
Otter Tail County 

Public Informational Meeting – County Ditch 20 

Ottertail Operations Center, Ottertail, MN 

7:00 p.m. Monday, April 15, 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 

 Lee Rogness – Fifth 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 20, to review Minnesota Ditch Proceeding, to 

receive input regarding the proposed redetermination of benefits, to receive input from the proposed benefited 

property owners regarding the proposed redetermination of benefits and to receive input regarding what the 

proposed benefited property owners would like done with County Ditch 20. 

 

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

 

Dave Adams Dorothy Adams Bradley Brodersen 

Karol Brodersen Gilbert Ebner Kathy Ebner 

Darrel Gundt Leslie Lee Terry Lee  

Greg Mader Rose Mader Melvin McCoy  

George Palmer Barb Pittman Dale Pittman 

Elrene Post Doug Sundberg Gail Sundberg  

Mark Wagner Pam Tietz Gary Torgerson  

Albert Werner Lisa Werner Joe Werner 

Myron Whitney Arvin Widness  

  

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 20. 

• 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.  Ditch 20 will be flown within the 

next couple of weeks and the footage posted to the County’s web site. 

• Presentation summary. 

• An opportunity for questions and 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. 

 



 

 



        

    

 
  

 

 



 



 



 

 



 





Mr. Fellbaum noted, upon completion of his presentation, that he had received no written communication (letters or 

emails) for tonight’s public information meeting but had received several phone calls from individuals unable to 

attend tonight’s meeting. 

 

Mr. Fellbaum called upon Michelle Eldien, County Attorney for comments.  Ms. Eldien stated that she had no 

comments at this time but would be available throughout the remainder of the meeting to help answers questions and 

to address comments and concerns from those in attendance. 

 

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

following individuals addressing the Drainage Authority: 

 
Dave Adams Gilbert Ebner Darrel Gundt  

Leslie Lee Terry Lee Greg Mader  

Rose Mader Doug Sundberg Pam Tietz  

Gary Torgerson Joe Werner Myron Whitney   

  

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. It was noted that County Ditch 20 is for those identified as benefited property owners of the system and that 

the County’s role is to serve as referee during discussion regarding repairs, maintenance and improvements 

as in many situations the interest of all parties involved is not the same. 

 

2. An individual expressed concern with a culvert that had been removed and the vacation of a road that has 

cause water to backup onto his property.  It was suggested that Mr. Fellbaum should contact the City for 

additional information regarding this issue. 

 

3. A few individuals commented that they were not aware of the existence of a County Ditch.  One individual 

stated that there is no evidence of a ditch on his property. 

 

4. The redetermination process was discussed, as well as the responsibilities of the ditch viewers. 

 

5. Various individuals questioned how their property would benefit from this ditch system.  It was explained 

that the benefit redetermination process will identify the properties that benefit from this system.  It was 

also noted that for public information meeting such as this meeting all the properties within the minor 

watershed area are notified as we would rather notify you of the public information meeting and exclude 

you later than to not notify you and include you later. 

 

6. The notification area was the boundaries of a minor watershed as determined by the Department of Natural 

Resources.    

 

7. It was noted that a portion of the system had been privately maintained in the mid 70’s.   

 

8. The cost of the redetermination and the costs associated with any repairs was discussed.  Noting that the 

benefited properties are responsible for the payment of these costs based on the benefits assigned to each 

parcel in relation to the total benefits of the system. 

 

9. The establishment and use of the maintenance fund were discussed.   

 

10.  Many in attendance suggested that the system should be left as it is and a redetermination should not be 

completed at this time.   

 

11. Additional meeting(s) would take place if a redetermination was ordered and the owners of properties 

identified  would have an opportunity to question the ditch viewers regarding the benefits assigned to their 

property and would have an opportunity to meet with the viewers on site as well. 

 

12. The abandonment process was reviewed briefly.   

 

13. The ditch system and its value/impact to the City of Richville was also a topic that was discussed. 

 



14. It was noted that there are areas within the existing system that need some maintenance; however, there is 

currently no repair/maintenance plan being considered.  The first step is to decide if a redetermination of 

the benefits will be undertaken. 

 

15. Before undertaking any significant repair/maintenance projects a hearing would be held. 

 

16. A few individuals noted that water from their property does not drain into this system.  It was noted that the 

redetermination process would locate and identify those properties. 

 

17. It was noted that the culverts in this system need to be open and opened early. 

 

18. There was a request to take a non-binding vote to determine how many individuals in attendance wanted 

the system to be left as it is versus doing a redetermination and possible maintenance.  The majority 

indicated that they would prefer that the County not proceed with the redetermination and that maintenance 

to the system should be handled in the same manner as it always has been handled (Privately).  However, it 

should be noted that the majority of the people in attendance were not from the original benefited area. 

 

19.  The ditch assessment process was explained.  Costs incurred to redetermine benefits or repair the system 

are charged back to the benefited properties.  If a redetermination is not completed than the original 

benefited area would be responsible for those costs.   

 

20. It was noted that the ultimate decision regarding redetermination and maintenance rest with the Drainage 

Authority; however, the Drainage Authority is interested in the comments and thoughts of the property 

owners that will be impacted.   

 

21. The redetermination process was described to those in attendance. 

 

22. There was general discussion regarding the differences between repairs, improvements and abandonment.  

There are separate and different processed for each. 

 

23. It was noted that the drainage authority can approve private maintenance to the system at the property 

owner’s expense. 

 

24. There did not seem to be overwhelming support for a redetermination of benefits, nor did there appear to be 

support for the abandonment of the system. 

 

 

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

comments, Doug Huebsch, Chair adjourned the meeting at 8:43 p.m. 

 

Respectively Submitted by Wayne Stein, Auditor/Treasurer – Secretary  


