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Chapter 1
Public Involvement

The creation and update of a Comprehensive Plan is both a daunting and complex task
for any community to undertake. The Lawrenceburg Planning Commission and City
Council is responsible for the completion and delivery of the Comprehensive plan under
the Indiana Legislative Code. This plan is intended to assist in guiding the decisions
related to future development and re-development issues as well as annexation policy
throughout the incorporated and unincorporated areas of Lawrenceburg and Dearborn
County. To be considered a sound plan that can be implemented, numerous perspectives
must be considered and deliberated as well as the receipt of critical knowledge that can
positively influence key decisions that need to be made. In the preparation of this plan
the Planning Commission determined that there needed to be two types of input into the
completion of the plan, the first was utilizing the resources of an Advisory Steering
Committee, comprised of individuals from across the county as well as representing
numerous aspects of the broader community. The second was the use of a public meeting
for input from the general public.

Advisory Steering Committee

The first task established by the City of Lawrenceburg and its Planning Commission was
to establish the Advisory Steering Committee from which input would be received
concerning all components of the Plan. The representatives were selected from all
segments of the population by both geographic and constituency group..

This Committee was charged with the review and editing of the Comprehensive Plan as
well as the conduit to the general population for additional input into the Plan. They
were also charged with the responsibility to provide direct input to each of the sections of
the plan as they are developed. The ultimate responsibility will be for the Committee to
recommend to the Planning Commission the final plan for consideration and further
recommendation to the Lawrenceburg City Council.

The Committee Members:

Mayor Bill Cunningham

City Manager Tom Steidel

Utility Director Mel Davis

Zoning Officer Mike Clark

Zoning Chairman Bill Bill Bruner

Board of Zoning Appeals Rep Jim Howard
Economic Development Rep Gene Hunefeld
Redevelopment Rep Tom Rogers

City Councilman Mario Todd

Board of Works Rep Dennis Carr



Stakeholder Interviews

The second method of gathering input was to identify key community stakeholders from
throughout the city and county to interview based upon a series of prepared questions.
The stakeholders were identified by the Steering Committee based upon the impact these
individuals or interest groups have on the basic development of the county. They include
representatives from the following segments in Lawrenceburg and Dearborn County:
Education, Agriculture, Utility Providers, Small and Large Business, Real Estate and
Government. This process took place throughout the time frame of the drafting of this
Plan. During the period of the drafting of this Plan, 23 surveys were received and
reviewed for inclusion in the Plan.



Chapter 2
Parks and Recreation

Parks and Recreation facilities are meant to enhance the overall quality of life for the
citizens of a county. In turn, the quality of the facilities is a reflection of how a county
regards the quality of life standards for its citizens.

To analyze the level of services available to the citizens of the county we must first put
into context what the norms should be when considering the level of services that should
be expected. To achieve this, a set of standards against which a comparison can be made
should be established. These standards can be found in Urban Land Use Planning Fourth
Edition. Using these standards we can identify if any deficiencies exist in the county and
then attempt to make recommendations to correct or modify any existing facilities to
provide the appropriate standards needed in the county now or in the future.

The standards relate to the following types of Parks:

Regional Park Neighborhood Park
Community Park Block Park

The Regional Park provides outdoor recreation opportunities with an emphasis on the
natural environmental made available to residents from several counties. Usually these
parks are developed by state or federal agencies. The Park has a variety of topographical
characteristics and is spacious with geologic, botanical and historic uniqueness. They
often include lakes, reservoirs, ponds and/or undisturbed streams.

The standard size for this type Park is five to ten acres per 1000 residents and the typical
size will range from 200 to 1000+ acres. Its service area can range up to fifty miles,
drawing individuals from outside the county in addition to serving all of its county
residents. Its typical minimum service area population is 40,000 persons. Another
characteristic is that between 50-80% of the land will remain undeveloped in this type of
Park.

Typical Facilities:

Picnic Areas Food & Lodging
Campgrounds Restrooms
Winter Sports Parking
Playfields Trails

Natural Study Area Water Recreation

The Community Park is an activity-dominated area with a moderate amount of managed
underdeveloped land that can sustain heavy use. The character of the Park is typically is
moderate slopes, partial tree coverage, good drainage with a combination of rolling and
level land. The capacity of use in this Park is will vary but is typically high use.



The standard acreage for this Park is between five and eight acres per 1000 residents.
And average size of park will be between 25 and 200 acres. The service area for
consideration for urban settings is 0-5 miles and will serve all or most of the urban
residents. The area for rural setting is comparable at 0-5 miles also serving all or most of
the county residents. There is no minimum service area population requirement.

Typical Facilities include:

Picnic / Shelter House Ballfields

Golf Restrooms
Winter Sports Parking
Playground Equipment Trails

Playfields Water Recreation

The Neighborhood Park provides active and passive recreational facilities for all age
groups and families with minimal distance from neighborhood residents. It is typically
high use capacity with rolling terrain, good drainage and minimal road or other obstacles
between the park and residents. The park can also be developed in conjunction with the
local schools.

The acreage standard is one to two acres per 1000 residents. The service area typically
for urban settings is 0-2miles, rural settings is 0-5miles and can serve one or more

townships. The minimum service population for this type of park is 1700 residents.

The types of facilities that can be found in these parks are:

Playground equipment Ice Skating
Playfield Picnic Areas
Basketball Courts Shelter house
Tennis Courts Restrooms
Ballfields Sitting Area
Swimming Pool Parking

The Block Park provides a protected area for young children in residential areas and
space and activity for the elderly. It typically has high use capacity and accessibility off
of low volume streets by walking or bicycle and is often developed in conjunction with a
school.

The acreage standard is one-quarter to one-half acre per 1000 residents. The average size
for the Park is % - 5 acres and the service area for the urban 0-1 miles, within walking
distance and the rural service area is 0-2 miles, within a 5 minute drive or bike ride for a
child. There are no minimum criteria for population for this type Park.



Typical Facilities:

Playground Equipment Sitting Areas
Playfield Parking
Basketball Courts

In Lawrenceburg there are two areas where Parks currently exist. The first are in the
downtown area of Lawrenceburg, Todd Creech Park fits the criteria of the Neighborhood
Park, as does the Riverfront Development area. Todd Creech Park has ball fields, a Skate
Park and playground equipment. The size of this park is approximately 5 acres and
serves the cenfral part of Lawrenceburg. The Riverfront Development area consist of
approximately 12 acres on both sides of the levy and is used for pick-nicking part of the
rail to trail linking Lawrenceburg to Aurora, concert venues and a winter ice skating rink.
There has been some speculation of the construction of a Conference Center as well as an
open-air performance area located in the Riverfront Development area.

In Lawrenceburg there also exists three areas that meet the various criteria for Block
Parks. The first is Newtown Park, which is approximately one block in size and has pick-
nick tables, sitting benches and a Fountain in the center. The city hosts an annual crafts
and art festival, each fall, which typically has large turnouts. Two other areas identified
as Block Parks include George Street Park and Arch Street Park. Both Parks have
basketball courts and areas for general play for the area children. They are typically used
by all segments of the local community and serve the needs of the general area.

Lawrenceburg does have one Park that would fit the category of Community Park. Tt is
the Ludlow Hill Park. This park has approximately 65 acres and is intended for the
interpretation of the natural environment. There are rough hiking paths throughout the
Park and limited parking for the residents to take advantage of.

Another facility that fits in the Parks and Recreation category is the Dearborn County
Fairgrounds. This facility, while having been in existence for many years at its present
site still remains a focal point for the community. It hosts numerous venues throughout
the year including a monthly Flea Market serving the tri-sate, Motorcycle and sprint car
racing throughout the spring and summer as well as soccer fields to serve the greater
community in addition to the annual Dearborn County Fair. Also, the Tanner Creek Boat
Landing area was expanded and renovated in 2010 to further serve the expanding needs
of the community as well as providing for additional future venues such as a regionally
sanctioned bass tournament.

This property has also recently added a significant sports complex to its overall activities.
Two regulation soccer fields, three softball fields and two practice fields were added and
will be managed by local sports associations and maintained by the City of
Lawrenceburg, These facilities will upgrade the community’s support for youth athletics
in the region. '

Recommendations



The public meeting and stakeholder discussions were held concerning the need for
additional Parks to possibly be located in other areas of the county. Ideas were raised for
the placement of various Neighborhood and Block Parks throughout the city. As
discussion proceeded it was felt by most participants that the amount of parks was
currently sufficient for the current population. The analysis based on the previous models
presented show, that at this time, no additional Parks are needed in and around the City of
Lawrenceburg and Dearborn County. However, as population grows and additional
concentration takes place this determination will need to be revisited based on the initial
thresholds presented above. Currently Lawrenceburg has one activity involving winter
sports and this is a good addition to the local economy.

During those same meetings a number of other potential developments did rise to the
surface and should be looked at in further depth. The first was the construction of a
Convention/Conference center that would be large enough to meet the needs of the local
and regional community. A site suggested was the property located across from the new
Ivy Tech Facility on the dry side of the levy. This could provide an additional resource to
the community to further enhance the development of the downtown as an entertainment
center. This project is currently underway and designs and funding are being discussed
between a number of entities within the City limits. The second was the addition of an
Amphitheatre on the river side of the levy near the Argosy Casino and Resort. This
would again provide an additional resource to the general community as well as the
region in offering more venues for the public to take advantage of.

Private Development

Lawrenceburg does have one major privately held recreation and tourism activity as well
as numerous other smaller venues. The primary one is the Hollywood Casino and Resort.
With the availability of the gaming Casino and adjoining Hotel the number of out of the
area visitors continues to be a source for additional revenue coming to the county and
local community. In addition to the previous development there is the Oxbow
Development which is privately held as a conservancy area used primarily for fishing and
camping. Currently it is located in the County but as part of this report it has been
identified as an area for potential annexation.



Chapter 3
Utility Services

Sanitary Sewer

Approximately 98 percent of the households in the City of Lawrenceburg are currently on
a sanitary sewer. The remaining percentage utilizes septic systems to treat their sanitary
waste. The City Lawrenceburg contracts with the South Dearborn Regional Sanitary
District to supply sanitary sewer service in Lawrenceburg. To plan for the future, they
created a Wastewater Master Plan to provide a roadmap for continuous improvements to
take place immediately, five years out, twenty years out and beyond twenty years. This
will allow the community to more than double in size before additional expenditures
needs to be made. In the three to five year plans, major line extensions are proposed
extending out into the county through potential annexation in all directions. This will in
essence provide a springboard for potential development in these affected areas. See
Exhibit 3-1.

Electrical Service

The City of Lawrenceburg serves the core City and an area adjacent to the City in the
unincorporated areas. The City of Lawrenceburg is a member of the Indiana Municipal
Power Association, which is the service provider to the city which provides primarily
single phase power to the households located throughout the county.

Gas Service

Again there is one supplier of gas service in the City, Sycamore Gas. It primarily serves
the area in and around the City of Lawrenceburg. See Exhibit 3-2.

Water Service

The City of Lawrenceburg serves all of the City and areas immediately adjacent to the
City. There is the potential for additional extension of service pending consideration of
potential annexation plans for the City. See Exhibit 3-3

Telephone Service

Lawrenceburg is served by CenturyLink (formerly Embarq).

Solid Waste

Solid Waste pick up is provided by City of Lawrenceburg and is hauled to the Rumpke
Sanitary landfill in Colerain Township, Ohio.

Recommendations — None



Bl

Health and Emergency Services
Fire Service

The City of Lawrenceburg is served with fire service manned with both trained full time
and volunteer fire fighters.

Police Coverage

City of Lawrenceburg Police Department
Dearborn County Sheriff’s Department, County Courthouse

Medical Facilities
There is one service provider in the City of Lawrenceburg. It is the Dearbom County

Hospital. Life squads are located in one place in Lawrenceburg and the services are
deemed more than adequate.
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average in the 1%. There are a number of factors that could be involved in the trend of
these projections and as stated before they are based on certain conditions being stable
and not changing. These numbers could indeed change if steps are taken to further
invigorate the economy by embracing a strong and directed economic development
policy and direction.

Much of the current and immediate past growth has been a result of two distinct
occurrences; the location of Argosy Casino and out migration from Hamilton County,
Ohio and Northern Kentucky. Both of these have created a draw into the county, which
has seen steady growth for an extended period of time. However, without sustained
economic growth the picture could begin changing and growth will continue to slow and
then potentially begin receding over the next twenty years.

Table 4-1: City of Lawrenceburg Population Growth, 1980-2005

Percent
Change
2006 (1980-
City 1980 1990 2000 Est. 2006)
Lawrenceburg 4403 4,375 4685 4,772 1%

Source: US Census, 2000
Population Density

Another factor in determining trends and potential for growth is looking at density as an
indicator. Lawrenceburg has an average of 956.1 persons per square mile. This is
significantly higher that the State of Indiana which is at 169.5 persons per square mile.

Migration and Aging Population

Information presents a phenomenon that has continued to be persistent over the years
which specifically impacts the youth and young adults in the city. This is the issue of
migration. Many of today’s youth continue to move out of Lawrenceburg in order to find
both employment and educational opportunities. This can be seen in Figure 4-3, which
depicts that there is a comparable population in the ages of 20 — 34 compared with the
rest of the State of Indiana. If you further refine the list to ages 20 - 24 the group is a
little larger.

Figure 4-2: Lawrenceburg Population by Age and Sex
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| Ohio County 748 3.3 | 322 1.0 |

Ohio (State) 716 31 8895 265 |
| OutofState . 103 05 | 837 25
| Pennsyania, 6 00 20 01
| Ripley 1,051 46 926 2.8
' . Shelby ‘_ 3 0.0 - 1 0.0 |
i County E
. Switzerland ! 418 1.8 53 0.2
CCounty
Tippecance - 1 0.0 . 28 0.1 ;
County _ _ :
i Union 10 0.0 1 0.0 !
Couny | | :
\ Vanderburgh | 0 0.0 12 0.0
. County | . : S
. Wisconsin 3 00 3 01
Note:” Commuters toffrom Htiincis, Michigan, Kentucky, Ohio, Wisconsin, and Pennsylvania are shown
separately and are not included in the 'Out of State' category.

These figures are provided to give a summary of commuting patterns, not employment patterns, and will not
ratch [abor force or employment numbers from sources such as the Bureau of Labor Statistics.

Data source: Indiana Department of Revenue
This table was produced by STATS Indiana on Feb 8, 2008







Chapter 5
Economic Development

The need for a sound economic development program is critical to the long-term viability
of a community and a county. Economic development does not just happen by itself;, it
must be well planned out and committed to by its public officials. The commitment
needed, should be one of involvement in the decisions and investments that create a
uniqueness that only the city will be recognized for. A successful program should be
considered to have a realistically long period of time for projects and processes to
become effective. Additionally, there should be a financial obligation that can cover a
period of time that allows the program to establish a sound and productive reputation.

Numerous items must be considered and implemented to have a successful economic
development program. Not only must a sound program must have the support of public
officials, but the business community as well as the populace as a whole. As we have
heard during the stakeholder meetings, a recurring theme was identified, which was the
need for more jobs and investment in the city. This theme bridged all sectors of potential
employment, including manufacturing, retail and service. In order to achieve increased
employment and investment, infrastructure needs to be addressed and extended which
would allow both private investors and business to consider locations in Lawrenceburg.

Currently there are limited areas either zoned or being made available for industrial and
or business activities in the city. There are a number of areas designated for industry in
the city, all are located along US Route 50 adjacent to the Ohio River. There are other
sites in the county, adjacent to the city, but these districts, to have any potential for
additional growth in the future, will need additional services to be extended.

As noted in the earlier sections of the Community Profile there are potential problems
looming in the future if not addressed at this time. They include the potential for
declining population, which in turn creates additional issues in the form dilapidated
housing, reduction in tax base, increased cost of public services, increased taxes and a
potential reduction in services provided to the taxpayers. As noted above, the creation of
a viable economic development strategy and process can assist in addressing many of
these issues before they become critical. But with the success of a program also brings
potential for dissention concerning the need and speed that growth should or should not
take place. There is one guarantee in life and it is, “there is no such thing as the status
quo you are either moving forward or backward, you must choose.”

Employment

Lawrenceburg’s employment economy has become diverse over the years and it has seen
a shift from a heavily agrarian economy to one that more closely matches the mainstream
US. Ofthe City’s total employment 18.1% is made up of manufacturing with Arts and
Entertainment representing another 22.5%. The other major performers in the economy
include: Education and Health Care at 12.1%, Retail at 10.6%, Professional at 6.8% and
Construction at 4.6%.
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MainStreet program) while promoting itself to new employers and investors in newly
identified business corridors. The City should also seriously consider the re-creation of
tools that could be used in assisting in the expansion of existing business in the City as
well as tools that could be used to bring new investment dollars and facilities into the
City as well. This would include the potential modification of the local Revolving Loan
Fund used for Business/Industrial lending. Also need to consider additional;
infrastructure improvements which would allow for developments such as Riverfront
Enhancement, a local Business/Industrial Park, Entertainment Facility
(Conference/Convention Center-underway), Downtown Hotel and Public Port
Development.

The establishment of a Tax Increment Finance District should be established around the
targeted areas of the community for development. This is a tool that can positively
impact the growth of a specific area. The consideration of a Downtown TIF could greatly
enhance the development capability of the downtown and create a potential draw for
development in the downtown core. (see Exhibit 5-2 proposed TIF Map)
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Chapter 6
Transportation

The road system through Lawrenceburg is becoming an ever increasing component to its
potential for growth. Commercial expansion is happening within the City, but the road
system while improved over the past ten years still is in need of further enhancements to
meet the continuing pressure for growth. Many, if not all, of the connector roads are
narrow to quite narrow by any standard and are in need of significant expansion to meet
the increasing volume of traffic being seen. There are though, significant obstacles to the
widening or straightening of these roads due to the terrain involved in the county and
major thought should be given to how and where the roads should be improved.

State Roadways

There are two State Routes that pass through the City and they are State Routes 48 and
US 50. State Route 48 transverses through the northwestern side of the City. Traffic
volumes are fairly significant from US 50 to the city limits on Ludlow Hill,
approximately 12,640 per day, used primarily as a route for commuters to travel to their
places of work in Lawrenceburg or Cincinnati, OH. US 50 transverses Lawrenceburg at
the eastern part of the county from Greendale ending in Aurora on the western end. This
roadway handles approximately 41,930 vehicles per day and is heavily trafficked with
commuters and commercial vehicles throughout the day.

Other Transportation Capabilities

Currently, neither Lawrenceburg nor Dearborn County have any air service in the form of
either passenger or general aviation, however it does have rail and potential for barge
service facilities located within the City. It does have limited pleasure craft docking
facilities for seasonal use. Lawrenceburg is served with transit service through Catch-A-
Ride, a service operated by Lifetime Resources, Inc. There is also a bicycle and
pedestrian path from Lawrenceburg to Aurora along the Ohio River.

Outside Impacts

During the course of the public input process numerous comments were received about
potential and real obstacles to growth in Lawrenceburg. One of the primary and
continuing themes was the impact of the congestion on US Route 50 in Lawrenceburg
and Dearborn County and how that directly impedes growth here. Suggestions of
alternate routes have been reviewed but nothing of any subsequence has come forward.
Two studies have the potential to assist in the easing of this congestion, The first is the
US 50 Corridor Study commissioned by INDOT to take a look at alternatives to easing
the congestions and providing alternatives to the existing US 50 Route. Some initial
routes have been suggested, however, more review needs to be done to determine its
impact on the community. Another study has been conducted by Dearborn County and
the regional tri-state Planning Commission. Again, some alternatives were identified,
none of which provided long-term remedies to the problem.
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During the course of the drafting of this plan, a number of conversations were held with
key stakeholders to address this issue. One route that is of significant interest is one
involving the interchange at US 50 and I-275 and extending the US 50 by-pass cross
country partially along Indiana Route 1 and then up and over Ludlow Hill crossing routes
48, 148 and 350 and reconnecting with US 50 west of Aurora with a branch continuing
over the hill a linking up with Indiana 56 going to Rising Sun (see Map). The benefit of
such a route would allow the heavy commercial traffic currently using US 50 to move
through the area no-stop while allowing local commercial and commuter traffic to exit at
various intersections to fravel to their ultimate destinations. This would also open up
additional areas for development due to better access and infrastructure.

In order to completely analyze the transportation system in Lawrenceburg a set of
standards and classifications must be established to determine the types of separate
operating systems that are in place. The information below has been taken from the
American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) Policy
of Geometric Design of Highways and Street, 2001 and the Indiana Department of
Transportation (INDOT) Design Manual. The classification of highways by operating
system in a rural setting is determined by several factors. They are:

Functional Classifications

¢ Geometric Characteristics — The physical design of the roadway including, lane
width, grade, etc.

o Traffic Volumes — The volume of Average Daily Traffic the roadway serves.

o Connectivity — The level of connectivity and access the roadway provides.
Higher design roadway classifications generally connect inter-city or inter-state
roadways. Lower level classifications generally provide local access.

o Access Control — The level of access that is permitted on the roadway.

Each of the roadways in Lawrenceburg provides a specific function. These functions are
generally determined traffic movement and each is classified by one of these operational
functions.

Roadway Classifications

The assessment in Lawrenceburg provides for several classifications based on both
connectivity and volume of traffic a roadway serves. To classify a roadway a two step

process must be used.

Classification by Access — A determination is made to the interconnectivity of the
roadway and the importance of the route not only within the county by from outside the

21
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county as well. This analysis establishes the roadway category: Arterial, collector or
local roadway.

Classification by Traffic Volumes — After the roadway category is determined, an
analysis of the Average Daily Traffic (ADT) sub-classifies the facility and determines the
design parameters appropriate to that level of roadway.

Roadway Systems and Guidelines
Arterial System

There are two types of arterials: the principal arterial and the rural arterial. A principal
arterial is generally identified as a facility that serves corridor movements adequate for
statewide or interstate travel. The roadways in this category can be identified as the
interstate system within the county.

Rural arterial roads are categorized by their linkages to cities or larger towns and they
generally provide interstate or inter-county service. They are capable of attracting travel
over long distances and have a spacing that is consistent with the population density in
the county. All developed areas are generally within a reasonable distance to a rural
arterial.

To further classify the roadways in this category, four (4) sub-categories have been
developed based on the ADT volumes on the facilities. A list of these sub-categories is
listed in Table 6-1. As ecach s-category serves a separate level of traffic, design criteria
has been developed separately to accommodate these differences. For example, a high-
volume arterial’s design standards will be greater than that of a low-volume arterial.
Approximately 20% of the roadway miles in the county are classified as Arterials.

Table 6-1 Rural Arterial Sub Categories:

ADT < 400
Category || 400 < ADT > 3,000
Category IlI 3000 < ADT > 5,000
Category IV ADT > 5,000
Collector System

The rural collector system generally serves intra-county travel as opposed to statewide
movements. The trips associated with a collector are predominantly shorter than those
associated with arterial routes. Consequently, lesser design speeds are used and the
design standards are generally less than that of arterial routes.
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Collector routes provide service to smaller communities and provide connections to the
arterial system. They are categorized as serving the more important intra-county routes.
Collector roadways account for 20% of the roadway miles in the county.

In order to further define the collector system the following sub-categories have been
developed based on the ADT volumes on the roadway.

Table 6-2: Rural Collector Sub-Categories:

Category | ADT < 400

Category Il 400 < ADT > 1,000

Category 11l 1000 < ADT = 3,000

Category IV 3,000 < ADT > 5,000

Category V ADT = 5,000
Local Roadways

The local roadway system in contrast to the arterial and collector system primarily
provides access to adjacent land and to the wider network. It serves principally shorter
trips and constitutes all roadways not classified as arterials or collector roads. To further
characterize this category, design parameters a set of sub-categories have been developed
based on the roadway traffic volumes. Over half of the roadways in Lawrenceburg are
classified as local roadways. These sub-categories are presented in Table 6-3.

Table 6-3: Local Roadway Sub-Categories:

Category Il 400 < ADT > 1,000
Category I 1000 < ADT > 3,000
Category IV 3,000 < ADT > 5,000
Category V ADT > 5,000
Curb & Gutter

Local Road

{Urban Local

Road} NA

Categories I-V illustrates local roadways where ample rights of ways are available for
drainage concerns and minimal access is required. In some cases, as in that of'a
subdivision, right of way is limited and numerous driveway curb cuts are needed. In
these instances, a curb and gutter section may serve the area more appropriately.

It is important to note that the Roadway Functional Classifications will need to be

continually reviewed and updated by the county. Functional Classifications can change
over time due to new development and changing traffic patterns.
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Issues

During the course of the stakeholder meetings as well as the individual interviews a
number of issues and comments were made concerning the road system both in
Lawrenceburg as well as those areas that connect to the roads serving the county. Those
issues are as follows:

Widening the roads 10 feet on either side for safety
Better access to the county

Easier access to Interstates

Better access to US 50

The obstacle of future growth is US 50
Improve the State Roads

Improve the roads both state and secondary
Provide better access for business

Traffic through Dearborn County

Better turn lanes off of roads

Goals for the Transportation system

Goal; Widen and align the primary county corridors to provide for a better flow of
through traffic.

Goal: Construct wider safety shoulders on secondary county roads.

Recommendations:

Apply for Federal Match and fund a US 50 By-Pass from [-275 to west of Aurora.
Manage US 50 traffic beyond the Bridge Construction

Complete the Tanners Creek Drive to Aurora Lumber access road.

Upgrade arterials in proposed annexed areas to support additional traffic and
developments.

24



Chapter 7
Housing

The condition of housing, type and value are all indicators of the economic vitality of a
city. Lawrenceburg has a diverse mix of housing throughout the City as a whole. Ina
review of the housing stock of Lawrenceburg, a survey was conducted to determine the
condition of housing in the City. The stock was categorized into three classifications
Above Average, Average and Below Average.

e Above Average — Is indicated by the structure being well maintained, relatively
new, well-maintained site and numerous other amenities being visible.

e Average — Indicated by a smaller structure being relatively well maintained, age
of the structure typically being over twenty years, site being maintained and
having no additional amenities that are visible.

e Below Average — Mostly, older dilapidated structures in need of maintenance.
Site is also in need of upkeep and other structures and debris are found on the

property.

The survey showed that approximately 56% of the housing stock outside of the
incorporated areas were considered Above Average with many being new construction
with sizable square footage footprints. There were an additional 33% of the stock being
in the Average category and in good condition. In the below average category we found
approximately 11% met this condition and are in need of either potential condemnation
or major upgrades.

Indications from the 2000 US Census are that the average household stze for
Lawrenceburg is 2.28 persons which is smaller than the State and smaller when compared
to the US as a whole ( Indiana 2.53 and the US 2.59). In Lawrenceburg most of the
residents can be classified as living in family households. As can be seen in Table 7-1
the family houschold composition is lower in Lawrenceburg than both the State and the
US by an amount of 9%. Conversely the non-family households are larger in
Lawrenceburg than the other two comparables by an amount of 9%. Another
classification that was higher by 4% than the State and the US is in Householder 65 and
older living alone.

Table 7-1: Average Household Composition Compared to State and National
Statisties

Households By Type Lawrenceburg % Indiana % us
Total Households 1914 100 2,336,308 100 105,480,101
Family Households 1141 59.6 1,602,501 68.6 71,787,347
Married-couple family 692 36.2 1,261,458  53.6 54,493,232
With own Children under 18 years 285 14.9 556,113 23.8 24 835,505
Female Householder, no hushand present 353 18.4 259,372 11.1 12,900,103
With own Children under 18 years 249 13 160,311 6.9 7,561,874
Non-family households 773 40.4 733,805 3.4 33,692,754
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%
100
68.1
51.7
23.5
122
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6 rooms
7 rooms
8 rooms

9 or mare rooms

323
LA
101

24

14.8
7.8
4.6

1.1

518,807
336,879
218,232

210,333

20.5
13.3
8.7

8.3

Median (rooms) 4.6 {x} 5.5 (x)
Source; 1JS Census Bureau, 2000

Table 7-3 Occupants per Room

Occupied Housing Units 1,955 100 2,336,306
1.00 or less 1,946 99.5 2,282,415
1.00 to 1.50 0 0 37,678
1.51 or more g9 .05 16,213

Source: US Census Bureau, 2000

Table 7-4: Vehicles per Unit

Nane 313 16 168,050 7.2
1 740 37.9 756,663 324
2 648 331 941,344 40.3
3 armore 254 13 470,249 201

Source: Us Census Bureau, 2000

Table 7-5: Unit Heating Fuel Type

24,214,071

21,385,794 18.5
13,981,917 121
9,343,740 8.1

8,929,805 7.7
5.3 (x)

100 105,408,101 100
97.7 98,422,211 94.3
1.60 3,184,768 3

0.7 2,873,122 27

10,861,067
36,123,613

40,461,920

18,033,501

! ndiana
Utility Gas 53.8 1510378
Bottled, tank, or LP gas 1.9 209401
Electricity 429 506997
Fuel oil, kerosene, etc. 2.1 60264
Coal or coke 0 2077
Wood 0 33075
Solar energy 0 443
Other Fuel 0 8695
No fuel used 0 4376

Source: US Census Bureau, 2000

54027880

9 6880185
21.7 32010401
26 9457850
0 142876
1.4 1769781
0 47069
0.4 412553
0.2 731506

10.3
34.2
38.4

17.1

51.2
6.5
30.3
9
0.1
17
0
0.4
0.7
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Table 7-6: Selected Housing Characteristics

= Sele ha istics
Lacking complete plumbing fa
Lacking comptete kitchen facilities 11 0.6 12,001 Q.5 715,535

No telephane service 180 9.2 68,575 29 2,570,705
Source:; US Census Bureauy, 2000

A new trend that is emerging in the Housing marketplace is the need for Senior Housing
of all types. This includes market rate, subsidized and medical service as the major types
of housing that this market can support. With the aging of the population Lawrenceburg
is no different in that 1t must make provisions to assist and support the aging of its
population base. All of the above housing types need to have good access to medical
services, retail and other key support activities. As a result specific types of businesses
must be identified that work with and in support of an aging population, which will
further define the direction of development for areas surrounding the Senior housing
areas.

Housing Goals

Goal: Continue the growth in owner-occupied housing.

Goal: Expand capability for mid-income housing units.

Goal: Establish Senior Housing Component in Code

Goal: Provide for multiple zoning codes for housing.

Goal: Provide affordable, safe, sanitary and buildable housing sites.

Goal: Maintain and enhance the housing stock condition in Lawrenceburg.

Recommendations:

Create an infill program for the City of Lawrenceburg
Create a $1.00 Home Program (HUD)
Create a Green Credit program for Lawrenceburg
Create and Enforce a Nuisance Ordinance for the City
Create a Property Maintenance Ordinance

Lot Requirements

Facility Requirements

Junk/Abandoned Cars

PODS Restrictions
First time Homebuyers program

Residency requirements

Investment retrieval Mechanism
Downtown District Design Criteria ( Historical and others)
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Chapter 8
Land Use

The identification and delineation of land use is critical to the structured growth of any
geographic and political subdivision. It is a process that categorizes and prioritizes
where, how fast and in what context growth will take place. Once it is in place it gives
the governing body a process by which zoning and development decisions can and should
be made. In Lawrenceburg there have been a limited number of land uses identified in
previous documents. They consisted of primarily, business/commercial, industrial,
recreational and residential.

As aresult of this update to the Lawrenceburg Comprehensive Plan, the following
recommendations for land use are being suggested. They are:

General Business — Downtown Lawrenceburg, US 50

Business/Multi-Use

Medical Service — Downtown and properties surrounding or near the Hospital
Industrial — Florence Drive, Tanners Creek Drive, I&M property, Route 48 (in county).
Residential — High Density (.5ac -)

Residential — Low Density (.5ac +)

Senior Housing - Near the downtown and/or near the Hospital

Mining

Recreational

Flood Plain

Flood Way/Wetlands

Planned Unit Development

Condominiums/Townhouses

The area between US 50 and the Levee at the River should be changed from Residential
to Business/Multi-Use, which would allow for a transition and the creation of a definable
Downtown area.

Continued Condo/Townhouse development along the River Levee

Include Entertainment provisions in Code along River outside Levee

Construction of a Conference/Convention Center and Conference Hotel Downtown
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Chapter 9
Annexation

In looking at the constraints for expansion currently in place for the City of
Lawrenceburg we are recommending an aggressive annexation plan be implemented by
the City to continue growth and to offer additional development opportunities to further
expand the local Tax Base. This will require significant coordination between the various
departments of the City tc administer and provide the additional services as a result of the
Annexation.

The area of consideration is as follows:

Extending the Southeastern boundary along the Aurora City Limits to Indiana 148
proceeding out to Indiana 48 turning east to Lawrenceburg Township line then
proceeding nerth along the line and following the line east to Rainbow Road and the
following it to Kelsey Road to Pribble Road and then following Pribble Road to Indiana
Route 1. Then following Indiana Route 1 East fo Greendale City Limits and all
properties within.

This will require all City utilities to be extended to all areas within a three-year period. It
will also require non-capital services to be provided within a one-year period (Police,
Fire, EMT, Solid Waste if applicable).

This may be undertaken over a period of time following a detailed analysis of the costs,
benefits and feasibility of the proposed area.
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ORDINANCE NO. 1-2011

AN ORDINANCE ENACTING AND ADOPTING THE 2011 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
FOR THE CITY OF LAWRENCEBURG, INDIANA,

WHEREAS, the update of the Comprehensive Plan has been completed and approved both by
the Planning Commission and City Council; and

WHEREAS, an Advisory Steering Committee was established for input into this Plan update; and

WHEREAS, it is the intent of the City Council and Planning Commission to accept these updates
in accordance with the law of the State of Indiana; and

WHEREAS, it is necessary to provide for the usual daily operation of the City of Lawrenceburg
and that this Ordinance take effect at an early date.

= NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
LAWRENCEBURG, INDIANA:

Section 1. The 2011 Comprehensive Plan for the City of Lawren ceburg, and as attached
hereto, is and the same is hereby adopted by reference as if set out in its
entirety.

Section 2. This Ordinance is declared to be a necessary measure for the City of

Lawrenceburg and shall take effect at the earliest date provided by law.

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LAWRENCEBURG THIS 3RD DAY
OF JANUARY, 2011,




William E. Cunningham, WMayor

ATTEST:

AY » .

[N
ﬂcki\eStutz, Clerk-Treasu rerl

The foregoing written and attached Ordinance No. 1- 2011 passed by the Common Council of
the City of Lawrenceburg, indiana on this 3% day of January, 2011, is now on this, the same day

by me presented to the Mayor at &)/ SP.M.

Al Y25

Jaaﬁe\Stutz, Clerk—Treasurer/

The foregoing within and attached Ordinance 1-2011 passed by the Common Council of the City
of Lawrenceburg, Indiana, on the 3 day of January. 2011, is now by me approved on this same

dayat £./SP.M.

flteo i,

e
William E. Cunningham, #ayor




COUNCIL:

Lo AU~

Anthony}\b;bott, Council Member

Wilttiam Bruner, Council Member

Mario Todd, Council Member

DI

Y -

JR Holdcraft, Councit Member

Donald Bryant, Counci]tlﬁember
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