CITY OF RUSHVILLE

330 N. Main Street, Suite 200
Rushville, Indiana 46173
(765) 932-3735

MINUTES FOR THE MEETING OF THE RUSHVILLE
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

August 18, 2021
7:00P.M.

Call to Order: The Rushville Board of Zoning Appeals met on the above date and time in Council Chambers.
Chairman Joe Rathz called the meeting to order at 7:00pm.

ROLL CALL: Phil Brashaber, Jeff Houser, Ywan Jenkins, Joe Rathz, and alternates Joe Jarman and Dan Wilson.

Absent: Jean Kopf.
Deputy Director Carmen Clark, Consultant Shelly Wakefield and Attorney Grant Reeves also attended.

MINUTES: Mr. Brashaber made a motion to approve the July 21st minutes. Mr. Houser seconded the motion. All
in favor. Motion carried.

Old Business: Special Exception:
21-SE-03: Mr. Heimsoth requested a continuance through email to the September 15® meeting.
Chairman Rathz swore in all possible meeting participants.

Variance:

21-V-13: Green Sign Company, on behalf of Elks Lodge 1307, is seeking a variance from Article X, Section B. The
request is to add to existing signage including an electronic message board. The total square footage will be 39.3
square feet from the permitted 32 square feet for a freestanding/pylon sign in the CBD, Central Business District.
The address is 223 E. Third Street.

Kevin Sims, Green Sign Company, 1525 N. Matthew Drive, Greensburg, Indiana. Mr. Sims spoke on behalf of the
Elks Lodge. Mr. Sims said the Elks Lodge is updating their signage. They plan to install a decorative pole skirt and an
electronic message center. Mr. Houser inquired about the messages that would be displayed. Mr. Sims explained
the messages would only be for Elks events. Mr. Houser also asked if the Street Commissioner had any issues with
the new sign. Ms. Clark said that Mr. Miller said there would be no line of sight issues.

Public Hearing: No one spoke at this time.

Chairman Rathz stated for the record that the Historic Board had approved the proposed signage at an earlier
meeting.

Mr. Brashaber made a motion to approve 21-V-13. The sign will be an improvement and will not have any line of
sight issues. 2. There will be no adverse effect to the neighborhood. This will be an improvement to an existing



sign. 3. Yes. The enforcement of the Zoning Ordinance would make a hardship. The improved sign could not be
installed. Mr. Houser seconded the motion. All in favor. Motion carried.

New Business:

Variance:

21-V-14-21-V-19: SD Barnes Construction Company, LLC, on behalf of Laker Farm Implement Service, Inc., is
seeking variances: 21-V-14: Article lll, Section G, #4, (b) (iii) for the rear setback of the building; 21-V-15: Article
IV, Section A, 12 (b) to have more than 10% outdoor display; 21-V-16: Article X, Section B, 2 (a) to not have
required landscape buffer; 21-V-17: Article VIII, Section D, 4 to have less than required number of parking spaces;
21-V-18: Article VIII, Section C, 4 (g) to not have the required curbed traffic island; 21-V-19: Article VIII, Section
C, 4 (c) to not use the required parking lot material. The address is 519-599 W. First Street and is zoned C-1,
Neighborhood Business District.

Scott Barnes, 296 W. 415 South, Rushville, Indiana spoke on behalf of Laker Farm Implement Services. Mr. Barnes
said this is the final approval for the Laker project. This is key improvement to the City to keep this project on the
original Laker campus. The rear setback request is for 7.8 feet from the required 20 feet. Mr. Barnes and Mrs.
Wakefield had many discussions regarding the placement of the new building. This made the most sense for
maneuverability purposes. The outdoor display is needed simply for the size of equipment that is displayed. The
landscape buffer will fix itself in time. They plan to do another replat and rezone a parcel to commercial from
residential zoning.

21-V-14:

Public Hearing: No one spoke at this time.

Mr. Houser made a motion to approve 21-V-14 for a rear setback of 7.8 feet from the required 20 feet. |. This is
being done to maintain a safe environment. 2. This will be no adverse effect. This is a long standing business inn this
location. This will not have any effect on neighboring properties including the body shop across the street. 3. Yes.
It would be a practical difficulty following the ordinance. The structure could not be built at this location. Mr.
Brashaber seconded the motion. All in favor. Motion carried.

2]-V-15: Public Hearing: No one spoke at this time.

Mr. Houser made a motion to approve 21-V-15 to allow for more than the permitted 10% outdoor display in the
corridor overlay. |. This is a unique situation due to the type of farm equipment business. There will be no safety
issues. 2. There will be no adverse effect. This will not have any effect on neighboring properties. This is an existing
business. 3. Yes. It would be a practical difficulty following the ordinance. The farm implement business is unique
and the ordinance is unreasonable. Mr. Brashaber seconded the motion. All in favor. Motion carried.

21-V-16: Public Hearing: No one spoke at this time.

Mr. Barnes explained they are asking for this now to save time so they can proceed. The future replat and rezone
will make this a non-issue. Mr. Rathz said there is a buffer issue and feels high grasses can be planted on the west
side.

Mr. Brashaber made a motion to approve 20-V-16. |. The required landscape buffer in front would not be safe. 2.
There will be no adverse effect. This will enhance the area. 3. Yes. It would be a practical difficulty following the
ordinance. Condition: West side landscape buffer between lots used to store equipment. Approved landscape site
plan required. Mr. Houser seconded the motion. All in favor. Motion carried.

21-V-17: The request is for 19 from the required 24 parking spaces. Mr. Barnes said there usually not 30 to 40
people at the business at one time. They already have multiple spaces to park at their campus.

Public Hearing: No one spoke at this time.

Mr. Jenkins made a motion to approve 21-V-17 for |9 parking spaces from the required 24 spaces. |. There will be
no safety issues. 2. There will be no adverse effect. There are additional parking spaces on their campus that can
be used. 3. Yes. It would be a practical difficulty following the ordinance. The additional parking spaces would lose
space for the large equipment. Mr. Houser seconded the motion. All in favor. Motion carried.



21-V-18: Mr. Barnes said the curb traffic islands would be destroyed by the equipment. It would be a maintenance
nightmare.

Public Hearing: No one spoke at this time.

Mr. Brashaber made a motion to approve 21-V-18 to eliminate the curb traffic island requirement. |. There are no
safety issues eliminating the curbed traffic island. 2. There will be no adverse effect eliminating the curbed traffic
island to the surrounding properties. They are the owners of the adjacent properties. 3. Yes. It would be a
practical difficulty following the ordinance. Maintaining the curbed traffic island would be nearly impossible with the
large equipment. Mr. Jenkins seconded the motion. All in favor except Mr. Rathz voted nay. Motion carried.

21-V-19: Mr. Barnes said the request is for gravel for the parking lot material. There will be minimal dust. The
equipment does not drive fast so there won’t be any dust issues.

Mr. Houser made a motion to approve 21-V-19 to not use the required parking lot material. |. There will be no
safety issue. It is imperative to use gravel. The heavy equipment will damage the hard surface. 2. There will be no
adverse effect. It is gravel now and will be in the future. 3. Yes. It would be a practical difficulty following the
ordinance. It isn’t practical for an implement business to use asphalt because of the damage the heavy equipment
will do. Mr. Brashaber seconded the motion. All in favor. Motion carried.

21-V-20: Mr. Heimsoth requested a continuance through email to the September |5 meeting.

Reports:

Deputy Director: Ms. Clark informed the board there would be a Planning and Zoning Town Hall meeting in
Council Chambers from épm until 8pm on September 29%. This would be open to the public and include the Plan
Commission, BZA and the Historic Board.

Attorney: Mr. Reeves said the Laker Farm Implement is a valued business and the property was grandfathered in
before the 2016 ordinance. The campus isn’t conducive to the new ordinance which is the reason they needed 6
variances before proceeding to the new project.

Consultant: Mrs. Wakefield apologized for the delay in the staff reports. She had an unexpected surgery.

ADJOURNMENT: Mr. Brashaber made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Mr. Houser seconded the motion. All in
favor. Meeting adjourned at 8:25pm.

i liof,

&/)/mu_/\ @W*M

Carmen Clark-Orusa, Secretary




