Floyd County Plan Commission

Minutes

The regular meeting of the Floyd County Plan Commission was held on November 10, 2025 at 7:00pm at
the following address:

Pineview Government Center Assembly Room 104
2524 Corydon Pike
New Albany, IN 47150

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIENCE

ROLL CALL

Present: Gina Anderson, Larry Bibelhauser, Chris Welch, Jeremy Shumate, John Brinkworth, Jim
Freiberger, Bruce Morris, Frank Loop, Victor Unruh

Absent: Haley James

Other: Rick Fox, Raymond Dibaya, Nick Creevy, Gabbrielle Adams

MINUTES
Minutes from the September 8, 2025 Meeting

Motion: Approve

Moved by: Chris Welch
Seconded by: John Brinkworth
Motion passed unanimously.

NEW BUSINESS

Agenda Item 1 — FC-10-25-29 — Administrative Subdivision — Applicant is requesting a re-plat of the
subdivision known as Innovation Park Lot 10A. Floyd County Redevelopment Commission, 206 Beams
Place, Georgetown, IN 47122 (22-02-00-200-111.033-002). Section 02, Township 3 South, Range 5 East.

Mr. Dibaya- County Planner. Read the staff report. The petitioner is requesting to vacate 25’ of a buffer
and conservation easement located in Lot 10A to convert it to a utility easement. Staff Comments on
vacation: 1. The conditions in the platted area have not changed so as to defeat the original
purpose of the plat because: Lot lines will not be modified and the modification for the
subdivision will allow for a utility easement where a conservation easement currently exists. 2.
It is in the public interest to vacate all or part of the plat because: Vacating the plat will allow
for a change from a conservation easement to a utility easement. 3. The value of that part of the
land in the plat, not owned by the petitioner will not_be diminished by vacation because: The petitioner
owns the entirety of the plat and the proposed modifications will not be substantially adverse
to the plat. Staff Comments on Minor Subdivision: 1. The plat as submitted does comply with the lot
size standards because: (Art. lll; § 4A) — The lot will remain 2.43-acres which is above the minimum lot
size of 43,560 (or 1-acre) and is also above the minimum 150 feet of frontage. 2. The plat as submitted
does comply with the street design standards because no modifications to streets are proposed. Streets



will remain public in Innovation Parkway. 3. The plat as submitted does comply with the easements
standards because no changes to originally approved easements have been made. 4. The plat
as submitted does comply with the block standards because the plat will remain accessible via the
subdivision street. 5. The plat as submitted does provide street improvements as required by ordinance
because no modifications to the previously approved streets are proposed. Streets will remain public. 6.
The plat as submitted does comply with water supply standards because previous approvals
included verification of service providers. 7. The plat as submitted is suitable for sewage and waste
water containment because previous approvals included verification of service providers. Staff
Recommendations: None, apply for Secondary Approval prior to final plat approval by County
Commissioners.

Mr. Bibelhauser- all we’re doing is vacating the buffer or is the water line easement currently on the plat?
Mr. Dibaya- yes, it’s going to convert it to that water line easement that | believe is already there.

Mr. Bibelhauser- why would we restrict this easement to just a water line easement, why wasn’t it a utility
easement?

Mr. Dibaya- it is a utility easement, it’s a water utility easement.

Mr. Bibelhauser- water is one item. There’s electric, sewer, gas, and water. A utility easement.

Ms. Anderson- and internet.

Mr. Bibelhauser- if it was all labeled as a utility easement and someone wanted to run something else in
that space, you wouldn’t have to come back and make a revision. Do we want to, at the time, make this a

utility easement as well as a water line easement?

Mr. Dibaya- that’s not the request. It’s a utility easement and that is what they are asking to revert to and
it's specified it’s a water line but maybe that’s something that can be discussed with the applicant.

Mr. Brinkworth- | think Larry brings up a good point and as far as looking at the plat, lot 9 and lot 11, on
the continuation on that, is that a water line easement on those two lots or is that a utility easement?

Mr. Dibaya- | don’t have that in front of me but | believe where that is being vacated, is going to be where
the water easement, that utility easement is going to be. | think previously it was a buffer easement and
that’s been vacated and that’s where that’s going to be placed.

Mr. Brinkworth- okay, | mean it’s just going to be restricted to water.

Mr. Dibaya- yeah, right now.

Mr. Bibelhauser- if we’re content on leaving it restricted to water. In the future, if we do that again, I'd
make them utility easements.

Mr. Welch- | would make them utility easements, that way it covers everything.



Mr. Unruh- | don’t see why it makes a difference if we just designate it as a utility easement. Do you see
any problem with that Nick? None whatsoever. Okay, then we will change that to a utility easement.

Mr. Dibaya- that’s what it states on the survey.

Nick Creevy- Representing the Redevelopment Commission. It is listed as a water line easement to allow
the water to come in from the corner. | see no issue with a utility easement, it’ll clear things up in the
future, that’s just how the surveyor labeled it. I'm fine with that condition. We are looking to upgrade the
water line to a 12” which will help loop with Edwardsville’s utility.

Mr. Unruh- asked if anyone would like to speak in favor. No one came forward. Asked if anyone would
like to speak in opposition. No one came forward. Closed public comment.

Mr. Welch- read the ballot. Docket FC-10-25-29. After careful review the Plat Committee finds that: 1. The
plat as submitted DOES comply with the lot size standards because: the lot will remain 2.43 acres which
is above the minimum lot size of 43,560 sqft or 1 acres and is also above the minimum of 150 feet of
frontage. 2. The plat as submitted DOES comply with the street design standards because: No modification
to street are proposed, streets will remain public in Innovation Parkway. 3. The plat as submitted DOES
comply with the easements standards because: No changes to originally approved easements have been
made. 4. The plat as submitted DOES comply with the block standards because: The plat will remain
accessible via the subdivision street. 5. The plat as submitted DOES provide street improvements as
required by ordinance because: No modifications to the previously approved streets are proposed. Streets
will remain public. 6. The plat as submitted DOES comply with water supply standards because: Previous
approvals included verifications of service providers. 7. The plat as submitted IS suitable for sewage and
waste water containment because: Previous approvals included verification of service providers. The plat
is accepted upon completion of the following conditions: Change water line easement to utility easement.
The Floyd County Plan Commission Plat Committee hereby GRANTS Primary Approval of this
administrative subdivision at the meeting held on the 10™" day of November, 2025.

Motion: Approve

Moved by: Chris Welch
Seconded by: Frank Loop
Motion passed unanimously.

Agenda Item 2 — FC-10-25-31 - TIF Resolution — Expansion of Highlander-Edwardsville TIF District.

Nick Creevy- Representing the Redevelopment Commission. They passed a resolution 2025-3 to expand
the Edwardsville Highlander Point Gateway Tif district, Knobs Landing. The current Tif did not include
those because they were previously residential so we are looking to expand the Tif to include those two
now missed use parcels so we can capture Tif revenue and apply that to the necessary infrastructure
improvements in the area. We are looking for a resolution to be approved that states this Tif and project
is consistent with the planning documents of Floyd County. Which | believe you all agree with since that
project was approved by this board.

Mr. Loop- so redevelopment asked for this?

Mr. Creevy- yes, by statue they have oversight over Tifs. They initiate the process and forwards it to the
Plan Commission, they provide concurrence that it’s consistent with planning documents, and then it goes



to the County Commissioners for public hearing for the taxing districts impacted and then final approval
is the Redevelopment Commission.

Mr. Loop- so the land that is in question behind JayC

Mr. Creevy- that is not involved with this.

Mr. Loop- | know it's not involved with this but is it in consideration?

Mr. Creevy- we probably will be looking to expand the Tif for that and across the street in the future.
Mr. Loop- didn’t know if we should include it in this or not.

Mr. Creevy- just the timeline and the way this works out, we want to get this one in because you need to
initiate it to get the base valuation at the correct time. So we want to get this one in place because
construction is to start next year so we can capture the revenue as soon as possible.

Mr. Loop- | make a motion to approve 2025-1

Motion: Approve

Moved by: Frank Loop

Seconded by: Chris Welch
Motion passed unanimously.

Motion: Adjourn

Moved by: Frank Loop
Seconded by: John Brinkworth
Motion passed unanimously.

Adopted this ___ i; day of &W , 2025,

Chairperson ' Atrest
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