20-37-74

ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF BLOGMINGTON
COUNTY OF MONROE, STATE OF INDIANA

ORDINANCE NO. 74 - 81

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE BLOOMINGTON
ZONING MAPS, DATED JUNE 22, 1973

WHEREAS, the Common Council of the City of Bloomington,
gndiana passed a zoning ordinance amendment .and adopted new
incorporated zoning maps on June 21, 1973, and

WHEREAS, said zoning ordinance and maps are now incorporated
in the "Bloomington Municipal Code" as Title 20 of said Code, and

WHEREAS, the City Plan Commission kas recommended said
Bloomington Zoning Maps be amended by the rezoning of certain
property. _

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT GRDAINED BY THE COMMON COUNCIL

OF THE CITY OF BLOOMINGTON, INDIANA, UNDER AUTHORITY.
OF CHAPTER 174 OF THE 1947 ACTS OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY
OF THE STATE OF INDIANA AND ALL ACTS SUPPLEMENTARY AND
AMENDATORY THERETO:

SECTION 1. That the incorporated map number 6 , of June 22, 1973,
be amended to rezone the foilowing described Tand in the City of
Bloomington, Monroe County, Indiana, from its present RL-Residential Low Density
District to a BA-Business Arterial classification, to-wit:

ATl of Qut Lot Number One Hundred Eighteen (118), in the Northeast quarter of
Section Thirty-two (32), Township Nine (9} North, Range One {1} West, except

a strip One hundred forty-four (144) feet in width off the entire West side

of said Out Lot; and to rezone the following described Tand from its present
RS-Residential Single Family District to a BA-Business Arterial classification,
to-wit: Lots twenty-six (26), twenty-eight (28), thirty (30) and thirty-two
(32) in Dolan Addition to the City of Bloomington.

SECTION 2. That this ordinance shall be in full force and
effect from and after its passage and approval by the Mayor.

Passed aznd adopted by the Common Councii of the City of Bloomington,
Indiana on day of 19 .

~ Common Council

ATTEST:

§
g

@/’1 At /ﬁa Q’i‘:/;wuwﬁmxé
‘Grace JOhnSi?}/CTty Cier

ATTEST:

Presented by me to the Mayor of the City of Bloomington, Indiana
on the wo day of "-{?_ ber 0, 1974,

Lo G )

"Grace Johnsqﬁjftﬁty Clerk




This ordinan e approved and sig
day of Jhohec , 197
o'clock " m.

i
ATTEST:
\j"é Bl /,, / A,ﬂj\w gwg g e

Grace éﬁhnwonzigizy Clerk

ned by me on the

i
¥ e

,» at the hour of ¢ Ay

Francis X. McCloskey, Mayo
Indiana

A /A (e

City of Bloomington,




I HERERY MOVE THAT ORDINANCE 74-81

BE INTRGDUCED AND READ AT FIRST READING AT THE

COUNCIL MEETING ON Gobober 3. 1974

(s 1gnat\&§j’/{/

_/

/



Detipe |
\},Anm

Z0-307
va
X
X
X
v
/
/
VA

«

/
/
/
/
T

/
VA
J/
X

/

LI & YoUvI A |
-  NOLONIweaTIg

[N
SoRaR

UD 418 25-37-7¢4
Wit
X
| /
/o 1x | /
1
/
/
X
J
VA
lo-0 -3 1

&

£AGL

Sbgvt

Afprove |
Connol e Ut L.

5
SP2-THC 4 1-74) PUD 42
| v |/ ke
X _
%
X
X
/
Vi
%
X
/
Mo et 4/
St g

fholeons | The
fﬁé}%-
/
/
/
/
/
/
/
/
/
/

Roll
Call

v/
/
/
/
/
L
/
/
/

/

X

/

[STRARADT
DUNLAP

bl 23,1474
STURBAUM
‘@‘ESDPO
PI R
MIZELL
MORROW __
0'BRIEN

~ET T
oh

SRAY
S LME



BLOOMINGTON PLAN DEPARTMENT STAFF REPORT

Hearing Dates: ' o . Case No. 70-37-74

Preliminary Hearing September 3, 1974

Final Hearing September. 2%, 1974

TAC Hearing

1. Basic Requirements:

o (a} Pfoéffof legal notice ip order

(b)-Notification of adjacent properiy owners n ordev

(c) Filing fee 425 00

Z. General information:
(a) Nature of Request--
Chahge of Zone Fyom RL and RS to BA
PUD ...,
Site Plan....

Permit.......

(b) PﬁpuiaeréScription -_Naalgfuahdbgs,.‘i'

3. Name of Petitioner _Ripominaton Vendors. loc.

Represented by ___ Richard Sechmalz
4. Streets invo}véd:

(a) North-South Classification  yoral

(b} East-West Siyteenth Street Classification _ fgca7. '
5. Public:Facilities: i ' '

(b) Parks

6. Principal Questions Presented [Staff):

ropriate boundary 1?@@ £gr the BA zone? -
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Plan Commission

Staff Recommendation _ :
Case 20-37-74 ) Zo. 37 74

_Prapased Zom'?j

The Staff would recommend reclassification of a portion of the requested
property as follows:

- That portion of the property which 1ies north of a Vine parallel
to 17th $t. and dividing Yots 30 and 28 in the Dolan addition.
This 1ine constitutes the extensiom of an unimproved alley shown
on the plat map. (See attached map)

The rationmale for this division 35 as follows:
A. The depth of the BA zone to the west of Maple is comparable. l

8. Protection to adjacent residential Tands is afforded.
€. Sufficient 8L land would remain Tor purposes of development. n»—w¢7;
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REZONING REQUEST INFO ZO~57=74

Proposed zoning changes should be evaluated with regard to its
community impact,

i, Are there any additianai problems which the rezoning proposal
will create upon existing streets and utilities and can these
problems be satisfactorily solved?

Jackson 1s classified as a local street. Care would be needed during site plan re~ . ‘
view %o guard against excessive burden on use of the streets. Sixteenth 5¢. between. |
Jackson and Maplie 1s unimproved. Sewer is available. A lime runs along back properiy
1ines of lots 25 through 32. ' o ' ]
|
i

2. s the proposed change in accordance with p?@poseé street and .
utility pians for the area? This ftem becomes very important if
the first question can oaly be answered neg@tively.

o streel pattern aiterations are proposed. .

3. uWhat effect would the prapaseé rezening have upon the existing
development pattern?

e LA

EE A

The property is presently vacant, except far a singie Family home on Tot 28. The
land use pattern to the south and gast is decidedly single family in character.

The introduction of BA uses on the entire property could hasien deterioration of the
residential property throggh introductioa of nan-compatibie uses. . -

4., 1Is the boundary of the preposed change the most natura]
-permanent boundary?

A.more logical boundary would. be drawn betiveen Tots 29 and 30 which would coincide
with boundary for BA zone West of the property. This alternative would offer move
protection for existing homes in the area. : : .

s B SRR T PSRRI L R TR e n

5. What is.the effect of the propesed change upen the deveiapment
pattern of the community?

- Noted in Question 3. - - : - ;

6. Hill the proposed change stimulate additional rezoning ?equests
in the area?

Probably nct,

7. Mhat is the. amuunt and quaiity of corrently zoned %and avaz?ab!e
for the proposed use in the area?

The 17th St. commerc1ai cerrincr of BA zoming. is genera?iy developed. Some iands

to the west of Maple S$t. are now vacant, The potent1a3 acquisition of existing

zoned iands by the app?icant is not probable. - .
8. what, if any, are aitérnative potent%a? uses for the propgrty?

Any uses p&rm?tted in the RL zane.
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REZONING REQUEST IHFQ PO - BT 74

The following poeints should be considered in a rezoning reguest,
{Although all of thase pa1nts will not be appropriate for any
single request.)

1. What does the master pian show for thé area? Is current Zoning
1?t§cc?rdgnce with p?an? Is proposed amendment in accordance
W plan

The area fs shown as general rasideatiaI However , property on the North side
of 17th 5t. is shown as commercial. Since the plan {5 general in comception,
gemmerciai uses oh the Sauth side of 17th do not necessarily conflict with plans
oy the arsa.

e e S

2. Eé surrounding znning {and 1and use) compatible with proposed

' change,
Ioning {5 RS to fast and West of the property, BL to the Sogth A BA zone ties
between the property and I7th 5t. Land use is residential on East, South, and
West sides of the site. Land use to the North {s commercial. Petwtianer pro- .
poses expansion of existing BA zone which would result in sing?e fami?y houses
fac1ng commerciai uses across Jacksoen St.

3. Is the area deve?opeé with non- conformtng uses and would
the change requested make the area more confayming?

Non-conformity is not an 1ssue in the case.

4, Is the original or existing zonihg a mistake from the beginning?

Possibly. An argument could be made that the boundary 6f the BA zone should have
been drawn at the second alley south of 17th rather than the first. .

§. Does the existing zoning proh:b1t the owner from practicai
use of his land? HNeote: This fest only determines the
reasonablieness of present zoning, not the merit of the
requested change.

The subject land is zoned RL. ‘The uses in an RL zone could be developed, how-
ever, the petitioner has not proposed or indicated a desire to do so.  The
prabab?e use, t.e., the expansion of HNeal's Vendors, is net permitted in the
RL zone,

8. Has there been a changeé of conditions since the establishment
of the existing zone? In such a case any reguested change .
in zohe must be based upen & benefit to public health, .
safety, and welfare not upon ecgnomic expediency. ;

No.




In the Council Chambers, Municipal Guilding,
Bloomington, September 23, 1974, 7:44G p.m.

Members present: Stuvbaum, D'Esopo, Pryor,
Mizell, Gray, 8lume, Morrow, O'Grien, Istrabadi,
Dunlap. Snoddy

Hambers absent: Ueas

O'Brien moved and Istrabadi seconded a motion
to approve the minutes of the September 3, 1974,
meeting. The minutes were vnanimously approved.

Ms. D'Esopo reported that the Jand wse committee
has net met i at Jeast & year. She alse reported
that the Doavivormental (ommission has 4 new sub-
comnities 0 study pepulation growth and lerg-range
pelicy for the Cnvirenmenta’ Lommission,

Me. Blume read the letter from the Utiiities Service
Board to the Plan Commission asking for a statement
of the Commission’s policy and plans,

After considerable discussion with regard o the

need for a work session, it was decided that there

-will be & meeting on Monday, September 30, 1974, in

the Planning Conference Roow. The agenda will in-

clude the following ftems: .

) BL Zoning

Plan for Entrance Corridors

Utitities Board Letier .

Amendments to Site Plan Review Ordinance

Discussing of amending rules in order to

reverse the order of the agenda 3o that

*Communications, Reports, and Resolutions®

appear at the end of the meeting.

6. Discussion of area between 15th and 16th
as to its being zoned RL. What did it used
to be, what s i now, dnd what did PAC
recommand? ’

7 R ) Da —

Ms. D'Esopo noted that she, and others on the Plan
Comnission had not received Frs. Ott's lettér con-
carning Larrico.

A work session will be held sometime -in mid-0ctober
ypon camplaetion of the draft of the revision of the

Sign Ordinance. The Commission asked that the amend-
ment to the site plan ordinance be forwarded to Council.

$P-44-74 Hrs. [Hckasen's reguest for a sife planp
review for a d-plex fo be located at 401 S. Mitchell.
Hr. Reller veported that she applied for a building
permit garly in Augyust, 1974. The property at that
time was roned RM. Hr. Clendening spoke to the request
and noted that the Eastside Neighborhood Asspciation
began 1ts request for vezoning Trom RM to RS in July
1874,

PLAN COMHISSION

ROLL €ALL

COMMURICATIONS , REPORTS,

AND RESOLUTIONS

Plan Cosmission, September 23, 1974

desn Mcllelland testified for the Eastside
Hetghberhood Associstion steting that they
noped- the Cosmission would not review the
site plan. She pointed out that traffic
is aiready bad a2t inai corner.

It was pointed out that the Mayor had not signed
the ordimance changing the zoming from R to RS

at 7:38 pon., but after checking it was reported
that he had signed it by §:20 p.m. as of this date.

Mr. Horrow moved to hear SP-42-74 and Q'Brien
seconded the motion. The vote was 5 to 5: Sturbaum
Blume, Morrow, 0'Brien, Dunlap voted yes; U'Eseps,
Pryor, Hizell, Gray, and Istrabadi voted no. Be-
cause of the vote split, ne action resulied, and
SP-42-74 was noi heard.

Cu~81-74 ~ First Church of the Hazarene

Mr. Reller reported on this request for & condifional
use permit £o allow expansion of an existing church.

A representative frowm the church showed sketches of the
preposed building.

Hr. Reller noted that 17 the comditional use is granted
variances must be appiied for to the BZA.

One of the reguirements is that there be 135 parking
spaces. The church will ask Tor permission to have
only 6B spaces. S

Traffic probiems in this residential neighborhood were
discussed and the church's representative pointed out
that they have 4 good deal of walk-in attendance.

Hr. Morrow moved and Me. O'Brien seconded a motion Lo
approve conditional use. The metion passed 9 to ¥;
Ms, D'Esope voted against the motion.

PUR-13-74 - Hinklz Plannied Mobile tome Pafk. S.'ﬁvgers

CASES

tU-41-74

Approved conditiona]
use.

PiD-19-74

Wr. Relier reported on the review of development plans
given outiine approval &l the Jung 24 hearing. He
noted that thig would constitute the preliminary hear-
ing and that iF approved it would come before the Com-
wission on Det. 7 for final approval.

Hr. Clendening appeared for the appiitant,  He discus-
sed the plans noting that 100 cubic foet storage tockers
mzy be placed under each frailev, or perhaps 2 ceniral
locker storage area would be provided. He alse said

that the applicant will file a performance bond and will
be checking with the Board af Works. Mr. Sturbaum asked
if the Tockers will be permanent or non-permanent fnstal-

fotion v place on
agenda was approved,



