
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, 1973 

Z0-45-74 

WHEREAS, the Common Council of the City of Bloomington, 
Indiana 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 Commiss16n has reco~mended said 
Bloomington Zoning Maps be amended by the rezoning of certafn 
property. · 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COMMON COUNCIL 
OF THE CITY OF BLOOMINGTON, INDIANA, UNDER AUTHORITY 
OF.CHAPTER 174 OF THE.1947.ACiS 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 qescribed land in the two-mile 
fringe unincorporated area which is contiguous to the City of Bloomington 
and which is under the jurisdiction of the City Plan Commission from 
its present BA- Business Arterial classification to an Mn- Light 
Manufacturing zoning district, to-wit: 

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 feet East 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" 
East for 144 feet; thence East for 290 feet and to the centerline of 
the Old Salem Road, said centerline of road being 17.33 feet West 
of the centerline of State .Road 37; th~nce with the centerline of 
the Old Salem Road and running South 18 -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 Old Salem Road 
and running West for 154 feet; thence South 03°-44' West for 462.60 
feet; . thence West for 300 feet; thence North 0 3°-08 '-30" East for 
702.44 feet and to the point of beginning, excepting, that portion 
of the property which is presently zoned sc- Special Conservation. 

SECTION 2. That this ordinance sha11 be in full force and 
effect from and after its passage and approval by the Mayor. 

Passed and adopted by the Common Council of the City of Bloomington, 
Indiana on 6oth day of Ejn 197'/ 

ATTEST: 

~&d~-~ 'GaeeJohnt~ 
v 



ATTEST: 

Presented by me to the Mayor of the City of Bloomington Indiana 
on the +1\ day of J)c.eembe_r , 19 

/~:.-'J!.,1;tjr~c1d 
/ 

This ordinance approved and signed by me @n the ~---4ta1~~~------
d a Y of --'I'LL"-"'' C'-'f>;,' (i.:i'~..J:.\iJC''~~"' v._, ,______ 1 9 7 Jf , at the 11 our of , ,,.ri 
o'clock •> m. 

~?te' ''li t/2. ~~ Franc1s X. McCloskey, Mayor ~,-
City of Bloomington, Indian 

ATTEST: 



I HEREBY MOVE THAT ORDINANCE _____ 1~4~-~~~D~~~-----------------
BE INTRODUCED AND READ AT FIRST READING AT THE 

(Signature) 



Z0-45-74 HOOSIER DRYWALL AND SUPPLY, INC., 1824 S. Walnut 

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

Z0-45-74 - Hoosier Drywall and Supply, Inc., 1824 S. Walnut. 
;-fr. Crossman presented the staff report for this request for 
final review of a rezoning petition for a cnange from BA to 
NL for an existing business. The notifications of adjacent 
property owners was presented. Hs. Gray and 11r. O'Brien 
inspected the site and their only concern was for ingress and 
egress. 1·1r. Charles Langley represented Hoosier Drywall. 
i•1r. Langlt:!Y said that the car bodies would be removed as time 
al1o~1s. There v1as discussion with regard to traffic and road 
accessibility. There was no discussion from the public. 

lis. Dunlap moved and Hr. O'Brien s.econded a motion to approve 
the rezoning of this property from BA to l•tL except for the 
SC portion of the property. The motion passed unanimously. 

Z0-45-74 
Ap.proved 



BLOOMINGTON PLAN DEPARTMENT STAFF REPORT 

Hear·ing Dates: 

Pre 1 i m 1 nary H e<H' i !l'J ___ili;_!Q)~g_r _ _L,__l SJ7 4 

Final Hearing __QctoQg_r 23 JJ74 

TAC Hear·ing 

1. Basic Requirements: 

(a) Proof of legal notice X 

Case No. Z0-45-74 

(Note: Petitioner did not 
attend Oct. 28 hearing, so 
case was continued. Final 
action was taken at the Nov. 
4 hearing.) 

(b) Notification of adjacent property owners 

(c) Filing fee ..J25 oaid 

X 

2. General information: 

(a) Nature of Request-­

Change of Zone BA to HL 

PUO ••••.. , , • 

Site Plan .... 

Permit. ..... . 

(b) Popular Description 

__________ __:1::8:.:2.-::4_:8, Walnu~t:_ ___ _ 

3. Name of Petitioner Hoosjer Drywall and Su~nc. 

Represented by ~--~.s..Ji.Jangley~-----------------

4. Streets involved: 

(a) North-South _-.-.SQ.u..tb SR 37 

(b) East-West 

5. Public Facilities; 

(a) Schools 

(b) Parks 

6. Pr'incipa\ Quest~on;; ?resented (Stdff): 

Classific.ation Pri~ciple arterial 

Clelssificdtion 

. ....p.r-0-\t-ision of adeq!late access to . ...t.he..Jlli.i.Ming..._ _____ _ 

' ' • 

HOOSIER DRYWAll SUPPLY. IHC. 
PHONE 33!>-564? P, 0. BOX 75~ 

Ul2.4 S, WALNUT STREET 

6L-00MINGT0N, !NOlANA 47401 

October 7, 197 4 

Z0·45-7Jj 
PETITIONER's 

S1ATt:lo11H.ri 

\1r; ;-espect.iYEJly ;n'r_-:T-! t o~<r rc,quer.t to re--:onG tho snh},f'Ct 
-pro;;e-rty fror:l 11 B.A. tc lln P.L. The reaso!'l.·fo::- this reoc~E'=·-t 
is becau,"e t~· . ., ':1-rese;o."( u~e!1 of the property, and th>t of 
surrou:l,-'ir::g :cr~~+:.rties, is !':o-r-e of an T~.L. than is the B.A. 
classification wh'ich it i.s presently zoned. 

Dut•ing the ci't;:t' s recent re--zoning, we feel tl'.at it r;hc·,;.ld 
hav-e been 'J11lc-s-d in -the !'.L. Clossif~cation, f11le tc· +.!-e 
:f:;ct t)1e !:';onerty in yeo.:-s past has utilized the rail rOI.ld 
o:pur Ji;1.:>:s n2 l-..tell n0 11t:.:;_-:~ing 25,000 squere feet fo:­
l"kt:mfncturing of stone products, 

?or the pa:ot three years the pror.crty ha;, heen used fm• 
l-Jl.l01'3salo anil retui1 r,n-~o::: n:- Hell llrJ 11 w11rehouse >'tDrage 
center. Ho feel that in the future it uould be best servP.,~ 
11nder tl-':f; :'.1. classificat~o:'l. 

C\iL:cfy 

Respectively, 

,·!1;};. 
f;&uL- a cr"'':!/-"-1' 
Charles 1-1. Langley 

j 
' 



PLAN cor.~mssiON 
STAFF REPORT 
Z0-45-74-Hoosier Drywall and Supply, Inc. 
October 28, 1974 

The applicant seeks an ML reclassification from existing BA for property 
outlined on the attached maps. Review by the Staff indicates a probable 
error in the zoning at the time of adoption. The Staff recommends rezoning 
of the applicant's property to r.JL-Light Manufacturing with the following 
exception: 

That portion of the applicant's property which is presently 
SC-Special Conservation should remain as currently classi­
fied. 

(Note: This case was given a preliminary hearing on October 7, 
1974 and was given a final vote on November 4, 1974. The Plan 
Commission voted 9 to 0 to approve the requested rezoning with 
the exception of that portion of the property \.;hich is presently 
zoned SC-Special Conservation. It was felt that the floodway 
protection zone should remain intact, even if the rest bf the 
property were rezoned from BA to ML.) · 

~lov. 4, 1974 
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Plan Commission 

Z0-45-74 

Existing Zoning 
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Z0-45-74 

Land Use Map 



Z0-4~-74 

REZONING REQUEST INFO 

The following points should be considered in a rezoning request, 
(Although all of these points will not be appropriate for any 
single request.) 

1. What does the master plan show for the area? Is current zoning 
in accordance with plan? Is proposed amendment in accordance 
with plan? 

The JJR t·laps show the area as general industrial on both sides of the rail road 
tracks, although the frontage property on South 37 is shorm as c01mnercial, Actual 
boundaries of the t1-1o use areas are not drawn ~1itl1 a great deal of precision so 
that r"eclassification of a portion of the area would not necessarily conflict 
with the p 1 ans. 

2. Is surrounding zoning (and land use) compatible with proposed 
change. 

The site is adjacent to a conservation zone protecting Clear Creek. West of the 
SC zone is an fiG zone incorporating the railroad property. Zoning on the other 
three sides of the site is 8A. Land use fronting on S. 37 is predominantly BA 
in character although Sims 1,1otor Transport to the llorth would be mqre appropriate 
in an i'il zone. 

3. Is the area developed with non-conforming uses and would 
the change requested make the area more conforming? 
Non-conforming uses in the area incluJe Sims 11otor Transport to the North, and 
possibly, the Herald Telephone to the South. As noted in the petitioner's. state­
ment, use of the subject property in the past would have been more appropnate 
in an HL rather than a BA zone. 

4. rs the original or existing zoning a mistake from the beg.inning? 

5. 

The Staff is of the opinion that the present zone classification does not reflect 
existing use and as a result an error on the original mapping does exis~. 

Does the existing 
use of his land? 
reasonableness of 
requested change. 

zoning prohibit the owner from practical 
Note: This test only determines the 
present zoning, not the merit of the 

r~o. A number of uses would be perr:Jitted in the existing BA zone although the 
petitioner's plans would require an t!L zone. 

6. Has there been a change of cor.ditions since the establishment 
of the existing zone? In such a case any requested change 
in zone must be based upon a benefit to public health, 
safety. and welfare not upon economic expe_diency. 

r~o. 
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-­REZONING REQUEST INFO 

Z0-45-74 

Proposed zo11ing changes should be evaluated with regard to its 
community impact. 

l. Are there any additional problems which the rezoning proposal 
will create upon existing streets and utilities and ca.n these 
problems be satisfactorily solved? 

Adequate provisions. for safe ingress and egress t.o South 37 should be con­
shiered during site plan revi~1•. 

2. Is the proposed change in accordance wfth··~r~posed street and 
utility plans for the area? This item becomes very important if 
the first question can only be answered negatfvely. 

li./A. 

3. What effect would the pr_oposed rezoning_ hav.e upon the existing 
development pattern? 

Relatively little. 

4. Is the boundary of tehe proposed change· the most natural 
permanent boundary? 

The western boundary which WQuld be Clear Creek is a logical zone boundary. 
The uses along the boundary parallel to !rid. 37 form the eastern boundary. 
The northern boundary is set by use. The Southern boundary is open. 

5. What is- the effect of the proposed change upon the development 
pattern of the community? 

6. 

The development pattern is· well established in this area and will not be 
substantiallY altered. 

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

Only as additional Hl uses are proposed. The Commission should probably re­
study this area. · 

7. What is the am.ount and quality of currently zoned land available 
for the proposed use in the area? 

N./A. 

8. What. if any, are alternative potentf_al uses for the prop!=!rty? 

Any in the present BA classification. 

4 
I 


