MONROE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
August 5, 2020 AT 9:00 AM
The meeting will be held remotely
AGENDA
I.

CALL TO ORDER

II.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES FOR – July 1, 2020

III.

NEW BUSINESS
a.
Request to construct a fence in Drainage Easement+*

IV.

ADJOURNMENT
* Action required to approve/deny
+ Attachment included

Date of next meeting: September 2, 2020
Anyone who requires an auxiliary aid or service for effective communication, or a modification of policies
or procedures to participate in a program, service, or activity of Monroe County, should contact Monroe
County Title VI Coordinator Angie Purdie, (812)349-2550, apurdie@co.monroe.in.us, as soon as possible
but no later than forty-eight (48) hours before the scheduled event.
Individuals requiring special language services should, if possible, contact the Monroe County
Government Title VI Coordinator at least seventy-two (72) hours prior to the date on which the services
will be needed.
The meeting is open to the public.

DRAINAGE BOARD
REGULAR MEETING MINUTES
JULY 1, 2020, 9:00 A.M.
Conducted remotely via the Zoom app
MEMBERS PRESENT: Robert Autio, James Faber, Trohn Enright-Randolph, Dee Owens,
William Riggert
ABSENT: Lisa Ridge
STAFF: Donna Barbrick (Secretary), Terry Quillman (MS4 Coordinator), Brady Egan (Tech
Services)
OTHERS: Nick and Ashley Durcholz (property owners)
CTO: Robert Autio called the meeting to order.
APPROVAL OF MINUTES FOR DECEMBER 4, 2019. Autio said he reviewed them and did not
have any revisions or corrections. Dee Owens motioned to approve and James Faber seconded.
VOTE by roll call: AYES from Autio, Owens, Faber, and Riggert. Motion carried unanimously.

NEW BUSINESS
Request to place a shed in a drainage easement
Terry Quillman said if you look at Chapter 761 it says the Drainage Board (DB) has the authority to allow
fencing, mini barns, swimming pools, landscaping and other items in drainage easements if they choose.
The Durcholzes are here; they wish to build a mini barn in the back of an easement on their lot. He said I
have included a copy of the plat for Lot 46. He said there is a significant amount of their lot encumbered
with a drainage easement. He said I think when it was platted they left a large amount because in the
back; there is a good draw that goes through the back of the lot. He indicated where the shed was to be
built and noted it was higher ground. There was a discussion of the placement of the structure on the lot
and the DB members looked at exhibits with elevations and aerial images. Quillman indicated where the
drainage runs north to a sinkhole on an adjoining property.
Quillman said it is at DB discretion whether to allow this type of structure to be built within the drainage
easement. He said the Durcholzes are here if there are any questions about what is proposed.
Owens said my question is, it is in a high area, but does it have the potential to flood if there happens to
be a flooding event and, if so, are the Durcholzes prepared for that. Quillman said its high enough there’s
not really a chance of that but you are bringing up a good point.
Quillman said if the DB approves it, it should be noted that if I have to go in and do any maintenance or
work, they would have to move the shed. Trohn asked about the size of the shed.
Ashley Durcholz said we were quoted for a ten-foot wide by sixteen-foot long shed and that is what we
were planning to do but we are open to other options as well. Trohn asked how big the play area was.
Ashley Durcholz said that is mulch. Nick and Ashley Durcholz said that area was probably about twice
the size as the proposed shed. Trohn said thank you.

Trohn asked about a tree line and if there was drainage there. Quillman said the tree line is a ridge; to the
east, everything drains to the east and southeast. He says it breaks at the trees and on this project, it drains
along the rear yard and to the sinkhole.
There was a discussion about the approximate size of the shed. Trohn asked if there were any setback
issues. Quillman said that is a good point and suggested that the Durcholzes check in with Planning about
that. Trohn suggested that they cover their bases. Quillman said he didn’t think there would be any kind
of permit required.
Riggert asked if there was any concrete slab to be added along with the shed. Ashley Durcholz said we
got a quote from Blue Ribbon mini barns and they do concrete piers rather than a slab so it would not be a
permanent foundation. She said it keeps it up of the ground but still allows it to be moveable. Nick
Durcholz said we were planning to have to set on concrete blocks. Riggert asked if there was a defined
drainage way through there. Quillman said it appears that it just filters through the play area and they said
it has not been an issue. Riggert said if it on concrete piers, water could flow under the shed as well, is
that what I am hearing. Quillman said the high ground that we have identified is probably four or five feet
above that playground. Durcholz suggested it was more like maybe a foot higher. Quillman said I wanted
to show that there is really not that much drainage area going up there. He said when I looked at the house
to the south, most of that breaks and goes to the southeast. Riggert said personally I don’t see a problem
because it sounds like it’s not a permanent structure and could be removed and as long as they are willing
to take complete responsibility in the event we have to get in there for maintenance, I don’t see a real
problem there, either.
Autio said he wondering about the wording of the motion. Trohn asked if the type of the garage was
important since they stated that they are not going to pour a concrete foundation; I think that would be
important in this situation. He said that is a question for you, Terry. Quillman said I think what they have
said they are looking at would be fine. He said do you think the DB should condition it as that. Quillman
said if they came back and wanted to put in a concrete slab that would require another permit and we
would go through the exercise again.
There was a discussion of wording for the motion. Quillman said the property owners realize that they are
responsible to move the shed if maintenance is required for drainage in the easement. Riggert said, “In
the event the drainage division needs to perform work in the drainage basin then the property
owner would be responsible for moving the storage building out of the way at their own expense.”
Owens said second. Riggert said that was the suggested wording.
Trohn said correct me if I am wrong that is a separate issue as far as compliance with setback, right, and
this is just for construction in a drainage easement.
Autio asked do I have a motion to approve the placement of the mini barn with the maintenance
condition. Riggert said so moved. Trohn seconded the motion. VOTE by roll call: AYES from
Owens, Faber, Riggert and Autio. Motion approved by unanimous vote.
Autio said thank you to the homeowners and asked if there was anything else. Riggert asked if someone
could send him the agenda and the packet. There was a discussion of the correct email address.
Nick Durcholz asked whom the correct person would be to contact in Planning concerning the setback.
Trohn advised calling 812-349-2560, which would connect him with the planner of the day. Owens said I
am glad we went to this format in some respects because at some point last year, we were trying to figure

out how to do this by phone and now we are all Zooming in. Quillman said surprising how one virus can
change things.

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at approximately 9:40 a.m.

