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Environmental Quality Committee 
September 17 2013 

Summary 
 
Stinnett called the meeting to order at 11:03 AM.  All committee members were in 
attendance except Gorton and Farmer.  Kay also attended. 
 

1. August 20, 2013 Committee Summary 
 
On a motion by Scutchfield, second by Clarke the August 20, 2013 Committee summary 
was approved unanimously. 
 

2.  Empower Lexington Update 
 
Stinnett announced that this item would be postponed until the October 8 meeting due to 
an illness in the presenter’s family. 
 

3 Capacity Assurance Program (CAP) Update 
 
Martin discussed the CAP program.  He stated that the Consent Decree requires that 
Lexington certify there is adequate capacity in the sanitary sewer before authorizing any 
new connections or flow increases.   
 
Martin also discussed the banked credit system, earned capacity credit and grand 
fathering developments. 
 
Martin stated that the CAP plan was submitted to the EPAS on December 21, 2012.  He 
stated that the Consent Decree required implementation within 30 days of EPA approval.  
While EPA has not approved the CAP plan yet the Administration opted to implement 
the Plan starting on July 3, 2013 to eliminate the risk of penalty for missing the 
implementation deadline. 
Martin discussed the outreach that the Division of Water Quality has conducted with the 
development community and others regarding the implementation of the CAP plan. 
 
He discussed new employee additions that will be responsible for implementing and 
interfacing with CAP. 
 
Martin also discussed the external management information system Capacity Tracking 
Information Management System (CTIMS)  
 
He discussed specific projects that will improve capacity deficiencies, including the 
proposed Town Branch Wet Weather Storage, a proposed West Hickman Wet Weather 
Storage and a proposed Lower Cane Run Wet Weather Storage facility.  He stated that 
numerous long term and short term projects will greatly enhance the CAP program.  He 
also discussed the sump pump redirection program as well. 
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He also discussed lessons learned from ramping up the CAP program as well as 
challenges moving forward. 
 
Henson discussed the sump pump program.  She said that she was pleased with the 
results of the redirection efforts. 
 
Clarke asked about financing the improvements.  In response Martin stated that his office 
is working with Finance regarding cash flow and budgetary actions.  He stated that the 
ability to use Kentucky Infrastructure funds has greatly improved cash flow issues.  He 
stated that fees will need to be raised to finance long term improvements but they don’t 
know when the increases will need enacted. 
 
Mossotti discussed using the Board of Realtors to educate the public. 
 
Stinnett discussed long term capital projects, combining water quality and stormwater 
efforts and the capital projects priority list. 
 
Henson discussed language barriers in some areas of the community. 
 

4. Distillery District Update 
 
Paulsen provided an update on the Distillery District project.  He discussed the original 
focus of the existing $ 2.2 million bond and the Build America bond.  He stated that  
$ 1.7 million remains from the original bond.  Its original focus was for design and 
construction of the trail and streetscape improvements.  Paulsen stated that the feasibility 
component was added in 2010. 
 
Paulsen gave an overview of the Town Branch Trail.  He stated that it currently goes 
from Masterson Station Park to Alexandria Drive a distance of 2.2 miles.  He stated that 
there are 4 additional sections.  He stated that 1 section near Alexandria was funded and 
the other sections were not funded at this point. 
 
Paulsen stated that the Distillery District phase of the trail is in two sections: the west 
section and the east section.  He provide estimated costs for both sections; $ 1.0 million 
for the west area ($ 100,000 for design; $ 200,000 for ROW; and $ 700,000 for 
construction).  He stated that the east section was $ 1.45 million and it includes the 
Distillery District streetscape improvements. 
 
Paulsen stated that to complete the trail within the Distillery District is $ 2.45 million.  
He stated that the Town Branch Park and trail extension into downtown was estimated to 
cost $ 500,000, brining that total to $ 2.95 million. 
 
He recommended that the existing distillery district bond had approximately $ 1.7 
remaining.  Paulsen stated that a CMAQ grant of $ 1.3 million could be added to the 
existing bond allowing for completion of the Distillery District sections of the trail and 
the Town Branch Park. 
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Greg Leverage and Clay Angelucci, leasing agents for the property spoke.  They 
discussed recent tenant activity.  Angelucci stated that the project needed public 
involvement and discussed the need for streetscape improvements including way finding 
signage, benches, landscaping and lighting. 
 
Mossotti asked about the timing of the streetscape improvements.  In response Leverage 
stated that real estate uses momentum and stated that if potential clients saw benches, 
signage or landscaping being installed they would be more inclined to invest in the 
district. 
 
Barry McNeese also spoke about the project and streetscape infrastructure needs. 
 
Kay discussed timing of public improvements.  He stated that he was somewhat 
frustrated by the lack of public and private action on the project.  He asked if streetscape 
improvements could be made in the near future. 
 
In response Paulsen stated that the streetscape on the east end could be implemented. 
He stated that an RFP would need to be completed for the engineering and design.  Once 
a selection was made the design and engineering could be completed and than an RFP for 
construction would take place.  He stated that this would take about 1 year. 
 
Akers asked about the length of the trail on the east side of the Distillery District.  In 
response Paulsen stated that tat section was about 0.5 in length. 
 
Akers agreed with Kay that the process was taking too long. 
 
Clarke discussed the streetscape elements of the project.  He also asked about the mix of 
businesses in the District and about connections between the Distillery District trail and 
the Legacy Trail and downtown. 
 
Myers discussed the need for the floodplain study.  He asked McNeese if the developers 
would commit to the conducting the floodplain study.  In response McNeese stated that 
there are many parties that would benefit from that work including Rupp Arena, the 
Convention Center, Town Brach Commons and not just the distillery district. 
 
Myers stated that the public had committed $ 2.23 of public funds for this project. 
 
McNeese also stated that the developers wanted the City to spend its money on 
streetscape improvements and not the feasibility study.  He stated that several feasibility 
and economic studies were already conducted on the property. 
 
Akers asked Paulsen about the cost of the floodplain study.  In response Paulsen stated 
that the hydrology study for the area was estimated to be about $ 500,000. 
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A motion by Akers second by Myers to allocate the remaining bond proceeds to the 
Distillery District east section streetscape element.  The motion failed on a 2-5 vote 
(Akers & Henson –Yes; Stinnett, Mossotti, Myers, Clarke & Lane-No). 
 
Stinnett discussed the history of the Distillery District bond.  He stated that at this point it 
may be best to re think the project.  He stated that he would be meeting with Paulsen to 
determine what can be accomplished; whether to commit to the Administration proposal; 
or the streetscape effort; or to identify other more appropriate measures. 
 

5. Division of Water Quality Projects 
 
Martin stated that the Division is presently undertaking $ 51.8 million in capital projects, 
including cash and Kentucky Infrastructure proceeds. 
 
Stinnett stated that the October meeting will include the Empower Lexington Update, a 
presentation on climate adaption and will start with the monthly financial report.  
 
The meeting adjourned at 1:03 PM. 
 
 
Pas 09.25.2013 
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Fund 4002 Sanitary Sewers Operating Fund
Revenue & Expenditures Statement
Year to Date Through June 30, 2013

Original Amended YTD Through Remaining Percent
Title Budget Budget 06/30/2013 Budget Collected/Used
Revenues:
Licences and Permits
Property Tax Accounts
Charges for Services 43,200,000 43,658,935 48,246,928 -4,587,993 110.5%
Fines and Forteitures 606 606 0.0%
Intergovernmental Revenue 569,950 569,950 569,952 -2 100.0%
Health Insurance Premiums
Property Sales
Investment Income (non-op) 730,000 730,000 -159,966 889,966 -21.9%
Other Financing Sources
Pension Fund Revenue
Other Income 50,000 50,000 38,463 11,537 76.9%
Total Revenue 44,549,950 45,008,885 48,695,983 -3,685,886 108.2%

Expenses:
Personnel 11,270,930 11,379,602 10,014,774 1,364,828 88.0%
Operating Expenses 23,717,935 23,767,047 20,326,363 3,440,684 85.5%
Transfers 1,508,935 1,208,935 300,000 80.1%
Capital 4,528,400 3,663,141 2,993,058 670,083 81.7%
Total Expenditures 39,517,265 40,318,725 34,543,129 5,775,596 85.7%

Net Difference 5,032,685 4,690,160 14,152,854
FY Available Fund Balance 0 0

5,032,685 4,690,160
FUNDS 4002-4004:
Unrestricted Fund Balance 6.30.124.8 M
Capital Reserves 56.2 M

DRAFT
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Fund 4003 Sanitary Sewers Construction Fund
Revenue & Expenditures Statement
Year to Date Through June 30, 2013

Original Amended YTD Through Remaining Percent
Title Budget Budget 06/30/2013 Budget Collected/Used
Revenues:
Licences and Permits
Property Tax Accounts
Charges for Services 68,886 68,886 0.0%
Fines and Forteitures
Intergovernmental Revenue
Health Insurance Premiums
Property Sales
Investment Income (non-op) 470 470 0.0%
Other Financing Sources 20,000,000 21,050,000 21,050,000 0.0%
Pension Fund Revenue
Other Income 458,935 458,935
Total Revenue 20,000,000 21,508,935 528,291 21,119,356 2.5%

Expenses:
Personnel 0 0 0 0
Operating Expenses 4,050,000 1,817,491 1,825,516 -8,026 100.4%
Transfers -750,000 -750,000 0 0.0%
Capital 16,739,438 15,438,749 15,609,629 -170,880 101.1%
Total Expenditures 20,789,438 16,506,240 16,685,146 -178,906 101.1%

Net Difference -789,438 5,002,695 -16,156,854
FY Available Fund Balance 0 0

-789,438 5,002,695
FUNDS 4002-4004:
Capital Reserves 56.2 M

DRAFT
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Fund 4051 Water Quality Operating Fund
Revenue & Expenditures Statement
Year to Date Through June 30, 2013

Original Amended YTD Through Remaining Percent
Title Budget Budget 06/30/2013 Budget Collected/Used
Revenues:
Licences and Permits
Property Tax Accounts
Charges for Services 10,900,000 10,900,000 12,278,536 -1,378,536 112.6%
Fines and Forteitures 12,393 12,393 0.0%
Intergovernmental Revenue
Health Insurance Premiums
Property Sales
Investment Income (non-op) 4,000 4,000 -60,319 64,319 -1508.0%
Other Financing Sources
Pension Fund Revenue
Other Income 5,546 5,546 0.0%
Total Revenue 10,904,000 10,904,000 12,236,156 -1,296,278 112.2%

Expenses:
Personnel 3,946,740 3,993,820 4,032,828 -39,008 101.0%
Operating Expenses 6,426,390 5,433,840 4,359,700 1,074,141 80.2%
Transfers 191,971 17,606 174,365 9.2%
Capital 1,595,700 1,958,392 837,138 1,121,254 42.7%
Total Expenditures 11,968,830 11,578,024 9,247,271 2,330,753 79.9%

Net Difference -1,064,830 -674,024 2,988,885
FY Available Fund Balance 0 0

-1,064,830 -674,024
Unrestricted Fund Balance 
6.30.12 7.2 M

DRAFT
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Fund 4121 Landfill Operating Fund
Revenue & Expenditures Statement
Year to Date Through June 30, 2013

Original Amended YTD Through Remaining Percent
Title Budget Budget 06/30/2013 Budget Collected/Used
Revenues:
Licences and Permits
Property Tax Accounts
Charges for Services 6,704,530 6,704,530 6,645,330 59,200 99.1%
Fines and Forteitures
Intergovernmental Revenue
Health Insurance Premiums
Property Sales
Investment Income (non-op) 2,500 2,500 2,652 -152 106.1%
Other Financing Sources
Pension Fund Revenue
Other Income 218,000 218,000 200,000 18,000 91.7%
Total Revenue 6,925,030 6,925,030 6,847,981 77,049 98.9%

Expenses:
Personnel 865,220 790,424 786,323 4,101 99.5%
Operating Expenses 5,943,880 6,161,747 3,695,692 2,466,055 60.0%
Transfers 200,000 200,000 92,000 108,000 46.0%
Capital (INCL annual net chg-
postclos liability) 3,914,076 4,172,982 -258,906 106.6%
Total Expenditures 7,009,100 11,066,247 8,746,997 2,319,250 79.0%

Net Difference -84,070 -4,141,217 -1,899,015
FY Available Fund Balance 0 0

-84,070 -4,141,217
Unrestricted Fund Balance 
6.30.12 11.1 M

DRAFT
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Fund 4002 Sanitary Sewers Operating Fund
Revenue & Expenditures Statement
Year to Date Through Aug 31, 2013

Original Amended YTD Through Remaining Percent
Title Budget Budget 08/31/2013 Budget Collected/Used
Revenues:
Charges for Services 45,275,900 45,275,900 8,712,021 36,563,879 19.2%
Intergovernmental Revenue 484,200 484,200 257,658 226,542 53.2%
Investment Income (non-op) 400,000 400,000 -263,617 663,617 -65.9%
Other Income 20,000 20,000 19,139 861 95.7%
Total Revenue 46,180,100 46,180,100 8,725,201 37,454,899 18.9%

Expenses:
Personnel 12,435,040 12,409,560 1,515,273 10,894,287 12.2%
Operating Expenses 25,300,970 25,446,411 4,261,361 21,185,050 16.7%
Transfers 0 0.0%
Capital 6,327,650 6,896,000 296,709 6,599,291 4.3%
Total Expenditures 44,063,660 44,751,971 6,073,343 38,678,628 13.6%

Net Difference 2,116,440 1,428,129 2,651,859
FY Available Fund Balance 0 0

2,116,440 1,428,129
FUNDS 4002-4004:
Unrestricted Fund Balance 6.30.13$0 M
Capital Reserves 60.7 M

DRAFT

9



Fund 4003 Sanitary Sewers Construction Fund
Revenue & Expenditures Statement
Year to Date Through Aug 31, 2013

Original Amended YTD Through Remaining Percent
Title Budget Budget 08/31/2013 Budget Collected/Used
Revenues:
Investment Income (non-op) 63 63 0.0%
Other Financing Sources 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 0.0%
Total Revenue 25,000,000 25,000,000 63 25,000,063 0.0%

Expenses:
Operating Expenses 3,345,000 11,878,129 278,512 11,599,617 2.3%
Transfers 950 950 0.0%
Capital 40,252,830 82,524,123 2,125,401 80,398,722 2.6%
Total Expenditures 43,597,830 94,403,202 2,403,913 91,999,289 2.5%

Net Difference -18,597,830 -69,403,202 -2,403,850
FY Available Fund Balance 0 0

-18,597,830 -69,403,202
FUNDS 4002-4004:
Capital Reserves 60.7 M

DRAFT
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Fund 4051 Water Quality Operating Fund
Revenue & Expenditures Statement
Year to Date Through Aug 31, 2013

Original Amended YTD Through Remaining Percent
Title Budget Budget 08/31/2013 Budget Collected/Used
Revenues:
Charges for Services 11,500,000 11,500,000 2,304,240 9,195,760 20.0%
Fines and Forteitures 14,000 14,000 14,000 0.0%
Investment Income (non-op) -49,320 -49,320 0.0%
Other Financing Sources 2,100,000 2,100,000 2,100,000 0.0%
Other Income 4,800 4,800 508 508 0.0%
Total Revenue 13,618,800 13,618,800 2,255,428 11,260,948 16.6%

Expenses:
Personnel 4,414,650 4,440,130 598,700 3,841,430 13.5%
Operating Expenses 7,403,980 4,742,990 669,377 4,073,613 14.1%
Transfers 0 0.0%
Capital 3,855,400 347,688 14,155 333,533 4.1%
Total Expenditures 15,674,030 9,530,808 1,282,232 8,248,576 13.5%

Net Difference -2,055,230 4,087,992 973,196
FY Available Fund Balance 0 0

-2,055,230 4,087,992
Unrestricted Fund Balance 
6.30.13 6.11 M

DRAFT
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Fund 4052 Water Quality Construction Fund
Revenue & Expenditures Statement
Year to Date Through Aug 31, 2013

Original Amended YTD Through Remaining Percent
Title Budget Budget 08/31/2013 Budget Collected/Used
Expenses:
Personnel
Operating Expenses 6,100,748 132,938 5,967,810 2.2%
Transfers
Capital 3,691,000 856 3,690,144 0.0%
Total Expenditures 0 9,791,748 133,794 9,657,954 1.4%

Net Difference 0 9,791,748 133,794
FY Available Fund Balance 0 0

0 9,791,748
Unrestricted Fund Balance 
6.30.13 6.11 M

DRAFT
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Fund 4121 Landfill Operating Fund
Revenue & Expenditures Statement
Year to Date Through Aug 31, 2013

Original Amended YTD Through Remaining Percent
Title Budget Budget 08/31/2013 Budget Collected/Used
Revenues:
Charges for Services 6,704,530 6,704,530 1,164,536 5,539,994 17.4%
Investment Income (non-op) 409 409 0.0%
Other Income 222,000 222,000 222,000 0.0%
Total Revenue 6,926,530 6,926,530 1,164,945 5,762,403 16.8%

Expenses:
Personnel 748,690 748,690 89,115 659,575 11.9%
Operating Expenses 5,491,580 5,623,210 464,450 5,158,760 8.3%
Transfers 200,000 200,000 200,000 0.0%
Capital 1,040,000 1,678,102 1,678,102 0.0%
Total Expenditures 7,480,270 8,250,002 553,565 7,696,437 6.7%

Net Difference -553,740 -1,323,472 611,380
FY Available Fund Balance 0 0

-553,740 -1,323,472
Unrestricted Fund Balance 
6.30.13 14.5 M

DRAFT
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Dear members of the Lexington Urban Council Environmental Quality Committee and staff, 
attached you will find the power point which I will present at the October 8th Environmental 
Quality Committee meeting urging the LFUCG to sign onto the Resilient Communities for 
America Agreement (http://www.resilientamerica.org/). 

As it happens, you will also be hearing at that session the first annual report of Empower 
Lexington.  By chance, I made the presentation before the Urban Council perhaps 5 years ago 
on behalf of Lex Cool City that led to the city joining ICLEI, doing a Greenhouse Gas audit, and 
developing what has become Empower Lexington, which seeks to decrease the energy 
consumption, and thus the carbon footprint, of  Fayette County by voluntary means. 

Signing onto the Resilient Communities for America Agreement is a logical next step, since it 
will help LFUCG and the urban/county area deal with the pattern of increasing frequency and 
severity of extreme weather and increasing average temperatures which we are beginning to 
experience.  Even if somehow we stopped emitting carbon dioxide today, it is clear that we 
would be in for some rough weather over the next few decades, and, globally, we have scarcely 
begun to curtail out greenhouse gas emissions, so we are likely to be in for worse that that.   

While stabilizing the greenhouse gas concentration in the atmosphere is a problem that has to 
be tackled on a global level, dealing with the increasing frequency and severity of extreme 
weather events and the trend toward increasing average temperatures are matters that have to 
be addressed locally, regionally and at the national level.  If we do not prepare at a local level to 
avoid infrastructure, health, and economic damage that can be avoided, the citizens of Fayette 
County will suffer unnecessarily.  The same holds true at the state and national level. 

As the Resilient Communities for America Agreement emphasizes, the increasing frequency of 
weather problems ranging from drought to flooding and intense storms to increases in disease 
vectors resulting from temperature increases will interact with problems we already have.  
Indeed, it is one of the clear strengths of this effort that it stresses the importance of acting in a 
comprehensive, integrated way to deal with problems of climate disruption, infrastructure 
degradation, energy supply, disease control, the safeguarding of vulnerable populations, and 
likely causes of economic disruption. 

And it aims at increasing the ability of the cities that sign the Agreement to protect their 
residents, minimize damage, and maximize resilience—the ability to bounce back—both directly 
and by gaining national prominence for this issue so that state and federal governments step 
forward to give these city government the help they need—in the form of both technical 
assistance and financial support. 

If, for some reason, you should decide against moving to have Lexington sign onto this 
agreement, which has been joined by Louisville and many of the other major cities in the 
country, I would strongly urge you not to lose sight of the urgently important problems it is 
designed to help us address. 

I  have included below URLs to some web sites that will provide you with more information on 
the current research about climate change, the ways in which the increasing severity and 
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frequency of extreme weather events is likely to impact our area, and the policies, plans, and 
advice that have been formulated to date by federal agencies and other groups. 

Many thanks for giving me the opportunity to raise these issues before this committee and for 
taking the time to consider them. 

 

Sincerely, 

Rick Clewett 

Professor Emeritus, Eastern Kentucky University 

225 Aberdeen Dr.  Lexington, Ky. 40517 

859 272-4247 

 

EPA Tools for Local Officials 

http://www.epa.gov/climatechange/impacts-adaptation/adapt-tools.html 

Federal and EPA Climate Adaptation Programs 

http://www.epa.gov/climatechange/impacts-adaptation/fed-programs.html 

EPA: Climate Change Impacts and Adapting to Change: 

http://www.epa.gov/climatechange/impacts-adaptation/ 

Disaster Response 

-FEMA (Federal Emergency Management Agency): http://www.fema.gov/media-
library/resources-documents/collections/21 

FEMA is currently changing its procedures and strategies to deal with the predictable, and 
currently experienced, effects of climate change.  One of these changes in moving from the 
traditional system of using the past 50 or so years as the basis for predicting the likeliness of 
various forms of extreme weather in a given area to methods that take into account that weather 
patterns are increasingly changing (including becoming more erratic and unpredictable).   

Kentucky Emergency Management and LFUCG’s Emergency Management planning are based 
on a FEMA template and regulations, so they have yet to be brought up to date to meet the 
challenges of climate change.  This makes it all the more essential that LFUCG work with other 
cities, state government and the federal government to do risk, exposure and vulnerability 
assessments specifically designed to deal with the challenges we face and then to put in place 
appropriate plans and programs based on them. 
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UN International Panel of Climate Change (IPCC) Executive Summary for the 5th 
Assessment Report (issues on September 30th, 2013):  

 

Health Impacts of Climate Disruption 

-Center of Disease Control’s Climate-Ready City and States Initiative: 
http://www.cdc.gov/climateandhealth/climate_ready.htm 

 

Transportation and Climate Change: http://climate.dot.gov/impacts-adaptations/planning.html 

Excellent Clearing House on Different Kinds of Climate Adaptation: 
http://www.georgetownclimate.org/ 

Agriculture 

http://www.usda.gov/oce/climate_change/   

 

Well-Developed State Site on How to Do Climate Change Adaptation Planning: 

http://www.bcdc.ca.gov/planning/climate_change/adaptation.shtml 

 

Ohio Valley and Climate Change 

http://www.cier.umd.edu/climateadaptation/Ohio%20Economic%20Impacts%20of%20Climate%20Chan
ge.pdf 

 

http://www.tva.com/environment/sustainability/TVA_Climate_Change_Adaptation_Plan_2012.p
df 

http://www.ohioriverbasin.org/?page_id=1028 

 

16

http://www.cdc.gov/climateandhealth/climate_ready.htm
http://climate.dot.gov/impacts-adaptations/planning.html
http://www.georgetownclimate.org/
http://www.bcdc.ca.gov/planning/climate_change/adaptation.shtml
http://www.cier.umd.edu/climateadaptation/Ohio%20Economic%20Impacts%20of%20Climate%20Change.pdf
http://www.cier.umd.edu/climateadaptation/Ohio%20Economic%20Impacts%20of%20Climate%20Change.pdf
http://www.tva.com/environment/sustainability/TVA_Climate_Change_Adaptation_Plan_2012.pdf
http://www.tva.com/environment/sustainability/TVA_Climate_Change_Adaptation_Plan_2012.pdf
http://www.ohioriverbasin.org/?page_id=1028


Re
si

lie
nt

 C
om

m
un

iti
es

 fo
r 

A
m

er
ic

a:

Th
e 

N
ex

t S
te

p
Ri

ck
 C

le
w

et
t

17



H
ow

 I 
co

m
e 

to
 b

e 
he

re

H
ow

 th
is

 fo
llo

w
s 

as
 lo

gi
ca

l n
ex

t s
te

p 
fr

om
 E

m
po

w
er

 L
ex

in
gt

on
 

H
ow

 it
 is

 S
us

ta
in

ab
le

 C
om

m
un

iti
es

 fo
r 

A
m

er
ic

a 
is

 a
 v

er
y 

 fl
ex

ib
le

, b
ut

 a
ls

o 
a 

ve
ry

 im
po

rt
an

t p
ro

ce
ss

18



Re
si

lie
nt

 C
om

m
un

it
ie

s 
fo

r 
A

m
er

ic
a 

A
gr

ee
m

en
t

“W
e,

 th
e 

m
ay

or
s 

an
d 

lo
ca

l l
ea

de
rs

 o
f 

A
m

er
ic

a,
 w

ill
 le

ad
 th

e 
cr

ea
ti

on
 o

f m
or

e 
re

si
lie

nt
 c

it
ie

s,
 to

w
ns

, a
nd

 c
ou

nt
ie

s,
 b

ui
lt

 to
 

ov
er

co
m

e 
ou

r 
na

ti
on

’s

EX
TR

EM
E 

W
EA

TH
ER

, 

EN
ER

G
Y,

an
d

EC
O

N
O

M
IC

ch
al

le
ng

es
.”

19



A
 C

A
LL

 T
O

 A
CT

IO
N

•
“C

om
m

un
iti

es
 a

cr
os

s 
th

e 
co

un
tr

y 
ar

e 
on

 th
e 

fr
on

t l
in

es
 o

f t
hr

ee
 re

la
te

d 
ch

al
le

ng
es

: r
ec

or
d-

br
ea

ki
ng

 e
xt

re
m

e 
w

ea
th

er
 fu

el
ed

by
 c

lim
at

e 
ch

an
ge

, u
nr

el
ia

bl
e 

an
d 

co
st

ly
 e

ne
rg

y,
 a

nd
 

on
go

in
g 

ec
on

om
ic

 u
nc

er
ta

in
ty

. A
s 

th
e 

pa
ce

 o
f 

ch
an

ge
 q

ui
ck

en
s,

 c
ity

an
d 

co
un

ty
 g

ov
er

nm
en

ts
 

m
us

t w
or

k 
to

 m
ak

e 
co

m
m

un
iti

es
 m

or
e 

“r
es

ili
en

t”
: a

bl
e 

to
 b

ou
nc

e 
ba

ck
 fr

om
 

di
sr

up
tio

ns
 in

 a
su

st
ai

na
bl

e 
w

ay
 a

nd
 m

ai
nt

ai
n 

a 
go

od
 q

ua
lit

y 
of

 li
fe

 fo
r 

al
l.”

20



“A
s 

lo
ca

l e
le

ct
ed

 o
ff

ic
ia

ls
:

1.
 W

e 
ur

ge
 s

ta
te

 a
nd

 fe
de

ra
l l

ea
de

rs
 to

 s
up

po
rt

 o
ur

 lo
ca

l 
re

si
lie

nc
e 

in
it

ia
ti

ve
s 

an
d 

to
 ta

ke
 m

ea
ni

ng
fu

l s
te

ps
 to

 b
ui

ld
 

re
si

lie
nc

e 
an

d 
se

cu
ri

ty
 th

ro
ug

ho
ut

 th
e 

na
ti

on
.

2.
 W

e 
co

m
m

it
 to

 b
ui

ld
in

g 
co

m
m

un
it

y 
re

si
lie

nc
e 

th
ro

ug
h 

ou
r 

ow
n 

lo
ca

l a
ct

io
ns

, s
uc

h 
as

 th
e 

pa
th

s 
to

 re
si

lie
nc

e 
de

sc
ri

be
d 

be
lo

w
.

3.
 W

e 
co

m
m

it
 to

 s
ha

ri
ng

 o
ur

 s
ol

ut
io

ns
, s

uc
ce

ss
 s

to
ri

es
, a

nd
 

an
nu

al
 p

ro
gr

es
s 

w
it

h 
ot

he
r 

lo
ca

l g
ov

er
nm

en
ts

 th
ro

ug
h 

th
e 

Re
si

lie
nt

 C
om

m
un

it
ie

s 
fo

r 
A

m
er

ic
a 

on
lin

e 
pl

at
fo

rm
.”

21



PA
TH

S 
TO

 R
ES

IL
IE

N
CE

•
1)

 C
LI

M
AT

E 
PR

EP
A

RE
D

N
ES

S

•
Ev

al
ua

tin
g 

lo
ca

l v
ul

ne
ra

bi
lit

ie
s 

to
 e

xt
re

m
e 

w
ea

th
er

 a
nd

 a
 c

ha
ng

in
g 

cl
im

at
e,

 fr
om

 h
ea

t 
w

av
es

 a
nd

 a
ir

 p
ol

lu
tio

n 
to

 d
ro

ug
ht

s 
an

d 
flo

od
s.

–
(R

ec
or

d-
br

ea
ki

ng
 a

nd
 d

es
tr

uc
tiv

e 
ex

tr
em

e 
w

ea
th

er
 fu

el
ed

 b
y 

a 
ch

an
gi

ng
 c

lim
at

e 
co

st
 u

s 
$1

10
 

bi
lli

on
 in

 2
01

2 
w

ith
 1

1 
di

sa
st

er
s 

th
at

 b
ro

ug
ht

 $
1 

bi
lli

on
 o

r 
m

or
e 

in
 d

am
ag

es
, f

ol
lo

w
in

g 
a 

re
co

rd
 1

4 
m

aj
or

 d
is

as
te

rs
 in

 2
01

1.
)

22



•A
do

pt
in

g 
an

d 
im

pl
em

en
tin

g 
pr

ep
ar

ed
ne

ss
 p

ol
ic

ie
s 

th
at

 p
ro

te
ct

 
vu

ln
er

ab
le

 p
op

ul
at

io
ns

 a
nd

 n
at

ur
al

 re
so

ur
ce

s 
fr

om
ex

tr
em

e 
w

ea
th

er
 

an
d 

ot
he

r 
cl

im
at

e 
im

pa
ct

s.

(P
ro

te
ct

in
g 

th
e 

m
os

t v
ul

ne
ra

bl
e 

pa
rt

s 
of

 th
e 

po
pu

la
tio

n 
is

 a
 

m
aj

or
 p

oi
nt

 o
f e

m
ph

as
is

 in
 m

os
t o

f t
he

 m
at

er
ia

l c
om

in
g 

ou
t 

of
 fe

de
ra

l a
ge

nc
ie

s 
an

d 
sc

ho
la

rl
y 

so
ur

ce
s.

)

•R
ed

uc
in

g 
th

e 
co

m
m

un
ity

’s
 c

ar
bo

n 
fo

ot
pr

in
t t

o 
he

lp
 re

ve
rs

e 
cl

im
at

e 
ch

an
ge

 a
nd

 a
vo

id
 th

e 
co

st
s 

of
 a

da
pt

in
g 

to
 m

or
e 

se
ve

re
 c

lim
at

e 
im

pa
ct

s. (W
e 

ha
ve

 a
lre

ad
y 

st
ar

te
d 

w
or

ki
ng

 o
n 

th
is

 b
ut

 h
av

e 
m

uc
h 

m
or

e 
to

 d
o.

)

23



PA
TH

S 
TO

 R
ES

IL
IE

N
CE

: 2
) E

N
ER

G
Y 

SE
CU

RI
TY

•T
ra

ns
iti

on
in

g 
to

 a
 re

ne
w

ab
le

 e
ne

rg
y 

fu
tu

re
 to

 a
ch

ie
ve

 
gr

ea
te

r e
ne

rg
y 

in
de

pe
nd

en
ce

, p
ro

te
ct

 c
om

m
un

iti
es

 fr
om

 
pr

ic
e 

sp
ik

es
,a

nd
 e

ns
ur

e 
m

or
e 

re
lia

bl
e 

po
w

er
 d

ur
in

g 
he

at
 

w
av

es
 a

nd
 o

th
er

 d
is

ru
pt

io
ns

.
(P

ut
tin

g 
in

 p
la

ce
 c

om
po

ne
nt

s 
of

 th
e 

sm
ar

t g
ri

d 
se

rv
e 

th
is

 p
ur

po
se

 a
s 

w
el

l.)

•Im
pl

em
en

tin
g 

en
er

gy
 e

ff
ic

ie
nc

y 
pr

og
ra

m
s 

th
at

 h
el

p 
re

si
de

nt
s,

 b
us

in
es

se
s,

 a
nd

 m
un

ic
ip

al
 g

ov
er

nm
en

t s
av

e 
m

on
ey

 a
nd

en
er

gy
, l

ow
er

 c
ar

bo
n 

em
is

si
on

s,
 a

nd
 re

du
ce

 
de

m
an

d 
on

 th
e 

gr
id

 d
ur

in
g 

se
ve

re
 w

ea
th

er
 e

ve
nt

s.

(W
e 

ha
ve

 b
eg

un
 to

 w
or

k 
on

 th
is

, a
lth

ou
gh

 w
e 

co
ul

d 
do

 m
uc

h 
m

or
e.

)

24



PA
TH

S 
TO

 R
ES

IL
IE

N
CE

: 3
) I

N
FR

A
ST

RU
CT

U
RE

 R
EN

EW
A

L

•In
ve

st
in

g 
in

 u
pg

ra
de

s 
to

 c
om

m
un

ity
 fa

ci
lit

ie
s 

to
 s

af
el

y 
se

rv
e 

th
e 

ne
ed

s 
of

 c
ha

ng
in

g 
co

m
m

un
iti

es
 d

ec
ad

es
 in

to
 th

e 
fu

tu
re

. (W
e 

ha
ve

 s
ta

rt
ed

 w
or

ki
ng

 o
n 

ou
r 

w
as

te
 w

at
er

 
sy

st
em

 th
ro

ug
h 

ou
r 

EP
A

 C
on

se
nt

 D
ec

re
e.

)

•C
re

at
in

g 
ne

w
 m

od
el

s 
to

 fi
na

nc
e 

im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 a
nd

 
m

an
ag

e 
ri

sk
s 

to
 c

om
m

un
ity

 a
ss

et
s 

th
ro

ug
h 

en
ga

ge
m

en
t 

w
ith

 th
e 

pr
iv

at
e 

se
ct

or
.

•H
ar

ne
ss

in
g 

in
no

va
tio

ns
 in

 in
fo

rm
at

io
n 

te
ch

no
lo

gy
 a

nd
 

gr
ee

n 
in

fr
as

tr
uc

tu
re

 to
 o

pt
im

iz
e 

pe
rf

or
m

an
ce

 a
nd

 re
du

ce
 

co
st

s
th

ro
ug

h 
m

or
e 

ef
fic

ie
nt

 o
pe

ra
tio

n

25



PA
TH

S 
TO

 R
ES

IL
IE

N
CE

: 4
) E

CO
N

O
M

IC
 P

RO
SP

ER
IT

Y

•R
et

ai
ni

ng
 a

nd
 a

tt
ra

ct
in

g 
in

ve
st

m
en

t b
y 

sa
fe

gu
ar

di
ng

 
bu

si
ne

ss
es

 fr
om

 e
xt

re
m

e 
w

ea
th

er
 a

nd
 e

ns
ur

in
g 

re
lia

bl
e 

ac
ce

ss
 to

 e
ne

rg
y,

w
at

er
, a

nd
 o

th
er

 k
ey

 re
so

ur
ce

s.

•S
up

po
rt

in
g 

th
e 

pr
iv

at
e 

se
ct

or
 in

 c
re

at
in

g 
m

or
e 

di
ve

rs
ifi

ed
 

lo
ca

l e
co

no
m

ie
s 

th
at

 a
re

 m
or

e 
re

si
lie

nt
 to

 e
co

no
m

ic
 

do
w

nt
ur

n,
th

ro
ug

h 
jo

b 
cr

ea
tio

n 
in

 s
ec

to
rs

 s
uc

h 
as

 c
le

an
 

en
er

gy
, a

dv
an

ce
d 

m
an

uf
ac

tu
ri

ng
, a

nd
 lo

ca
l a

gr
ic

ul
tu

re
.

(W
e 

ar
e 

al
re

ad
y 

do
in

g 
so

m
e 

on
 th

is
 fr

on
t—

e.
g.

, t
he

 
Le

xi
ng

to
n-

Lo
ui

sv
ill

e 
A

dv
an

ce
d 

M
an

uf
ac

tu
ri

ng
 C

or
ri

do
r)

26



Fo
ur

 m
aj

or
 o

rg
an

iz
at

io
ns

 e
ac

h 
sh

ar
e 

th
e 

go
al

 o
f d

ri
vi

ng
 th

is
 

br
oa

d 
le

ad
er

sh
ip

 m
ov

em
en

t o
n 

co
m

m
un

ity
 re

si
lie

nc
e:

 

•IC
LE

I–
Lo

ca
l G

ov
er

nm
en

ts
 fo

r 
Su

st
ai

na
bi

lit
y,

 
•t

he
 N

at
io

na
l L

ea
gu

e 
of

 C
iti

es
, 

•t
he

 U
.S

. G
re

en
 B

ui
ld

in
g 

Co
un

ci
l

• a
nd

 th
e 

W
or

ld
 W

ild
lif

e 
Fu

nd
.

•M
ay

or
 K

ev
in

 Jo
hn

so
n 

of
 S

ac
ra

m
en

to
, C

A
, s

er
ve

s 
as

 th
e 

Ch
ai

r 
of

 th
e 

Re
si

lie
nt

 C
om

m
un

iti
es

 fo
r 

A
m

er
ic

a 
ca

m
pa

ig
n.

•A
 c

am
pa

ig
n 

A
dv

is
or

y 
Co

m
m

itt
ee

 o
f l

oc
al

 g
ov

er
nm

en
t s

ta
ff

 
an

d 
ex

pe
rt

s 
fr

om
 th

e 
ac

ad
em

ic
 c

om
m

un
ity

 a
nd

 p
ri

va
te

 s
ec

to
r 

w
ill

 p
ro

vi
de

 in
pu

t a
nd

 d
ire

ct
io

n 
on

 th
e 

ca
m

pa
ig

n 
to

 e
ns

ur
e 

th
at

 it
 m

ee
ts

 th
e 

ne
ed

s 
of

 c
iti

es
 a

nd
 c

ou
nt

ie
s 

an
d 

re
fle

ct
s 

th
e 

m
os

t c
on

te
m

po
ra

ry
 th

in
ki

ng
 a

nd
 p

ra
ct

ic
e 

in
 th

e 
fie

ld
.

27



W
ha

t a
re

 th
e 

ca
m

pa
ig

n’
s 

go
al

s?

•S
ec

ur
e 

a 
le

ad
er

sh
ip

 c
om

m
itm

en
t t

o 
ad

dr
es

s 
co

m
m

un
ity

 
re

si
lie

nc
e 

fr
om

 2
00

 lo
ca

l e
le

ct
ed

 o
ff

ic
ia

l s
ig

na
to

ri
es

 in
 th

e 
fir

st
 1

2 
m

on
th

s 
af

te
r t

he
 c

am
pa

ig
n 

la
un

ch
es

 in
 Ju

ne
 2

01
3,

 
an

d 
1,

00
0 

by
 2

01
5.

•S
ec

ur
e 

gr
ea

te
r s

ta
te

 a
nd

 fe
de

ra
l f

un
di

ng
, s

up
po

rt
, a

nd
 

co
lla

bo
ra

tio
n 

w
ith

 lo
ca

l g
ov

er
nm

en
ts

 to
 s

up
po

rt
 lo

ca
l 

in
iti

at
iv

es
 o

n 
re

si
lie

nc
e 

an
d 

pr
ep

ar
ed

ne
ss

, i
nf

ra
st

ru
ct

ur
e 

re
ne

w
al

, a
nd

 e
ne

rg
y 

se
cu

ri
ty

.
•M

ea
su

ra
bl

y 
im

pr
ov

e 
th

e 
re

si
lie

nc
e 

of
 a

ll 
co

m
m

un
iti

es
 th

at
 

pa
rt

ic
ip

at
e 

in
 th

e 
ca

m
pa

ig
n.

28



W
ha

t c
om

m
it

m
en

ts
 d

oe
s 

th
e 

ca
m

pa
ig

n 
se

ek
?

Th
e 

A
gr

ee
m

en
t l

et
te

r s
pe

ci
fie

s 
tw

o 
se

pa
ra

te
 

co
m

m
itm

en
ts

:
1.

 L
oc

al
 e

le
ct

ed
 o

ff
ic

ia
ls

 c
om

m
it

 th
ei

r 
ci

ty
 o

r 
co

un
ty

 to
 

ta
ki

ng
 a

ct
io

n 
to

 im
pr

ov
e 

re
si

lie
nc

e.
Bu

t s
in

ce
 th

e 
re

si
lie

nc
e 

ne
ed

s 
of

 c
om

m
un

iti
es

 v
ar

y 
gr

ea
tly

 fr
om

 p
la

ce
 to

 
pl

ac
e,

 th
er

e 
ar

e 
no

 o
ne

-s
iz

e-
fit

s-
al

l g
oa

ls
 o

r 
ta

rg
et

s 
fo

r 
th

e 
ca

m
pa

ig
n.

 T
hi

s 
m

ea
ns

 th
at

 e
ac

h 
lo

ca
l g

ov
er

nm
en

t d
ec

id
es

 
fo

r i
ts

el
f w

ha
t i

ts
 g

oa
ls

 a
nd

 in
iti

at
iv

es
 s

ho
ul

d 
be

, b
as

ed
 o

n 
lo

ca
l c

irc
um

st
an

ce
s.

2.
 L

oc
al

 g
ov

er
nm

en
ts

 a
gr

ee
 to

 s
ha

re
 th

ei
r 

pr
og

re
ss

, 
so

lu
ti

on
s,

 a
nd

 s
uc

ce
ss

 s
to

ri
es

 w
it

h 
ot

he
r 

lo
ca

l 
go

ve
rn

m
en

ts
.

29



W
ha

t b
en

ef
it

s 
do

es
 th

e 
ca

m
pa

ig
n 

pr
ov

id
e 

to
 lo

ca
l 

go
ve

rn
m

en
ts

?
1.

Le
ad

er
sh

ip
 re

co
gn

it
io

n.
•

Th
e 

ca
m

pa
ig

n 
is

 a
 p

ro
m

in
en

t p
la

tf
or

m
 fo

r 
el

ec
te

d 
of

fic
ia

ls
 to

 
sh

ow
ca

se
 th

ei
r l

ea
de

rs
hi

p 
on

 th
e 

na
tio

na
l s

ta
ge

. M
ay

or
s 

an
d 

co
un

ty
 o

ff
ic

ia
ls

 fr
om

 a
cr

os
s 

th
e 

co
un

tr
y 

w
ho

 s
ig

n 
th

e 
A

gr
ee

m
en

t l
et

te
r w

ill
 b

e 
id

en
tif

ie
d 

by
 th

e 
m

ed
ia

, t
he

 p
ub

lic
, 

an
d 

en
vi

ro
nm

en
ta

l s
ta

ke
ho

ld
er

s 
as

 th
e 

le
ad

er
s 

an
d 

in
no

va
to

rs
 o

n 
th

e 
em

er
gi

ng
 n

at
io

na
l i

ss
ue

 o
f r

es
ili

en
ce

.
•T

hr
ou

gh
 th

e 
ca

m
pa

ig
n,

 IC
LE

I a
nd

 it
s 

co
al

iti
on

 o
f p

ar
tn

er
 

or
ga

ni
za

tio
ns

 w
ill

 o
ff

er
 a

m
pl

e 
op

po
rt

un
iti

es
 fo

r 
ci

tie
s 

an
d 

co
un

tie
s 

to
 re

ce
iv

e 
re

co
gn

iti
on

 a
nd

 m
ed

ia
 a

tt
en

tio
n 

fo
r 

th
ei

r 
re

si
lie

nc
e-

re
la

te
d 

ac
co

m
pl

is
hm

en
ts

 a
nd

 n
ew

s 
an

no
un

ce
m

en
ts

.

30



2.
 T

ec
hn

ic
al

 re
so

ur
ce

s.

Si
gn

at
or

y 
lo

ca
l g

ov
er

nm
en

ts
 w

ill
 b

e 
ab

le
 to

 a
cc

es
s 

cr
iti

ca
l r

es
ou

rc
es

 a
t 

no
 c

os
t,

 d
es

ig
ne

d 
to

 h
el

p 
th

em
 a

ch
ie

ve
 th

ei
r r

es
ili

en
ce

 g
oa

ls
. 

•
Fi

rs
t a

m
on

g 
th

es
e 

w
ill

 b
e 

an
 o

nl
in

e 
co

m
m

un
ity

 w
he

re
 lo

ca
l o

ff
ic

ia
ls

 
ca

n 
fin

d 
an

d 
co

lla
bo

ra
te

 w
ith

 th
ei

r p
ee

rs
 w

ith
 s

im
ila

r g
oa

ls
 a

nd
 n

ee
ds

, 
ac

ce
ss

 te
ch

ni
ca

l a
ss

is
ta

nc
e,

 a
nd

 fi
nd

 re
so

ur
ce

s.

•
To

ol
s 

an
d 

re
so

ur
ce

s 
w

ill
 b

e 
pr

ov
id

ed
 to

 s
ig

na
to

ry
 c

om
m

un
iti

es
 b

y 
IC

LE
I a

nd
 a

ll 
of

 th
e 

no
n-

pr
of

it 
pa

rt
ne

rs
 th

at
 jo

in
 th

e 
ca

m
pa

ig
n.

•T
he

se
 w

ill
 in

cl
ud

e 
gu

id
eb

oo
ks

 a
nd

 c
as

e 
st

ud
ie

s,
 e

xc
lu

si
ve

 w
eb

in
ar

 
tr

ai
ni

ng
s,

 s
of

tw
ar

e 
to

ol
s,

 a
nd

 a
n 

on
lin

e 
“a

ns
w

er
s 

ne
tw

or
k”

 to
 a

sk
 

qu
es

tio
ns

 a
nd

 re
ce

iv
e 

te
ch

ni
ca

l s
up

po
rt

. 

31



Su
m

m
in

g 
U

p
•

Si
gn

in
g 

on
to

 th
e 

Re
si

lie
nt

 C
om

m
un

iti
es

 fo
r 

A
m

er
ic

a 
A

gr
ee

m
en

tl
oo

ks
 to

 m
e 

lik
e 

a 
go

od
 w

ay
 

to
 fo

cu
s 

LF
U

CG
’s

 a
tt

en
tio

n 
on

 c
lim

at
e 

ad
ap

ta
tio

n 
an

d 
re

si
lie

nc
e 

an
d 

in
cr

ea
se

 it
s 

ab
ili

ty
 to

 w
or

k 
on

 
th

es
e 

im
po

rt
an

t p
ro

bl
em

s 
w

ith
ou

t t
ak

in
g 

on
 a

 
ri

gi
d 

or
 d

em
an

di
ng

 c
om

m
itm

en
t.

•
If 

yo
u 

de
ci

de
 fo

r 
an

y 
re

as
on

 n
ot

 to
 s

ig
n 

th
is

 
ag

re
em

en
t,

 p
le

as
e 

do
 n

ot
 lo

se
 s

ig
ht

 o
f t

he
se

 
ur

ge
nt

 n
ee

ds
 b

ut
 fi

nd
 o

th
er

 e
ff

ec
tiv

e 
w

ay
s 

of
 

w
or

ki
ng

 o
n 

th
em

.

32



E
m

po
w

er
 L

ex
in

gt
on

E
ne

rg
y 

P
la

n

C
om

m
un

ity
 U

pd
at

e 
S

ep
te

m
be

r 1
7,

 2
01

3

33



A
bo

ut
 th

at
 1

%
…

•
Vo

lu
nt

ar
y

•
Tr

ac
ke

d 
bo

th
 o

n 
a 

pe
r c

ap
ita

 b
as

is
 a

nd
 

ab
so

lu
te

 b
as

is
 

•
C

om
pa

tib
le

 w
ith

 K
en

tu
ck

y’
s 

Ac
tio

n 
Pl

an
 fo

r 
En

er
gy

 E
ffi

ci
en

cy
go

al
 o

f a
ch

ie
vi

ng
 o

ne
 

pe
rc

en
t a

nn
ua

l e
le

ct
ric

 s
av

in
gs

 th
ro

ug
h 

en
er

gy
 

ef
fic

ie
nc

y

34



R
es

id
en

tia
l

G
oa

l–
“T

o 
pr

ov
id

e 
re

si
de

nt
s 

w
ith

 th
e 

re
so

ur
ce

s 
an

d 
kn

ow
le

dg
e 

ne
ed

ed
 s

o 
th

ey
 c

an
 li

ve
 m

or
e 

su
st

ai
na

bl
y,

 s
av

e 
en

er
gy

 a
nd

 s
av

e 
m

on
ey

”

35



R
es

id
en

tia
l

•
Fi

rs
t e

ve
r E

ne
rg

y 
To

ur
 in

 2
01

2 
(5

0 
at

te
nd

ee
s)

•
M

id
w

es
t E

ne
rg

y 
C

on
fe

re
nc

e
•

H
om

e 
en

er
gy

 a
ud

it 
ki

ts
 c

he
ck

ed
 o

ut
 1

11
 

tim
es

•
In

fra
re

d 
ca

m
er

as
 c

he
ck

ed
 o

ut
 3

8 
tim

es

36



R
es

id
en

tia
l

•
Th

e 
H

om
e 

Bu
ild

er
s 

As
so

ci
at

io
n 

of
 L

ex
in

gt
on

 
En

er
gy

 S
m

ar
t B

ui
ld

er
s 

pr
og

ra
m

 h
el

ps
 e

ns
ur

e 
w

e’
re

 b
ui

ld
in

g 
en

er
gy

 e
ffi

ci
en

t h
ou

si
ng

•
Th

e 
H

BA
L 

w
as

 th
e 

fir
st

 in
 th

e 
na

tio
n 

to
 e

nt
er

 in
to

 
a 

M
O

U
 w

ith
 R

ES
N

ET

•
C

om
m

its
 th

e 
H

BA
L 

to
 e

nc
ou

ra
ge

 a
ll 

bu
ild

er
 

m
em

be
rs

 to
 h

av
e 

th
ei

r h
om

es
 e

ne
rg

y 
ra

te
d 

& 
m

ar
ke

t t
he

se
 s

co
re

s

37



R
es

id
en

tia
l

U
til

ity
 P

ro
gr

am
s

38



Tr
an

sp
or

ta
tio

n 

G
oa

l–
“T

o 
pr

ov
id

e 
an

 e
ffi

ci
en

t, 
in

te
rc

on
ne

ct
ed

 
tra

ns
po

rta
tio

n 
sy

st
em

 th
at

 im
pr

ov
es

 
qu

al
ity

 o
f l

ife
, s

av
es

 F
ay

et
te

 C
ou

nt
y 

ci
tiz

en
s 

tim
e 

an
d 

m
on

ey
, a

nd
 m

ov
es

 
pe

op
le

 a
nd

 g
oo

ds
 w

ith
 le

ss
 e

ne
rg

y”

39



B
ik

e/
P

ed
es

tri
an

 Im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 
B

as
ed

 o
n 

B
ik

e/
P

ed
 P

la
n

•
Ta

te
s 

C
re

ek
 s

id
ew

al
ks

•
Lo

ud
on

 s
id

ew
al

ks
 

•
So

ut
hl

an
d 

D
r b

ik
e 

la
ne

s 
•

Bi
ke

 d
et

ec
to

rs
 a

t k
ey

 
in

te
rs

ec
tio

ns
•

Br
ig

ht
on

 T
ra

il 
Se

c 
2

•
G

ai
ne

sw
ay

 T
ra

il

40



In
cr

ea
se

 T
ra

ns
it 

S
er

vi
ce

 a
nd

 
C

ov
er

ag
e

•
11

%
 in

cr
ea

se
 in

 ri
de

rs
hi

p
•

Le
xT

ra
n 

st
ud

y 
of

 N
ic

ho
la

sv
ille

 R
d 

co
rr

id
or

•
N

ew
 b

us
 s

to
p 

si
gn

s
•

Bu
s 

pa
ss

 v
en

di
ng

 m
ac

hi
ne

•
Lo

ok
in

g 
at

 C
N

G
 a

nd
 H

yb
rid

 b
us

 re
pl

ac
em

en
ts

 

41



R
id

es
ha

rin
g 

–
R

eg
io

na
l C

om
m

ut
er

 
Tr

ip
 R

ed
uc

tio
n 

•
Va

np
oo

l t
ra

ns
fe

rr
ed

 to
 L

ex
Tr

an
•

Lo
ok

in
g 

to
 e

nh
an

ce
 a

nd
 e

xp
an

d 
pr

og
ra

m
 

•
KY

 R
iv

er
 F

oo
th

ills
 c

om
m

ut
er

 b
us

es

42



In
du

st
ria

l/C
om

m
er

ci
al

/In
st

itu
tio

na
l

G
oa

l–
“T

o 
pr

om
ot

e 
en

er
gy

 e
ffi

ci
en

cy
 a

nd
 p

ro
vi

de
 

bu
si

ne
ss

es
 a

nd
 o

rg
an

iz
at

io
ns

 w
ith

 th
e 

kn
ow

le
dg

e 
an

d 
to

ol
s 

ne
ed

ed
 to

 s
av

e 
en

er
gy

 a
nd

 m
on

ey
”

43



In
du

st
ria

l/C
om

m
er

ci
al

/In
st

itu
tio

na
l

•
G

o 
G

re
en

 W
or

ks
ho

p
–

50
0 

at
te

nd
ee

s 
ov

er
 4

 y
ea

rs
•

D
is

tri
bu

te
d 

LE
D

 E
XI

T 
si

gn
s 

–
1,

14
3 

to
 n

on
 p

ro
fit

s 
•

Li
ve

G
re

en
Le

xi
ng

to
n 

En
er

gy
 P

ar
tn

er
s

–
17

3 
bu

si
ne

ss
es

 n
ow

–
32

 a
pa

rtm
en

t c
om

pl
ex

es
 n

ow
•

Li
ve

G
re

en
Le

xi
ng

to
n 

G
am

es
 

–
40

 p
ar

tic
ip

an
ts

 in
 2

01
2

44



La
nd

 U
se

/F
oo

d/
A

gr
ic

ul
tu

re

“T
o 

pr
es

er
ve

 a
nd

 e
nh

an
ce

 la
nd

 a
nd

 
Bl

ue
gr

as
s 

so
ils

”

45



La
nd

 U
se

/F
oo

d/
A

gr
ic

ul
tu

re

•
20

12
 C

om
p 

P
la

n 
G

oa
ls

 a
nd

 O
bj

ec
tiv

es
–

su
pp

or
ts

 p
re

se
rv

at
io

n 
ef

fo
rts

 
•

Tr
ee

 c
an

op
y 

su
rv

ey
–

un
de

rw
ay

 n
ow

•
R

ef
or

es
t t

he
 B

lu
eg

ra
ss

–
O

ve
r 

10
0,

00
0 

se
ed

lin
gs

 &
 1

75
 a

cr
es

 o
f f

lo
od

pl
ai

n 
re

st
or

ed
 t

o 
da

te
 

•
P

D
R

 P
ro

gr
am

–
23

7 
fa

rm
s 

to
ta

lin
g 

26
,0

00
 +

 a
cr

es
•

Lo
ca

l f
oo

ds
 c

oo
rd

in
at

or
 p

ilo
t

–
P

ro
po

se
d 

by
 C

ou
nc

il 
Ju

ne
 2

01
3

46



W
as

te

“L
ex

in
gt

on
 s

ho
ul

d 
pu

rs
ue

 a
 z

er
o 

w
as

te
 

vi
si

on
”

47



W
as

te

•
W

as
te

 M
an

ag
em

en
t d

ev
el

op
in

g 
st

ra
te

gi
c 

pl
an

 
fo

r z
er

o 
w

as
te

–
H

H
W

 m
an

ag
em

en
t

–
in

cr
ea

si
ng

 a
m

ou
nt

 &
 ty

pe
s 

of
 re

cy
cl

ab
le

 m
at

er
ia

ls
–

co
lle

ct
io

n 
of

 fo
od

 w
as

te
 in

 th
e 

ya
rd

 w
as

te
 p

ro
gr

am
–

in
cr

ea
si

ng
 m

ar
ke

ts
 fo

r c
om

po
st

–
re

cy
cl

in
g 

of
 c

on
st

ru
ct

io
n 

an
d 

de
m

ol
iti

on
 m

at
er

ia
l

–
in

cr
ea

si
ng

 e
du

ca
tio

n 
on

 w
as

te
 re

du
ct

io
n 

•
Ze

ro
 w

as
te

 fr
am

ew
or

k 
pr

es
en

te
d 

Ap
ril

 2
3 

by
 

Le
ad

er
sh

ip
 L

ex
in

gt
on

48



W
as

te

•
H

H
W

 fa
ci

lit
y 

de
si

gn
 c

om
pl

et
e 

•
D

ro
p 

Bo
x 

fo
r u

nw
an

te
d 

ph
ar

m
ac

eu
tic

al
s 

at
 P

ol
ic

e 
H

Q

49



M
ea

su
rin

g 
C

om
m

un
ity

 P
ro

gr
es

s 
20

11
 v

er
su

s 
20

07
M

et
ric

4 
ye

ar
 

ch
an

ge
“A

nn
ua

l”

El
ec

tri
ci

ty
 k

W
h

-7
.6

%
-1

.9
%

N
at

ur
al

 G
as

 M
cf

+1
.1

%
+0

.3
%

Tr
an

sp
or

ta
tio

n 
m

ile
s

-1
.4

%
-0

.4
%

La
nd

fil
l t

on
s

-1
1.

3%
-2

.8
%

Po
pu

la
tio

n
up

 b
y 

23
,2

82
  

+8
.4

%

50



E
le

ct
ric

ity
•

R
es

id
en

tia
l e

le
ct

ric
ity

 u
se

 (d
ow

n 
2%

)
-3

6 
m

illi
on

 K
w

H
 =

 2
.4

 m
illi

on
 d

ol
la

rs
 s

av
ed

•
C

om
m

er
ci

al
 e

le
ct

ric
ity

 u
se

 (d
ow

n 
17

.5
%

)
-2

88
 m

illi
on

 K
w

H
 =

 1
9.

4 
m

illi
on

 d
ol

la
rs

 s
av

ed
•

In
du

st
ria

l e
le

ct
ric

ity
 u

se
 (u

p 
20

.4
%

)  
+ 

87
 m

illi
on

 K
w

H
 =

 5
.8

 m
illi

on
 d

ol
la

rs
 in

cr
ea

se
•

“O
ve

ra
ll”

 c
om

m
un

ity
 s

av
in

gs
 o

n 
el

ec
tri

ci
ty

  
ap

pr
ox

im
at

el
y 

16
 m

illi
on

 d
ol

la
rs

 

Ba
se

d 
on

 b
le

nd
ed

 ra
te

 o
f 6

.7
5 

ce
nt

s/
Kw

H

51



N
at

ur
al

 G
as

•
N

at
ur

al
 G

as
 u

se
 u

p 
1.

1%
+ 

83
,0

00
 M

cf
 =

 $
47

9,
00

0 
in

cr
ea

se

Ba
se

d 
on

 a
ve

ra
ge

 c
os

t $
5.

77
 p

er
 M

cf
 (t

ho
us

an
d 

cu
bi

c 
fe

et
)

52



Tr
an

sp
or

ta
tio

n 
(in

cl
ud

es
 in

te
rs

ta
te

 tr
av

el
)

•
2.

8 
bi

llio
n 

Ve
hi

cl
e 

M
ile

s 
Tr

av
el

ed
  i

n 
20

11
(d

ow
n 

1.
4%

) 
= 

40
 m

illi
on

 m
ile

 d
ec

re
as

e 
fro

m
 2

00
7

= 
8.

8 
m

illi
on

 d
ol

la
r s

av
in

gs
 in

 fu
el

Sa
vi

ng
s 

ba
se

d 
on

 a
ve

ra
ge

 c
os

t o
f $

3.
50

 p
er

 g
al

lo
n 

an
d 

16
 M

PG

53



W
as

te
 M

an
ag

em
en

t

To
ns

20
07

20
11

%
 c

hg
La

nd
fil

l
40

8,
00

0
36

2,
00

0
-1

1.
3

R
ec

yc
lin

g
19

1,
00

0
21

8,
00

0
+1

4.
1

C
om

po
st

58
,0

00
67

,0
00

+1
5.

5
To

ta
l

65
7,

00
0

64
7,

00
0 

-1
.5

N
ot

e:
 T

on
na

ge
s 

de
riv

ed
 fr

om
 F

ay
et

te
 C

ou
nt

y 
So

lid
 

W
as

te
 A

nn
ua

l R
ep

or
ts

54



G
re

en
ho

us
e 

G
as

 E
m

is
si

on
s

Ye
ar

To
ta

l T
on

s 
of

 C
O

2-
e

20
07

pe
r c

ap
ita

6,
77

3,
02

9
24

.3
20

11
pe

r c
ap

ita
6,

57
4,

96
8 

21
.8

20
11

 v
s 

20
07

pe
r c

ap
ita

-2
.9

%
 

-1
0.

4%

Po
pu

la
tio

n
up

 b
y 

23
,2

82
  

+8
.4

%

55



SE
C

TO
R

R
es

id
en

tia
l

27
.2

%
C

om
m

er
ci

al
29

.3
%

In
du

st
ria

l
11

.1
%

Tr
an

sp
or

ta
tio

n
26

.5
%

W
as

te
5.

8%

FA
YE

TT
E 

C
O

U
N

TY
 2

01
1 

EM
IS

SI
O

N
S 

%
 

56



C
LO

S
IN

G
 T

H
O

U
G

H
TS

•
W

e’
re

 b
ec

om
in

g 
a 

m
or

e 
en

er
gy

 e
ffi

ci
en

t 
co

m
m

un
ity

 
•

Tr
en

ds
 a

re
 m

ov
in

g 
in

 th
e 

rig
ht

 d
ire

ct
io

n 
ev

en
 w

ith
 p

op
ul

at
io

n 
in

cr
ea

si
ng

 
•

W
e’

re
 s

av
in

g 
m

on
ey

 a
s 

a 
co

m
m

un
ity

•
Em

po
w

er
 L

ex
in

gt
on

 e
ffo

rts
 c

om
pl

em
en

t 
re

co
m

m
en

da
tio

ns
 in

 th
e 

20
12

 C
om

p 
Pl

an
 

G
oa

ls
 a

nd
 O

bj
ec

tiv
es

57



N
ex

t S
te

ps

•
C

on
tin

ue
 e

ffo
rts

 to
 b

ec
om

e 
m

or
e 

en
er

gy
 

ef
fic

ie
nt

•
O

ct
ob

er
 E

m
po

w
er

 L
ex

in
gt

on
 m

ee
tin

g

•
Tr

ac
k 

en
er

gy
 u

se
 a

nn
ua

lly
 

•
An

nu
al

 u
pd

at
e 

to
 th

is
 c

om
m

itt
ee

58



Q
ue

st
io

ns
?

Th
an

k 
yo

u 
fo

r 
th

e 
op

po
rt

un
ity

 to
 t

al
k 

ab
ou

t 
Em

po
w

er
 L

ex
in

gt
on

59



60



61



 
   C

om
m

itt
ee

 R
ef

er
ra

ls 
E

nv
ir

on
m

en
ta

l Q
ua

lit
y 

C
om

m
itt

ee
 

  Ite
m

  
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
R

ef
er

re
d 

B
y 

D
at

e 
 

St
at

us
 

C
ap

ac
ity

 A
na

ly
si

s 
 

 
 

 
 

 
B

lu
es

 
 

 
 

Pa
rt 

of
 R

M
P 

W
as

te
 M

an
ag

em
en

t F
un

di
ng

 O
pt

io
ns

  
 

 
 

St
in

ne
tt 

4-
13

-1
1 

W
as

te
 M

an
ag

em
en

t T
as

k 
Fo

rc
e 

C
on

so
lid

at
e 

G
re

en
w

ay
 R

es
po

ns
ib

ili
tie

s 
 

 
 

EQ
 L

in
k 

 
6-

19
-1

1 
 

U
K

 G
am

e 
D

ay
 S

ol
id

 W
as

te
 C

ol
le

ct
io

n:
 R

ev
en

ue
 S

ou
rc

e 
 

EQ
 L

in
k 

6-
19

-1
1 

W
as

te
 M

an
ag

em
en

t T
as

k 
Fo

rc
e 

B
ul

ky
 It

em
 C

ol
le

ct
io

n:
 R

ev
en

ue
 S

ou
rc

e 
 

 
 

EQ
 L

in
k 

6-
19

-1
1 

W
as

te
 M

an
ag

em
en

t T
as

k 
Fo

rc
e 

D
W

Q
 C

on
st

ru
ct

io
n 

Pr
oc

es
s 

 
 

 
 

 
M

ye
rs

  
3-

17
-1

2 
E

m
po

w
er

 L
ex

in
gt

on
 P

la
n 

 
 

 
 

 
K

ay
 

 
3-

20
-1

2 
O

ct
 2

01
3 

M
ee

tin
g 

A
nn

ua
l R

ep
or

t o
n 

Pu
bl

ic
 E

du
ca

tio
n 

Ef
fe

ct
iv

en
es

s 
 

 
EQ

/P
W

 L
in

k 
5-

19
-1

2 
M

ar
ch

 1
2,

 2
01

3 
D

is
til

le
ry

 D
is

tr
ic

t U
pd

at
e 

 
 

 
 

 
G

or
to

n 
11

-6
-1

2 
Se

pt
 2

01
3 

M
ee

tin
g 

U
pd

at
e 

D
ra

in
ag

e 
M

ai
nt

en
an

ce
 Is

su
es

  
 

 
 

 
H

en
so

n 
11

-1
3-

12
 

 
 

 
W

as
te

 M
an

ag
em

en
t E

xp
en

di
tu

re
 A

ud
it 

 
 

 
St

in
ne

tt 
4-

23
-1

3 
 

    Pa
s 9

-2
5-

13
 

62


	A G E N D A
	Environmental Quality Committee
	October 8, 2013
	ADPAE21.tmp
	Environmental Quality Committee
	The meeting adjourned at 1:03 PM.

	ADPC.tmp
	Resilient Communities for America:
	���How I come to be here��How this follows as logical next step from Empower Lexington ��How it is Sustainable Communities for �America is a very  flexible, but also a very important process���
	 �Resilient Communities for America Agreement�
	A CALL TO ACTION
	Slide Number 5
	PATHS TO RESILIENCE�
	Slide Number 7
	Slide Number 8
	Slide Number 9
	Slide Number 10
	Slide Number 11
	Slide Number 12
	Slide Number 13
	Slide Number 14
	Slide Number 15
	Summing Up

	ADP7DA6.tmp
	Empower Lexington �Energy Plan
	About that 1%…
	Residential
	Residential
	�Residential
	Residential�Utility Programs
	Transportation �
	Bike/Pedestrian Improvements Based on Bike/Ped Plan
	Increase Transit Service and Coverage
	Ridesharing – Regional Commuter Trip Reduction 
	Industrial/Commercial/Institutional
	Industrial/Commercial/Institutional
	Land Use/Food/Agriculture
	Land Use/Food/Agriculture
	Waste
	Waste
	Waste
	Measuring Community Progress �2011 versus 2007
	Electricity
	Natural Gas
	Transportation �(includes interstate travel)
	Waste Management
	Greenhouse Gas Emissions
	Slide Number 24
	CLOSING THOUGHTS
	�Next Steps�
	Questions?

	ADP7293.tmp
	A G E N D A
	Environmental Quality Committee
	October 8, 2013




