
Information for File #2013-00566-ERH

Applicant: Sibley County Ditch Authority, Jeff Majeski

Corps Contact: Eric Hanson

Address: 180 5th Street East, Suite 700 St. Paul, MN 55101

E-Mail: eric.r.hanson@usace.army.mil

Phone: (651) 290-5386

Primary County: Sibley

Sections: 23, 24, 25, 26 and 27

Township: 114N

Range: 25W

Information Complete on: September 30, 2014

Posting Expires: October 17, 2014

Authorization Type: LOP-05-MN

This application is being reviewed in accordance with the practices for documenting Corps 
jurisdiction under Sections 9 & 10 of the Rivers and Harbor Act of 1899 and Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act identified in Regulatory Guidance Letter 07-01.  We have made a preliminary
determination that the aquatic resources that would be impacted by the proposed project are 
regulated by the Corps of Engineers under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.  Our jurisdictional 
review and final jurisdictional determination could result in modifications to the scope of the 
project’s regulated waterbody/wetland impacts and compensatory mitigation requirements 
identified above.  An approved jurisdictional determination will be made prior to reaching a permit 
decision, and will be posted on the St. Paul District web page at http://www.mvp.usace.army.mil/.

Project Description and Purpose:
The Sibley County Drainage Authority proposes to improve a portion of an existing private 
drainage ditch system located in Sections 23, 24, 25, 26 and 27 and incorporate the new drainage 
system (County Ditch 70) into the Sibley County drainage ditch system.  

Existing Conditions
Existing conditions consist of 8,328 linear feet of existing open ditch that run meandering west to 
east/northeast through land that is primarily agricultural.  The existing ditch ranges in depth from 
about 4 feet to 11 feet deep, with sideslopes at 1.5: 1 to 2:1, and a bottom width that varies from 4 
feet to 8 feet.   The portion of the private ditch to be established as a county ditch is bounded on the 
upstream end by 265th Avenue and on the downstream end by 200th Street.  The existing ditch 
continues for approximately 0.8 miles downstream of 200th Street before crossing under Market 



Avenue into Carver County.  Along the length of the ditch there are: 3 road crossings, one field 
crossing, and approximately 220 feet of 36-inch pipe running beneath a private airstrip.  

Proposed Improvements
Proposed improvements would include modifying the bottom elevation to a constant grade between 
the downstream invert of the road crossing at 265th Avenue to the upstream invert of the road 
crossing at 200th Street. Since most of the existing ditch system is already at or below the required 
grade (5400 linear feet), only the section between the field crossing at station 67+19 and 95+86
requires modification of the bottom elevation, and an average of 11 inches of material would be 
removed along this stretch to achieve the proposed constant grade.  In addition, the existing 42-inch 
road culvert crossing at CSAH 14 would be lowered 1.9 feet to accommodate the new constant 
grade, a 36-inch field crossing at station 96+15 would be removed and not replaced, and 4270 linear 
feet of non-perforated drainage tile ranging in size from 8-18 inches would be installed upstream of 
the road crossing at 265th Avenue.

Additional Objectives
Additional objectives of the proposal are to provide a tile outlet to approximately 15 acres of the 
Mark Laabs property located in the southwest quarter of the northeast quarter of section 27,
intercept the discharge on Steve Morrison’s property from the private tile system that drains 
approximately 50 acres, and provide a subsurface drainage/outlet for the remaining area of the 
watershed upstream of 265th Avenue (approximately 270 acres).

Name, Area and Types of Waters (Including Wetlands) Subject to loss: 
Proposed aquatic resource impacts would include the discharge of dredged or fill material 
consequential to the excavation and regrading activities along 2900 linear feet of the existing 
drainage ditch as described above.  No wetland impacts are proposed.

Alternatives Considered: 
Due to the nature of the project, there are no feasible off-site alternatives that would have the same 
drainage benefits for the local landowners and therefore would not meet the applicant’s objectives.

On-site configuration alternatives would be cost-prohibitive because the current proposal only plans 
minor modifications to a small portion of an existing ditch system, which would be substantially 
cheaper than constructing new ditch sections.  Therefore, alternative on-site configurations were 
dismissed.

The “No Permit” alternative for this project was considered for this proposal and dismissed because 
the lack of a permit would not prevent private individuals from constructing similar drainage 
systems either individually or cumulatively without restriction.  Under the County’s proposal, final 
ditch dimensions and tile sizes would be fixed and any additional drainage features added to the 
system would require authorization from the County Drainage Authority and other state and federal 
regulatory authorities.  

Compensatory Mitigation: 
Current St. Paul District Policy does not require compensatory mitigation for the proposed project.

Drawings: MVP-2014-00931-ERH, Figure 1 of 7 through Figure 7 of 7.
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EXISTING TILE INLETS

STATION ELEVATION SIZE/TYPE
43+32 945.3 10" CMP
69+13 944.15 10" CMP
69+58 943.29 10" CMP
70+71 944.06 6" CORRUGATED PLASTIC
71+54 944.09 6" CMP
79+83 945.46 6" CORRUGATED PLASTIC
83+52 943.63 6" CMP
83+89 944.66 6" CORRUGATED PLASTIC
84+79 945.76 10" CORRUGATED PLASTIC
87+54 942.56 15" CORRUGATED PLASTIC
89+71 942.21 5" CORRUGATED PLASTIC
90+25 941.78 8" CMP
95+80 942.04 6" CORRUGATED PLASTIC

103+19 939.83 10" CMP
107+25 938.46 6" CMP
111+65 938.85 6" CMP
115+83 936.48 6" CMP
116+67 936.48 10" CMP
117+86 937.44 6" CMP
119+46 938.78 6" CMP
123+14 937.11 6" CMP

' "
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