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AGENDA
Special Planning & Public Works Committee
November 11, 2014
1:30 P.M.

1. Committee Summary (1-5)
2. H-1 Notification Process — Myers
3. Electrical Inspection Fees — Gorton (6-76)

4. Code Enforcement Fines — Lawless (77-83)
Assistance for Code Enforcement Compliance — Gorton

5. Building Inspection Civil Offenses — Lawless (84-92)

6. Zoning Text Amendments for Food Trucks in the P-1 and (93-113)
AU Zones — Akers

7. Referral Items (114)

“Planning & Public Works Committee, to which should be referred matters relating to the Division of
Planning and including, but not limited to matters related to housing, infill and redevelopment,
purchase of development rights and historic preservation, and any related partner agencies and the
Department of Public Works and its related divisions, including capital improvement projects and any
related partner agencies”

-Council Rules & Procedures, Section 2.102(1)

2014 Meeting Schedule

January 14 June 17 November 11, 2014
February 11 July 1

March 4 August 12

April 8 September 9

May 6 October 14



Planning and Public Works Committee Meeting
October 14, 2014
Summary and Motions

Chair Bill Farmer Jr. called the meeting to order at 1:00 p.m. Committee members Mossotti,
Gorton, Ellinger, Kay, Ford, Beard, Clarke, and Henson were in attendance. Committee member
Lawless was absent. CMs Myers and Stinnett were also in attendance.

1. September 9, 2014 Committee Summary

Motion by Vice Mayor Gorton, second CM Beard to approve the September 9, 2014 committee
summary. Motion passed unanimously.

2. Items Referred

On a motion by Vice Mayor Gorton, second CM Ellinger “Review Street Tree and Tree
Protection Ordinances” was removed from the referral list. Motion passed unanimously.

After discussion of the “H-1 Notification Process” item, there was consensus to bring this item
forward for consideration during the next committee meeting.

After discussion of the “Explore Providing Assistance to Low Income Homeowners with Code
Compliance” item, there was consensus to bring this item forward for consideration during the
next committee meeting.

On a motion by Vice Mayor Gorton, second CM Mossotti “Homeowner Association Rights and
Responsibilities” was removed from the referral list. Motion passed unanimously.

On _a motion by CM Beard, second Vice Mayor Gorton “Multi-Way Stop Glendover Road at
Valley Road” was removed from the referral list. Motion passed unanimously.

On a motion by Vice Mayor Gorton, second CM Ellinger “Office Premise Signage” was removed
from the referral list. Motion passed unanimously.

On _a motion by Vice Mayor Gorton, second CM Mossotti “Streetlight Installation Plan” was
removed from the referral list. Motion passed unanimously.

On a motion by CM Ford, second CM Mossotti “Initiate Zoning Text Amendments for Food
Trucks in the P-1 and AU Zones” was removed from the referral list. Motion failed after
discussion and committee consensus to move this item forward at the next committee meeting.

On _a motion by Vice Mayor Gorton, second CM Clarke “Affordable Housing Issue” was
removed from the referral list. Motion passed unanimously.




On a motion by Vice Mayor Gorton, second CM Clarke “University of Kentucky Master Plan”
was removed from the referral list. Motion passed unanimously.

On a motion by CM Stinnett, second CM Beard “MAP Fund Usage Policies” was removed from
the referral list. Motion passed unanimously.

On a motion by CM Clarke, second Vice Mayor Gorton “Landscape Examination Procedure” was
removed from the referral list. Motion passed unanimously.

On a motion by Vice Mayor Gorton, second CM Mossotti “Oliver Lewis Way Update” was
removed from the referral list. Motion passed unanimously.

3. Leaf Collection Update

Charlie Martin introduced the item, and provided brief background information. Rob Allen
provided an overview of the vacuum leaf collection program, and explained that approximately
90,000 addresses in Fayette County receive service. He reviewed program guidelines and
alternative leaf disposal options, and provided the 2014 collection schedule. Mr. Allen stated that
an interactive map is available to provide citizens with access to timely information regarding leaf
collection.

Chris Doerge reviewed the capabilities of the interactive map, which categorizes areas according
to collection dates and progress.

CM Mossotti noted that addresses that do not receive leaf collection are not clearly shown on the
interactive map, and asked for improvements to the map in that regard.

CM Henson stated that some streets receive both city and private trash pickup, and the map
would need to be coded accordingly to show which addresses will receive leaf collection service.
In response to a question from CM Henson, Mr. Allen stated that steps have been taken to ensure
that gaps in service will not occur.

In response to a question from CM Henson, Charlie Martin stated that collection will occur from
Thanksgiving until Christmas. Mr. Allen stated that the budget for leaf collection is
approximately $300,000.

In response to a question from CM Clarke, Mr. Allen stated that only one collection is conducted
for each address, but alternatives are available for removal of leaves after collection dates. He
stated that flexibility is built into the collection schedule to allow for later collection dates as
necessary.



CM Stinnett asked for information regarding budget and utilization of yard waste coupons.
Commissioner Holmes stated that he would provide that information to the committee via email.
CM Stinnett stated the importance of mulching leaves and utilizing compost bins. Mr. Allen
responded that certain areas of the city require collection to protect storm drains. Mr. Martin
stated that Council has the discretion to make changes to the program, and that collection has
been outsourced for 2014.

4. Snow Removal Plan

Chester Hicks presented the snow and ice control plan, and explained that the city is divided into
nine areas for snow removal and routes. Snow removal is prioritized according to street
classification and traffic volume. The LFUCG is responsible for snow removal for approximately
134 lane miles inside of New Circle Road. He reviewed existing resources for snow removal, and
stated that there has been an increase in the cost of salt.

CM Stinnett asked for information regarding the process for road segments to be added to the list.
Albert Miller responded that requests should be made through Lexcall, and stated that all requests
receive a response.

In response to a question from CM Stinnett, Mr. Miller stated that the contract price for salt has
increased. Commissioner Holmes stated that the LFUCG will have enough salt to respond to a
typical winter, even considering the cost increase.

Vice Mayor Gorton asked for Delong Road to be added to the list of hills to be treated. Mr. Miller
stated that Delong Road is typically pretreated before a storm.

CM Mossotti presented information regarding a potential shortage of salt supply. Mr. Miller
stated that a contract is in place for up to 15,000 tons of salt. In response to a follow up question
from CM Mossotti, Mr. Miller stated that treatment becomes less effective when temperatures
drop to approximately 20 degrees. He stated that an additive is used below that temperature. Mr.
Miller stated that the LFUCG utilizes contractors to assist with snow removal as necessary to
increase response capacity. Commissioner Holmes stated the need to evaluate capacity, and
provided details related to the cost of equipment and personnel.

In response to a question from CM Myers, Mr. Hicks explained how new streets are added to the
list for snow removal. CM Myers stated that cul-de-sacs located at the terminus of hills should be
added to the “areas likely to freeze” list to receive salt application. Mr. Miller stated that this
request can be made through Lexcall or email.

5. Electrical Inspection Fees

Vice Mayor Gorton introduced the item, and stated that it has been five years since electrical
inspection fees were last reviewed.



Commissioner Paulsen presented the electrical inspection process and current fees, and presented
fee increases as proposed by the contractor. He stated that fees were increased in 1991, 2002, and
2009, and recommended that an annual or bi-annual report be implemented in the future to
provide the committee with code changes and related information that affects the time and effort
needed to complete inspections.

In response to a question from CM Kay, Commissioner Paulsen stated that the contractor is
currently in the second year of the current contract. He further explained that there have been
competing bidders in the past, and the contract is awarded through the Request for Proposal
process.

CM Kay noted that the contractor is reporting a substantial profit after expenses, and asked for
clarification regarding a theft item that was noted in the provided financials. Mr. Vicroy, the
contractor’s attorney, provided additional details regarding specific line items in the financials.

Vice Mayor Gorton stated that any increases in inspection fees will result in increased home
prices. She asked if a financial pro forma had been completed to calculate projected financials
resulting from the requested increases. Mr. Vicroy stated that a pro forma had not been
completed.

Vice Mayor Gorton noted that insurance costs for the contractor have increased, and asked for
clarification regarding reported salaries. Mr. Vicroy stated that the contractor provides bonuses in
lieu of raises, and contract labor is also a variable cost. Vice Mayor Gorton asked how the
proposed increases were determined if a pro forma had not been completed. Mr. Jones, the
contractor, responded that the Consumer Price Index is used to determine increases, as well as
regional comparisons.

CM Farmer asked if commercial inspections were considered as well in conducting the analysis
of the proposed fee increase. Commissioner Paulsen stated that he had spoken with commercial
builders, and they expressed concerns regarding the proposed increase.

CM Farmer explained to the applicant that a meeting of the committee would be scheduled in the
near future to consider the information requested of the applicant.

CM Kay stated that he is not in favor of an increase, given the profitability of the current contract.

Mr. Vicroy explained pending business expenses that will affect the contractor’s future
profitability.

Vice Mayor Gorton asked for clarification regarding new requirements, and reiterated the need
for a pro forma to properly review this item. Mr. Vicroy responded that there were 35 changes to
the Electric Code that will result in significantly more time to conduct inspections.



CM Mossotti agreed that additional information is necessary for the committee to take action.

Commissioner Paulsen restated the recommendation for an annual or biannual report to the
committee regarding inspection requirements as they relate to the contract.

6. Code Enforcement Nuisance Abatement Process

Jonathan Hollinger provided background information for this item, and stated that a fund of $200
thousand is established annually for abatement. He presented proposed revisions to the uses of
these funds, including allowing the Division of Planning to utilize the funds for abatement. Mr.
Hollinger presented unenforceable nuisance criteria, and discussed the enforcement timeline and
civil penalties associated with same.

In response to questions from CM Lawless, Mr. Hollinger provided examples of zoning nuisance
abatement and zoning sight triangles outside of existing road rights-of-way. He discussed
abatement issues related to gravel.

CM Kay stated that Code Enforcement abatement actions have recently improved, and asked how
this item can move forward. Mr. Hollinger stated that legislation will be drafted through the Law
Department to move this item forward.

CM Farmer stated that this item will remain in committee.

Meeting adjourned at 3:02 PM.

CLB 2014-10-27
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Electrical Inspection Fees: Current and Proposed

Inspection Category

Current Fees

Proposed Fees

Rough Wire Inspection

$45.00 for first 10 circuits
$0.65 each circuit 11-20
$0.40 each circuit over 20

$55.00 for first 10 circuits
$0.50 per each circuit over
10

Rewire Inspection $45.00 for service change $55.00 per service change
inspection inspection

Re-inspection/Return $35.00 per inspection $35.00 per inspection

Trip

Final Inspection $45.00 for service and fixtures | $55.00 for service and

up to 10 circuits.
$0.40 for each fixture over 10
$1.10 for each 240 volt circuit

fixtures up to 10 circuits
$0.50 for each fixture over
10

$1.10 each small appliance $0.50 for each 240 volt
circuit circuit
$0.50 for each small
appliance circuit
Temporary on Permanent | $45.00 $55.00
Inspection
Manufactured or Mobile | $45.00 $55.00

Home Service

Apartments-rough wire

$45.00 for first unit-1 building

$30 for each unit

and temporary on $12.00 each additional
permanent building
Apartments-Final $45.00 for first unit $30 for each unit
Inspection $12.00 each additional unit
$1.10 for each 240 volt circuit
$1.10 each additional small
appliance circuit
Contracts of $50,000 and | 1% of the total cost for the NA
more first $300,000.
% of 1% for $300,001 through
$600,000.
¥ of 1% for all construction
costs over $600,000.
Contracts of $30,00 and NA 1% of total cost for the first
more $2,000,000.
% of 1% for all construction
over $2,000,000
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NOVEWBER. 2013

Reasons for Price Increase Request

Governmental Actions

A 2014 National Electric Code coming out in February, 2014

L

The updated code will increase the time needed to complete inspections and
communications regarding inspections due to new ground fault and arch fault
circuit requirements and other expected changes to the code, will increase the
need for additional education for contractors and small business electricians
and will increase the paperwork necessary for each inspection.

The National Electric Code changes come out every three (3) years and the
process of obtaining fee increases by way of ordinance has failed to keep pace
- the most recent price increase occurred in 2009, the increase prior to that
took place in 2002 and before that, the last increase had taken place in 1991,

B. Commonwealth of Kentucky additional requirements

1.

In July, 2013, the Commonwealth’s Department of Housing, Buildings and
Construction announced that beginning January 1, 2014, all inspection
stickers and certificates of compliance must be purchased from them rather
than each electrical inspector or inspection company being able to have those
stickers and certificates printed privately by the lowest bidder or least
expensive printer. Based on the expected prices to be charged for these
stickers and certificates, Commonwealth Inspection Bureau, Inc. expects its
printing costs to increase by thirty percent (30%) in 2014 and stay at that
level for the remaining years of its contract.

While not a tremendous increase in time and expense, due to a new
requirement adopted for 2014 and beyond by the Department of Housing,
Buildings and Construction, Commonwealth Inspection Bureau, Inc. will
have to prepare affidavits for each ofits inspectors in order for them to renew
their certification each year. Just one more act of record keeping and
paperwork which requires compliance by Commonwealth Inspection Bureau,
Inc.

C. LFUCG Action

1.

In 2012, the LFUCG Law Department agreed to present a request for a fee
increase for electrical inspections along with an “across the board” increase
in government inspection fees being formulated on behalf of many LFUCG
departments in need of increased fees. This presentation, to our knowledge,

never made it to any committee or full session of the Urban County Council.
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Over the past eleven (11) years, Commonwealth Inspection Bureau, Inc. has
worked with the Urban County Government to implement a method by which
electrical inspection fees could be made flexible to increase either by being
tied to economic models such as the Consumer Price Index or by a set
formula set forth in the ordinance itselfto enable the fee structure to increase
based on future events, not on prior, historical economic factors which has
been the basis of prior fee increases. :

Unfortunately, there has been a turnover in the managerial position that
governs the dealings between Commonwealth Inspection Bureau, Inc. and the
Urban County Government. The department commissioners have been
varied in their positions on the unique situation faced by Commonwealth
Inspection Bureau, Inc. Some have taken the position that price increase
requests should coincide with approval of the RFP for electrical inspection
services and not be submitted during the term of the contract. Others have
taken the position that such requests should be taken directly to the Urban
County Council if they have been approved by the Division of Building
Inspection. Others have taken the position that the Division of Building
Inspection must initiate such a request. It has been a difficult process to
secure a proposed amendment to Section 5-76 of the Code of Ordinances,

II. Economic Factors

A. Increased Costs.

1.

Table of increased costs experienced by Commonwealth Inspection Bureau,
Inc. since 2009 is attached. Even with some costs having decreased, the
overall cost of doing business for Commonwealth Inspection Bureau, Inc. has
increased more than thirty percent (30%) in the past four (4) years.

The electrical inspection company for the Urban County Government is a
private entity bound to a six (6) year contract without the ability to adopt a
price increase. This is unprecedented for a private sector business.

This binding contract requires a minimum number of employees, office
facilities, vehicles, office staff along with required insurance coverages, none
of which are not required for other private electrical inspectors for most of
Kentucky’s 119 other counties.

The price increases obtained in 1991, 2002 and 2009 were all based on prior
economic indicators and thus, each increase was obsolete when it was
enacted.. Not once in any of the periods of time between these price
increases did costs ever go down.
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None of Commonweaith Inspection Bureau, Inc.’s employees have had a

raise since 2009, including its owner and president, an electrical inspector
himself. '
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Expense Comparison
y P Novemesa. 2013

Expenses: August-09 August-13 Difference
Bank Charges $1,860.67 $1,448.09 ($512.58)
Dues & Subscriptions $506.99 $1,063.00 $566.01
Building Rent $12,115.44 $13,200.00 $1,084.56
Business insurance $644.60 $626.96 ($17.64)
Auto Insurance $7,457.12 $12,340.69 $4,883.57
Health Insurance $13,864.08 $18,774.72 $4,810.84
Life Insurance $4,285.40 $4,872.80 $577.40
Worker's Comp Insurance $3,221.00 $2,993.00 ($228.00)
Licenses & Fees $88.00 $322.00 $234.00
Office Supplies $3,7456.29 $6,825.13 $3,079.84
Salaries $127,394.87 $152,715.11 $25,320.24
Property Tax $279.97 $428.65 $148.68
Telephone $2,482.84 $9,067.55 $6,584.71
Fuel $7,824.66 $17,624.57 $9,799.91
FICA Tax Expense $7,808.48 $9,468.33 $1,569.85
Medicare Tax Expense $1,847.22 $2,214.36 $367.14
SUTA Tax Expense $834.73 $3,959.94 $3,125.21

TOTAL $196,561.36 $257,944.90 $61,383.54

NOTE: Based on 4 employees in
2009 and 2013



Expenses reported in April.2014 Letter to VM Gorton

Expenses:

Bank Charges

Duss & Subscriptions
Building Rent

Business Insurance
Auto Insurance

Health Insurance

Life Insurance
Worker's Comp Insurance
Licenses & Feas

Office Supplies
Salaries

Properly Tax
Telephone

Fuel and Maintenance
FICA Tax Expense
Medicare Tax Expense
SUTA Tax Expense

TOTAL

NOTE: Based on 4 employees In

2009 and 2013

August-09

$1.880.67
$506.99
$12,115.44
£644.60
$7.457.12
$13.964.08
$4,295.40
$3,221.00
$88.00
83,745.29
$127,394.87
$279.97
$2,482.64
$7.824.68
$7.888.48
$1,847.22
$834.73

$168,561.36

August-13

$1,448.09
$1,083.00
$13,200.00
$626.96
$12,340.69
$18,774.72
$4,872.80
$2,993.00
$322.00
$6,826.13
$182,715.11
$428.65
$9,087.55
$8.624.57
$9,468.33
$2,214.28
$3.959.94

$248,944.80

69

Diffgrence
00 13

($512.58)
$556.01
$1,084.56
(517.64)
$4,883.57
$4.810.64
$577.40
(3228.00)
$234.00
$3,079.84
$25,320.24
$148.68
$6,584.71
$799.91
$1,560.86
$367.14
$3,125.21

$52,383.54
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LAW OFFICES

Murphy & Vicroy, PLLC

1850 Lexington Financial Center
250 West Main Street
Lexington, Kentucky 40507-1723

Joseph B Murphy (8$9) 285-3371 Of Coumdt:
Steven ¥ Vicroy Fax (859) 259-1571 E. Lawson King

October 2, 2014

Mr. Dewey Crowe

Division of Building Inspection
Lexington-Fayette Urban County Government
101 East Vine Street

Lexington, Kentucky 40507

Re: Commonwealth Inspection Bureau, Inc. - request for
an increase in electrical inpsection fees

Dear Mr. Crowe:

At the request of Commonwealth Inspection Bureau, Inc., this
letter is being sent along with two (2) separate reports containing
fee income and company expenses for the company. The first of
these reports covers the first six (6) months of calendar year 2014
and shows a revenue breakdown by the number and type of inspections
as well as the total income from each type of inspection. My
client changed its accounting procedures and with the software now
being used, this information could be supplied.

However, no such software had been used prior to January,
2014, and my client’s previous accounting only identified fee
income by the name of the electrical contractor and without going
through 40,000 or more documents, my client cannot provide any more
than the information contained on the second report, which contains
total fee income, total number of inspections and the itemized
expenses for calendar years 2011 through 2013. I am hopeful that
this information will assist you, Commissioner Paulsen and Vice
Mayor Gorton in your evaluation of the fee increase issue.

I also understand that your office maintains this information
by address and therefore, may be just as difficult for the Urban
County Government to determine the information by type and number
of inspections as well as fee income per type of inspection for
those prior years. Hopefully, comparing the information from 2014
to the inspection and fee income information for the prior three
(3) years may provide everyone with the information sought by their
request.
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Mr. Dewey Crowe
October 2, 2014
Page -2-

I spoke with Commissioner Paulsen today by telephone and I
will have a preparation ready as well as have Sandy present on
October 14, 2014, to address questions and concerns from the
committee members. Sandy has a couple of changes in the commercial
and multi-family inspection rates and I will provide that to you
next Wednesday so you can get that to Commissioner Paulsen. Thank
you in advance for your prompt attention to this matter.

Very truly yours,

D F

Steven F. Vicroy

SFV:s
Enclosures

cc: Commonwealth Inspection Bureau, Inc.



Commonwealth Inspection Bereau, Inc.

January 1, 2014 through June 30, 2014

Income

Rough Wires

Temporary on Permanent
Final Inspections
Information Visit

Trip Charges

EXPENSES

Salaries and Wages
Payroll Taxes

Taxes and License
Kentucky Taxes

Kentucky City Taxes
Repairs and Maintenance
Supplies

Rent -Office

Interest Expense
Employee Weifare
Employee Health Insurance
Bank Charges

Donations

Continuing Education
Dues and Subscriptions
Insurance

Legal and Accounting
Meal and Entertainment
Meiscellaneous Expense
Office Expense

Office Supplies

Postage and Supplies
Registrations

Auto Expense

Utilites and Telephone
Printing and Reproduction

Total Expenses

Inspections and Expenses

Inspection
Count
1119
608
1764
46

8

72

84485.75
32613.75
$151,303
$1,610
$330

$128,489
$13,765
$300
$175
$2,436
$4,290
$3,418
$8,250
$1,076
$458
$7,160
$2,172
$750
$10
$2,889
$10,770
$8,278
$736
$142
$353
$1,557
$686
$102
$8,435
$7,144
$1,077

$214,918



Total Number of Inspections

Inspection Fees

EXPENSES

Salaries and Wages
Payroll Taxes

Taxes and License
Kentucky Taxes
Kentucky City Taxes
Repairs and Maintenance
Bad Debts

Rent -Office

Interest Expense
Depreciation Expense
Advertising

Employee Health Insurance
Auto Expense

Bank Charges

Business Licenses

Casual Labor

Continuing Education
Dues and Subscriptions
Insurance

Legal and Accounting
Meal and Entertainment
Miscellaneous Expense
Office Expense

Office Supplies

Postage and Supplies
Registrations

Auto Expense

Utilites and Telephone
Loss Due to Theft

Total Expenses

Commonwealth Inspection Bureau, Inc.

2013
9750

$614,920

$234,014
$23,512
$654
$175
$2,436
$3,673
$500
$18,150
$3,154
$10,558
$227
$11,583

$2,654
$946
$225
$1,425
$1,633
$21,905
$9,227
$354
$1,894
$1,354
$7,745
$605
$507
$23,847
$14,412
$129,927

$527,296

2012
8911

$584,056

$240,022
$23,147
$1,034
$175
$4,809
$10,076
$656
$18,150
$933
$25,237

$12,124

$3,915
$176
$1,125

$516
$17,625
$7,520
$413

$7,359
$1,194
$558
$21,104
$12,442

$410,310

73

2011
7309

$475,508

$223,872
$18,610
$989
$175
$3,291
$13,665
$2,525
$17,608

$38,775
$32
$11,360

$3,757
$444
$600

$411
$16,764
$4,956
$185

$6,630
$1,480
$636
$17,843
$12,572

$397,180

(O
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LAW OFFICES

Murphy & Vicroy, PLLC

1850 Lexington Financial Center
250 West Main Street
Lexington, Kentucky 40507-1723

Joseph B. Murphy (859) 255-3371 Of Counsel:
Steven F. Vicroy Fax (859) 259-1571 E. Lawson King

October 8, 2014

VIA HAND DELIVERY

Ms. Linda Gorton, Vice Mayor
Lexington-Fayette Urban County Government
200 East Main Street, Fifth Floor
Lexington, Kentucky 40507

Mr. Derek Paulsen

Commissioner,

Lexington-Fayette Urban County Government
101 East Vine Street

Lexington, Kentucky 40507

Mr. Dewey Crowe

Director, Division of Building Inspection
Lexington-Fayette Urban County Government
101 East Vine Street

Lexington, Kentucky 40507

Mr. Craig Bencz

Research Analyst

Lexington-Fayette Urban County Government
200 East Main Street, Fourth Floor
Lexington, Kentucky 40507

Re: Proposed Amendment to Section 5-76 of the LFUCG
Code of Ordinances

Everyone:

This letter will serve to follow up my April 10, 2014 letter

to the Vice Mayor. Due to the changes in the National Electric
Code, my client has revised the proposed electrical inspection fee
schedule that was sent with that letter. I am enclosing the

revised fee schedule for each of you to review and make certain
that this schedule is replaced in the packets provided to each of
the committee members in advance of the meeting next Tuesday
relative to my client’s request for increased fees under the above
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Ms. Linda Gorton
June 5, 2014
Page -2-

referenced ordinance. I apologize for the timing of this revision
but the code just went into effect as of October 1, 2014. Had my
client had the luxury of additional time, this would have been
provided to you earlier.

I thank all of you in advance for your prompt attention to
this matter. Should you have any questions, do not hesitate to

contact me.

Very truly yours,

Steven F. Vicroy
SEV:s

Enclosure



PROPOSED FEE SCHEDULE FOR 2014

Commonwealth Inspection Bureau, Inc.
Lexington & Fayette County Price Listing

Dwellings, Condos, Townhomes and
Multi-Family Units with Private Entrances

Rough wire inspection:

$55.00 per first 10 circuits
$ 0.50 per each circuit over 10

Rewire inspection:

$55.00 per service change inspection

Re-inspection/Return Trip:

$35.00 per inspection

Final inspection:

$55.00 per service
$ 0.50 per fixture over 10
$ 0.50 per 240-volt

$ 0.50 per small appliance circuit

Temporary on Permanent inspection:

$55.00 per service

Manufactured or Mobile Home Service:

$55.00 per service

Multi-Family ~With Common Area Entrances

$35.00 per unit per inspection

Contracts of $30.000 and more:

76

The rate for inspections for electrical wiring work including all owner furnished materials
costing more than $30,000.00 shall be 1% of the total cost for the first $2,000,000.00. Anything

over $2,000,000.00 shall be have a rate of .75%.
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Planning and Public Works Committee Meeting
August 12, 2014
Excerpt re: P-1 Text Amendment for Mobile Food Vendors

Chair Bill Farmer Jr. called the meeting to order 1:02 p.m. CMs Farmer, Gorton, Ellinger, Kay,
Ford, Beard, Henson, and Clarke were in attendance. CMs Mossotti and Lawless were absent.
CMs Akers, Scutchfield, and Stinnett were also in attendance.

P-1 Text Amendment for Mobile Food Vendors

Akers introduced the item, and stated that this item is being brought forth to allow food trucks to
operate in the P-1 zone per requests from food truck operators and business owners, and
introduced Chris King to present the item.

King reviewed the history of this item, and reviewed current zones and requirements that allow
mobile food units as principal and/or accessory uses. He stated that this amendment to the code
would allow food trucks to serve existing uses in professional office zones, and presented four
alternatives: 1) unrestricted accessory use; 2) unrestricted accessory use when 500’ or greater
from residential zoning (conditional otherwise); 3) conditional use (Board of Adjustment
approval required); or 4) unrestricted accessory use in a designated “Professional Office Project”.

King stated that, should the Committee choose to move forward with one of these options, it
would be considered by the Planning Commission within 60 days, and then move forward to the
Council for final approval.

In response to a question from Akers, King stated that the LFUCG does not currently have a
mapped inventory of Professional Office Projects.

Henson voiced concerns regarding the appearance of food trucks, and the fact that some set up
outside dining areas near the food truck. King responded that the appearance cannot be regulated,
and tables and chairs are allowed as long as they do not impede the traffic circulation or parking
requirements for the site. He stated that signage could be regulated through the Code.

Kay spoke in support of moving forward with Alternative 2.

Gorton reviewed each alternative’s requirements with King, and asked Akers to provide
additional background for this item. Akers provided examples of requests for food trucks in
professional office zones.

Gorton requested information regarding creating additional restrictions on Alternative 4, and
King responded that staff must first create a mapped inventory of Professional Office Projects.
Gorton inquired regarding the possibility of placing a threshold within the requirement, such as
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minimum number of employees in the Professional Office Project. King responded that it would
be difficult to enforce this requirement.

In response to a question from Stinnett. King stated that food trucks currently operating in P-1
zones are presumed to be operating illegally, and reviewed the streamlined approval process for
food truck operations. He stated that the food truck requirements are different if they seek to
locate on public rights-of-way. Stinnett asked why food trucks would be accessory to principal
uses in P-1, and King responded that P-1 zones do not otherwise allow retail/restaurant uses as
principal uses.

Stinnett and King commented regarding noise issues related to the use of generators, and the
challenges in regulating this issue.

Farmer commented that no action is required for this issue, and that may be the best option.

Ford requested clarification regarding retail uses in P-1 zones, and King stated that retail and
restaurants are only allowed as incidental and accessory to principal uses. Per Ford’s request,
King reviewed zones where food trucks are currently allowed as principal and accessory uses.
Ford asked if a pilot program is still operating for food trucks on public rights-of-way, and
Farmer stated that the program was reauthorized for an additional year in December 2013. Ford
noted that some of the areas where food trucks are currently allowed are underutilized.

In response to a question from Clarke, King stated that Alternative 2 would approve a much
broader area, and clarified that Alternative 2 would include the area referenced in Alternative 4.
Clarke asked how the request would proceed in Alternative 3, and King stated that the request
must be authorized by the owner of the property.

Gorton asked for a new alternative that combines alternatives 2 and 4. King clarified the request,
and discussed the possibility of amending Alternative 4 to include a minimum distance
requirement from residential uses. Gorton and King requested the potential for minimum site
acreage requirements.

Kay motioned, second Ellinger, to approve Alternative 2 — unrestricted accessory use when 500
feet or greater from residential zoning, and conditional if less than 500 feet — and forward to
Council for consideration.

Gorton stated a concern that the Board of Adjustment could approve the accessory use when less
than 500 feet from residential zoning, and clarified that any P-1 zoned property can apply.

In response to a question from Ford, King stated that the LFUCG generally cannot regulate the
hours of the accessory use. King discussed the intent of P-1 uses as transitions between
residential and higher-intensity commercial uses.
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Kay asked for clarification regarding Board of Adjustment approvals, and King stated that any
alternative requiring conditional approvals would involve the Board of Adjustment.

Motion failed via tie vote. Ellinger, Kay, Beard, and Clarke voted “yes”. Farmer, Gorton, Ford,
and Henson voted “no”.

CLB 8.25.14
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(’ZOMM?E?LEC%L REAL ESTATE &
PROPERTY MANAGEMENT

710 E.Main Btraet | Suite 130
Loxington, XY 4U502

Phing: (85932550855

Fax: {359)-455-0069
infnieolamangroup net
WAL COMRMangroup.net

August 14, 2014

Ren & Gwyn Everly
R. Render’s BBQ

Hello Gwyn,

Please consider this letter as our formal request to allow food trucks to service the
three properties in the office park known as Paragon Centre. This includes the
office buildings known as One Paragon Centre, Cygnus and Two Paragon Centre
located at 2525 Harrodsburg Road and 2343, 2353 Alexandria Drive.

These properties are not within walking distance to food establishinents other than
McDonalds and allowing food trucks would provide our tenants with an easy,
diverse and affordable lunch alternative.

We would appreciate any assistance you can provide us in obtaining the City
Council’s approval to allow a variance for our property located in the P1 zoning

area.

Thank you!

Sincerely,

Janet Streetman
Property Manager
Paragon Centre
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Wednesday, August 13,2014

Lexin gton-F'\yette Urban County Government
Urban County Council

200 East Main Sireet

Lexington, XY 40507

Re: Food Trucks
Dear Counci[memb%n‘s,

We manage both the Perimeter Centre Office Building at 651 Perimeter Drive and the 1648 McGrathiana Parkway
Office Building in the Coldstream Research Park, Both of these Office Parks are void of anty food service. We are
very much in favor of the food trucks. Our visitors and office personnel occupants ccntmuously request that we

start 2 Food Truck Program on the respective properties. 1t would save them all having to get in their cars and drive
offsite for foodservice. The office personnel occupants and visitors at our buildings (900+ occupants in our
buildings alone) have all been exposed to the Food Trucks in other parts of the city and feel like they would be a big
success and trreatly embraced in these two areas,

~ Thank you in advance for your support of thls initiative and service to the Ofﬂce Park areas of Lexmgton
Best Regards,
APEX REALTY, Inc.

’%‘?‘% £/ /‘; Z%!Mmams.,

P. Steve Hupman
President and Principal Broker

C \Users\Chﬂsty\AppData\Local\erosoﬁ\Wmdows\Tempor'u'y Internet Files\Content.Outlook\CIFH8FDV\Food
651 PRSI GOIRReHEL StterrdyeS  « Lexmeron, Kenrucky 40517- 4120 o PHone 8§59 269-5669 = FacsiMILE 859 268-4638




112

3, Winritside.

August 15, 2014

Dear Council Member,

Fwas recently informed that the council did not approve the use of food trucks in #-1
zones. Please re-consider the issite ahd support the use of food trucks in a P-1 zone.

Foad trucks in P-1 zones allow entire office complexes with hundreds of employees and
clients the apportunity to purchase lunch without getting into their cars and driving, k&
also allows for a diversity of cuisine that would not otherwise be avallable to an
empiovee that has 30-60 minutes for lunch.

Having food trucks in P-1 zones gives the food truck owners the opportunity to access
many people in one central location and would support this portion of cur business

COMMLNItY.

Thank you Tor your consideration on this issue.

~Respactiully,

v

Al izaac
President

AV

e, Satie 00
stucky LSA 40503
40
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Shevawn Akers

From: palmorejs@acl.com
Sent:  Wednesday, August 13, 2014 3:36 PM
To: Shevawn Akers

Subject: Food Trucks
Dear Ms. Akers,

I am the property manager of a large office complex located at 2365 Harrodsburg Road known as Southcreek
Park. 1 would like to be able to invite food trucks to visit our property to serve our occupants and it is my
understanding that there is some issue with whether or not the trucks can come because of the zoning.

We wish to be allowed to invite the trucks to come to our building and provide this service to our tenants. | am
somewhat confused by this since we are a private property and the trucks would be parked within the confines of
our parking lot. This would have absolutely no affect of any kind on traffic and does not create any sort of public
safety issue as it would be parked in our private parking lot.

We have 130,000 square feet of office space here and we would like to be scheduling the food trucks to visit our
property. | am submitting this letter as our request that the food trucks be allowed to come to property zoned P1 if
the property owner desires to have them. We feel this is a nice service that we can provide for our tenants and
feel that it is good for the community since the food trucks are locally owned and operated small businesses.
Southcreek is a locally owned small business that has been in business since 1974 and it is our hope that our city
will be user friendly to all of the locally owned businesses, big or small.

Thank you so much! [f you have any questions or would like to discuss this in more detail you are most welcome
to cail me. My mobile phone number is 227-0217.

Sincerely,

Joan S. Palmore

Director of Leasing and Operations
Southcreek Properties

2365 Harrodsburg Road Suite B210
Lexington, Kentucky 40504

11/4/2014
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