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Environmental Quality & Public Works Committee 
January 23, 2018

Summary and Motions
Chair Farmer called the meeting to order at 1:01 p.m.  Committee Members Stinnett, Moloney, Gibbs, Evans, F. 
Brown, Worley, Mossotti, and Bledsoe were present. Vice Mayor Kay and Council Member Smith were also in 
attendance as non-voting members. Committee Member Plomin was absent. 

I. Approval of Committee Summary – November 14, 2017 

A motion was made by CM F. Brown to approve the November 14, 2017 Environmental Quality & Public Works 
Committee Summary, seconded by CM Mossotti.  The motion passed without dissent. 

II. Lexington’s Official Tree 

Tim Queary, Urban Forester, presented the item on behalf of the Lexington Tree Board. He said the purpose of this 
item is to have Council and the community to think about and adopt an official tree. He said the hope is that if an 
official tree is adopted, it will bring more awareness to that particular species and to trees in general. He said they 
looked at other states to see if other cities had official trees and they found that there are several examples of this. 
He said this will be the first official tree for any city in Kentucky if we adopt one for Lexington. The choices came 
down to the Bur Oak, Chinkapin Oak, and Shumard Oak which are native to the Bluegrass Region and worthy of 
this recognition. He said the Tree Board voted to have the Bur Oak as the official tree because it is popular among 
the tree community in Lexington. Rather than making the final decision, the Tree Board asked for a public vote.   
They worked with Public Information and Outreach Education branch in Environmental Services and put together 
an online voting platform. He said the Bur Oak overwhelmingly received the most votes. Queary said they are 
asking the Council to approve a resolution once the Tree Board has had a chance to review it. 

CM Gibbs stated that he is in support of what Mr. Queary suggested and he said if anyone has any objections or 
concerns we can discuss those now and at the next meeting we can review this resolution or an amended version. 

CM F. Brown said he is not familiar with the Bur Oak and asked if there are many in Fayette County. Queary said 
there are several in Fayette County and that species has caught the attention of the public more than any other 
tree species that he is aware of. He said if there is any one iconic tree, the Bur Oak was probably the most 
prominently large tree in our landscape. He said we still see some of those today that are over 300 years old. CM F.
Brown asked if it was a hearty tree. Queary said yes, they are very long-lived and majestic.  

CM Evans said she has to raise a concern when talking about development that if this specific species is selected, 
we would want to give it extra protection. Queary said when a historic or significant tree like Bur Oak, Chinkapin, 
or Shumard is recognized, we try every way possible to preserve and protect those.  CM Evans said she is still 
concerned how this will impact potential development concerns because we just went through an expansion 
discussion and if a Bur Oak is located in an area that we decide would be developed, she asked how that would
impact the development. Queary said the easiest way to answer this would be if we officially adopt the Bur Oak as 
Lexington’s official tree. He said it will help us plant, protect, and preserve that species on public and private 
property. CM Evans asked when there is a site that someone wants to develop and there is a Bur Oak on it, how it 
is addressed currently when there is semi-awareness or protection.  Queary said that Article 26 of the Zoning 
Ordinance calls for special protection of significant trees which includes any tree that is over 36 inches in diameter. 
He said they make every attempt to work with the developer to preserve those trees. He said ultimately it is not a 
tree preservation ordinance so they are allowed to remove that tree if there is no other way to develop that site. 
He said they make every effort to preserve them if they can. 

CM Gibbs said some of the Bur Oaks and other Oaks are ancient; they grow huge and last forever and that is why 
they are special. CM Gibbs said this will come back before committee for approval at the next meeting. 
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No further comment or action on this item

III. Chapter 16 Ordinance Changes

Dowell Hoskins-Squier, Commissioner of Environmental Quality and Public Works, presented the item. She 
discussed proposed changes to 3 sections of the Chapter 16 Code of Ordinances, all of which are related to the 
Division of Waste Management. She reviewed the reasons why they are proposing the changes, the process used 
to develop the proposed changes, and the proposed changes of the ordinance language. 

CM F. Brown commented on the Loan-A-Box fees and he asked if that was a one-size box. Hoskins-Squier said yes, 
it is a 10-cubic yard container. CM F. Brown said he sees these around town when people are working on homes
and he expressed concern that one day would not be enough time. She said the vast majority of open top 
containers are from private haulers. CM F. Brown asked what the cost of the private of haulers would be. Hoskins-
Squier said she does not know, but she feels certain it costs more than $90 per day. CM F. Brown asked if that $90 
was for delivery, pick up, and disposal. Hoskins-Squier said yes. CM F. Brown asked why there would be a 
difference in one day or two because it is still the same cost for us.  Hoskins-Squier said she feels like we are losing 
an opportunity to loan that box out to someone else so we have lost potential revenue we could have received if 
we had rented it out to someone else the following day. She said an analysis was done that showed how long 
people hold these containers and it is typically 2 days with 50% of the people only having it for 24 hours. CM F. 
Brown asked if all 30 containers are always loaned out. Hoskins-Squier said yes, most of the time. He said it sounds 
like there is a demand. He asked if we are currently charging $75 and Hoskins-Squier said it is $75 per day if you 
are in the collection area and $180 for 3 days if you are outside the collection area.

VM Kay said he has a similar question and he is trying to determine the fair thing to do with the extra day. He 
asked if we could have all of them loaned out all of the time. Hoskins-Squier said that is correct. VM Kay said 
anyone who holds a box for a day is lost revenue. He asked if there was consideration of a basic fee and then an 
additional day charge that would be less. Hoskins-Squier said it was not considered, but it is an option. She asked 
if he was thinking $90 for the first day and a discounted rate for the subsequent days. VM Kay said that was his 
initial thought, but since there is opportunity cost, maybe not. He said it seems to have been explained why this 
fee structure was chosen and it makes sense to him. 

CM Stinnett asked if we have the ability to reserve a dumpster and pay online. He said we asked for this five years 
ago when we changed the fee to $75. He asked if we still mail in a check or if we can pay with a credit card over 
the phone. Eddie Dean with Division of Waste Management said we use a reservation system called Checkfront 
that allows us to maintain the inventory and prioritize. He said the front desk at Waste Management can reserve 
the box through Checkfront and use Kentucky Interactive to process the payment. He said this gives us control 
over the inventory of our boxes since we have a limited number. CM Stinnett asked if we go to $90 per day and 
someone gets the box on a Friday, if they will have to pay $90 on Friday, Saturday, and Sunday. Hoskins-Squier said 
that is what they are proposing. CM Stinnett said, as someone who has used this before, everyone wants to have 
this on Friday because they can keep it until Monday. He asked if they have looked at picking up on Saturday if 
someone really only wants it for one day. Hoskins-Squier said typically if the person only wants it for one day and 
we can come back and get it in one day, they are only charged for the one day. She said they have not explored 
having people work on the weekend to collect these boxes. CM Stinnett said he is not sure it would be worth our 
cost to have someone come out on a Saturday or a Sunday, but he would like to see us keep the same policy we 
have now. Hoskins-Squier asked if he was proposing that rather than $90 per calendar day, it would be $90 per 
weekday. CM Stinnett said that is correct. 

CM Mossotti agreed with CM Stinnett that we should look at weekday rate rather than calendar day. She said this 
is especially concerning for those neighborhoods that do not have a lot of money. 

VM Kay asked if they have thought about increasing the number of boxes; and if they did increase the number,
would they be able to service the boxes with the existing inventory of trucks. Hoskins-Squier said she does not 
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think so, but she said they increased the number last fiscal year and now they have three trucks and three drivers 
that pick up and drop off the loan-a-box containers and they go to 60 different services points a week. John 
Howard with Waste Management said they would need to add another truck and manpower. VM Kay said that is a 
big capital expense and Howard said yes. Hoskins-Squier said that is a good point because this is a successful 
program and there is a high demand. 

CM Stinnett asked if we have made any changes toward using compactors. He said new developments are coming 
and they are starting to use compactors rather than dumpsters because of space requirements especially at 
apartments. He said we talked about this a year or so ago, and asked if this is being discussed now. Hoskins-Squier 
said the last time it was discussed before Council, she was waiting on the result of a lawsuit. She said she does not 
think the lawsuit has moved forward, but they have not made any progress in making compactor service a city 
service.  CM Stinnett asked if we have the ability to pick up a compactor with our existing equipment. He said he 
thinks a truck was purchased when CM Moloney was CAO. Hoskins-Squier said it would be the same type of truck 
that services the Loan-A-Boxes, but it would be bigger. Howard said they have one truck that services the MRF and 
outside of that it does two pick-ups a day, but that truck is fairly stressed. He said if we were going to do more, we 
would need more trucks. CM Stinnett said we may need to look at contracting with the private sector for this 
service. He asked if they did an inventory to see how many of these are out there. Hoskins-Squier said there are 
probably more than 1,000 and what they have found is that these compactors are hidden. 

A motion was made by CM Stinnett to amend the language in Chapter 16 Ordinance Changes, section 16-6.2(b) 
from $90 per calendar day to $90 per weekday, seconded by CM F. Brown.  The motion passed without dissent.

CM Bledsoe asked if they could do a surcharge on Friday and have a weekend charge if it will not be picked up until 
Monday. She said this would eliminate Saturday and Sunday pick-up, but will allow additional revenue. She said if 
it is high demand, let the market play out and charge $150 or so. She said she is in favor of not having Saturday or 
Sunday pick-up, but if the demand is there, charge a little more for Friday and they can have it for the weekend.

CM Stinnett said it is still the same fee whether you pick it up Saturday or Monday unless you have to pay overtime 
to come in Saturday. He said the $90 fee will keep it consistent across the board. He said if a person just wants it 
one day, they will need to choose a day Monday through Thursday, you cannot select Friday. 

A vote was taken on this motion

CM Moloney said in order for the city to build up, we need compactors, not dumpsters. He said we have money to 
purchase compactors. He said if we are doing one business it could be an issue for those who are not getting 
compactors picked up when they are paying taxes.  As an example, he said a person can decide they are not going 
to use dumpsters. He said they would be willing to pay taxes for the dumpsters, but pay extra for the compactor so 
they can build more apartment units. He said 20 years later, someone will buy the business and inquire as to why 
there is no service to pick up the trash when they are paying for two services. He said this is how we get into 
lawsuits; because the person who sold the business did not explain the service process to the buyer. He said he 
suggests that we move forward with using compactors because they allow us to build more units and allow us to 
build up. He said additionally, if we do this for one or two businesses, we should be fair and provide this for all. He 
said he hopes to see compactors listed as an item in the upcoming budget.

CM Farmer, on behalf of CM Lamb who could not attend this meeting, suggested that when it is changed there is 
public notification.  He said if it is going to change, people need to know what it is changing to so they are aware. 
Hoskins-Squier said she is unsure how we would typically do this for ordinance changes. CM Farmer suggested
using the PIO office. Hoskins-Squier said they can certainly figure out a way to notify the public. CM Farmer asked 
how anxious they are to move this forward. Hoskins-Squier said there is no real sense of urgency. She said they did 
the research as a result of the internal audit and they came up with these recommendations. CM Farmer asked if 
this could be brought back to committee in a form they could approve at next month’s meeting. Hoskins-Squier 
said yes. 
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A motion was made by CM F. Brown to approve Chapter 16 Ordinance Changes (as amended) and refer to 
the full council, seconded by CM Mossotti.  The motion passed without dissent.

IV. Electronic Billboards / Digital Signage

Derek Paulsen, Commissioner of Planning, presented the item. He said next month at the Planning and Public 
Safety committee, there will be a presentation on the overall sign ordinance. He said they have been working on 
that for about a year. He said they just wrapped it up and plan to bring a report-out to that committee meeting for 
discussion. He said next they will send to the Planning Commission for a text amendment.  He said on a separate 
path are the electronic billboards. He said they would like to keep them separate so they can keep the overall sign 
ordinance moving forward. He said they have received some proposed language and they are working on putting it 
into draft-form which they hope to bring back to this committee in March this year. He said he prefers the 
committee to initiate this to the Planning Commission because it would move forward quicker and put them on a 
time limit of a couple of months. He said hopefully when they come back in March they can have public discussion 
and if we report it out quick enough they can get this in ordinance form quicker. CM Stinnett added that this is just 
electronic billboards. He said it does not address electronic message boards or electronic signage in any other 
format.  He said most of these billboards are owned by one entity. He said he hopes to bring to the March meeting 
some model language and a map so the entire committee can see where they are located. (Note: the 
Environmental Quality & Public Works committee does not meet in March so it will be presented at the April 24 
committee meeting). 

CM F. Brown asked if this was just a heads up. Paulsen said there is no presentation today. CM F. Brown said he 
doesn’t think anyone has a question on it. CM F. Brown asked if this would come back in March and Paulsen said 
he plans to, but he is happy to answer any questions he can today. He said they are in the initial stages of going 
through the proposed language. He said when you get into electronic signage which we will with electronic 
billboards, there are issues such as brightness; timing; and when does it come on and go off. (Note: the 
Environmental Quality & Public Works committee does not meet in March so it will be presented at the April 24 
committee meeting). 

CM Mossotti asked why this is in Environmental Quality & Public Works committee when it will be in Planning and 
Public Safety next month. Paulsen said he is unsure how it got in two committees. He said they came up at two 
different times. He said one item is the overall sign ordinance which was started as part of a presentation in 
Planning and Public Safety committee and they have reviewed it for the last year to come up with an overall sign 
ordinance and electronic billboards came separately. CM Mossotti said next month we are going to be discussing 
the overall sign ordinance, but nothing to do with digital signage. Paulsen said that is correct. CM Mossotti asked if 
he thinks they go hand in hand. He said they do, but it works better in terms of getting everything through if you 
can discuss them separately. He said the ordinance is very dense because it is the entire sign ordinance and there 
is a lot of information in there. He said he thinks to have the discussions separately would be beneficial. CM 
Mossotti said she is concerned about cohesiveness when talking about signage. She thinks the conversation with 
overall signage might go to electronic billboards because it is a hot topic. Paulsen said it is not his decision which 
committee it is in. CM Mossotti said it will be up to CM Stinnett since he put the item in. CM Stinnett said it got 
referred to this committee because he is on this committee and it is part of Public Works being on the interstate 
system. He said he is fine with it being anywhere but he thinks the discussion of the overall sign ordinance will get 
into digital signage and that is different than electronic billboards. CM Mossotti said she is thinking about 
cohesiveness and the research that will have to go into it. 

CM Bledsoe said she thinks they should be kept separate. She said Planning in the sense of where they should go 
and Environmental Quality for what they should look like and how they affect the environment. She said the lights 
that are involved with electronic billboards seem more like Environmental Quality than Planning.   

No further comment or action on this item.
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V. Annual Energy Improvement Fund

James Bush, Program Manager with Environmental Quality & Public Works, presented the item. He discussed the 
energy initiatives and FY2017 projects. He provided examples of energy savings and reviewed the fund balances. 
Lastly, he discussed the lessons and insights as well as other comments on improving energy.

CM Mossotti said she appreciates the work done on this. She said we have a long way to go. She commented that 
Louisville has a sustainability council with specific goals and targets that they look at. She said they have been 
recognized as a four-star community for the things they have done. She said they are talking about energy, 
environment, transportation, and economy in community and how we can be more sustainable. She said they 
have incentives for cool roofs, promoting bicycling, hybrid buses, more community projects like local foods, and
many other types of goals and options.  She said as a Council, we have a responsibility to our citizens to promote 
this. She said if we can’t say we are looking forward to sustainability and clean air and clean water, we are doing a 
disservice to the community. She said there are options we can take advantage of and she is interested if anyone 
else has suggestions to move forward with this. 

CM Moloney said in looking at the buildings we have to maintain and how much money we have saved over the 
years, it is amazing. He said he commends Bush for the amount of money he has helped the city save and for all 
the work he has done over the years. 

VM Kay expressed appreciation for the presentation and work that has been done. He asked Mr. Bush if he could 
explain the actual accounting and how that works as far as funding, allocation of funds, estimated return, etc. Bush 
said this relates back to the budget amendments that were presented at work session a week ago pertaining to the 
Energy Improvement Fund. He said the way the program was set up; it requires a revolving loan because you are 
take small savings from projects and build it over time to fund another project and requires some transfer through 
fiscal years. He said in the government system there is an allocation to the operating budget of Environmental 
Services each year and the budget amendment transfers money from the operating budget to the capital pool 
called the EIF, that way it can roll between years as they are doing projects.  He said neither the savings nor the 
projects are tied to a particular year. VM Kay asked when there are savings from a particular project if that gets 
credited. Bush said they have to demonstrate the savings and during the budget period, they present how much 
the savings were and the allocation we are requesting. He said it does not make sense to ask for the full amount 
since they lack the resources to push those projects through. VM Kay asked if the savings generated have 
exceeded the actual expenditures in the last fiscal year.  Bush said it is absolutely fair to say that. He said at his 
presentation last year, they went to the root numbers and quantified that and the allocation is somewhere in the 
25% of actual savings. VM Kay said this is a very good thing for the government and for our tax payers to know. 

CM Gibbs agreed with CM Mossotti and said our government needs to be doing more. He said the burden is on the 
the Council and the administration to up our game toward sustainability. He said one of the things he is interested 
in is solar energy. He said on page 38 of the packet about solar PV and he asked Mr. Bush to elaborate. Bush said 
he has been monitoring the solar market for a while. He said they have been willing to do demonstration projects. 
He said the Woodland Park lights project is a good example of that. He said since they are only used heavily 4 or 5 
months out of the year, there is not enough use yet to get your money back. He said he is also interested in having 
a solar rate structure as part of the portfolio so they can legitimately intervene in rate cases on behalf of solar 
customers. He said right now they don’t have the net metering tariff on the books for LFUCG. He said fire stations 
are a good candidate because they are pushing a lot of energy and they have a high IT component.  He said it is not 
much different than energy efficiency. He said fire stations are publicly visible in terms of wanting to demonstrate
the city’s attitudes toward the environment as well as compatible on the economic side.  CM Gibbs asked if they 
have cut out reverse metering and if that is why we do not want any excess at these projects. Bush said they have 
not cut it out yet, but there was Senate Bill 214 last year which was pulled, but they have pre-filed this year. He 
said he does not know the details; this is something he will need to review. 

CM Mossotti asked if there is anything we can do on a limited budget with limited personnel. Bush said the 
Louisville sustainability group mentioned earlier is more holistic and community-wide. He said that is where we 
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differentiate; we are focused on LFUCG facilities and operations. He said if you want to move bigger and bolder, it 
takes a holistic approach and it requires top-level support. He said with any sustainability program, if you are trying 
to push it up and get people to change their behavior, it tends to look self-serving. He said it really needs to be top-
down support; and the buy-in such as rebates and incentives for builders and construction takes financial capital, 
not just human. CM Mossotti asked CAO Hamilton what we can do as a city to become more sustainable. Hamilton 
said we would need to know how the Council feels and how far in they want to go with this and that would guide 
us on what they do in a budget situation. She said this is going to be an extremely tight year for increased 
programs and the sustainability of government.  She said this is where Council has the ability to pick and choose 
what they think is the most important thing. She said we need the guidance of the entire Council to see if this is 
something we really want to concentrate on and if we do, how big we should go. Hamilton said if she remembers 
correctly this is something that we discussed with the Mayor last year about what Louisville was doing, but at that 
time we did think we could take these steps. She said that does not mean that we cannot do this in the future or in 
increments. 

CM Moloney said in order to make this work; it is up the Council to do something. He said we have to do this as a 
community-wide project like Louisville did. He said budget should not have anything to do with it. He said if we 
want to go this direction, we would have to set it up like any other committee and put people together to educate. 
He said when we have the meeting, Bush would be the perfect person to speak to how much we have saved and 
what we have done. He said he does not want to put this on the administration. He said he thinks this is a Council 
decision; it is a good idea and we need to look at how Louisville did it and put it together. 

VM Kay said there is a plan that was put together that is called Empower Lexington. He said there is a group that 
worked on that plan for several years and it was staffed by a city employee in Environmental Quality. He said for a 
variety of reasons, it lost steam and support. He said there are citizens looking at that plan to see if there are some 
or all parts of it that can be resurrected. He said at a certain point, they will be coming to this Committee or full 
Council with recommendations. He said if we are going to do something like that and engage the community, it is 
not a simple task. He said at a very minimum it needs to be staffed and that costs money so it is a budget issue. He 
said hopefully we will have an opportunity in the coming months to look at this in more detail. He said this is 
something that has been worked on and is currently being worked on. He said hopefully there will be information 
provided to Council before we get too deep into budget. 

No further comment or action on this item.

VI. Items Referred to Committee

A motion was made by CM Mossotti to remove the Chapter 16 Ordinance Changes item from committee, 
seconded by CM Bledsoe. The motion passed without dissent. 

A motion was made by CM Bledsoe to adjourn, seconded by CM Evans.  The motion passed without dissent.  

The meeting was adjourned at 2:32 p.m.  

KT 2.12.18
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K e e p  L e x i n g t o n  B e a u t i f u l

1. Keep Lexington Beautiful Commission
• Miss ion
• Purpose
• Commiss ion Members

2. 2017 Program Priorities
• Communi ty Appearance Index
• L i t ter  Repor t ing Heat  Map
• Great  Amer ican Cleanup
• Cigaret te  L i t ter  Prevent ion Program (CLPP)
• KAB/UPS Communi ty Tree Plant ing Pro ject
• Out reach & Suppor t

3. Finances

4. Goals for 2018

Topics
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K e e p  L e x i n g t o n  B e a u t i f u l

Mission
To engage individuals, businesses and organizations within Fayette 
County to take personal responsibility for improving our environment.

K e e p  L e x i n g t o n  B e a u t i f u l

Purpose
Priorities as set  by LFUCG Ordinance 22-2010

• Litter prevention

• Beautification

• Waste reduction

• Community improvement
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K e e p  L e x i n g t o n  B e a u t i f u l

Commission Members in 2017

Industry
Equine/Agriculture (Jim Pendergest)
Food/Beverage (Salvador Sanchez)
Tourism (Patricia Knight)
Bluegrass Greensource (Amy Sohner)
Education (Chrissie Tune)

Government
Urban County Council (Peggy Henson)
Division of Environmental Services (Susan Plueger, Exec. Director)
Division of Police (Mark Brand)
Division of Code Enforcement (Mac Ferguson, CooEe Shelby)

Citizens
Community At-Large (David Elsen,
Gregory Butler, Clinton Woods)
Neighborhood Associations (Blake 
Eames, George Ely)
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K e e p  L e x i n g t o n  B e a u t i f u l

Community Appearance Index
• Required by Keep America Beautiful

• Conducted annually in March

• 50 sites, ½ to 1 mile in length

• Litter scored on a scale of 1-4

• 1 represents “No Litter”

• 2 represents “Slightly Littered”

• 3 represents “Littered”

• 4 represents “Extremely Littered”

• Annual Average Scores:

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

1.67 1.32 1.5 1.41 1.55 1.48 1.39
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K e e p  L e x i n g t o n  B e a u t i f u l

Litter Reporting Heat Map
• In 2015-2016 KLB had a litterbug reporting program – citizens could 

call in and report littering activities.

• Call data was collected and compiled by Bluegrass Greensource.

• Heat map was created of the litterbug call data overlain with the 
Community Appearance Index data.

• Heat map shows downtown, New Circle at Nicholasville Road, and 
New Circle at Richmond Road with highest call data. 

• Litterbug call data correlated well with the Community Appearance 
Index data.
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K e e p  L e x i n g t o n  B e a u t i f u l

Great American Cleanup
83 events  (August 2016 – July 2017)  

• Includes litter pickups, tree plantings, recycling events, workshops

• Volunteers: 1555 

• Volunteer hours: 4809

• Tons of litter collected: 8

• # of GAC events held in each Council District:

District
1

District 
2

District 
3

District 
4

District 
5

District 
6

District 
7

District 
8

District 
9

District 
10

District 
11

District
12

11 10 13 16 4 4 5 1 1 2 4 10
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K e e p  L e x i n g t o n  B e a u t i f u l

Cigarette Litter Prevention
Program (CLPP)

• KLB received $15,000 in funding from KAB to purchase 32 
cigarette ash urns.

• Selected Areas: Woodland, Jacobson and Shillito Parks

• KLB partnered with the Division of Parks & Recreation to 
determine the best locations for the urns.

• Parks and Recreation employees installed, and will maintain, 
the urns.

• Scans were conducted before and after installation, and 
showed reductions of up to 75% for cigarette butts in areas 
around the new urns.
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K e e p  L e x i n g t o n  B e a u t i f u l

CLPP Ash Urns

Wall Mounted Stainless Steel 
Ground Mounted

Concrete Snuffer

13 7 12
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K e e p  L e x i n g t o n  B e a u t i f u l

KAB/UPS Community Tree
Planting Project
• KLB received $5,000 from a UPS funded KAB program for planting 

projects in roadway medians and rights-of-way currently lacking 
tree canopy.

23



K e e p  L e x i n g t o n  B e a u t i f u l

• KLB selected three locations in the Polo 
Club Blvd. turf medians between 
Winchester Rd. and Man O’ War Blvd. for 
the project. 

• 35 native tree varieties were planted 
including yellowwood, redbud, Kousa
dogwood, honeylocust, serviceberry and 
Kentucky Coffeetree. 

• 32 sumac shrubs were planted for added 
variety and texture.

KAB/UPS Community Tree
Planting Project
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K e e p  L e x i n g t o n  B e a u t i f u l

• 7 volunteers from UPS participated in 
the planting project.

KAB/UPS Community Tree
Planting Project
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K e e p  L e x i n g t o n  B e a u t i f u l

Outreach & Support
• Great American Cleanup  

• KY River Sweep

• Community Appearance Index

• Reforest the Bluegrass

• Neighborhood Events/Festivals

• Household Hazardous Waste 
Collection

• Monthly Commission Meetings

• Electronic Waste Collection at 
GreenFest

• Papershred

• Special Projects

26



K e e p  L e x i n g t o n  B e a u t i f u l

Finances

K e e p  L e x i n g t o n  B e a u t i f u l

2017 Calendar Year
2017 Revenues:

KAB Cigarette Litter Prevention Program (partial): $13,500
Community Tree Grant Final Reimbursement: $500   

Total Revenue: $14,000

2017 Expenditures: Total Expenses: $22,270 

Current Balance at end of 2017: $19,346

Keep Lexington Beautiful receives no LFUCG funding. All funds come 
from donations or Keep America Beautiful programs.
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K e e p  L e x i n g t o n  B e a u t i f u l

2018 Goals
ORGANIZATIONAL

VISIBILITY
STRATEGIC 

PROGRAMMING
FUNDRAISING

Increase KLB’s presence 
in the community.

 Communication: (e.g. 
webpage, social 
media) 

 Volunteer rates

 Community events

Be more strategic in 
planning educational 

and outreach activities.

 New audiences 

 New messaging

 Optimize volunteers’ 
time

Increase fundraising to 
support KLB goals.

 Corporate partners

 Community partners

 LexGive - panhandler 
program

 KAB grants

28
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QUESTIONS?
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RESOLUTION NO. _______ - 2018

A RESOLUTION NAMING BUR OAK THE OFFICIAL TREE OF LEXINGTON.
________________________________________________________________________

WHEREAS, Lexington has continually demonstrated concern for and interest in 

the welfare of its tree canopy resulting in the designation of Tree City USA by the Arbor 

Day Foundation for 30 years, longer than any other Kentucky community; and

WHEREAS, bur oak is a species indigenous to Kentucky and an important part of 

Lexington’s urban forest; and

WHEREAS, some significant bur oaks in Fayette County have been documented 

to be well over 300 years old and have stood as a testament in time to the early 

settlement of Lexington; and

WHEREAS, bur oaks were an important part of the lives of Native Americans and 

early pioneers; and

WHEREAS, over weeks of polling, survey participants resoundingly found bur 

oak to be the best representative tree species for Lexington’s official tree; and

WHEREAS, designating bur oak as Lexington’s official tree will raise awareness 

and encourage planting, conservation and preservation of this tree species; 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE LEXINGTON-

FAYETTE URBAN COUNTY GOVERNMENT:

Section 1 - That bur oak (Quercus macrocarpa) shall now and henceforth be the 

official tree of Lexington, Kentucky.  

Section 2 – That this Resolution shall become effective on the date of its 

passage. 

PASSED URBAN COUNTY COUNCIL:

___________________________________
MAYOR

ATTEST:

_____________________________
CLERK OF URBAN COUNTY COUNCIL
X:\Cases\CO\2018-0003\LEG\00598163.DOCX
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TRAFFIC SIGNAL CABINET
ARTISTIC WRAP PROGRAM

Environmental Quality & Public Works Committee
February 20, 2018
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What

 Opportunity for citizens 
to propose and install 
art on traffic signal 
cabinets

 A traffic signal cabinet 
is located at every 
signalized intersection

 Approximately 400 in 
Lexington

Traffic Signal Cabinet Artistic Wrap Program
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Why

 <Safe Street box photo>  Opportunity for public art 
in public right-of-way

 Creative way to tell a 
story or brand an area

 Discourage graffiti

 People have expressed 
interest

Traffic Signal Cabinet Artistic Wrap Program
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Process: Initial Contact

 A proposed location and concept emailed to EQPW, 
SafeStreets@LexingtonKY.gov

Preferably with:

 Letters of support from neighborhood associations, 
adjacent property owners, councilmember(s),etc.

 Completed Urban County Arts Review Board (UCARB) 
form 

Traffic Signal Cabinet Artistic Wrap Program
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Process: EQPW

 Ensures citizen or group understands full process, 
safety-related art guidelines and costs

 Looks for red flags related to location, proposed art

 If appropriate, passes application on to the UCARB
• EQPW staff will attend UCARB meeting with applicant, walk 

them through full process

Traffic Signal Cabinet Artistic Wrap Program

37



Process: Urban County Arts Review Board 
(UCARB)

 Proposal follows standard UCARB process
• Conceptual review (optional)

• Initial design review

• Final design approval

• Post installation approval

Traffic Signal Cabinet Artistic Wrap Program
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Process: additions to the UCARB process

 Traffic Engineering does a safety review before initial 
design review step

 (If cabinet along a state route) Traffic Engineering will 
work with the Kentucky Transportation Cabinet to obtain 
a permit once design is finalized

 Traffic signal cabinet artistic wrap permit application and 
fee must be submitted before artwork is installed
• The fee will go toward removing the art when the city deems it 

time
• Permit application includes applicant agreeing to the following:

o the city will own the art 
o the city is not responsible for damage to the art
o the art may be removed by the city at any time for any reason

Traffic Signal Cabinet Artistic Wrap Program

39



Installation

 Wraps must be purchased from and installed by a city-
approved vendor

 Estimated life of wrap is seven years

 No maintenance required

Traffic Signal Cabinet Artistic Wrap Program
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Costs

 Budget neutral for the city
• Minimal staff time

 Citizen (group) pays for the wrap (Estimated costs)
• $1400 for full wrap  

• $400 for single panel

• $800 for double panel

 $1,100 for installation
• Installation & travel

• Can do multiple boxes for approximately this same cost

 $50 permit application fee covers removal

Traffic Signal Cabinet Artistic Wrap Program
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Next steps 

 Continue to work with UCARB 

 Create permit application (goes with UCARB final design 
review)

 Develop materials on program for the public
• Brochure

• Website

Traffic Signal Cabinet Artistic Wrap Program
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Questions?
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Referral Item Referred By Date Referred Last Heard Status File ID

1
Maintenance of streets in transition from development to completion, which will ultimately be 
turned over to LFUCG Worley September 20, 2016 February 21, 2017 0206-17

2 Solid Waste - Trash Compactors follow-up from 5-year plan discussion Moloney August 22, 2017

3 Glass Recycling Henson January 23, 2018 April 24, 2018

4 Curbs Gibbs July 7, 2015 October 24, 2017 1154-17

5
LED Franchise Agreement for Kentucky Utilities, LED Street Light Tariff, Identify LFUCG 
Street Light Ownership Opportunities Farmer May 1, 2016 October 24, 2017 1156-17

6 Beaumont Traffic Study Bledsoe May 16, 2017 November 14, 2017

7 Pavement Plan F. Brown January 16, 2018 April 24, 2018

8 Electronic Billboards Stinnett February 28, 2017 January 23, 2018 April 24, 2018 0423-17

9 Man O War Small Area Plan Study Stinnett September 19, 2017 1022-17

10 Fiber Optic Technology Farmer May 6, 2014 September 19, 2017 0921-17

11 Review of Salt Equipment Moloney January 30, 2018

12 DWQ - Pilot Program April 24, 2018

Annual/Periodic Updates:

13 Review & Update Snow & Ice Control Plan / Annual Update Stinnett / F. Brown February 15, 2014 September 19, 2017 September 18, 2018 1025-15

14 Leaf Collection Plan Farmer October 24, 2017 October 23, 2018 1155-17

15 Division of Water Quality Projects Farmer November 14, 2017 May 15, 2018 0424-17

16 Stormwater Priority List May 15, 2018

17 Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Update Farmer September 8, 2015 November 14, 2017 1304-15

18 Update by the Administration and LexTran re: CNG conversion and use Farmer October 25, 2016 January 24, 2017 0073-13

19 Bicycle Lanes -- Location and Timing- annual update Stinnett November 1, 2016 November 14, 2017 November 13, 2018

20 Annual status update on the Energy Improvement Fund Farmer January 1, 2017 January 23, 2018 January, 2019 0074-17

Presentation and Follow Up Items

21 Naming Lexington's Official Tree Gibbs January 23, 2018 February 20, 2018

22 Keep Lexington Beautiful Annual Report Henson March 10, 2015 February 21, 2017 February 20, 2018 0209-17

23 Artwork on Utility Boxes (policy / framework) Bledsoe January 16, 2018 February 20, 2018

Environmental Quality & Public Works Committee
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