Board of Zoning Adjustment

Staff Report
June 16, 2014

Case No: 14Variancel046

Project Name: Proposed Banner, Ford Kentucky Truck Plant

Location: 3001 Chamberlain Lane

Owner(s): Ford- Kentucky Truck Plant

Applicant: Same as above

Representative: Todd S. Ashton, Ford — KTP Launch Manager

Project Area/Size: 7,500 sq. ft. (sign)

Jurisdiction: Louisville Metro

Council District: 17 — Glen Stuckel

Case Manager: Sherie’ Long, Landscape Architect
REQUEST

e A variance of Section 8.3.3.A.2, Table 8.3.2 of the Land Development Code (LDC) to
allow a proposed attached signage to exceed the maximum area.

Location Requirement Request Variance
Building Facade | 750 sf. | 7,500 sf. | 6,750 sf. |

CASE SUMMARY/BACKGROUND/SITE CONTEXT

The applicant is proposing to install a 50 feet x 150 feet banner/sign on the New Stacker Building fagcade
facing 1-265 (Gene Snyder Freeway) and Chamberlain Lane at the Kentucky Truck Plant (KTP) located on
Westport Road and Chamberlain Lane. A similar proposal was approved for a banner/sign of the same size
to be located on the fagade of the Stamping Building in 2012. The proposed banner/sign will be attached to
a facade which is 27,470 square feet, being 335 feet long and 82 feet tall. Proposed banner/sign will
occupy 27% of the fagade area on one side of the building facing 1-265 and Chamberlain Lane.

BACKGROUND/ PREVIOUS CASES
Case No. 14WAIVER1016, landscape waiver to eliminate the 3 foot continuous screen between the parking
lot and Chamberlain Lane; and landscape waiver to eliminate the 120’ between interior landscape areas,

approved by Planning Commission May 14, 2014.

Docket No. B-17628-12, variance to allow an attached banner/sign to exceed the maximum size, approved
by BOZA Committee May 7, 2012

Docket No. B-182-94, variance to allow a freestanding sign to encroach into the required Westport Road
street side yard, approved by BOZA Committee October 3, 1994

Docket No. 9-36-92, change in zoning from R-4 to PEC, approved by the Planning Commission August 6,
1992
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LAND USE/ZONING DISTRICT/FORM DISTRICT TABLE

Land Use Zoning Form District
Subject Property
Existing Industrial PEC SW
Proposed Industrial PEC SW
Surrounding Properties
North Industrial/ Commercial & Residential PEC/ C-1, C-2, & SW/RC &

(across Westport Road) R-7 SW

South [-265)

Residential (across Chamberlain Lane & R-4 N

East Residential R-4 SW

West Chamberlain Lane & |-265)

Industrial / Residential (across PEC/ R-6 & R-4 SW/ N

INTERESTED PARTY COMMENTS

Staff has received no comments.

APPLICABLE PLANS AND POLICIES

Land Development Code

STANDARD OF REVIEW AND STAFF ANALYSIS FOR VARIANCES

The requested variance will not adversely affect the public health, safety or welfare.

STAFF: The variance will not adversely affect the public health, safety or welfare since the
banner/sign will be attached securely to the facade by a professional sign company; plus currently
there is a sign of similar size on an adjacent fagade which has not impeded sight distance, and

The requested variance will not alter the essential character of the general vicinity.

STAFF: The requested variance will not alter the essential character of the general vicinity because
the applicant’s proposal is compatible with the previously approved facade sign; the closest
surrounding development and existing structures are also other industrial uses; and the closest
residential uses are located either across the Gene Snyder Freeway, Westport Road, or located

The requested variance will not cause a hazard or nuisance to the public.

STAFF: The requested variance will not cause a hazard or nuisance to the public because the
banner/sign will be attached to an existing building facade; the signage will generate pride among
the employees of the Kentucky Tuck Plant (KTP); and will be similar to the previously approved

(a)
caused safety or public health issues.
(b)
almost a mile away.
(©)
sign/banner located on the KTP Stamping Building.
(d)

The requested variance will not allow an unreasonable circumvention of the zoning requlations.
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STAFF: The requested variance will not allow an unreasonable circumvention of the zoning regulations
because there are similar signs in the area.

ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS:

1. The requested variance arises from special circumstances which do not generally apply to land in the
general vicinity or the same zone.

STAFF: The requested variance arises from the applicant’s request to install a banner/sign which
exceeds the maximum size allowed to be attached to a building facade.

2. The strict application of the provisions of the requlation would deprive the applicant of the reasonable
use of the land or create an unnecessary hardship on the applicant.

STAFF: The strict application of the provisions of the regulation would create an unnecessary hardship
because the proposed signage could not be installed.

3. The circumstances are the result of actions of the applicant taken subsequent to the adoption of the
zoning requlation from which relief is sought.

STAFF: The circumstances are the result of the applicant request to install an over-sized banner/sign
on the building facade.

TECHNICAL REVIEW
No outstanding technical review items.

STAFF CONCLUSIONS

The variance to allow the proposed attached banner/sign to exceed the maximum sign area is compatible with
the large scale industrial context of the surrounding area and is similar to the previously approved banner/sign
attached to the other fagade. Therefore, the Board of Zoning Adjustment must determine if the proposal meets
the standard for a variance established in the Development Code based on the testimony and evidence
provided at the public hearing.

NOTIFICATION
Date Purpose of Notice Recipients
5/29/2014 BOZA Hearing 1% tier adjoining property owners
Neighborhood notification recipients
5/30/2014 Sign Posting Subject property
ATTACHMENTS

Zoning Map

Aerial Photograph

Over-all Site Plan

Site Plan - Enlargement

Sign Location Map — Existing and Proposed Signage
Elevations

Proposed Signage

Applicant’s Justification Statement
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Attachment 1: Zoning Map
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Attachment 2: Aerial Photograph

A & vy
R-RRURALRES. R-5RES. S.FAM. R-8A RES. M-FAM. C-R COMM./RES. M-1 IND. DRO DEV. REVIEW OoV.
R-E RES. EST. RRD RES. REDEV  OR-1 OFF./RES. C-1 COMM. M-2 IND. W-1 WATERFRONT
R-1 RES. S.FAM. R-5ARES. M-FAM. OR-2 OFF./RES. C-2 COMM. M-3 IND. W-2 WATERFRONT
R-2 RES. S.FAM.  R-5B TWO-FAM. OR-3 OFF./RES. C-3CBD CRO CRO. REVIEWOV  W-3 WATERFRONT

R-3 RES. S.FAM.  R-6 RES. M-FAM. OTF OFF./TOUR C-M COMM. MAN.  PRO PLAN. RESEARCH WRO WATER. REVIEW OV.
R-4 RES. S.FAM.  R-7 RES. M-FAM. C-N NEIGH. COMM. EZ-1 ENTERPRISE PEC PLAN. EMP. CEN.

R | Zoning District Map 14VAR1046 W
Louisville/Jefferson Metro Government VARI ANCE .”C A

Loisnlle g
= ] i i ‘Copyign (3014, Leuns e 5005 SERERSoN county
Plannlng and DeSIgn METROPOLITAN SEWER DISTRICT (MSD), LOUISVI.LEMTER
COMPANY (LWC), I.Oulsvlu,E METRO GOVE!

“ 1w Services Sca‘e: 1 :9592 Date: 05/20/2014 JEFFERSOR:"“ ROPEATY VL UATIONADMINSTRATOR

BOZA Meeting Date: June 16, 2014 Page 5 of 12 Case: 14Variancel046



Attachment 3: Over-all Site Plan

KENTUCKY TRUCK PLANT
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Attachment 4: Site Plan - Enlargement
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Attachment 5: Sign Location Map - Existing and Proposed Signhage
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Attachment 6: Elevations
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Attachment 7: Proposed Sign
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Attachment 8: Applicant’s Justification Statement

Variance Justification:

In order to justify approval of any variance, the Board of Zoning Adjustment considers the following criteria. Please
answer all of the following items. Use additional sheets if needed. A response of yes. no, or N/A is not acceptable.

1. Explain how the variance will not adversely affect the public health, safety or welfare.

Panwes. is secuned pea puitessimtl Seg Gm//lﬂ7 ey [ fout pea. Aloceduac.
Boww<t has ?y/Z, W

2. Explain how the variance will not alter the essential character of the general vicinity.
Mo, S’agmngx isef hi 35 (Quu;{'y puduct s/mww) pltoducts Dui If by
Cmp/tyfc_s of YTE in Loaicville C’anmwdv

3. Explain how the variance will not cause a hazard or a nuisance to the public.

WMohaeaad, S ,¢ Yémmq(z_ Fau/hd«cﬁ Do TFiv7 Zou SViT[< < pgan de
ju,d//l. L.. KTP Empliyees,

4. Explain how the variance will not allow an unreasonable circumvention of the requirements of
the zoning regulations.

Mo Effect.

Ad(ditional consideration:

1. Explain how the variance arises from special circumstances, which do not generally apply to
land in the general vicinity (please specify/identify).

The 4awﬂe,¢/ﬁy/a?¢ will £t wpaspuiakely on side of New Sk ai 147

W

2. Explain how the strict application of the provisions of the regulation would deprive the applicant
of the reasonable use of the land or would create unnecessary hardship.

Lanta. will be f¥acked +o .Q.o[&r/ﬂm'/t/l‘»?, decc ot Affect ﬂmd’amm}

3. Are the circumstances the result of actions of the applicant taken subsequent to the adoption of
the regulation from which relief is sought?

WO
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