
In the council Char~bc~rs of tho Muni.cipal 
Building, on Thursday, Pebruary 15, 1973, 
at 7:00 p.m., E.S.T, with Council President 
Charlotte Zietlotv pre;;)id.ing .. 

PRESENT: James Ackerman,Richard Behen, 
Hl..\bert Davis, ~vayne F'ix, She:r·\vin f.ii_zell, 
Jack Morrison, Alfred Towell, Brien 
De St. Croix, Charlotte Zietlow. 

Tom Crossman, Planning Directer'; Grace 
Johnson, City Clerk, nc:.nny f"ul ton, 
Director .of- .Re,3.evelop:tr,ent; J·ames 
Regester, Corporate (;ou11sel; i.v1arvai~d 
Cl_ark, Assistant City :Engineer.; 
Jarnes l<Jra:{ I Dev·eloprn.er1t C;'JOrdinator e 

About20 people including members of 
the press. 

Councilman ~'1orrison ntoved that 
minutes of the meeting of February 1, 1973, 
be approved as dif;tributed .. 
Councilman Acl:erman seconded the motion. 
The motion 1:.·1as c21rr ied by a ur;_a.r1irnous voice 
vote. 

None. 

Councilman J:--1orrison rnovecl that Crd.i:r:anc·e-
1-Jo ~ 73-12 be i11t.r·ocll1ce:d ar1d-- rf2'a·e:.- f.:;y t1.1e 
Clerk. Councilman De St. Croix seccmded 
the m::ition. ".'he motion was carried by a 
unanimous voice vote~ 

A2n~:/ J:.1ann, Secretary, rea.d OJ:d i1:ar1ce 
No. 73-12. 

Councilman i'lizell moved that 
Ordinance No. 73-13 be introduced 
anc1 :i:ead by t:he Clerk. 1:rl1e. :U()tiorl 
~1as seconded b;{ Co1J.r1cilrfra.n 2·1c;r·l."ison. 

RI,G-U.Ll\H. SESSION 
c·o-1~li.1{)~j- -COLfND'~-
c i"ii-y~-(lF-' :~.s::u(5fII1.;G:r'.02"7 ,_ 

INQ]!~,;,;. ----------·-·--

ROLL CALI, 

CITY OFFICIALS PRESEN'r 

OTHERS PRESENT 

r•1I~JUTES 

ME ,S SAGE f.P,.QJL':I'Hl,':_£12\. YOB__ 

INTRODUCTION OF GE2lEP2\L 
ANDEIPE_C_iAL -01zo t ~:rt.\-i~~Es--

7.3-12 - hc>t1si:ng code 

73-Ll - Utility 
Ser\rice Board 

Col1ncilman l·1izell said. t11 .. :i.t: tt1is ordj,.r1ance is unusual 
in that it actually 0riginates Jir2ctly f~om the 
electorateo In November of last year, the voters 
told thisco1111cil that tl1r;:~y· wa.nt6~c1 t:o ha'\Te this ordina11ce 
passed which wouldcreate a utilities service board as 
is designated by enabling legislHtion of the State of 
Ir1dia.ria ~ The (1rdina.r1ce \Vb. ic11 I r·ropose c1oes just: tl1is. 
As presented it, is IJ8l''fec·tl:l legal~ hot1•ie\rer, as v:ith all 
ordinar1ces it ca11 be alnended at th~ pleas1J.re cf the council. 
If tJ·1is be tl!.e case I suggest 1::.tiat. t:t1e app.ropria_te council 
merabers t·J forrn a corrul\ittee to c-~t1sJJ1e:r: th.is 0rdi11ar1ce 
are t11:)se v1ho se1:·ve as 011r liaison to trie Board of Public 
Works and the planning departments. 

The motii'Jil was ca:crie{3. by a unanirno\JS voice vOt,e. 

Arn2t Manr1 read Ordinancs:: ~\fr.;~ 73·-13" 

Councilpresident Zietlow said that because of the nature 
of this ordinance it has been .r:squested that this ordinance 
be 1001.:.:E:d o;rer by th.c: legal def1&rt~t1er1t o.11Ci b~i member.s of the 
adrninistrat.ion a11fl ntem}Jers oi'. t}'.":\e. coun.cil. She sc1id she 
thought it was a good i.dea to create a committee for the 
study of the ordinance - the li.aisons to utilities, plan 
cornrnissio!1 an.t} JJoard ::if· p11b.lic \iC).rks ~"'~oulci cl.h<;::ate a Cl)r.unit1.:c::1e:: 
Of fl,V<> (']··1 ;'.:). "'~ . .,, 0 ':'·tE•.:.' .t.b· --r..:. r .. , ... ,, '~~ "1 ''.:;,. :'.It t··r'r t' °"" 1 ~' •. h _ ~-· ... ., ,, ...... .::,l~{J,Jt-.;:> .t.1 o~-- ... J~ ..... i.n1.....~ . .rr •... -r1 gE.. -vje ner wl\.. 

men1bers of the administration and the leoal depnrtment and 
ret11rr1 s1..1gq·t_~~:;tt~d ar:.e.r1f.llnE~nts if ·ther'·~ a.i-E· _,an~/ tO ·the c-:::i1Jnc.~il 
at the me~ti.ng of March 1 or March 15. -

Couri.cilmar1 J)(?. S·t .. C~:r-i:-Jix mo\rcd tl>:Jt tr.t:~ 2~_cfenclri AG:Et~Dl.\ CrI.t~l'~Gf.:'. 
1., -~ ::.~ • ·ro., '-r .- .. :-.-...·~,, '·.t. ,..., ~...: .. J,,., •.·· ·• i" · r r-: ,;..h.::_ ----·------~-·-----··---·-1,Je J..8\i'"lS,:.-(1 1,,--..) t.>._:_~ __ ,,l_,., • ... ()D5.1..U.vv:.l . .:;.L,_,,.}1 .,).!. L .. ~i-0• 

unfinish~d business 3n<l rcsoluti.~ns at this point 
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irj_ the rn.eetir1g so t1··.1a.t the Sc:l1_e1:3..uled 
Musines$, seconc1 rea.ding or Orciina.rlce 
I''' 'i~-11, Site Planning Ordinance, would 
11ot be -. .,,,. __ -1.r~ ":' idered b<..::fore the schedulerl time 
of 7:30 p·;,., councilman Ackerman seconded 
the r>1otion · 'h.Q motion was carried by a unanimous 
voice vote. 

' 

G0uncil)llan De St. CroL: "<:,Yed that 
the Council approve Mayor '~;:1oskey's 
appointments to the Drug Con" ·. s:.: ion 

UNFINISHED AND 
MiSCELLAi"EOUSBU'liINESS --------

of Paul Miller, Eve Berry, Hanu,/ Br:',d":res,. 
Dr. David Johnloz, Glenn ThomosO". 
The mtJtion was secnded by c:o~.~:~ .. :-~l1ttan 
Behen and carried by aunani>iious voice 
vote. 

Drug Comrnission 
"lp:rrd ntments 

councilman De St. Croix moved that 
Resolution No. 73-16 be introduced 

RESOLU'l'IONS 

and read by the Clerk. Councilman 
Behen seconc1ed the lnotion.. Tflf:! rn.otion 
\Vas carried by a unanirr,ous voic;e vote. 

73-16 - Learning 
Disabilities We:i!::k 

Arny Mann rea.d Resolution No. 73-16. 

Councilman De St. CRoix moved that 
Resolution No. 73-16 be adopted. 
counci.1man Behen seconded the 
motion. 

councilpresident Zietlow spoke in favor of the resolution. 
She said that learning dis a.bi li ties include problems of perceptiom 
and neurological problems; app"roximately 15 to 2 0 per cent of 
school children have some degree of learning disability. One 
of the main problems has been in diagnosing these children; they 
ha.ve been labeled as discipline p:t'·:)blems, etc. She said the 
learning dis0tbili ties group has planned an educati:m procp::am for 
lea.rning disabilities v1eE:k; t}1er·e will be a tea l>Ionday, Februar~t 19-, 
at the Monroe Public Library from 2 to 4 for people who are interestc 
in finding out more about learning disabilities. 

Councilman De St. Croix said that it is especially important that 
thf:: comrrtuID.i·ty st1pport tl-1is t~:{P8 of t11i1Jg particularl::l sir1ce the 
incoming superintendent of public instruction for Indiana has just 
indicated that he does not inti:;nd to request full funding for 
special educati:)ll. classes i11 t11e s·tate t>f Irtr2ian·a ! which n12ar1s 
that, once again, Indiana may find itself ranking behind its 
protectorate of Guam, in its services to many groups of people~ 
I)articularl}r p·e::iple i.VhO arc~ rjisaCiva11tagz:~d. 

Councilman Behen said that any support that can be given 
to these children can only be doing good. 

The question was called. 
RESOLU'l'ION No. 73-16 WAS ADOP1'ED BY A ROL:S CALL VOTE 
OP AYES 9, Nays 0. 

Councilman De St. Croix moved that the Council 
consider the second item under Ordinances for 

AGENDA REVISION 

' 
Secon.d f{eading since tr1ere \Vere still a fe\v mintrt.es 
before the Scheduled buisness was to come up. 
Councilman Ackerman seconded the motion~the 1 motion 
was carried by a una11i1noi..1s vr.)i.ce vote. 

C()Uncil1nar1 !)e St .. Croix rnovr~d that conside.ration ·CJf 
th.e :-$250, 00.0 appr_orJ:r·iat:i_on C;f r·i::.;\renue s.haring· r:1:·):n~ey 
for ifcm ·#73 in the Board of Public Works budget be 
t.a.bled i1r1til t.he nex:t Cour1c.i l n\ect.irig.. Counc ilrnar1 
Ackerman seconded the motion. The motion war; carried 
by a Unarii1nOu s '-roice vote. 

C<)ur1c ilrna_r1 D<-?- St. Cr() ix. sl.:i.9·,;0~:;t"c;c:1 that the· 11n i'"ver si.-t~{ 
be requested to sendcopies of the university long=range 

Tabling of 
appropriaticm 
for #73 in the 
Board of Public 
Works Budget, 

plar1G to t11e cit~/ p'l,::::J1 df.2t)artrr:~2n.-t to se·t Ui) <:-t system 

Of l~Q:g11lDtr' 1.<).r1s be; :::::0t·t. ~Il::J l:~.:t.v1e(~r1 t-l-1e cit:y~ a.nd 

tL'.·-:. \.1Ti.i\1l~1'.'::;i ,_. ~ .. _'. ·:ent~·:; .. 



'}< 

1'1-1e (:ouncil th.en r:: 1:i>..red to cc,r1s )_d,2r2,t~i0n of 
the sc.b.eduled business fo~r t:ll.c: rnc~etirig, 
second reading of Ordinance NO$ 73-11. 

Councilman De St. Croix movE'd that 
Ordinance NO. 73-11 be advancec: to 
second reading and read by the Clerk 
by t:itle only. 

Councilman Morrison seconded the motion. The 
motion was carried by a unanimons voice vote. 

~ 

£)Cffi-:DlJI,:ED 13lJSil'II·~ss 

Ordinance NO. 73-11 
site olanninq 
second readii1g 

Grace Johnson, City Clerk, read Ordinance NO. 73-11 by title only. 

Councilman 'l'owell moved that Ordh1anc;e NO. 7 3-11 be adopted. 
Councilman i<liz.~:11 secori.dt~d ·tt.e rnotiOn .. 

Co11ncilman. f<Torrison ex·;~;resset1 cor:.i:!e.rn that t11is ordir1a_nce 
WOJJ.1d give tl1e city <":ant1:ol crver de\,.,.elopment of some residerltial 
J.ots v1hich i;.1ould not be able to ha\re ci ·ty TvateJ::· an.d. se1:,·.:er because 
they were not within the city limits. Tim Hodenfield, Aide to the 
Board of Public Works exolained that the citv cannot-refuse 
permission for anyone to,. hook on to the city. water system if they 
are close to a feasible ccJnnecti0r: but that the policy in reference 
Jc.a sev1er hc10}~-ons is t!1at nr.; o.nf~ is allov1ed_ to hook on to tl1e 
ci t~l sewer system unless tf1ey c1re a:nr1exed into the City of Bloorn.ingtorl. 
1vlr. !lo(.1.enfield. said tha_ t in cases of extreme hardship \ .. lhe:i:·e a propert:/ 
owr1er is 1~equir:ed t~J hc-1ok on. t.o t:.l:s'. sar1i tary sewer system for 11eal t!-i 
reasons but is not close enoughto the city limits for annexation, 
the Boc1rd of Public 11·:orks will perrnit: tl-ie1n to,:ihook on to the ci·ty 
se\ve.r s~,rstem provid.ed that ·t.hc~y ~Hi11 sign a \Vaiver of remonstrar1ce 
agctinst anne~·:at.ion so that at suc11 ti.rue in the future as annexation 
of that area is feasible froru t~1e city's point of view, they will 
not protest annexation of the property. 

Tcn1 Crossn1en gave a11 over·•Jiev1 o:f th.e vay~ious provisions of 
the ordinance, for the benefit of the audience. 

Cou.r1cl1r:.1an rro"11ell e:-:pl?.i.ned t.h.at t.f1e. site pla.nni:n_g o;:;.."linance 
gre1,·J" -out of tl1e Col1l'lci.1' .r;; c·cr.nsider-a.-tion of tr1e pr•.:Yf?:..:;sed 
2mt~ndrnent. t,o the zo11ing O):O.i:1a.rice... I·iany peoplt~ 1'1a.,d rernarkeC. 
tha.t i.Ve needed. sometl1ix1g bet~ .. 1een zori.iilg 3.nd ·the bt1ildinrJ so 
that we could grant zoni11g a:nd still have sorrte c.:)11trol; tr1e sa1ne 
sent,irnent t.-.ras expre.ssed ·to L1e b::z· sorne developers in disclJ.ssing i~l"1e 
pl.~01:>osed arrte11drnent to ~che zo11.i.r~9· ;'.):?.:'(li:nance e 1I'he de\.relopers need. 
the cor:rect zo:nii1g in order tc) tJ;Pt f:in-a:t1ci:r:ig a.nd C·~>ntrnitJnents frorr~ 
tenants or whomever th~yar8 soing to do business ~ith; theythought 
that they v..1ould prefer tJ'lat tr .. e ci.ty contin11e t·o i.ns:;ie.ct t.f1e }.;:inci.s 
of plans tI1ey \,;~et.4 e carryir:i.g otYt to \qit1"1holding zoni,ng t1ntil t.11e 

l .. ' . ., " t . . . . t . . t~ . p a.ns v1ere appr~c·,.ree1.., I ;5e:c:; a .1..:Js1 .1..<~B,.J.. a.is inc·ci::in be .v,11~e::-1 tierrnl. \..-ing· 
a <~ertain. kind ("Jf cle1rel()pmt~I1t .::1:1c] pet:'fcrmf1.:t1c~e stanc..l.ards a.r1ci ·this 
ordinance is mear1t to set up psrformance standards. In fact, 
there t·1er.E: 3orne perforrnar;.c·e st.:J.r.da:;:Ci~> in ou~c zo11ing orClinance 
and £urt:f1(:'.'.r ories ·Lo be :r.Jro,s·idcd ir1 ·the proposed amer1dn1er1t. A 
more los ii::: al t.l1ir1g \-.rQul<l t:e t.o l'i<:lv~e two ordir1ances Sf:parati:ig 
these t."!f.ro tl1i11gs. It seerns to ntf:: tha:t there is ak·.ind (.)f cor1sen:;;t1s 
arr.ong the I)0!C>t~lr:; y,rno ha\re been talking to me about zo.r1ing and 
planning that this kind of ordinance is needed. Therefore, · 
I wcrit to tl1e pl.ctr1~i11g depart.:r:1ent. an .. i disct1ssed_ i.t \-Ji th tb.em a.r:.d 
in t";·~o t-J.ays a. d:caft v1as in'!:r.c)dJJ(;ed. and since t.h.en there 11a1le bc;er1 
otl1er cc;nsic1e1:-at.ior1s t>y tl-1~::: plan c::·nuni£~sit)D and ret.11inking in part 
by theplannim; department. That is the history of the ordinam;e. 

CounciJ~rnan Dc1vis rno\red t.l·1at t11t-1 Ordir1nJ1ce 1,1(),. 73-11 be 
an1en(J.ed f)y i11sE::i::t~in(~ t.f't~.'.' p!1ra,s.e i~ 1::Z·his ordi11a.11cell ir1 place 
of the phrase 11 This Chapter (these regulations) 11 in sectibn 
01 01 OJ all ~ ~~ r·l~~n 0~ ~~- p"nr·~cc if~·h-ae PP(jlJlatiQJ'S 11 ~n ,. ~ - '· !J .>-.ii .._J.._.,,..._1,...;~.;; .I.. t..~~t '' , <.:.;.. • ...,..;_. !.- t:.~0 c ·'· ~-. , • '•'- A ...._ 

section 01. 01. 02, Councilman 'l'owel l seconded the motion. 
The moti,Jn was carried by a ROI,L CALL von:; OF AYES Si, Nays 0. 

Counc:.i.1.man Ackerina.r1 111(1\r2d that. ()rd . .i.11..a.nce i:ro .. 73-11 be c-.. anen(led 
by addinq a. section 01.03.07 to read as follows: "01.03.07 Insure 
contt)Z~l)ilj~t:~~~ -;.·-:itt1 st1:Lr(Yt1n.1]inr.:r a.1~c~as ~ n Cot1ncil1nan Fix sec;()l1dt;.-<l 
tl,~e 1notic)rr. rrt1e rnoti;):r. vvas c.:r.~rr:L•~ci b~r a I~CJI,L CALL V'O'l'f; OI•' l\Yf~S 

9, I\lo.:ys O. 

'rher(~ wc:,s c1i:3Ct1:;;)Si:>r.'. c:.:ir.cerr1i,r.g S"2C t:i:'.)11 J. ~ 04 ·2'f th.e e,1rC~ii121r•.cc 
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4 
z..nc1 V.JJ-1et;1r-~:c t.1.12 Cot.111cil :Jr tJ··ti:l F la:r1 Cor:1r;1ission shot1ld 
have the authority of fir1al 2pp~~val of site plans as 
.._.,,...!\\;dad .'.., .1..ho or-.; ..... "'.°' lee. 0 "" 1 '""'".,; ~j..,,.. D 't ., · ... ¥ ~ • ···t d f'-'- vi!_,_ '- J... ... 1 "-"ol'-., O~,.lH-ll ~-~ ·> \_.,_; ... 1.;._"~"-·"'hlan e :.::; • CroJ.J'~ sugge~ <? 

an .arnendment wl1ich t,;l_<)Uld give ·Ll:-'.e r:::oun-cil approval aft:er 
plan conn1_1ission action in the e\?2r1t tt1at tl1e plan cornrr.issior1 
decision was contested. Co~ncilman Mizell said that the clan 
commission was, proposed an amendment to section 09. 05 whi~h 
would permit people to appeal decisions of the commission 
to the board of zoning appeals. Councilman De St. Croix said 
that he was concerned that this orocedure would make it oossible 
for a building permit to have be~n issued and constrmcti;:m to be 
begun before the appeal process could be completed; he proposed 
an appeal procedure which would go through the city engineer so 
that, in the absence of any objections, the city engi,neer·.would 
be able to issue the building permit if no objections had been 
registered with him or to withhold the permit in the event that 
an appeal was requested. Councilman De St. Croix said that since 
the ordinance was coming about as a result of theconcerns of the 
Council.he thought it .. was appropriate for the council to review 
the site' plans in the event that there is an appeal. councilman 
Mizell expressed concern that at some times of the year any 
delay for developers can cost them quite a bit of n:oney; he said 
that if the council feels that this review is necessary that 
provisions be made so that it can be handled as quickly as 
possible. It was pointed out that if Council approval of an 
appeal would .involve an ordinance, it would take two c::mncil 
meetings. cTames Regester expres<>ed the opinion that such 
approval could. adequately be h<:?.ndled with a resolution. 
After extensive disdcussion of th1~ question, councilman Towell 
said that he thought that more research is needed; he said 
he thought the council should go ahead with the ordinance 
without changing the question of plan commission vs. council 
approval and if the council 'dants to make a change that it be 
done at another meeting.He said he thought the Council needed 
to know what the appeal procedure should be, what approval 
means, etc. , and he said h<?. tl10-11q:.--.:.t that the ordinance sl1ould 
con1e 1lnder state planning la'i.vs v1h.ict1 would specif:z procedures 
to be foll.owed; the ocuncil would have to follow these procedures 
if they wmt to get authority from the law. Councilman To:vell 
said he would like to see th:Ls cruestion researched and made 
a separate ordinance to amend th:Ls ordinance so that it is done 
correctly. Coi.:cncilman De St. C1·~,i.x said that he was willing to 
work with Councilman Towell on this question and would withdraw 
his proposed arr.endlnent to rout.e at)peals through the city cngi11eer .. 

At 9:00 p.r:;. the Council took o: break in l'ETITIO:-lS AND 
Consideratio;i of Ordinanc2 73-11 to hear COY.11'lUNICATIC51rn 
peti tons a11d corn.rnunJ_ca tic1ns. T11ere v.rere rio 
petitions and com:nunication sfrorn the 
audience at this meeting./ 

The council resumed consideration of Ordinance no. 73-11. 

Councilman Ackerman moveu that Ordinance NO. 73-11 be arnended by 
inserting the phrase "zoned for single family purpose" between 
the words ''record'' and "havina'' in section 01.05.02. 
Councilman De St. Croix :;ec::mded the motion. The motion was 
carried by a ROI.L CALL VOTE OF AYBS 9' !Jays 0. 
(The discussion on this pc•im: was prima;;;ly concerned with 
clarification of this section; the specific points brought 
could µot be reconstructed due to technical difficulties on 
that pOrtion of the tape.) 

Councilman Mizell moved that ordinance No. 73-11 be amended by 
adding, at the end of section 02.09 the following sentence: 
1'Regulations and standards for putlic strsets shall apply to 
d;ci.rves. 11 The raotion, WZ:\S sec~or1deCl b~i Cot.-i.nc~ilr..Lan Acke1:man~ 

Tom Crossm;•m sp'oke to this motion: essentially what we are talking 
about.· _irt m'any ca_ses of d(~VE~lor):ner~·ts of this type are roads that are 
.i11 es~_·er;cE:~ _-the saroe as - the~y s:er\re t~he sarne functiort as do i)Ublic 
stree·t~--~ ext::-'ep-t t11a t in ir1c1ust.:r- iaJ., apartrae!lt complex. a.nd conunercial 
developments the rodds are built and maintained by the developer and 
11.0 t. c1edi.ca. ted t.c) th.e city, So tl·i.:-1. t i.Ve dc-;:n.' -t ge.t. in t}1f?. position of 
mandatori_l~,, reauirinq dedicati(>n where we mav not want the roads, it . ~ - ~ 

was feJ.t that we at least needed to est~bli.sh some standards for 
two or three possibilitis·s: first of all thestandards do help to 
;i.r1!'._PJJ~\f--~~ Gc)n1e __ :reasor1a.iJ1!?.; t~:t.--£.1,ffic -:.:i_rcu1ati":".:iI1 clrtd, t~.-.10, if and \V~1en thq 
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city may be asked to take over the street th~t means we have 
the streets to the standards we desire~ 

Clifford Curry asked what hc:ppens to an individual building a 
house who puts in a driveway to the house. He said h~ ~vas talkinq 
about a lot that might. be severa.1 acres in size or over 15, 000 squa.re 
feet. 0 

Mr. Crossman said that a drive .is defined as vehicular access to 
a development site and it would be possible to interpret a 
large lo·t as a c1evelopment site-. In the revie~v proceclures / 
however, we give some justification of modification of plans 
which the planning carmnission could consider. I would assume that 
if we are talking about a single family house with a dri·.reway to it 
this would without questionbe a justified reason for a request for 
a modification of the regulations. 

Councilman Mizell noted that section 03.07 permits the plan 
co:rrunissior1 to authorize a va..riance in the even·t ()f un.due l1ar·dship. 
He said he thought it was safE~ to assume the plcl11 c-SiIT'iinission \vould 
not consider it necessary that a private drive to a single family 
residence be built to the standards of a city street. 
Councilpresident Zietlow said she thought it should be clearly 
stated in the audience. 

Councilman De St. Croix said he wanted to offer a friendly amendw.ent 
to the moti::m under discussion tLat another sentence be added at the 
end as fallows: "A driveway to a single family residence shall 
be excludE:d." Councilmen Mizell ecnd Ackerman accepted the amendment 
to their rnotion. 

Tom Cr:issman said that while it may not be necessary for a drive 
to a single family home to be built to the standards of a street, 
there may be reason to require sufficient right-of-way standards 
because frequently we will find that these homes with long drives 
ultimately utilize their drives for access to severalparcels of land 
and ulti:,1ateJ.y subdivide th<"ir land and use their drives as 
a roadwa.y ~ Bu"'.:. 1 ge:r1erally spz.s:ciki:n.g, vehicular access t,.::> a single 
family house should be excluded. 

Councilr~an De st. Croix said Uwt he thought the wording 
11 a drive to a single family residenc-8 11 \\rould handle tl:e problem 
of subsequent subdivision of a large lot. As soon a_s the lot 
was div'ided and several resi.flertces b;,1il t on it, the drive v1ot.1ld 
cease to be serving a sir:.gle fc .. mily residence and \vould therefore 
cease to come under the exclusion. 

Tfte quest:ion \'las called~ THE :·.~O'l'IO~J rr~o AI11E1,JD SECTIOl·! 02. 09 
WAS CARRIED BY A ROLL CALL VOTE OF J\YES 9, Nays 0. 

Cour1cilman lviizell n1oved tl1at. Orclinance 
by c.dc1i11g a r1ev; Sf~ct.io11 to be r1u1Ytl.)E~red 
follo"tvs: 11 02 .. 12 i1anurnent. l:\. ccncs:ete 
the perimeter boundaries of property." 
seconded the motion. 

CoUi'1cilpres~ident Zietlotv sa.id s1:1e ivas 
as it was needed for clarification. 

NO. 73-11 be amended 
02 .12 to rea.d as 
marker used to identify 

Councilman Ack.errr121n 

glad to see this included 

The question was called. THE NOTION TO AMEND by adding a new 
Sectior1 02 .. 12 \"1AS Cll.R.RIED BY ]-\ Rl)I.iL CALL VOTE OF ]\.YES 9 I l~a~lS 0. 

Col1nc ilroa.r~ Mizell ffi()~\rea. t.tia t Ordir1ar1ce NO.. 7 3-.11 be amended by 
renumbering the original sections 02.12 through 02.18 to become 
section 02.13 through 02.19 to accomodate the new section 
02 .12 def ir1ir1g monurnent. C()Ur1cilntan De St .. Croix sec:J11ded tl1e 
motion. 'l'he motion was carried by a ROLL CJ\LL VOTE OF AYES 
9, Nays 0. 

Councilmar1 Fix c:i..skcd. w!1y a clefinl.tion of seJ:"Iice road· wa.s :r1ot 
j_nclu.rJed ~ Mr 1' c:r·os~3Inan i-es1?DT1(if::.d t.l1at l1t~ tl11Jugl1t t1'1at iri t11("2 

sectio11.s t1lh~:ro service r·c,ad i.':; :c1?:f~::2-e11cc~<,i, t-l1e~.t'ie.scription. of tt',eiL 
ii1tc~n.t .:tncl. }?Ur};JOse is Zldeqi.1~::.t>:JJ.~/ t;:i:-_;-:::;u~rr1 c'lr~fi11{?d :~o that ,;,:.d.ditii:_)r1<:~1 
definitio~ was not req11ired~ In respo11se to a question frorr1 

Corincilman Fix, M1~~ Crossman ~~id 1aservice 11 w~s being used as an 
,'J.d.j (;~Ct i '/\~,, 
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Councilman Morrison asJced whether incorporated areas 
\.,rould }Je e:>'.:cluc1e(]\ frorn cit.:;,,. CC)!ltrol --in the pro~risi.,:)n of 
section 02.17 which specifically refers to "unincorporated" 
areas ot1tside the city. lTa1nE::s Regester, Cor_pcr_ate Cot1nsel, 
said that he,wai; not sure of the definition of inct>rporated 
being used and ·that he would recommend deletion of 
unincorporated. Tom Crossman said that he thought at present 
this has. no meaning as only unincorporated areas a::e within 
the city's jurisdiction. 

Mr. Crossman said that at pnssent the city's jurisdiction is the 
two-mile fringe; the definition was written to include any future 
redefinition of the city's jurisdiction. 

Councilman De St. Croix said that because the word "unincorporated" 
is clearly superfluous, he moved that Ordinance NO. 73-11 be amended 
by deleting the word "unincorpo!:ated" from Section 02.17. The 
motion was seconded by Councilman Towell. The question was called. 
1'HE NOTION WAS CARRIED BY A ROLL CALL VOTE OF AYES 5 I Nays 4. 

Councilman Mizell moved that Ordinance NO. 73-11 be amended by 
changing the title of section 3.07 from "Variance and Modification" 
to 11 Modification'1 and changing the phrase 11 authorize a variance~ Any 
variance thus authorized" to read "authorize a modification 
of plans. Any modificati.:m thus authorized". Councilman Ackerman secor,. 
ed the rnotion. '11l1ere v;as no disctJ.ssion. r:rr1e rnotion was carried 
BY A ROLL CALL VOTE OF AYES 9, Nays O. 

Councilman Mizell moved that O.:dinance NO. 7 3-11 be amended 
by changing seventy (70) feet in section 4.02 a) to read "eighty 
( 8 0) . feet" • Councilman Jl.ckerma.n seconded the motion. There 
wa.s 110 discussion of ·this motion. 
by a ROLL CALL VOTE OF AYES 9, Nays 

The motion was carried 
0. 

councilman i.J.izell r.~oved that Ordinance NO. 73-11 be amended 
by deleting, f!:om Section 5.04, the following phrase: 
''other than sir1gle lots for d.evelopment as one farnily residence." 
Councilman Davis seconded the motion. The motion was carried 
by aROLL CALI, VOTE OF .AYES 9, Nays 0. 

Mr. Curry asked a quest.ion relative to the drainage provisions 
of Section 5 .. 01.. He asked ·v-1h,s:.t \\TOlJld happen if sorneone 'i.oJants to 
di:;'\relop sorrte land and £in.c1s ·tl->,c1t t:l1e c1rai11age do;,vnst:ream is 
inadequate-- does that rnea.n tl:1.E.; 1Jlan comrnission w.:)uld have 
t.o sa:/ 11 no 11 ? he said that this Pr·.:)blem v,riil be faced witl.1 the 
westside of Bloomington which has drainage problems now. 
Councilman Fix saic that rnayb8 the NDP proqram should be geared 
toward fixing this situation. Nr. Curry said that would be 
possible but it could also happen that this would be 
prohibitively expensive. Councilman De St. Croix said that as he - -
understood the ordinance, it was intended to cover development 
on a specific lot and section 5.01 would be concerned with 
the drainage facilities on that property. 

Tom Crossman said that the information sought by this section is 
whether or not the amount of runoff created by a given pr.oject is going 
to significantly increase the runoff that tl1e city system has to take 
care of. There are means ;:,f either ponding or pooling and allowing 
runoff to proceed at a rate no greater than that which already 
exists so that if yol1 are. Yl()t ir1crer::;.sirlg tl1e rate of run,Jff, granted 
tl1at: the p:cesent s:ys·terr1 is iria.::1cquate, I clon 1 t thin},: l.Ye v.·ould have 
j_ustifiable means ofcc)nt,rolJ:i.r1c1 tl1is.. But \.;e would.n i.t ·vJar1t: to allow 
development which would increase the rarie 6£ runoff and pouri.t· ·into a 
systern tl1at is alrea.cly i.naciecru{J_te4 Sc) v1e 11eecl. t.() li.')C.J}c ii1to not or1ly 
the runoff on the piece of prcperty but what it d:ies to the entire 
systernand if Jche pr:o1Josal is t.':J pc11J1'.:' n1ore t_.1ate1::' off tl1e pro~9erty 
tl1an the s:[st.ern can. tak12 cax·e()f:t.hen we 11ei;~c1 to 11a.ve t11e dev·eloper 
prt:1:-are a systern ·t1:1a.t \1;i11 rc:C.uc~e i1is ra·te of runoff fJy h;)ld.ir1g 
t1)J1ks or \vl1at.ever .is 11ecessa.r~r z1t~ least tc, riot rnore than \~11.at is 
already running off~ 
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Mi:. Crossman said that he thought the intent of this section wa3 
to l)e able t.o cl18ck tl1e .. o;>f~t.ire ci:cai.r1age systen1 dot.vnstx·earn,, 
}le said he c1id not. tl)-.i!t}c tl1ere \'las ariy\vay tt1ey could _expect 
the developer to· reduce the runoff ever what previously exists. 
We could exp;oct, however, that it noi:.: be any greatE!.r than it.is 
at pre,,;:s:n't, so we wouldn't be overtaxing the 13ystem any more 
than it is already. 

Councilman Towell said he thought the wording meant that 
if the storm sewers are inadequate, we would have nomore development. 

He said it was ver1r clear that this is what section 5.01 
says, th(') question is whether this is what the council wants to 
say. 

Councilman Fix said that the auesticn of how much the runoff 
of a parcel affects the downstrectm area has to be determined 
with a. se11se of reasonableness; t.he question must. be dealt witl-1 
of hO\-.r far dt1v~11stream the effect \v~ilJ.. be felt. 
He said he thought this decision hc.d to be left up to the plan 
conuniss:i.c)n .. 

Councilman Behen said that at sixth and Indiana thereis already 
quite a dzair1a~:re problem and. tl1at. y11is section v1ould also apply 
to an:r" r1.e\'; <le·velC)fJinent in t}"la t a:.cea ~ 

Cct1ncilma:n. r-2ov;ell said or:i.e interpre'cation. of se.-:tion. 5 ~ 01 is 
thi1t the entire city would corne under the hardship provision. 

Councilmctn Davis said that cne problem is that we do not live in 
an ideal world ir1 which we could correct previously made mistakes. 
Councilman Toi·Je11 said that ht3 tl1ot1ght ultimately \Ve i,,:ill ha\r2 to 
hold to adequat.e standards ancl ht,·>"-e 'NOUld. 1.ik.e to see tl1em here 
ever1 if i11 so1T,-.-:2 sc;rt of a reasonat.ler1ess enviror~me11t kvti.:; l'.!.a_1.re. t:,-, 
igr10re thc1n for· the px:·esent or app.ly~ therr. in deg:r:·e.·e f·Si'.i'..." tb<:? 
present. We will have to improve the drainage system of the 
city and we should keep that as a considerat6nn - tbs only way 
sorne C>f ·these thin.gs t·.:ill get. done is if tl1e pe~J.)l.ts v1i .. tl"1 
:rnor1e~~~ arid tf1,s Ge•lelopers in l:,J..:;onir1gt0n get be!1inC~ it.-c ar .. d on.c of 
thE~ ways you cJ.c. this if therE~ is p:ressure. 

Cou11ciln:an J .. ckerrna.n said he d:i.d rlot think i::l".is se<:ti·J·rl should 
be interpreted as being a total~frsezing of development in 
these areas witl1 drair1age pr·::iblf;;rns o He said ~ne tl1ot1gl"1t the se<:tion 
tvas sayirtg tI·1c1·t at:t.entio:~1 sh1')Ul1j be paid to drf.iit~!.i<;;e t=iroble1us 
downs·tream and. simply asJ~ing thE:: C.evelor>er to :na.r..~~ su.re that the 
rate of runoff of the property will not be increased. 

Councilmar:.. /De St .. Croix said that several mero.be!:s of the co·uncil 
haveprevioualy stated that.the council should not pass resolutions 
or ordinances tl1at t!-1ey do n:.it ir1t.ex1.d to er1force. 

Councilman Davis suggebted the wording of the section be 
rewrilitten to clearly state that the concern is that the 
drainage problems downstream from a site be considered. 

Tom Crossman said thatthis section was written after the last 
tecJ.1r1icctl udv'"isory mee·tin~J \·.,1l1f.::re t11e 1:l1AC expressed a concern 
not only for the rate of water flow off a specific piece of property 
onto adjacent propE~rty bu-t v1it11 t11e er1tire r}rai.llilge system ur:.til 
tl1e Y.7ater acti1a.ll:>l got to c: free-£lovJir1g st:rec .. nn. Ttiere may be 
a nurnber ·of v,,·1ays tl1is cou.ld be 't'7orc1ed to l-Jc less objec;t.ionable to 
council. 

Councilman Fix asked for an opinion from the legal counsel 
concerning cor1si:.ructic1n and -c;\,.lne1:sh ip of se\ve.:::s.. Councilman Fix 
said he thought that developers were required to put in sewers and 
then convey 1:hem to the city. Councilman Fix said he thou9ht this 
should c":ontint1e .. 

councilman Davis said the wording should be clarified to convey 
either of ·tvlo inteI'.deCi n1ean.i.ngs: :L~·that there is to l:ie r10 f1.irtb.2r 
developmer1t.: or 2. thr~re i . .s t.o b2r1~? further de"'(.re.lc)ptnent. u11til \\7 £~ 
have c..i.c1equa. te s t~orm S2'.\'Je1~ s:/stt31-T1s .. 

~~~...-~~~~~""'"'"""""""""""~"" ~"'''"""-'"""' '"'-'·~"''"'~ .,, ··=-·"'< ·<·u=·~~~r~m~l<'.:"-'I 
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Councilman towell recalled thcc,,c ,,h,,, former mayor made a motion 
tl~izit there be a moratorimn or1 deVE;l·v1::i1~1ent in the Jacksor1 Cree.k 
area. Councilman Towell said that, whet<c,c,:;: that moticm was 
justified or not, it is perhaps something th~''° ,,~ have to leave 
as a possibility; at some time we may have to saru<,Jess there 
adequacy you e<J,n '. t do anymore in an area, to protect c''""';one. 

After much and lenqthv discussion, Councilman De st. Croix 
moved that Ordinance NO. '73"-11 be amended by adding, at the 
end of the introductorv sentence to section 5.01 the fol.lowirq, 
phrase: "and shall show the impact of dt'a,ina")'e from that site 
on all downstream drainage facilities," and th'at'section 
5.01 b) be changed to read as follows: "b) any natural drainagt! 
ways or storm sewers on that site must be adequate for 
anticipated runoff." Councilman Davis seconded the motion. 
The question was called. 'l'he motinn was CARRIED BY A ROl,L 
CALL VOTE OF Ayes 9, Nays O. 

Councilman Ackerman said that he was not entirely happy with 
part a of section 5.01. Councilman Ackerman moved that Ordinance 
No. 73-11 be amended by inserting the phrase "amount and rate 
of" between the words "that" and "water" in section 5.01 a). 
Councilman Davis seconded the motion. 

Mr.·curry pointed out that when a site is developed and 
blacktopped and a holdin9 pond built with water let out gradually, 
there will still be more water, though the rate will not be 
changed. With blacktoppinq' and development., less water is 
absorbed into the ground. 

Councilman Ackerman and Conncilwan Davis agreed t6·delete 
the words "amount and" fr cm the a:1endment. 

The question was called. 
CAI.JL VO~PI~ OF AYI~S 9, Nays 

'J'HE: HOTION WAS CARRIED 
o. 

BY A ROLL 

Mr. Curxy said that he thought there was a conflict between 
section 5.01. which referred to natural drainage and section 
7.04 which refers specifically and only to concrete drainage 
sys terns. 

Danny Fulton, Director of Redevelopment, suggested that because 
of the lateness of the hour, the report from the Redevelopment 
Department be postponed to some future date when a work session 
could be arranged for presentation to the Council. He said 
that the press had seen the presentation already. The Council 
agreed to do this. 

The Council took a five-minute break in business at this point. 

Councilman Mizell moved that ORdinance NO. 73-11 be amended by 
adding, at the end of Section 6.01, the following sentence: 
11 Ih r1·::> case sf1all any lar1dscape featt1re be per.~n1itted in excess 
of four (4) feet in height in a triangular area twenty-five (25) 
feet aJ.ong each of in~ersecting streets~'' Councilman De st. Croix 
second.ea. the inotj_on.. There \'las i10 discussion of the rnotion. 
'I'he motion was carried by a .ROLL CALL VOTE OF' AYES 9, Nays 0. 

councilman Mizell moved that ORdinance NO. 73-11 be amended 
by ame11ding section 6~02 to read as follows: 
"6. 02 Access. In crenera1 acc£ess t0 structures in a development 

sTiall 'be fro; streets or drives within the development. Direct 
access to major pubiic thoroughfares shall be prohibited. 
a) ll. service road shall be provided for: all property developed 

with fr·ontc1ge on ari.y ai:tc-;rial street .. 
b) All service roads shall be at least two lanes in width. 
(·)All c -v· '" d ·· ce• -11 l'"' ~·. e. f. ~~ , ~ '1' l t'··ee·t<· ~d . -e~ ~c~ roa,s _nQ -~ ~i3s~1 i~u a~. oca_ S-L ~ aA•-

are intenrled tr.J r,rovic1e l1rH} a.ccess. 
d) Any service road 1nny provide parallel 

aLit:Iit.ion t.o tl1(: :r:tr~1uix.·e(l t.:1.~affi<; la11es~ 

par:kin~T f)\01 c1(~si~-;.r1(::d so .:.ls t() ba<.:k i11·t:o 

parking lanes in 
In no case may 

traffic la11es. 

' 
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e) Access to service rGads from arterial streets shall be 
spaced at intervals of not less than six hundred (GOO) feet 
and no such access point shall be closer than six 
hundred feet (600) to any crossroad intersection with the 
arterial street .• 
f) Access to the required service road mµ<"" be assured :i:or 

planned future construction of conneo'-'J.tlg service roads. 
g) The service road or roads reqvn1.ed by this section shall 
be effectively separated f,,-<>i• the main roadway by a minimum 
of ten (10) foot-widP- pliHlting strip or other suitable 
delineation, , .• ,.n1d_ shall be designed and arranged so as to 
provide the principal means of access to abutting business 
establishments." 

Councilman Ackerman seconded thE°' !f.Otion.Councilpresident Zietlow 
said that this amendment is in line with recmmnendations that 
the Council has come up with during the zoning hearings. 

Councilman Davis asked whether there had been research done on 
the figure of 600 feet. Mr. Crossman sa.id he researched some oii 
the refereri.ce rnateri.als and tl-1.ese rec~)rrrrr.ex1dations came out of 
2 or 3 highway department repor.·t,;, s:::me other reports including 
a rather lengthy report on land use at three-way interchanges. 
!·1ost tra.ffic engineers feel t:h2.t spiiC'ing of ingress point.s at 
600 feet interua.ls - ab::n.1t the dist.ar..ce of t,..v:> cit:{ blc)cks -
provides adequate spacing., a11d do~s:s affo:cd t:r1e or)pox:·t.:ur1i"ty for 
adequate control. 

The question was called. THE M'YI'ION ~~AS CARRIED BY A ROLL CALL 
VOTE 01' AYES 9, Nays o. 

Councilman Davis asked about the sign provisions in section 6~05. 
l·:lr ~ Crossmar1 said he took this dire.ct:ly fr:orn tl1e existing 
subdivisio11 regulatio:i1s on t.:he ass11rr.ption tf-1at the street signing 
sys tern sho11ld be uniform th:t~ougt-.oi1 t .. 

Coux1cilrnan. Davis noted that i11 sec·cir.)n 6~ OCtl"ie:re is 110 rner.~t.ion 
of either tl1e traffic engineer or: t_:r1c t.raffic coITu.uissi~n. 
Mr. Crossman said that this section was :;:lso taken from the 
subdivision regulations. 
Counciln1an 1.'·0\"'~c~ll said that h·~ th0ught th.::ti:: Councilman Davis 1 s 
concern in this matter was justifie~ and he thought that an 
oi.~dinance amending bott1 tl1is orclina:~1ce, if pass~=d t and. thf~ 
subdivision ordinance would be in order, to bring the traffic 
corr,rnission and the traffic e11g·ir.1.c~er into t!1e pict:ure. 

Councilman Mizell moved that OF<dinance NO. 73-11 be amended by 
changing 11 superintendent of ?arks 11 in Sectin 06.07 to 
read 11 Director of Parks a11d Recreation': and by inserting, in that 
same sectio11, t"he ph.rase 11 ricr1-1t of T,,-1.av 1' bet:l,;een the v1ords 
11 street 11 ar1d !lsI1ali 11

• Coun.c.i1.Tllar1 De St .. Crc>i:{ sec:>nded the 
motion. _. 
Mr. Crossman said that technically, any trees in the street 
right of way are in the stre(cot. Councilman De St. Croix expressP-d 
concern about areas where the city might not be using the right 
of v1ay or \.vhej:e there is no 1::L·;i·h·t-of-\11ay be~{Ond the pavernen·t .. 

The questio:r~ v1as c.o.lled, after some discussion.. Tl1e rnotion 
was Cl-\Rl\.IED BY A P,Ol1L CAI.L voi:-e:E Oli' liY.ES 9, Nays 0 .. 

In voting, Councilman Fix expressed concern that we not end up 
with streets without t:cees a1onq the:n. 

Councilman Mizell moved that ORdinance NO. 73--11 be amended by 
cha~ging the street dimensions in section 7m0l as 
follows: Major streets to be forty-eight feet instead of 
thi:;:ty-six feet a.nd cleac1 en(l str:eets to t,2 t;.;enty-fot1r feet 
instead of thirty feet. Councilman De St. Croix seconded the motion. 
T11cre \'las X'lr:) c1 i SC"•.ls.sior1. IJ.'}1e l.11(1tion \-1as CAJ.~RIED BY A ROIJL Cl-\.I.iL 
\:'O'rE OF li.YBE~ 9, I-Jays O .. 
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1.councilman De St. Croix asked about the site plan ordinance, 
,particularly section 6.07- he asked whether, in all i~stances 
ttrC<'- :.:i" site plan ordinance would apply, would the city's 

. _ :.:.:.:;::-,t-o:c • .,,~,; extend beyond the edge of the roadway. Mr. Cross~· 
"'~ . .:.d chat it ~,..,ulcl not be guaranteed on existing roads in the 
older parts of th•= <.i ty. 
Councilman De st. Crax.;, c:··r;oested that the council reconsid.er 
this section of the orai;f.~ i':··,., t~ broaden the scope of plantings 
in older parts of the city thct '- '"''·'Jh'"' ):)0 redeveloped. 

Councilman Mizell moved that Ordinance NO. 73-il be ;.::,;:o~1'ilecl by 
inserting, in the amended section 06.07, the phrase "or aiong 
the street" between the words "way" and "shall". Councilman 
De St. Croix .seconded the motion. The motion was carried by a 
ROI,L CALL VOTE OF AYES 9, Nays 0. 

In response to Mr. Curry's concern about the number of boards 
and commissions that the devel<::>per would have to report to, 
the council pointed out that the placement of trees has always 
been the responsibility of the Boa.rd of Public works. Concilman 
De St. Croix said that he did not think the ordinance was 
necessarily requireing the developer to appear before the 
Board of Public works but was just cross-referencing the questiun 
of trees back to the appropria,te Board. 

Councilman Mizell moved that Ordinance NO. 73-11 be amended by 
changing the word "subdivision" in section 07.02 to read 
"proposed development". Councilman De St. Croix seconded the 
motion. 

i._. 

In response to a question from Councilman De St. Croix, CouncilmGm 
Mizell said that, in practice, what happens is that the developer 
ha.s appeared before the Board of Public Works and gotten permission 
for the hook-on before appearing before the Plan Commission and 
a rne1110 of approval from the B'.J11rd is for•darded to the Pla:r1 Commis:sioJ, 

In response to a question from C::nmcilman De St. Croix concerning 
existing de·velopments, Mr~ Cros.srnan said tl·1a t section 7 refers 
specifically to improvements that are to be made. If the 
improvements are already there when the plan commission reviews 
the site plan, the improvements would n'.Jt be required to be made. 
New improvements that would have to be made, on the other hand, 

~ 

would have to be accepted by the Board of Public Works. It would 
also include modifications of existing facilitiesif there is a change. 

In response to a question from Councilman Davis, Councilman 'l'owell 
said that the creation of a utilities service board would not change 
these requirements as that board would be the chief administrative 
board of the city, as the Board of Public Works is now. 

Councilman Ackerman asked if this provison would require the 
city to run a sewer trunk line out to a development even if it 
were not economical for the city to do this. Mr. Regester said 
that he did not think this would require the city to extend 
trunk lines. Council president Zietlow said she thought this 
section ivas not consistent ~vi tl-i tlre proriosed RE zoni11g tvhich 
would p'ermi t single family residential iots on large lots 
without connection to sanitary sewers. Mr. Cross.man said that he 
thought the hardship that would be involved here if the hardship 
provision ;.1ere used Yloulrl be eco11o::tic }12rdsl1ip \;Jhich the courts 
dor1' t ger1erally recognize.. l!e: said 11e vvou.lCi px~efer t,:-;,at the 
single family lots with:iut access to sewers be excluded. 
Councilman Towell said he thought the Council had an obligation 
to strai9·'hten out conflicts in the law . 

.;~ 

'Co1J.n,clman I'1iz,eJ_1 pro1)osedtl1a t 1:1is aine.ndrne11t be expar1ded to inclucle 
addition of the following sentence at the end of Section 7.02: 
"Single family residential lots without access to a public sanitary 
SC\'7e.r are e:<c~J. udec] if tl1f..::i1"'.' stl.11i t:a:rv svD tern is aporoved by the 
b~ard of health~~' Councilman De ~.-cr~ix acceptea the amendment 
tc; t~hE~ r;1(Jtion .. 
J:..ftcYt:' fn.~rthc::c· dis<~u.ssion, t:!1f~ qc.<::stio11 v1as called... 1'!-IE f1CYI"ION WAS 
CJ\flttII~:r; BJ: .? .. ROLJ_, CJ\IJ:,. \lQ··J.1 E: CJJ? 2'\YI~S 9 ;' r;:J;:c-J.\(S 0. 
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Councilman Mizell moved that Ordi::1ence NO. 73-·ll be 
amended by revising the first paragraph of Section 08~03 tJ 
read as follows: "Ch21.rae.s. At the time of filing an applicati-::m 

·for approval of a plat, ·the application shall be accompard.ed 
by an appropriate fee as deterniined by the Plan C01nmissiow1. '' 
The motion was seconded by Councilman Ackerman. 

Tom Crossman said the plan commission decided to make the 
fee structure general rath<eor than spDcifying a fee at. this 
time as they had not had any experience with the ordinance 
a.nd so did not know what an appropriate fee should be. To 
specify a fee which would subsequently require aw1.<:ml! revision 
would mean another ordinance t.o go before the council. '.l'his 
eliminates that. He said he.thought that at the beginning the 
fee structure would be patterned after that of the subdivision 
review but. it will take some ex per i .. ence with it to determine if 
that is a1)propria.te or not.. .~ 

Mr. Crossman said that the fee is for the review not for 
approval and is not refunded if the plan is not approved. 

Councilman Fix expressed resf!rv2.ti::ins about having a fee at all. 
He said he couldn't really j<rntify why there should be a fee 
for this review. 

Councilman Ackerman said he thought essentially the developer 
is belng ask:ed to l1elp tll.C;; city cle-fray the costs of p:r:otecting 
the city against the developer. He said he thought the developer 
should pay these costs. 

'l'he question was called. 'l'!IE ViO'l'ION WAS CARRIED BY A ROLL 
CALL VOTE OF AYES 8, Na.ys l (Nay: Fix). 

Councilman Morri~on expressed concern that city residents 
are charged one price for property within the city under 
this ordinance and properties outside th,3 city in the two-,mile 
fringe 1;,1ou1d be charged anotl1er :fee vvhj_c:h is hiqher. c:our1cilman 
De St. Croix said that this is consisi:ent with the overall 
policy of charging higher rc'tes for city services for 
non-residents than for residcmts who pay city taxes. 

Councilman Mizell moved tha.t OrC.inance NO. 73-11 be amended 
by ehanging Section 09.05 to read as follows: 
"09.05 Appeal. Any person feeling himself aggrievedat any 
actio11 0-:Ethe Comrnission upc1n a.ny proposed df.:Velopmr::nt plan, 
may apply in writing to the Foard of Zoning Appeals, prior to 
its regular monthly meeting, for modification of the action 
complained of, and such application shall be considered by 
the Boarc1 of Zonir1g Appeals, a·t Sl:tch time and in such rnar:iner 
as it 1nay· determine., 
11 Nothin9· in this section st1£1.J..l be cor1.strued to allo~..>J any u.se 
not oth2rvJj_se permi tt4ed in tl1.e d.istrict regulatioris for i:he 
zoning district in which a d~cvelopment site is located as 
provided in the Zoning Ordinance of the City ()f Bloomington." 
Councilman De St. Croix seconded the motion. 

Councilman De St_ Croix said, in reference to Councilman Towel.l's 
conunents earli0r c1bc1ut rescarc11 i1eeded to determine i·:hat is and 
what is not a viaLle system for appeals, he did not consider this 
c11nendmen·t to be a \'iise one a.t. tl1_i_s poirtt., 
lie ask.ed t.hat the m:Jtion be ~.vi .. th.dra1i,1n a·t t!1is point. 
Councilman Mizell said he would be willing to drop the first 
paragraph but he would like to have the second paragraph 
added to section 09.05 at this po-int~ 
Cou.11c.ilrctz1~1 l)a\:is sairl he \ias u.neasy e.bo~1 t r1c)t. rune11ding the 
appeal st-;ctJ.o:n at t11is tiH1~ bec.:aL1se tl1at ·would. leave th.e or-d.i.n.ant-:e 
"'\Vi th the z1p~)ea.l bzick to tl1e l~'lsn. con1n1ission "· J-IE.: said he \Vf)Uld 
be mo:ee CC)rnfort.c.l)J.e arn_enr.lincJ it~ as slJ~,rgeste·d ar1cl thex1 mal<~ir1g 

any addi.t_i··:::inal an1e1),cJrner1t.s l.r1 t~rie f1J.t1.i·.rt=.~. 

Co11r1c±l1r1a11 J)e St_~ CrcJix raisc:C!. c_r1.1est:i~)!L.s ubo•,J.t: 110.Vin.cr ~-~11{;.~ 
Board of Zoning App~als as the review/appeal bouy~ 
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Cc-nJncilrrt<::tn ~I1::i\·1ell sD.iJ. ~~2°'~'t. his ur1ea.sir1ess abot1t the 
:re:v.ie11I l)l"',)cecJi..J1~e dic1 nut:. -.-'.::', __ ,_:.~,. to t.f1e Boai;-d of Zb11ir1g. 
Ar:ir)eals. I-Ie said he v;as cc;11c '~·i~·;:;d · becat1se he d.id not 
know of any analogies to what w~::'p.;:'.:>posed for Council 
review of appeals. 

Concern was expressed about the delays that might be 
involved in appc;als through various bodies and proced~:·:t::es. 
The concern seemed to be that the delays be minimized. 

-'-
After ... extensive discussion oi the pros and cons of various 
appeal alternatives, Councilman Towell rq.oved that the proposeilc 
amendment be arnen.ded b~{ cl1ai:gin.g all references to 
the "Board of Zoning Appeals' to read "Common• Council". 
Councilman De St. Croix seconded the motion. 

THE MO'I'ION WAS CARRIED BY A ROLL CALL VOTE OF AYES 7, Nays 2 
(Nay:_ mizell, davis) . ~ 

'I'he question was called on the amended motion to amend 
section 09. OS. TEE MOTION WJ\S ,',PPROVED BY A ROI,L CALL VOTE 
OJ? AYES 9, Na.ys 0. 

Councilman Ackerman moved that Ordinance No. 73-11 be amended 
by adding a new section 09.06 entitled "Severability", to 
read as follows:: 
"09. 06 Severabili ty. 'l'he dec.laration of the invalidity of any 
part of-this-ordl.nance shall not impair the validity of any 
part of the rest of this OrC.iDance." 
The motion was seconded by councilman Mizell. The moti:m was 
CARRIED BY A ROLL CALL VOTE OF AYES 9, Navs O. - . 
~!r. Curry raised a question concerning section 7. 03 and asked 
if the water system could be treated in the same way the 
sewer s~tsten1 is. 

CC<'l1nciln1an De St~ C:coi.x· rno;,,reCL t.'l:1at. Ordinance J:JO. 7.J-11 be o~mended 
by a~ding, at the end of Se=tion 10.03, the following sentence: 
:r Sir1gle family residentic..l lo:~:s ivi t.h8u.t access t~ a public 
water s~r-stein shall be exclt1deC .. H Cou11cilrnar1 Acker:rnan seconded 
t,he mot.ion.. ~:ehe m6tion \V,~S e,:J\RJZIED BY lt ROLL CAIJL VOTE OF 
AYES 9, Nays O. 

councilman Fix raised the qucestion of exercising control over 
single family lots sold off one by one in a large tract of 
land which would then not comei.nder the subdivision regulations. 
i·~r. Cu::cry· said tf1at tracts of less than 10 acres con1e tinder 
t11e subdi\1 ision ordinance .. 

Councilman Towell said that he thought it was important to 
pass the Site Plan Ordinance, albeit not a perfect ordinance, 
given the t.in:e in which it -:.vas p1.~epared., 

Mr. Curry ra.ised a question concerning section 07. 04 which 
refers only t~ concrete drai~age ways. He said he could think 
of instances in which ·he natural drainage ways would be an asset 
to the site. 

Councilman De St. Croix moved that Ordinance No. 73·-ll be 
amended by inserting, in section 07.04, between the words 
''the'i and 11 concrete 11

, the phrase: ''existing natural drainage 
\'lajtS arid the': Cou11ci l:rnar1 Ack.ernL:..~11 seconded t11e rr1o·tion. The 
NOTION WAS CARRIED BY A ROLL CALL VO'.i'E or l'.YES 9, Nays 0. 

Conncilman De.St. Croix rnovsd that Ordinance NO. 73-11 be 
adopted as amend~~d. The m.ot.ior1 v1as sec:on{led b:':l Cot1ncil1nan 
Acker1nan., '.I.11LE J;1(Y.1-1I01J i·~'J\S c;.\RilIED }3Y A f{QLL CALL VOTE OF' 
AYJ:-::S 8, I<fa:'.{S 1 (J1ay: MorriDOl1) 

._, 
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Councilman Fix said that he thought the costs of 
administering the site plan ordinance should 
be borneby the general fund ~the general tax levy and 
everyone in ·the city which is whom it was done for. 

Councilman De st. Croix moved that the. Council indicate 
its request to the Indiana University ··that it provide the 
planning department of the city of bloomington with a 
complete and up to date description, maps, etc. of its 
master plan, thorol!ghfare plan, exl"ansion program; and 
that in the future, to obviate ti1e kinds of problems 
this citv has had to deal wit!-,· :idi:"!;;i:i!:ll±NllJ due to the lack 
of communication with the university regarding programs 
such as the closing of seventh street and similar problems 
on l 0th and third that :it co;:n:municate its future plans to the 
city plan department and in turn the city plan department 
hopefully conu:nunicate its futl2r.e r)larls t:o the university So 
that \Ve d'::ID 1 t have tl1ese pl:Ol)l(.;ffl.S Corning Up again. 
Councilman Ackerman seconded the motion. 

THE. MO'rION 'dAS CAP.RIED BY A ROI,L Cl>LL VOTE OF AYES 9, Nays 0. 

Mr. Hodenf ield introduced to the Council REPORTS FROM OPFICil\L 
representa.tive2 from t11e Si:,, llegis Bc5AfillSMD--C6~ffGSf0:4S 
pc.per .bag con1par1y. The represe:i1.tz.ti ves 
demonstrated the paper bag holder Board of Public Works 
mechanisms and explained that the bags 
are made of a material that gets stronger St. REgis Bag Company 
when v1et., They explained tha·t only one 
standard would be needed for each 
household as each full bag could be taken 
off the standard and sealed up. 
The representatives explained that different cities 
used different ff,ethods of setting up a paper bag 
trash collection program. The standards ca:l be bought 
by the city and distributed free to the residents or 
they can be sold by the city, at cost to the residents. 

They said they would be glad to work with the city in any 
way necessary in setting up this p:rogram. 

CouncilI:'.i.in De St. Croix explained that the 
rules for i:he I-3\1s Poster Con·t12:::st are as 
follows: 

MESSAGES FROM COUNCILHEN 

~ 
CITY CUUl\C IL I 

RIDE THE BUS POST~~R CONTEST 

. 
In order to prorr.ote the new city bus system and to further corrnnuni ty 
awa.reness and utilization of the city buses, The Common Council is 
sponsoring a Ride the Bus Poster Contest. Entries will be broken 
down into the following categories: 

Elementary School 

Middle School 

High School 

College and Non-Student 

There will be three prizes awarded for each age category. First prize 
will be a free one vear bus cass. Second crize w~ll be a free 6 
month bus pass~ Thlrd prize-will be a fre~ 3 month bus pass. A bonus 
award of a f=ec fire true}~ ride ~1ill be giy~n to winnets in the 
el0ffiC~1-2T\~ ~n~ ~~~'~ 1 0 rch00 1 ~~toaoriP~ ~ ~ ~~·-J ................ ,,._~.,J.~0 .-1.'-·.__.. ....... _, _ . .,,. 
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Rules ~-
. ~1 ,_ 

,/ 

. 
.. 
l. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 

6. 
7. 
8. 

9. 

Anyone li~ing in the City of Bloomington may entcir. 
The poster should encourage people to ride the city bus. 
All posters must be 22''x28''. 
Posters must be the work of the person entering the poster. 
Contestants Name, Age, Address, Phone number and if applica:Ne j 
year in school must b~ on the back of each poster. · 
Only one poster per person may be entered. 

,. 
/ 

All posters entered become the property of the City of ·Bloo:~h:igton; 
Posters must be submitted to the City Council Off ice before 
12 noon !·larch 16, 1973. ~ ----
Winners will be announced April 5, 1973-at the City Council .lttg. 

Jnformution regarding the City Buses may be obtained at the Cou:tit:il 
office in the Nunicipal Building. 

Councilpresident Zietlow announced that the 
Board of Finance would be meeting On Tuesday, 
February 20, 1973. 

Councilman De St. Croix moved that the meeting be ADJOURNJl!ll!NT 
adjourned. Councilman Ackerr~an seconded the 
motiOn. '11 he raeeting was acljourned 1 as the motion 
was carried by a unanimous voice vote, at 12:00 a.m. 

Addenda: Mr. Hodenfield, in reporting for the 
Board of Public Works, noted that the Board, working 
with Stone Belt is planning to start a newspaper 
recyclin'S! program On March 5. 

ATTEST· 
. . / 

// 

~~<fzZ'7' //rt:, , "'ounciJ -c -''--..,, . uEcre~~ - ~dry 

~ ~· 

({),,,. Q,~j~~,i_J 
~te T. Zietlow 
Council?resident 

~'_,~ 
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RESOLUTION NO. 73-16 

WUEREAS .• the week of February 18, · 1973, has been 

officially designated as Learning Disabilities Week in the City of 

Bloomington and in the State of Indiana; and 

WHEREAS, the Indiana Association for Children With Learning 

Disabilities advances the education and general welfare of 

children with learning disabilities; and 

WHEREAS, these children with the help of the Association 

for Children With Learning Disab~lities will develop into 

useful and productive citizens in our community; and 

WUEREAS, the membership of the Indiana Association for 

Children With Learning Disabilities is made up of interested 

parents and professional people, 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Common Council of 

the City of Bloomington, that the Council give its full 

support to Learning Disabilities Week, and that all residents 

of Bloomington and the surrounding community be encouraged 

to support Learning Disabilities.Week and ~he activities of the 

Association for Children With Learning Disabilities. 

£Jdc"1 {fJ~,yf>/~ 
cnarlotte~ ZiBtiOW 
Council President 

~ ~~, 'J:" ll!c ~ ~rancis x. Mccloskey~~ 

adopted: XL/u~r-'5-:-177 s 


