- OKIHANCE 81~ 39

To Amend the Bloomington Zoning Maps, Dated June 7, 1978

WIEREAS, the Common Council passed a Zoning Ordinance amendment and adepted new
1nc0rporated zoning maps on June 7, 1978 which are now incorporated
-~ in Title 20 of the B]oom1noton HMunicipal Code; and

WHEREAS, the Plan Commission has cons1dered this case, Z0-6-81 , and recommended
- - that the petitioner, ROBERT MUSSELMAN . = | be granted an amendment
- to the Bloomington zoning maps and request that the Common Council
consider their petition for rezoning of certain property:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY ORDAINED BY THE COMMON COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF BLOOHINGTON NONROE COUNTY, - INDIANA THAT

SECTION T. Through the authority of 1C 18-7-4 that the zoning be
- changed from RS (Residential Single Family) to BA {Business Arterial)
for property Tocated at 225 and 231 31 South Adams Street :
more part1culdr]y described as:

A part of the Southwest quarter of Section 32, Township 9 .
North, Range 1 West, Monroe County, Indiana, descr1bed as fo11ows
_beg1nn1ng at a point that is 811.57 feet west of the Southeast
corner of said Southwest quarter; said point being the intersection
of a creek and the centerline of Third Street; thence West on and
along the centerline of said Third Street for 261.38 feet and to
the East right of way of Adams Street; thence North 22 degrees
54 feet and-44 inches East.on and anng said East right of way for
276,07 feet and to the centerline of said creek; thence South
58 degrees 24 feet and 30 inches East on and a]ong the centerline of
" said creek for 49,00 feet; thence South 26 degrees 08 feet East on -
and along the centerline of said creek for 254.65 feet and %o . i
the point of beginning. Containing in all 0.84 acres more or Tess. %
- Subject to-an existing right of way along the centerline of Third Street. 1
1
|

SECTION II. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and
after its passage‘by;the Common Council and approval by the Mayor.

PASSED and ADOPTED by the Common Council of the City of Bloomlnoton
Monroe County, Indiana, upon this 6th ddy of .-May ; 1981

ed . Towell, President
Bloomington Common Council
ATTEST -

'KH/EQWU i/ Connors, City Clerk

PRESENTED by me to the hayor ofithe City of b100w1ngton Monroe County,
Indiana, upon this 7th day of — May , 1981.

£ et

:F12HC1S X, MCC10§key, Qyor
City of Bleomington

SYROPSIS
Th1s Ordinance 1f approved would change the zoning from RS (Res1dent1a1 S1ﬂg1e Family)
to BA (Business Arterial) for .84 acre parcel containing 2 1ega1 nonh-conforming businesses
~ located at 225 and 231 South Adams Street. The Petitioner is Robert Musselman. g




JSE of Request: ' O
_ ynned Expenditure _ o Emergency
uiforeseen leed T . - Dther

- Fund Balence &s of Jdanvary 1 - § § ]
Revenue to Date LT 7 — _ :

*HFEORDINANCE CERTIFICATIONA**%

In accordance with IC 18-7-4-508, 1 hereby certify that the attached
Ordinance Number 81- g__", is a true and complete copy of Plan Commission
Case Number Z0-6-81 | which was give a recommendation of

APPROVAL _, by a vote of Ayes: 9 , Nays: _ O , Abstentions: _ 0

by the Bloomington City Plan Commission at a pub?lc hearing held on
MARCH 23 , 1981,

‘ . ’ ’ : . 1,,'2 kel
Date: "MARCH 26, 19 Tim hueITér Sécretary
i _ " _ "Plan Commission '

Recei ed by the Common Councﬂ Office thu;QC day of  MARCH 7 ., 1981.

\\—”Jyﬁji:j;“tohnﬁ¥s City Clerk

F1sca1 Impact Statement

1
*t
.

‘-ﬂpprnprwﬁtaon Ordinance ¢ Grdinance # _ 81-38 Resolution 2 o
Type of leaislation: .
Bpproprietion _ - " End of Program . Penal Ordinance
Budget Transfer  ~ .- New Pregram Grant Approval - -
Salary Change 3 ~ Bonding Administrative Change
Zoning Change XXX Tnvesiments: Short-Term BOFFOH)RQ
Hew fees - Annexation _ Dther

1T the 7@9151dt10n directly affecLs City funds, the following must be compleled by the
Glty Controller:

.......

Funds Affected by Request:
Fund{s) Afiected ' -

Revenue Expected for Rest of Year
Appropriations to Datle
Unzppropriaied Balance

Effect of Proposed Legislation (+/ )

PxochLed Balance ) $ %

Signature of Controlier

W31l the legislation have a major impact on existing City aoppropriations, Tiscal liebi-

ity or revenves? Yes - No

1T the legislastion will not have a mavw itscal impact, explain brief]y the veason for
your conclusion.

Property is a]ready in the 1ngorporated city and is fully developed with all necessary
City serv1ces available. Any capital improvements will be borne by Petitioner,

City cosis and revenues will be and include fzclors which could Yesd to significant
additional expenditures in the future. .Be as specific as possible.
ond sheet i pecessary) :

ITY OF BLOOMING

“If the 1eg1s1at1 i will have a major fiscal 1:part, e>p7u1n b,]e{1y what ihe effect Urg

(C0n11nuo on seo- -

€ GTON
Lyency cetuaitling 1(J1f1u11nn B PLANNINVNQQPARTMENT

By: Tim Mue]ler, Director Datec. MARCH 27, 1981




