Z20-45-74
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF BLOOMINGTON
COUNTY OF MONROE, STATE OF INDIANA
ORDINANCE NO. 74 - 105
AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE BLOOMINGTON -
ZONING MAPS, DATED JUNE 22, 1873

WHEREAS, the Common Council of the City of Elaom1ngﬁon,
Indiana passed a zoning ordinance amendment and adoptad new

‘incorporated zoning maps on June 21, 1973, and

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

WHEREAS, the City Plan Commission has recsmﬁended said
Bioamvngton Zoning Maps be amended by the rezanlng cf certa1n
property. :

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINEB;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 incorported map number 13, of June 22, 1973
be amended to rezone the following described land in the two-mile
fringe unincorporate& area which is contiguous to the City of Bloomington
and which is under the jurisdiction of the City Plan Commisgsion from
its present BA- Businegs Arterial classificationh to an ML- nght
Manufacturing zoning dlstrlct, to=wites

A part of the South one half of the Northwest quarter of Section 9,
township 8 North, Range 1 West, Monroe County, Indiana, bounded.

and described as follows: Beginning at a point on the North line

of said South one half of the Northwest quarter, said point being
600.50 feect BEast of the Northwest corner of said South one half

of the Norhtwest quarter; thence continuing along said line and
running East for 98 feet; thence leaving said north line of the
South one half of the Northwest quarter and running South 09°-35'-30"
‘FEagt for 144 feet; thence East for 220 feet and +o the centerline of
the 01d Salem Road, said centerline of road being 17.33 feet West
of the centerline of State Road 37; +thence with the centerline of
the 01d Salem Road and running South 187 -59' East for 103.39 feet
and to a point that is 6.14 feet West of the centerline of said
State Road 37; thence leaving the centerline of said 01d Salem Road
and running West for 154 feek; thence Socuth 03 O_44' West for 462, 60
feet; thence West for 300 feet; thence North 03°-08'-30" East for
702. 44 feet and to the point of beginning, excepting, that portion
of the property which is presently zoned SC- SPEClal Conservatlon.

SECTION 2. That this ordinance shail be in fu]l force and

.effect from and after its passage and apprcva§ by the Mayor.

Passed and adopted by the Common Council of the City of BToom1ngton,
Indfana on  4#h day of December 1974 .
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“ Common Council

ATTEST:




ATTEST:

Presented by me to the Mayor of the City of Bloomington, Indiana
on the & _dh day of _ Devcember s 19, :

A bl Gt

Grace Johnsong €ity Clerk

L/

This ordinance approved and signed by me en the “
day of Do oeew . ?Q?% s af the hour of 75 B

k]
i

o'cliock ] m.

Francis X. McCloskey, Mayor
City of Bloomington, Indiang)

ATTEST:
Orie £ Ol s

Grace Johnsgn/ City Clerk
/ _




1 HEREBY MOVE THAT ORDINANCE e Ins

BE INTRODUCED AND READ AT FIRST READING AT THE

COUNCIL MEETING ON Nevembes 2 1. G

(Signature}



7Z0O-45~74 HOOSIER DRYWALL AND SUPPLY, INC., 1824 S. Walnut

Relevant portion of Plan Commission minutes for November
4, 1974 hearing are presented below:

20-45-74 - Hoosier Drywall and Supply, Inc., 1824 5. Walnut. Z0-45-74
My, (rossman presented the staff report for this request for  Approved
final review of a rezoning petition for a change from BA to

ML for an existing business. The notifications of adjacent

- property owners .was presented. Ms, Gray and Mr. 0'Brien

inspected the site and their only concern was for ingress and

egress. Mr. Charles Langley represented Hoosier Drywall.

Mr. Langley said that the car bodies would be removed as time:

allows. There was discussion with regard to traffic and road
accessibility. There was no discussion from the public.

Hs. ODunlap moved and MHr, 0'Brien seCanded_a mution to approve
the rezoning of this property from BA to ML except for the
SC portion of the property. The motion passed unanimousiy.
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Z0- 45.74
BLOOMINGTON PLAN DEPARTMENT STAFF REPORT ' ﬁ@éﬁfﬁ?ﬁ‘iﬁmﬂ’ S}HPQFE{JEC FETJT;.@NER'&‘»

y924 B, WALNUT STREET 5TATEMEA’T‘

! BLOCMINGTON, INDIANA 47401
Hearing Dates: Case No. Z0-45-74

~ r 7, 27
Freliminary Hearing _October 7, 1574 Cotaber 7, 274

Final Heartng October 23, 1874  (Note: Petitloner did not
. » attend Oct. 2B hearing, so
TAC Hearing —_— case was continued. Final ;

: X action was taken at the Nov,
1. Basic Requirements: 4 hearing.)

e R

{a} Proof of legal notice _ X s Te The City Tlnnning Com_ﬁssmn’
i . . . \ e respectively submit our raguest to re-Lons the suhbject
(b} Notification of adjacent property owners '-*—-—***—————-x ; ’ p;o.;\:ig;cfr::;; 1'1!’. +e an M.L. The reason for thi}s rect{‘:est
114 : : \s becaure the nresent ures of the property, and that o
{c) Filing fee _$25 paid - : t‘iz’*‘i::“‘l“g ;rc‘_:. srtieg, s wors of an L. than is the B.A.
2. General information: . claszification which it is presently zoned.
: . : = 3) it should
. 3 During the ciiy's recent re-zoning, wo feel that it ¢
(a) Nature of Request : : have ‘Enm‘ ‘31'83';5 in %lis !.L. Clussificetinn, due teo the 4
: : PR D 114 11 roa
BA Lo I fact the proparty in years past has utilized ghe ra
Change of Zone H, : B cour Gides as well as niilizing 25,000 equeve Teey for
PUD ....... .. : mamlacturing of sione products.
fte PTa: . ‘ Tor the past three years the property has been used for
_ 31 te. Plan.... : dalesale and retall malec as well &5 8 warshouss SLOT4ge
Permit center. We fesl that in the future it would be best merved
. Permit.o..,. . ander the Y.L, clagsifiestlon.
{b} Popular Description
' 1824 §. Walnut ; :
P . Ragpectively,
H . hJ
3. W¥ame of Petitioner i ' . N N
. Hoosier Drywa]_] and Sypply, Isc : : éﬂéyé il u{(
R_eP'“ESMted by ___ Charles W. tangley, Sec. ' ' : Charles W. lengley
4. Streets involved: '
_ CWLicfy
(a} Morth-South _South SR 37 o Classification Principle arterial
(b} East-West Classification __

5. Publi¢ Facilities:

{a) Schootls

{b] Parks

6. Principsl Questions Presented [Staff);

Property coss not fropt on a public street. A major question weuld invelve

—provision of adequake agcess €a the huilding.

A,



Lo . e, Roll %.,
i Call

Hev. 4, 1974 5P-52-74 §70-45-74 170-49-74 | 20-50-74 [70.5]-74

1974 and was given a final vote on November 4, 1974. The Plan
Commigsion voted 9 to § to approve the reguested rezoning with
the exception of that portion of the property which is presently _DUNLAP

STURBAUM }
. X!
PLAR COMMISSION 'E !
STAFF REPORT @1ESOPO Y v/ v / e v v v
70-45-74-Hoosier Drywall and Supply, Inc. T -
Getober 28, 1974 " PRYOR \/ } J S V4 / v 4 e .,/
The applicant seeks an M reclassification from existing BA for property : MIZELL ./ i / ' / v v 1/ v e v
outlined on the attached maps. Review hy the Staff indicates a probable ) +
error in the zoning at the time of adoption., The Staff recommends rezoning i
of the applicant®s property to HL-Light Manufacturing with the following IRAY s “/ ‘/ '/ '/ / / < v
exception: 1 ' /
i o
That portion of the applicant's praoperty which is presentiy ILUME ‘/ ! / ‘/ ‘/ ‘/ / . / /
iC-Specia] Conservation should remain as currently classi- i
ied. - ! / /
MORROW s X '/ / / v
QfBRIEN v/ '/ ‘/ ‘/ ‘/ / '/ s /
. o . , J /1 x / e v/ VAR BV /
(Note: This case was given & preliminary hearing on October 7, ISTRABADI

e~
<

zoned SC-Special fonservation. It was felt that the floodway

protection zone should remain intact, even if the rest bf the

property were rezoned from BA to ML.) L DEERS X
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Plan Commission
20-45-74

Land Use Map

Plan Commission
Existing Zoning

%20~45-74
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70-45-74

REZORING REQUEST INFO

The following points should be censidered in a rezohing request,
{Although ail of these po1nts will not be appropriate for any
singie request.}

i.

F

What does the master plan show for the area?
in accordance with pian?
with plan?

Is current zoning
Is proposed amendment in accordance

The JJR  Haps show the area as general industrial on both sides of the railroad
tracks, although the frontaqe property or South 37 is shown as commercial, Actual
boundaries of the two use areas are not draws with a great deal of precision so
that reclassification of a portion of the area would not necessarily conflict
with the plans.

Is surrounding zoning {ard tand use) compatible with proposed
change.

The site is adjacent to a comservation zone protecting Clear [reek. West of the
SC zone is am MG zome incorpurating the railrpad. property. Zaning on the other
three sides of the site is BA. Land use fronting on $. 37 is predominantly BA

in character although Sims Motor Transport to fhe Hurth would be more appropriate
in an il Zone.

Is the area developed with non-conforming usés and would
the c¢hanrge requested make the area more conforming?

Won-conforming yses in the area include Sims Motor Transport to the North, and
possibly, the Merald Telephone to the South. As noted in the petitioner's state-
ment, use of tiwe subject property in the past would have been more appropriate

in an ML rather then & 8A zone,

Is the original or existing zoning a mistake from the beginning?

The Staff is of the opinion that the present zone classification dceslnot_reflect
existing use and as a result an errer on the original mepping does exist.

Does the existing zoning prohibit the owner from practical
use of his land? Note: This test only determines the
reasonableness of present zoning, not the merit of the
requested change.

No. A number of uses would be permitted in the Ex1st1nq BA zone although the
petitioner's plans would reguire an L zone.

Has there been a change of conditions since the establishment
of the existing zore? In such z case any requested change

in zone must be based upon a benefit to public health,
safety, and weifare not wpon economic expediency.

fo.

e, : e
REZONING REGUEST INFO

10-45-74

Proposed zaning changes should -be evaluated with regard to its
community impact.

. Are there any additional problems which the rezoning préposal
will create upon existing streets and utt]\t!es and can these
problems be satisfactorily solved?

Adequate provisions for safe ingréss and egress to South 37 should be con-
sidered during site plan review.

2. 1s the proposed change in accordance with’ propﬂsed street and
ytility plans for the area?
the first question can only be answered negatively.

AR

3. What effect would the prnposed rezoning have wpon the existing
development pattern?

Relatively Tittle.

4, Is the boundary of fhe propesed change the most natural
,permanent boundary?

The western boundary which would be Clear Creek is a Jogical zone boundary.
The uses along the boundary parallel to Ind. 37 form the eastern boundary,
The northern boundary is set by use, The Southern boundary fs. open.

5. What.is. the effect of the proposed change upon the daveIOment
pattérn of the community?

The development pattern is weil establ}shed in this area and w111 not be
substant1a!]y altered.

6. Will .the proposed change stimulate additional rezoning requests
in the area?

Only as agditional ML uses are proposed.

The Commissien should probably re-
study this area.: :

7. What 15 the ampunt and quality of currently zoned land available
for the proposed use in the area?

Hrh

8. What, 1f any, are alternative pntehti;! uses for the property?

Any in the present BA classification.

This item becemes very important if"




