, the bridge would be able to remain; however, since the bridge was not a part of 

the original design of county Ditch 13 any cost to maintain/repair the bridge would be the responsibility of 

the landowner.      

 

2. There was a question regarding the timeline from this meeting forward.  Mr. Fellbaum noted that there is a 

team of ditch viewers available to start the redetermination process.  However, before the process can 

begin, the County Board acting in their capacity as the drainage authority would need to adopt an order 

directing the redetermination.  That most likely would happen in January of 2020.  Once the ditch viewers 

complete their review a benefits worksheet needs to be prepared and a public hearing held.  Depending 

upon the outcome of the public hearing additional public hearing may be necessary before the final order is 

adopted.  Once adopted, the drainage authority can move forward with repairs to the ditch system, which 

potentially could happen in 2021.  

 

3. There was discussion regarding how the costs associated with the redetermination are recovered.  It was 

noted that these costs are allocated back to the benefited property owners based upon the benefits assigned 

to their property as adopted in the final order. 

 

4. An individual noted that several years ago repair/maintenance work was completed on County Ditch 19 

before any approval was granted.  This individual wanted to make sure that there was adequate opportunity 

for input before the authorization of any repair work. 

 

5. There was general discussion regarding other agencies (Department of Natural Resource and  Land and 

Resource) that would be involved in both the redetermination process and the approval of repairs.  Mr. 

Fellbaum explained how he coordinates with these other agencies during the redetermination process and 

when repairs are being considered.   

 

6. Wetland and elevation  issues were briefly discussed. 

 

7. There was discussion regarding landowners doing their own repairs to the system with county approval; 

however, it would be at their own expense.  There was discussion regarding the County’s ability to 

undertake repair work prior to the completion of the redetermination process, which would result in a loan 

from the County’s General Fund, which would be assessed back to the benefited property owners once the 

redetermination process is completed. 

 

8. One individual did suggest that the level of Horsehead lake should remain at its current level. 

 

9. There was also discussion regarding the number of acres of crop land that have been lost due to the high-

water level in this area and the need for both County Ditch 13 and County Ditch 19 to function as originally 

designed. 

 



10. An individual noted that the high-water level is drowning out the wild rice and this individual encouraged 

moving forward with the redetermination of benefits.   

 

11. By a show of hands more than half of those in attendance encouraged moving forwarded with the 

redetermination process. 

 

12. The ditch viewer process was discussed briefly.  It was noted that the ditch viewers do not make 

appointments when they come out to do the first review of the property; however, if after the 

redetermination hearing additional reviews are needed appointments would be made to accommodate that 

secondary review.  It was also noted that the ditch viewers are always willing to meet and discuss their 

determination. 

 

13. There was general discussion regarding how repairs to the system were prioritized.  It was noted that the 

repair work is started from the bottom of the system to enable water to flow. 

 

14. There was also discussion regarding the possible combination of these two ditch systems.  It was noted that 

if County Ditch 13 did not function it would negatively impact County Ditch 19. 

 

15. An individual speaking on behalf of Eastern Township expressed concerns with township roads that have 

been created by the high-water problem. 

 

16. An individual expressed concern that completing the redetermination process and making any repairs when 

we are in a wet cycle will result in significantly higher costs. 

 

17. It was also noted that State lands that are benefited by the ditch system will be assessed a portion of the 

costs associated with the redetermination and with any repairs based upon the benefits assigned to their 

properties.  

 

Doug Huebsch, Chair thanked all those in attendance for their participation.  Hearing no further questions or 

comments, Doug Huebsch, Chair adjourned the public information meeting at 8:14 p.m. 

 

Respectively Submitted by Wayne Stein, Auditor/Treasurer – Secretary  


