St. Charles Parish
Planning & Zoning Commission
May 5, 2005


Minutes



PZO-2005-02 Requested by Albert D. Laque, Parish President (DPW) for an ordinance to amend the St. Charles Parish Code, Appendix C, St. Charles Parish Subdivision Regulations of 1981, to require that developers submit a list of infrastructure items designated for dedication to the Parish in order to comply with the infrastructure requirements of the Governmental Accounting Standards Board, statement number 34 (GASB-34).  
Mr. Romano turned the floor over to Mr. Lee Zeringue, Senior Parish Engineer from the Department of Public Works and he can explain what is involved, what it entails and why it is here.
Mr. Zeringue stated GASB 34, a federal accounting standard that the parish has recently has had to comply with.  He stated that all infrastructure items – roads, waterlines, sewer lines, any items that would be turned over to us at dedication, we have to assign a dollar value to that item for purposes of accounting and then over the years they would depreciate and the parish is supposed to keep track of that now.  He stated that with this standard, for last year the we’ve had 5 subdivisions that came through to which our department had to spend a lot of time to actually to take a ruler and measure all the sewer lines, waterlines, roads.  We had to come up with a quantity for them and a dollar value of what they were to the parish. He stated that it created a great deal of time and effort by our department.  He stated that the fact that they had to use rulers to scale it off, errors were introduced and that was something they did not want to do, but they had no choice at the time.  Mr. Zeringue stated that what the ordinance would do, is ask the developers to give the parish an exact quantity of items that they installed in the creation of their subdivisions.  He stated that they are the ones who know how many feet of waterlines their contractors put in.  He stated that at this time this information is not given to the parish and that is the main purpose of the ordinance.  

Mr. Bordner read what the ordinance actually ordains so we know what exactly being covered by this ordinance.

Speaking in favor:
None
Speaking in opposition:
None

The public hearing was closed.

Mr. Romano stated the department doesn’t make a recommendation either way.  He stated that it is something that would help the Department of Public Works and it would create an inventory and it’s something that the government is saying that we should do, so it’s an improvement of government. 

Mr. Derveloy asked on number B-4, limits of each street, should it be more explanatory.  He asked if everyone know what we’re getting at.

Mr. Zeringue stated that they knew that one would be somewhat hard to understand.  He stated that the limit of the street is where the street begins to where the street ends.  For instance, if you were to look at our road maintenance manuals we have Lakewood Drive, to which many of you are probably familiar, broken down into three different limits.  The first limit is from Hwy. 90 to the point where it changes width of the street.  He stated that it is considered one limit from point A to point B.  The second limit is from where it changes width to East Heather.  That’s all it really is if a street were to change width, change size, change shape we would break it down into those units.  

Mr. Derveloy asked do you (Mr. Zeringue) feel that it is clear enough for the contractors to understand what you need.

Mr. Zeringue answered actually yes he does.  He stated that they did try to really come up with a way to make it to where anyone could truly understand it.  

Mr. Hull asked did they have any townhall meetings with the contractors or any input from them as to these requirements being put on them now in lieu of the parish.

Mr. Zeringue stated no.

Mr. Hull asked if there was any comments or input whatsoever from the contractors.

Mr. Zeringue stated no.

Mr. Hull asked if he thought it would be a good idea to have them comment on these to see if there would be any problems before it would go into an ordinance.

Mr. Zeringue stated that we had this before the Commission and it would have to go before the Council as far as introduction and then for actual ordaining.

Mr. Hull stated that he was thinking in a public hearing which this is part of one, when it goes to the Council, he hopes that the contractors that do business out here would have an opportunity to address that and be made aware that it would be brought up at the Council meeting. 

Mr. Romano stated that he agrees and he suggested that this is a public hearing right now and as everybody should be aware, there is public notice.  If they didn’t choose to come then, I can’t speak for them.  

Mr. Hull stated that he would assume normally that they would be here if they had an issue that was subject of money they were spending, maybe they are just not aware that this is an ordinance that has been placed in front of us for public hearing that we’re having tonight and that they would have another opportunity at the Council meeting.  Mr. Hull then asked if we kept a list of contractors that do business in the parish.

Mr. Romano stated not formally.

Mr. Hull wanted to know if something could be put together that would be given to them to get their comments because they are going to be doing most of the work and there are problems that could be encountered and it would be good to have it in there before an ordinance is signed, sealed and delivered.

Mr. Romano stated that he cannot argue with that point.

Mr. Bordner asked Mr. Hull if he would like to make that an amendment. 

Mr. Hull stated that he would like to make a motion, he stated that he did not know what medium that we would go to the developers,  contractors  and contractor organizations where they could be contacted and to get the message out.  Mr. Hull recommended that the contractors be specifically put on notice that this will be brought up at the Council meeting.  Mr. Hull asked the Planning Department to make sure this is done. 

Mr. Romano stated that he would take care of it and it’s a good idea.

Mr. Bordner clarified what Mr. Hull stated  - to send a letter to contractors and known contractor organizations inviting them to express their comments at the Council meeting that will look at this particular ordinance.  

Mr. Zeringue made a recommendation that instead of the contractor’s, this should go out to the developers, that is whom the Department of Public Works have their point of contact with.  Mr. Zeringue stated that the developers are the ones who give everything to the parish and it would be their responsibility to get those numbers to us.

Mr. Hull stated that the information would ultimately come from the contractor.  We are talking about increases here that he thinks could be significant for a large development.

Mr. Bordner stated that we are going to add developer to contractor and contractor organizations.

Mr. Hull stated that he did not have a problem with it.

Ms. Richoux second the motion. She also asked could a copy of the ordinance be included with the letter.

Mr. Romano stated yes it could.

Ms. Richoux stated that she does not see anything about location of the respective equipment but she supposes it stands to reason that is all on the specs, so we don’t have to include location.

Mr. Hull asked who will verify that this has been accomplished, that this has been provided. 

Mr. Zeringue stated Public Works will do it.  He stated that they will develop a list  and they will mail a copy to the respective contractors and developers.

YEAS:
Hull, Charles, Derveloy, Richoux, Bordner

NAYS:
None


ABSENT:
Poche, Wolfe

Amendment approved.

The foregoing having been submitted to a vote, the vote thereon was as follows:


YEAS:
Hull, Charles, Derveloy, Richoux, Bordner

NAYS:
None

ABSENT
Poche, Wolfe

Ordinance approved.

