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PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
MARTIN COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

TUESDAY, AUGUST 16, 2022 
@ 9:00 A.M. 

 
The regular meeting of the Martin County Board of Commissioners was called to order at 9:00 
a.m. by Chairman Elliot Belgard.  Commissioners present were James Forshee, Elliot Belgard, 
Steve Flohrs, Kathy Smith, and Richard Koons.  Also present were Scott Higgins, Martin County 
Coordinator, Taylor McGowan, County Attorney, Jessica Korte, Martin County 
Auditor/Treasurer, Leigha Johnson, Human Resources Director, Brooke Wohlrabe, Sentinel 
Newspaper, Julie Walters, Administrative Assistant, and members of staff and public. 
 
The Pledge of Allegiance was recited. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Forshee, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve the agenda for the August 16, 2022 
regular Board of Commissioners meeting with the following addition:  Introduction of James 
Berg, Associate County Attorney.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Taylor McGowan, County Attorney, was present and introduced James Berg, newly hired 
Associate County Attorney.  McGowan noted Berg is a recent graduate from St. Thomas Law 
School and has taken the bar exam and is awaiting his results.  Berg began his duties in the 
Martin County Attorney’s Office on August 15, 2022. 
 
The Board welcomed Berg and wished him well in his new role. 
 
Greg Ous, District 7 Engineer with the Minnesota Department of Transportation, and Angie 
Piltaver, Planning Staff with the Minnesota Department of Transportation, were present and 
provided an update on the Capital Highway Investment Plan for District 7 including the 2021 
Ride Quality Index (RQI), Bridge performance, District 7 Funding Targets, 2022 Construction 
including SP 4680-132 (I-90) Sherburn to Fairmont and SP 4609-17 (TH 263) Ceylon to I-90, 
State Highway Investment Plan (STIP) Projects, County Highway Improvement Projects 
(CHIPS), RQI after CHIP projects, and next steps for 10-year work plan. 
 
McGowan noted the Board is being asked to consider and approve the proposed Operating 
Deficit Acknowledgement Amendment and Consent Agreement as part of the County’s 
agreement for the sale of the “Projects” of the South Central Minnesota Multi-County HRA i.e., 
Amberfield Properties.  This agreement provides that each county who is involved with these 
Projects consent to the marketing and sale of these Projects and provide future consent to the 
actual sale.  Counties included are Sibley, Nicollet, Waseca, Watonwan, and Martin County. 
 
McGowan noted he has reviewed the documentation provided by Rupp Anderson as well as 
reviewed the proposed Operating Deficit Agreement (ODA) and the original Deficit Agreement 
that was revised in 2000-2001 and noted he essentially agrees with the conclusions provided by 
Rupp Anderson that the risk reward in this is such that it would probably be advisable for the 
County to sign off and authorize the sale.  I tried to look at board meeting minutes from other 
counties in the area and I think they are just now addressing this as well.  I didn’t see if any other 
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counties had signed off but generally it looks like if this project can be sold off as anticipated and 
in one fell swoop it would save us tens of thousands of dollars a year and as it stands right now 
the bonds aren’t being paid down, the deficit is running every year.  My reading of it is it’s just a 
terrible project for the past 30 years just a sink hole for money so this looks like an opportunity 
to get out of it.  McGowan went on to note the only concern that I saw is that if the properties 
aren’t sold off all in one piece then what happens is that they would move to a piecemeal sale 
and depending on if properties are disposed in certain counties is that those get basically 
removed from the calculations for the deficit so the thing is there’s the potential that lets say 
Waseca County or Watonwan County properties get sold there but they don’t get sold in Martin 
County.  Our percent of share of covering the deficit can increase.  I think that in dollar amounts, 
that the unlikelihood...that its probably pretty low risk compared to just being able to get done 
with these payments. 
 
Chairman Belgard noted I sit on that board and we just voted at our last meeting a week or so 
ago to do that and it is unlikely that will happen in one fell swoop.  Unfortunately, you’re talking 
about $30 million dollars’ worth of assets maybe more than that so it probably will be piecemeal 
and I asked that question what happens if it sells here and not here because everybody has skin in 
the game they all have different amounts.  It’s whoever bought into that thing in 1997 or 
whenever and the boards at that time, I was the mayor of Truman at the time, when they came 
and wanted to put one in Truman and no risk...the county was taking no risk and said no thanks 
but it went through and it was a miserable failure to get people to rent them anyway that’s the 
Amberfield Place operation and the bond went into forfeiture and in only just a few years they 
couldn’t make the payments on it...and it’s been downhill ever since.  This is our way out. 
 
McGowan noted it will be but, I think this whole project has kind of  been more painful for 
Martin County than perhaps the other counties because I was looking at the 2001 
agreement...you know we’ve got five counties involved and they all have to pay a share 
dependent upon their share of the properties.  But then there’s a cap based on the levy that they 
can impose to pay for this and the thing is I think, like Sibley County and maybe Watonwan 
County they capped out right away so the thing  is that Martin County actually then has to kick 
in more money than our proportionate share to cover this deficit payment every year.  So, for the 
past twenty years we’ve been kicking in more than our fair share I think under the agreement.  
So, I think whatever risk that might come from the piecemeal sale and in light of what we’ve 
been doing the past twenty years is not too problematic. 
 
Zachary Cronen with Rupp, Anderson, Squires, Waldspurger & Mace P.A. was present and 
noted that piecemeal sale piece that is the one kind of risk here however there’s a cap in the 
ODA so it can never rise by more than 2%.  So even if Martin County were the only county left 
our proportionate share would only go up 2% so if it was $100,000 this year it will only be 
$102,000 next year no matter what the actual share shakes out to be because there’s a hard cap 
on insuring that we’re never going to be stuck holding the entire share if all the other counties 
drop out.  And then Sibley (County) has approved and the other counties are considering today I 
believe.  From our perspective not signing this agreement you’re just committing they can 
delegate payments for the rest of the bond.  By signing this agreement, you get the benefit, of if 
they start to sell, we start to save money and worst-case scenario if none of these sells, we’re sort 
of left in the same position as if we had not signed the agreement.  So, it’s a high benefit, low 
risk agreement.  The way that agreement reads is no matter what the circumstances are for the 
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change in the proportionate share, we’re not going up more than 2%. I confirmed that with the 
trustee attorney as well as the HRA attorney just to make sure that the language is clear and that 
they also understand that as well. 
 
Scott Anderson with Rupp, Anderson, Squires, Waldspurger & Mace P.A. was present and noted 
I wanted to say your county attorney has picked up on the nuances of this agreement really 
quick.  They are complicated documents and it is impossible because of all the variables 
involved to actually figure out if you could have an increased payment for or not, because there 
are too many moving parts to it.  Please understand too that if you have a piecemeal sale that 
then the actual figure from which you will calculate the operation deficit is going to be going 
down because you have less properties involved.  So even you could have an actual increase 
proportionate to other counties and have a decrease in the amount you actually pay.  There’s a lot 
of moving parts involved and we saw no reason not to go through with it.  As your county 
attorney has pointed out and as Zach (Cronen) and I concluded it’s not been good since day one 
and let’s get out of it. 
 
After review and discussion, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, after review and consideration, hereby approve and 
authorize the Board Chair to sign the Operating Deficit Agreement (ODA) Acknowledgement, 
Amendment and Consent Agreement for the sale and future sale of the South Central Minnesota 
Multi-County HRA Projects (Amberfield Properties).  Carried unanimously. 
 
Kevin Peyman, County Engineer, was present and provided a Highway Department Update 
including our striping project is done.  Peyman noted paint was hard to get so initially we 
weren’t sure if we were going to get any of our striping done and are happy that we got it all 
done.  Peyman went on to note we talked last year about going to 6” striping instead of 4” and 
we went to all 6” striping this year, and I think that’s what we’d like to do going forward.  I don’t 
know if you’ve driven any of the newly striped roads but it is a noticeable difference.  Benefits to 
6” striping include it’s just more visible to people and with smart technology in vehicles car 
manufacturers are trying to push road authorities to go to 6” striping due to the assisted driving 
or the completely automated driving (features) that picks up that 6” a lot better than the 4” 
striping.  So, a lot of counties and cities in the state have started to go to 6” striping.  It is a 
noticeable difference and anticipates we’ll get comments from people.  Honestly it doesn’t add 
much cost besides material and thinks it is a good investment; the Rolling Green Township 
bridge is done, our bridge on County 106 is getting close to done and should be done this week,  
County 140 bridge should be in next week, and then hopefully by the end of the month they’re 
going to get the Jay Township bridge in.  They still don’t know from week to week what pipe 
they’re getting in or for what projects.  But now I feel that we’re going to get them all done 
before winter so its improving at least; and no set schedule yet for TH 263 paving. 
 
Luke Cyphers, Building Maintenance Supervisor, was present and noted that the Planning and 
Zoning Office has received their new pickup truck and recommends adding Planning and 
Zoning’s old 2010 Chevy pickup to the Maintenance Department’s fleet of vehicles and placing 
the Maintenance Department’s 2010 Ford pickup (formerly Highway Unit #4) on the State of 
Minnesota Surplus Auction Site.  Cyphers noted both of our trucks we drive have over 150,000 
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miles and are starting to get worn out.  The truck that Jared (Klug) is currently driving will need 
tires before winter so there’s added expense there and we should probably consider planning and 
budgeting for a new maintenance truck.  Cyphers recommends disposal of the 2010 Chev pickup 
and adding the 2005 Planning and Zoning vehicle to the Maintenance Department’s fleet. 
 
After discussion, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Smith, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve the disposal of the 2010 Ford F150 
pickup truck (formerly Unit #4 Highway Department); and to advertise for the sale of the pickup 
truck on the State of Minnesota MinnBid Surplus Auction Site and Martin County’s Website.  
Carried unanimously. 
 
Leigha Johnson, Human Resources Director, was present and noted a resignation notice has been 
received from Heidi Schutt, Assistant Library Director with the Martin County Library System, 
effective August 31, 2022.  Johnson recommends acceptance of Schutt’s resignation and 
authorize recruitment to fill the vacancy. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Forshee, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, upon the review and recommendation of the Human 
Resources Director, hereby accept the resignation of Heidi Schutt, Assistant Library Director, 
effective August 31, 2022.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve and authorize advertising for 
recruitment to fill the vacancy of an Assistant Library Director position for the Martin County 
Library System.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Johnson presented her recommendation to transfer current Full Time Correctional Deputy, Kurt 
Nelson, to Part Time Correctional Deputy status, effective August 17, 2022.  Johnson noted 
Nelson has requested to move from Full Time Correctional Deputy to remain an employee on a 
Part Time basis for the Martin County Sheriff’s Office. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, upon the recommendation of the Human Resources 
Director, hereby approve the transfer of current Full Time Correctional Deputy, Kurt Nelson, to 
Part Time Correctional Deputy status in the Martin County Sheriff’s Office, effective August 17, 
2022.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Johnson next noted interviews have been completed to replace the Youth Intervention Prevention 
Coordinator position and recommends the hire of Gabriella Coxworth at Grade 11 Step 1 at 
$22.27 per hour, effective August 22, 2022. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Forshee, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, upon the recommendation of the Human Resources 
Director, hereby approve and authorize the hire of Gabriella Coxworth as Youth Intervention 
Prevention Coordinator at Grade 11 Step 1 at $22.27 per hour, effective August 22, 2022; and is 
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eligible for benefits as it applies to this position; and is subject to serving a twelve (12) month 
probationary period.  Carried unanimously. 
Johnson noted the Board is being asked to consider and approve the employer participation and 
adoption agreement for third party administration of the County’s Health Savings Account 
(HSA) plan with Wex Health, Inc. (Employer Services) through the Minnesota Health Care 
Consortium for the South-Central Services Coop, which the County is a member.  Currently, 
these third-party administrative services are provided through Further and Further is no longer 
able to carry those plans with the VEBA and HSA’s and so the Coop has moved their preferred 
provider to a company called Wex.  Johnson went on to note the basic fees for administration of 
the HSA Plan is $2.75 per enrolled participant per month.  Johnson recommends approval. 
 
After review and discussion, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Smith, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, upon the recommendation of the Human Resources 
Director, hereby approve the proposed Employer Participation and Adoption Agreement with 
Minnesota Health Care Consortium, for the South-Central Services Coop, by Wex Health, Inc. 
(Employer Services) to provide third-party administrative services for the County’s HSA Health 
Plan at the rate of $2.75 per enrolled participant per month, effective September 1, 2022, for a 
four-year term.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Scott Higgins, Martin County Coordinator, was present and noted Martin Soil and Water 
Conservation District requests a joint meeting with the Martin County Board on September 20, 
2022. 
 
After discussion, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Smith, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby set a joint meeting date and time with Martin 
Soil and Water Conservation District.  Joint meeting will be held on Tuesday, September 20, 
2022 at 7:00 a.m. at The Ranch Restaurant in Fairmont, MN.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Michael Forstner, Martin County Drainage Administration, was present and reviewed an 
estimate to replace a 72” culvert on JD #38.  Forstner noted the proposed project involves a 
replacement culvert for a field crossing on Bernard Petrowiak’s property on the County’s JD #38 
ditch system.  The crossing is located on his home farm site and the condition of the crossing is 
questionable.  Therefore, we are seeking the Board’s decision whether to authorize the 
replacement of the crossing culvert.  Forstner went on to note the existing culvert is a 72” round 
culvert approximately 60 feet long, and when inspected, appears as though it may have some 
time left on it; but, it does have some significant shape loss/oblong/ovaling happening on the 
pipe and Petrowiak is asking that the culvert be replaced now.  Forstner reviewed a quote 
received for replacement from Hill Site Care for $36,775.  Forstner noted because Petrowiak 
wants to lengthen the pipe, that extra portion of cost share would be his responsibility.  The ditch 
system would split the costs with Petrowiak at a rate of 63% for the JD #38 drainage system and 
37% for Petrowiak’s share.  Apparently there is 60 feet in place and he’s wanting to go 80 feet 
and the original length was only 42 feet.  Most of the other culverts on the system have been 
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replaced with 50 feet so I told him the system would pay for 50 feet and he’d be responsible for 
the other 30 feet.  Forstner recommends replacing the culvert. 
 
After review and discussion, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Flohrs, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, acting as the Drainage Authority for Martin County, 
and upon receiving a request from Bernard Petrowiak and a quote for the replacement of a 
culvert on JD #38, hereby approve and award the quote for the replacement 72” culvert on JD 
#38 from Hill Site Care in the amount of $36,775; and the cost is to be shared by Bernard 
Petrowiak (requestor) at a rate of 63% for the JD #38 drainage system, and 37% for Bernard 
Petrowiak.  Carried unanimously. 
 
The Board reviewed Warrants, Auditor Warrants, and EFT Transactions to be paid August 16, 
2022. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Forshee, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Board of Commissioners, hereby approve Warrants, Auditor Warrants, and EFT 
Transactions to be paid on August 16, 2022, and includes the Highway Department bills and 
Drainage bills as presented.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Warrants received and paid August 16, 2022, are registered on file in the Auditor/Treasurer’s 
Office as follows: 
 
Revenue Fund – Warrants Approved August 16, 2022  $  98,508.78 
Martin Co. Economic Development Fund    $         47.88 
Solid Waste Management Fund     $  35,644.54 
Law Library Fund       $         14.63 
Recorder’s Technology Fund      $       836.50 
Building – CIP – Fund      $284,078.92 
Human Service Building Fund     $    6,959.57 
Debt Service Fund       $    2,640.00 
        Total $428,730.82 
 
Road and Bridge Funds Totaled     $  80,709.28 
Martin County Ditch Funds Totaled     $280,024.05 
 
Commissioners reviewed their calendars of previous and upcoming meetings and activities:  
August 3, 2022 – Martin County Summer Youth Intern Recognition at 9:00 a.m. at the Fairmont 
Best Western, Human Services meeting, South Central Minnesota Multi-County HRA meeting; 
August 4, 2022 – Ground Up Event; August 5, 2022 – F-M Joint County Transit Executive 
Board meeting; August 9, 2022 – Library Board meeting; August 10, 2022 – Canvassing Board 
meeting, Library’s Summer Shindig; August 11, 2022 – Human Services Executive Board 
meeting, Soil and Water meeting; August 12, 2022 – Prairieland meeting; August 15, 2022 – 
Public Comment Informational Meeting regarding W. Lorentz & Sons EAW at 6:00 p.m. – 
Commissioners Meeting Room; August 16, 2022 – Public Hearing to Consider the 
Redetermination of Benefits for JD #73, JD #77, JD #100, JD #101, and JD #103 at 1:30 p.m.; 
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Human Services Joint Advisory Board meeting at 5:30 p.m.; August 17, 2022 – Human Services 
meeting in Blue Earth, MN, Personnel Committee meeting, Presentation of Martin County Farm 
Family of the Year at the Martin County Fair; August 18, 2022 – Traverse des Sioux Library 
meeting, Justice Center Planning Committee meeting at 1:00 p.m.(?); August 19, 2022 – Region 
9 Advisory Committee meeting; August 22, 2022 – Kinship of Martin County meeting; August 
23, 2022 – Convention and Visitor’s Bureau meeting, F-M Joint County Transit meeting at 9:00 
a.m. in Fairmont, MN, Planning and Zoning Commission meeting at 5:30 p.m.; August 24, 2022 
– Tour to Wilmarth with the Rural Minnesota Energy Board; August 25, 2022 – Public Hearing 
for the CD #29/JD #367 Continued Closure Hearing at 9:00 a.m. in the Commissioners Meeting 
Room; August 31, 2022 – Extension Committee meeting in Minneapolis, MN; September 1, 
2022 – Justice Center Planning Committee meeting at 1:00 p.m. (?); September 5, 2022 – Labor 
Day Holiday Observed – Courthouse Closed; September 6, 2022 – regular Board of 
Commissioners Meeting at 9:00 a.m. – Commissioners Meeting Room – Martin County 
Courthouse. 
 
Chairman Belgard, Martin County Drainage Authority, opened the public hearing in 
consideration of a Petition by the Department of Natural Resources – Section of Wildlife to 
ABANDON said JD No. 73 MAIN NO. 3 by abandoning the tile line from St 60+40 to 0+00, 
ABANDON JD 73 NO. 3 – Main Cutoff from St 7+39 to 0+00, ABANDON JD No. 73 Branch 
A from St 5+00 to 0+00, ABANDON JD No. 73 Branch B from St 10+00 to 0+00, ABANDON 
JD No. 73 Branch C from St 13+00 to 0+00.  ABANDON JD No. 73 MAIN NO. 2 Branch K 
from St 3+00 to 2+05.  All County Board members representing as the Martin County Drainage 
Authority were present, along with Scott Higgins, Martin County Coordinator, Jessica Korte, 
Martin County Auditor/Treasurer, Kurt Deter, legal counsel for Drainage Matters to the County 
Board, Michael Forstner, Martin County Drainage Administration, Jordan Lillemon PE Civil 
Engineer Ducks Unlimited, Brian Nyborg, Area Wildlife Supervisor Minnesota DNR, 
landowners, and other members of the public were present. 
 
Deter presented and reviewed today’s Partial Abandonment Hearing Agenda noting there could 
be possible action today by the Drainage Authority if 1) That part of the drainage system does 
not serve a substantial useful purpose as part of the drainage system to any property remaining in 
the system; and 2) It is not of substantial public benefit and utility.  Deter also noted if the partial 
abandonment is approved, all responsibility of the Drainage Authority for that part of the 
drainage system ends. 
 
Mike Forstner, Martin County Drainage Administration, noted the publication and notice 
requirements have been met. 
 
Jordan Lillemon, PE Civil Engineer Ducks Unlimited, was present to review site plans for this 
project noting basically Fox Lake Conservation League purchased the property, transferred it, or 
is in the process of transferring it, to the Department of Natural Resources (DNR).  The west side 
of the road has not been transferred to the DNR yet (west of 50th Avenue).  So, we’re basically 
petitioning to get rid of this purple line (on map) on the south east side.  This will all be 
abandoned and then we’ll restore the wetlands on the properties that are the DNR’s.  The only 
portion of the ditch system or the JD #73 Main 3 that will be used by other property owners are 
this little line right here which is Tumbleson property and then right next to Elm Creek which is 
Lorenz.  We’ve talked to both those parties and I think Brian (Nyborg, DNR) came to the 
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conclusion that we’re good to go and they are in agreeance with our plans.  So, I guess I just 
need to go through the watershed calculations or the watershed exhibit that I show here.  The 
west side of the road is watershed #1, it’s 162 acres and that drains into the west wetland.  The 
east side of the road is watershed #2, it’s 77 acres and it drains into the east wetland.  And then 
watershed #3 drains into the north wetland.  So basically, right now when water drops on the 
ground on the very southwest side of the system it goes into this tile (on map) and straight into 
Elm Creek.  So, for what we’re going to do is we’re going to not let that happen anymore...we’re 
going to keep that water...water is going to land on this here and get discharged into the west 
wetland, settle in the west wetland, if it will overflow it will go into the east wetland...if that 
overflows it will go into the north wetland.  So, this project is going to be a benefit to Elm Creek, 
a benefit for water quality...as you can see down here the volumes going into Elm Creek are 
much less after we do this project and abandon this tile.  That’s what I have for the hydraulic 
calculations.   
 
Lillemon continued and reviewed Sheet #2 noting this is just kind of a more planned sheet that 
we’ll get to a contractor to do the project.  So, on the southwest corner we’re going to on the 
Jorgenson piece we’re going to do a strait.  So, we’re going to get topsoil that was eroded down 
into the low part we’re going to get that out of there and get it back to native soils underneath the 
wetland and we’re going to use that soil to fill in the Tumbleson property on the left side so his 
field doesn’t get filled with water so no water can get onto his field.   
 
Lillemon continued and then we’re going to raise township road 50th Avenue we’re going to 
raise that 6 inches just to have a little more freeboard just in case there’s bounce in each wetland 
and we’re going to have a culvert going under the township road also.  And we’ve been in talks 
with the township and we’re actually having a meeting at 4:30 p.m. this afternoon to talk to them 
more about what we’re trying to do. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired you’re actually raising the road bed itself? 
 
Lillemon noted we’re just adding like a 6 inch lift of Class 5 so it’s not going to technically be 
called a road raise...just 6 inches of gravel we’re going to lift onto it and then the ditch is kind of 
a 3:1 slope now and we’re going to make them about 6:1 to keep that water away from the road. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired is that your township Phil? 
 
Phil stated no, I just own property right by it.   
 
Chairman Belgard noted I didn’t know if somebody from the township was here or not. 
 
Brian Nyborg, Wildlife Manager for the DNR, was present and noted I did talk to Earl Coordes 
and we are going to meet with him tonight.  Initial impression is that they’re okay with this...the 
DNR is working on a joint powers agreement between the city and the Minnesota DNR, and the 
township to do this work on the road.  I don’t foresee any problems.  We don’t have the joint 
powers agreement ready yet so it can’t be executed probably for another month or two. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired how would that affect us, Kurt (Deter), in our situation? 
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Deter noted well if you could prove it we may make it contingent on the township 
agreement...I’m a little concerned...I’m sure Brian (Nyborg) is right but I don’t want to abandon 
it and the township then say you flooded our road, what’s going on. 
 
Lillemon noted we do have a water control structure planned for downstream of the east wetland 
and that will be able to...so if that township road ever does get close to being overtop we can pull 
boards out of there and drain the whole thing.  So, it’s kind of a safety factor and a structure to 
restore the wetland like every 10 years if everything downstream is dry enough we would drain 
this wetland and restore the vegetation in it and that kind of thing.  So, I guess if that eases 
anything just to make it easier on the township road if anything does ever happen we have that 
secondary option to let a little more water into the north wetland to get it away from that 
township road.   
 
Lillemon continued reviewing a little more of a zoomed in look at the plan and profile of the 
township road of what we’re planning on doing.  Basically, the low area is going to get 6 inches 
and then it will get tapered off to match existing so it’s not much gravel.  It’s just a little more 
freeboard just on top of the road.  And I show the high water levels of each wetland also for if 
you go back to the first page so the west wetland 100 years storage in that which is 7 ½ inches in 
24 hours...that west wetland raises 2 ½ feet to an elevation 1235.68; and then the lowest point in 
that road will be 1237.00 so there’s a foot and a half difference between the high water level and 
the township road on a major, major storm event.  So, we’ve done the calculation but we’ll talk 
to the township tonight and make sure they’re on board for sure. 
 
Commissioner Flohrs inquired as for the control structure is that an open ditch or is that a tile 
coming out of there? 
 
Lillemon noted we’re going to get rid of the tile and dig a channel just so there is that...right now 
I think it is at 1234 so we’re going to dig it down to 1230 or 1231 to allow water to flow through 
that structure if we ever did want to draw it down.  It will be an open ditch going to the north 
wetland.  So, the outlet for the north wetland will be the culvert that is existing that’s already in 
there. 
 
Commissioner Flohrs inquired the culvert is obviously big enough to handle all of this? 
 
Lillemon noted yes it’s a 36” culvert. 
 
Deter noted just to make clear that very end you were talking about you talked to the neighbor 
because that still provides an outlet.  You’re asking to abandon that though?  It will be 
abandoned? 
 
Lillemon noted yeah.  We’re abandoning the whole thing. 
 
Deter  noted and they’re going to still drain through there and then you’re going to daylight it 
into the... 
 
Lillemon noted yeah so there will be a connection point on his property and then we’ll run it and 
daylight it above our wetland. 
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Deter inquired he knows if that collapses we’re not fixing it? 
 
Lillemon noted yep. 
 
Deter noted and then you said something about elevations...is your spillway at the very end...that 
dam...does that release before it backs up on anybody else’s property?  It’s not your property. 
 
Lillemon noted yeah so the only property that it would back up on would be Tumbleson’s and 
that’s where we’re going to take this soil from the low spot here and put it on his property to 
ensure that water doesn’t back up onto his property. 
 
Commissioner Flohrs noted so we’re abandoning all of Main No. 3 but the landowner is still 
going to use from the county road to the north there. 
 
Deter noted it’s daylighting...it makes sense as long as it’s working so the landowner knows it’s 
not Ditch Main 3 anymore. 
 
Brian Nyborg inquired are you talking about Gary Lorenz’s property?  Yeah, I’ve called him 
twice and one of our staff members met with him in the field.  Our plan is he’s got one branch 
that is kind of parallel with his field on the northeast side or a main and then a branch that comes 
into that...we’re fairly confident we can grab that and provide him a better outlet as part of this 
project. 
 
Deter inquired of Mike (Forstner) he’s a benefited landowner and would have gotten notice of 
this hearing so at least he knows what’s going on? 
 
Forstner noted yes. 
 
Lillemon noted there is a little bit of Main No. 2 I think it’s Branch K that we’re going to 
abandon.  That’s just on the very west side of the Jorgenson piece and it’s like not even 100 feet 
that we’re going to just rip out and abandon that and it’s not only benefiting the Jorgenson piece 
or anything downstream wouldn’t be affected. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired does anybody have questions? 
 
Gerald Tumbleson, citizen, was present and noted my brother is the west property owner and he 
lives in Illinois so I’m representing him.  But when you abandon west of the fence line you’re 
going to raise that...we talked about that and that’s fine.  Do we put in the new one or do you put 
in the new one then? 
 
Lillemon inquired the new tile?  We’ll put that in. 
Tumbleson noted okay but and that will be how high compared to the culvert of the road? 
 
Lillemon noted we will have that above the...so there’s like 20 feet of fall from the very south 
end of your property to our outlet so we can go up and grab it wherever you want us to.  If it’s 4 
feet deep I think on our plans right now I show it I want to say 3 feet higher than our normal 
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water level is where we’re going to grab it and then daylight it above our water level so it will be 
a couple feet of fall in the tile and then there will be a little bit of bounce between your outlet and 
our wetland. 
 
Tumbleson inquired do you know where that outlets into the wetland compared to the culvert in 
the road? 
Lillemon noted it will be 5 feet higher than the culvert in the road. 
 
Tumbleson noted and when they put that soil up there that tile will probably be crushed but it 
will take 3 or 4 years for it to settle to before they do tile...you’ll just put that one piece in and 
we’d have to fix whatever got put in. 
 
Lillemon noted yep and we’ll...however you want us to do it we can have the contractor do it 
however you think it would work the best.  We’ll be in contact with you for sure. 
 
Phil Schafer, landowner, was present and noted back to the road...two things and I think it’s all 
resolved for me.  Our land is in the program so it doesn’t need drainage anymore otherwise it fed 
into that.  The corner of my son-in-law’s grove has a lot of fall...it actually was going into that 
and I will say for your records that I don’t think that tile has worked for quite a few years but it is 
there.  But, what I would like them to be able to have is permission to run that tile into a 
waterway basically.  It’s on top and there’s a lot of fall there.  It doesn’t have to go into a tile it 
can go into our wetland there so...that would be something down the road. 
 
Chairman Belgard inquired is it already doing that? 
 
Schafer noted no it goes underneath and it goes into that tile...it goes into there out to Swanson’s 
land there...it still does. 
 
Lillemon noted the only thing I worry about is this gas line.   
 
Schafer noted right it goes over the gas line. 
 
Lillemon noted we could connect into this tile.   
 
Schafer noted actually before the gas line we could put it into the...there’s enough fall we could 
put it into the grassland there. 
 
Lillemon noted okay yeah we can talk about trying to figure something out too but I’m just 
thinking since it’s on DNR property do you think the tile works underneath the gas line? 
 
Schafer noted it’s not on the other property it’s on CREP property. 
 
Lillemon noted yeah I’m just saying...we can talk after about that. 
 
Schafer noted the other comment I would have is that road where you’re looking at fixing I’m 
not on their town board but there’s been crazy erosion in that ditch.  Years ago, we dumped our 
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field rock in there to try and keep that ditch from...and you can sure fix that...they’re going to 
want you to fix that sucker.  And it’s quite a few feet and it’s a real steep hill there. 
 
Lillemon noted yep so like I said I think it’s 2:1 or 3:1 slopes and we’re going to flatten them out 
to 6:1 slopes so that water is way away from the road. 
 
Schafer noted that would definitely help everybody. 
Chairman Belgard asked if there were any more questions. 
 
Tumbleson noted I’m sorry I didn’t finish the one where you drop the...you raise the soil and 
we’re going to have an outlet...is there going to be a slope there so we can stop erosion? 
 
Lillemon noted there will be a slope from your property and on the end of our property it will be 
grass and there will be a buffer in between the wetland and your property.   
 
Nyborg noted as part of your plan some of that flow will be on the Jorgenson property.  We’ll 
maintain that slope off of your property onto our property then taper it. 
 
Chairman Belgard asked if there were any more questions.  There were none.  
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Koons, to close the public portion 
of the hearing.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Deter noted then Mr. Chair to approve a partial abandonment you have to believe that this Main 
Line 3 or whatever it’s called does not serve a substantially useful purpose as part of the drainage 
system to any property in the system; and it is not of substantial public benefit and utility.  Deter 
went on to note I would recommend, if the Board wanted to abandon this, that it be contingent on 
written approval from the township.  I have a concern about that township road.  And that I was 
thinking two ways we could do it...I don’t want to delay this any longer than it has to but that 
there’s still enough...in fairness to the petitioners construction you kind of do things as you go 
but I would recommend that we do kind of a when this is done within six months of its 
completion that we have kind of an acceptance hearing.  The two gentlemen that have talked 
have been very easy going and acceptable but I’m sure it’s going to be done to their satisfaction 
but just so they have the right to come back and say hey then we’ll have the minutes of today and 
they said they were going to slope it and they said whatever it is...that we at least give them the 
opportunity to make sure it was completed.  So, anyway, if you wanted to approve it there would 
be a motion that these two items have  been met but it wouldn’t go into effect until we get the 
written okay from the township and that within six months of the completion of the project we 
have a type of acceptance hearing. 
 
Nyborg noted we will meet with the township and go over this same thing with them.  They’ve 
already gotten copies of it.  They don’t seem to have any issue with it but we will fully explain 
it... 
 
Deter noted we may get the written thing in a couple of weeks but a joint power you never know 
where they can go.  So again, I have no reason to dispute what’s going to happen but there’s 
sometimes lost in the translation what you think is going to happen and what is actually 
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constructed out there.  Whenever the township puts in writing to us they’re okay we have to trust 
that they believe they’re okay.  Are you hoping to start construction when? 
 
Nyborg noted we were pushing for this fall but I don’t think we’re going to get there. 
 
Deter noted good that gives us a little leeway to make sure we get everything done here and it 
gives us a little more time for these two landowners maybe to meet with maybe even today to 
firm up some of those...again I don’t want to delay things, but I like things a little more firmed 
up than they are right now.  So that would be the motion...approving that the two things have 
been met; contingent on written approval of the township and a type of an acceptance hearing 
within six months of its completion. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Flohrs, seconded by Commissioner Koons, Be It Resolved that the 
Martin County Bord of Commissioners, acting as the Drainage Authority for Martin County, 
after determining that the following criteria have been met for the proposed Partial Abandonment 
of Judicial Ditch No. 73 Main No. 3, Judicial Ditch No. 73 Main No. 3 Branch A, B, and C, 
Judicial Ditch No. 73 Main No. 2 Branch K including: 1) That part of the drainage system does 
not serve a substantial useful purpose as part of the drainage system to any property remaining in 
the system; and 2) It is not of a substantial public benefit and utility; hereby approve the Partial 
Abandonment of Judicial Ditch No. 73 Main No. 3, Judicial Ditch No. 73 Main No. 3 Branch A, 
B, and C, Judicial Ditch No. 73 Main No. 2 Branch K; and is contingent upon written approval 
from the Township Board; and an Acceptance Hearing within six months of the completed 
project.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, seconded by Commissioner Smith, acting as the Drainage 
Authority for Martin County, to adjourn the Public Hearing for partial abandonment of Judicial 
Ditch No. 73 Main No. 3, Judicial Ditch No. 73 Main No. 3 Branch A, B, and C, Judicial Ditch 
No. 73 Main No. 2 Branch K.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Public Hearing adjourned at 10:54 a.m. 
 
With no further business to wit, 
 
Motion by Commissioner Koons, second by Commissioner Forshee, to adjourn the meeting.  
Carried unanimously.  Meeting adjourned at 10:55 a.m. 
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