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CITY

CITY COUNCIL
~DGECRESTREDEVELOPMENTAGENCY

AGENDA

Regular Council/Agency Meeting

Wednesday, December 02,2009

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS CITY HALL
100 West California Avenue

Ridgecrest, CA 93555

Closed Session - 6:00 p.m.
Regular Session - 6:30 p.m.

This meeting room is wheelchair accessible. Accommodations and access to
City meetings for people with other handicaps may be requested of the City Clerk
(499-5002) five working days in advance of the meeting.

In compliance with SB 343. City Council/Ridgecrest Redevelopment Agency
Agenda and corresponding writings of open session items are available for public
inspection at the following locations:

1. City of Ridgecrest City Hall, 100 W. California Ave., Ridgecrest, CA
93555

2. Kern County Library - Ridgecrest Branch, 131 E. Las Flores Ave.,
Ridgecrest, CA 93555

3. City of Ridgecrest official website at http://ci.ridgecrest.ca.us

CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL

APPROVAL OF AGENDA
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CLOSED SESSION - 6:00 p.m.

GC54956.9 Conference with Legal Counsel - Potential Litigation - Disclosure of
Potential Litigant Would Prejudice the City of Ridgecrest

GC54957 Personnel Matter - City Manager Recruitment - Report

GC54956.9 Conference with Legal Counsel - Liability Claim of Anthanasios
Leventis - Claim No. 09-07

GC54956.9 Conference with Legal Counsel - Liability Claim of Angela Leventis
- Claim No. 09-08

REGULAR SESSION - 6:30 p.m.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

INVOCATION

CITY ATTORNEY REPORTS

.:. Closed Session

.:. Other

PRESENTATIONS

COMMITTEES, BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

First Council Meeting (1 st Wednesday of the month)

Community Development Committee
Member: Steve Morgan, Ron Carter, Eric Kauffman, Jason Patin
Meetings: 1st Thursday of the month at 5:00 p.m.; Council Conference
Room
Next meeting December 3, 2009

RACVB
Council Members Chip Holloway, Jerry Taylor
Meetings: 1st Wednesday of the month, 8:00 a.m.
Next meeting December 2,2009 at Carriage Inn

Parks, Recreation and Cultural Affairs Department Director's Report

Parks, Recreation and Quality of Life Committee
Members: Ron Carter, Chip Holloway, Craig Porter, Jason Patin
Meetings: 3rd Thursday of the month at 5:00 p.m.; Kerr-McGee Center
Next meeting December 17, 2009
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Youth Advisory Council

OTHER COMMITTEES, BOARDS, OR COMMISSIONS

CITY MANAGER/EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR REPORTS

PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. A Public Hearing To Consider Planning Commission Recommendation To
Approve Certification Of The Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) And
Approval Of The Proposed City Of Ridgecrest General Plan Update McRea

The General Plan Update sets forth a 20-year development plan for the City of
Ridgecrest.

1. Resolution No. 09-, A Resolution of the City Council of the City of
Ridgecrest approving CERTIFICATION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT as complete and meeting CEQA Guidelines, and

2. Resolution No. 09-, A Resolution Of The City Council Of the City of
Ridgecrest Approving A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE GENERAL
PLAN UPDATE

Attachments shown for reference only, included within this City Council staff
report:

1. Resolution to Certify the General Plan Update Environmental Impact
Report,

2. Resolution to Approve the Adoption of the General Plan Update

3. Planning Commission Staff Report, October 20, 2009,

4. Planning Commission Resolution 09-22, recommending certifying General
Plan Environment Impact Report,

5. Planning Commission Resolution 09-23, recommending approving
General Plan Update 2030,

6. Planning Commission Minutes, October 20, 2009,

7. General Plan Addendum - December 2,2009,

Due to the length of the documents listed below, distribution of hard copies of
items 8 - 11 shall be to the City Council, City Manager, City Attorney and Public
Services Director. These documents are available online and at the City
Planning Division office.

8. Draft General Plan Environmental Impact Report, May 2009,
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9. Final General Plan Environmental Impact Report, September 2009,

10. General Plan Update Public Draft, October 2008,

11. Land Use Diagram, 8 pages, (Exhibit C) October 2009

2. A Public Hearing To Discuss And Prioritize Proposed Community
Development Block Grant Projects Speer

A Public Hearing to discuss and prioritize proposed Community Development
Block Grant Projects for the FY 2010-11 Annual Action Plan for Community
Development Programs within the County of Kern five year Consolidated Plan.

ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS

3. Resolution No. 09- , A Resolution Of The Ridgecrest City Council
Approving A Three Year Partnership Agreement Between The City Of
Ridgecrest And Southern California Edison And Authorizing The City
Manager To Sign The Agreement And Rescinding Resolution 06-04 Taylor

In 2006 the City entered into a partnership agreement with Southern California
Edison to help the community and businesses have sustainable energy efficient
programs. Council is requested to rescind Resolution 06-04 and approve a new
resolution that continues the partnership between City of Ridgecrest and
Southern California Edison with a three year partnership agreement.

4. Introduction An First Reading, An Ordinance Of The City Council Of The
City Of Ridgecrest Amending Chapter XII Article 9 And Repealing Chapter
IV, Article 19 Of The City Of Ridgecrest Municipal Code Concerning Water
Efficient Landscape Requirements McRea

Ordinance 09-05 was discussed at the Regular City Council meetings of
November 4 and November 18 at which time a Special Council Meeting was
schedule for November 23 to finalize revisions to certain sections of the
Ordinance. This Ordinance was reviewed at the Special meeting of the City
Council on November 23. Changes were made to Section 12-9.5 Definitions; 12­
9.9 Single-Family Residential Landscape Procedure; 12-9.17 1(a)(b)(c)(d)
Mandatory Measures; and 12-93.21 Administrative Exceptions. The language
changes were reviewed and approved by the City Attorney and the Ordinance is
now placed on the agenda for first reading and introduction for the Council to
review and make the following motions.

Recommended Motions· 2 motions

Motion To Waive Reading In Full Of An Ordinance Of The City Council Of
The City Of Ridgecrest Amending Chapter XII Article 9 An Repealing
Chapter IV, Article 19 Of The City Of Ridgecrest Municipal Code concerning
Water Efficient Landscape Requirements
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Requires a second

Motion To Introduce, By Title Only, An Ordinance Of The City Council Of
The City Of Ridgecrest Amending Chapter XII Article 9 An Repealing
Chapter IV, Article 19 Of The City Of Ridgecrest Municipal Code
Concerning Water Efficient Landscape Requirements

Requires a second

CONSENT CALENDAR

All items on the Consent Calendar are considered to be routine by City staff and
will be approved in one motion if no member of the Councilor the public wishes
to comment or ask questions. If comment or discussion is desired by anyone,
that item may be removed from the Consent Calendar and be considered
separately, with public comment, before action is taken

5. Minutes Of The Regular City Council/Redevelopment Agency Meeting Of
November 18, 2009 Ford

6. Minutes Of The Regular City Council/Redevelopment Agency Meeting Of
November 24, 2009 Ford

PUBLIC COMMENT

Persons wishing to address the Council on matters that are within the Council's
jurisdiction and do not already appear on the agenda, may do so at this time.
Pursuant to the Brown Act, the City Council may not take action on an item that
does not appear on this Agenda. Speakers are limited to five (5) minutes. The
PUBLIC COMMENT section of the Agenda is limited to a total of sixty (60)
minutes. Speakers are asked to provide their name and address for the record.

MAYOR AND COUNCIL COMMENTS

The Mayor and Council Members may make a brief statement. In addition,
Council Members may ask questions of staff or the public for clarification on any
matter, make a request of staff for factual information, or request staff to report
back to the Council at a later meeting concerning any matter. In addition the
Mayor or any Council Member may direct the City Manager to place an item of
business on a future agenda.

ADJOURNMENT





CITY COUNCIUREDEVELOPMENT AGENCY AGENDA ITEM

SUBJECT:
A Public Hearing to consider the Planning Commission recommendations to Certify the Final
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and Approve the Proposed City of Ridgecrest General Plan
Update, 2030. The General Plan Update sets forth a 20-year development plan for the City.

1. Resolution No 09- ; A Resolution Of The City Council Of The City of Ridgecrest
Approving CERTIFICATION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT as
complete and meeting CEQA Guidelines, and,

2. Resolution No 09- ; A Resolution Of The City Council Of The City of Ridgecrest
Approving A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE GENERAL PLAN UPDATE

Applicant: City of Ridgecrest

PRESENTED BY:
James McRea

SUMMARY:
The Ridgecrest General Plan Update was initiated in March, 2007 by soliciting input from the
public at three Community Workshops. Thereafter, a 15 member General Plan Advisory
Committee, (GPAC), conducted 19 meetings between March 27, 2007 and September 29, 2009.
GPAC worked closely with the City staff and Matrix Design Group by formulating the General Plan.
This General Plan Update includes the following Elements: Land Use, Circulation, Open Space &
Conservation, Health & Safety, Military Sustainability and Community Design. When adopted by
the City Council, this document shall supersede the current Ridgecrest General Plan, 1991 - 2010.

GPAC approved the General Plan Update Public Draft. This document was distributed to the City
Council with an update of General Plan progress on October 15, 2008. A Draft EIR was prepared
by ESA Associates on behalf of the Public Draft. The Draft EIR was completed in May, 2009 and
the Final EIR was completed in September, 2009.

In addition to their participation within GPAC, the Planning Commission made modifications to the
General Plan Update Public Draft, (Attachment #10) at their meetings of July 23, 2009, August 11,
2009 and August 25, 2009. These modifications are contained within the Ridgecrest General Plan
Addendum, dated December 2, 2009, (Attachment #7). Finally, on October 20, 2009 the Planning
Commission approved resolutions recommending that the City Council Certify the General Plan
EIR, (Attachment #6) and Adopt the General Plan Public Draft, (October, 2008) as amended
within the General Plan Addendum, (October 20, 2009) and Land Use Diagram, (Attachment #11 ).

FISCAL IMPACT:
None
Reviewed by Administrative Services Director

ACTION REQUESTED:
The City Council is requested to:

• Adopt Resolution 09-_ certifying the General Plan EIR, and
• Adopt Resolution 09- AdoptinQ the RidQecrest General Plan Update, 2010 - 2030.

CITY MANAGER'S RECOMMENDATION:
Action as reQuested:
Submitted by: James McRea Action Date: 12-02-09



Attachment #1
CITY COUNCIL RESOLUTION 09-_

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RIDGECREST, CALIFORNIA,
CERTIFYING THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE RIDGECREST
GENERAL PLAN 2030 UPDATE

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RIDGECREST RESOLVES as follows:

SECTION 1. FINDINGS

On October 20, 2009 the Planning Commission held a public hearing and duly and considered
the Environmental Impact Report prepared for the Ridgecrest General Plan Update at a special
Planning Commission meeting.

The Planning Commission considered the recommendations of staff and consultants and
pursuant to Section 15090 (a) (2):

(a) A final impact report has been prepared for the proposed project and is
recommended for certification by City Council, including mitigation of impacts as
identified the Environmental Impact Report, and

(b) has considered the Facts, Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations
Regarding the Environmental Effects from the Environmental Impact Report

SECTION 2. DESCRIPTION

The Facts, Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations Regarding the
Environmental Effects from the Environmental Impact Report. is hereby attached as "Exhibit A".

SECTION 3. APPROVAL

On December 2, 2009 the City council held a public hearing and duly and considered the
Environmental Impact Report prepared for the Ridgecrest General Plan.

Upon receiving the recommendation of the Planning Commission and having received
testimony on December 2, 2009 from the public, the City Council determines that it is the best
interest of the public for the City Council to take the following actions and make the following
approvals:

1. The City Council has certified the Final EIR s complete and in accordance with State
Guidelines,

2. The City Council hereby adopts as conditions of approval all mitigation measures
(policies and implementation measures of the proposed project) within the
responsibility and jurisdiction of the City as set forth in Section 1.2 (Part I) of the
findings, (Exhibit A)

3. The City Council hereby adopts the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for
the proposed project as discussed in Section 1.3, (Exhibit A)



4. The City Council hereby adopts the findings and statements of overriding
considerations set forth above in their entirety as its findings for these actions and
approvals, (Exhibit A)

5. Having certified the Final EI R, independently reviewed and analyzed the Final EI R,
incorporated policies and implementation measures into the proposed project, and
adopted findings and a statement of overriding considerations, the City Council
hereby separately approves the City of Ridgecrest 2030 General Plan Update.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 2nd day of December, 2009 by the following
vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

Steven Morgan, Mayor
ATTEST:

Rachael Ford
City Clerk

Exhibit A
City Council Resolution Recommendation Certification of the EIR

Findings of Fact and
Statement of Overriding Considerations
City ofRidgecrest General Plan Update

Findings of Fact and
Statement of Overriding Considerations
City 0/Ridgecrest General Plan Update

1.1 Introduction and Certification o/the Final EIR

The City of Ridgecrest (City), as lead agency, has completed the Final Environmental Impact Report
(Final EIR) for its City of Ridgecrest 2030 General Plan Update Project (proposed project). The Final EIR
comprises a program-level analysis of the proposed project and has State Clearinghouse No
2008111097.

A Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) was released on May 19, 2009, for review by public
agencies, organizations, and members of the public. The Draft EIR assess the potentially significant
environmental effects resulting from implementation of the proposed project, identifies potentially feasible
means to mitigate those potentially significant adverse impacts, and evaluates a reasonable range of
alternatives to the project. The Final EIR is comprised of the Draft EIR, written responses to the
significant environmental issues raised in those comments, revisions to the text of the Draft EIR reflecting
changes made in response to comments and other information, along with other minor changes to the
text of the Draft EIR. The Final EIR is hereby incorporated by reference.



Through the adoption of this section (1.1) of these findings, the City of Ridgecrest City Council (City
Councilor Council) hereby satisfies its obligation under section 15090 of Title 14, Division 6, Chapter 3 of
the California Code of Regulations ("CEQA GUidelines") to certify: (1) that the Final EIR has been
completed in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the State CEQA
Guidelines; (2) that the Final EIR has been presented to the Council, which has reviewed and considered
the information contained therein prior to taking action on the proposed project; and (3) that the Final EIR
reflects the City's independent judgment and analysis.

1.2 Findings

As required by CEQA, the City has made specific findings regarding the environmental effects of the
project. These findings constitute the City Council's best efforts to set forth the evidentiary and policy
bases for its decision to approve the project in a manner consistent with the requirements of CEQA.
These findings, in other words, are not merely informational, but rather constitute a binding set of
obligations that come into effect with the City Council's approval of the proposed project.

The City Council is adopting these findings for the entirety of the actions described in these findings and
in the Final EIR. Although the findings below identify specific pages within the Draft and Final EIRs in
support of various conclusions reached below, the Council has no quarrel with, and thus incorporates by
reference and adopts as its own, the reasoning set forth in both environmental documents, and thus relies
on that reasoning, even where not specifically mentioned or cited below, in reaching the conclusions set
forth below, except where additional evidence is specifically mentioned. This is especially true with
respect to the Council's approval of all mitigation measures recommended in the Final EIR, and the
reasoning set forth in responses to comments in the Final EIR.

Having received, reviewed, and considered the Final EIR and other information in the record of
proceedings, the City Council hereby adopts the following findings in compliance with CEQA and the
CEQA Guidelines.

• Part I - Findings regarding the environmental impacts of the proposed project and the mitigation measures
(General Plan policies, etc.) for those impacts identified in the Final EIR and incorporated in the General
Plan.

• Part II - Findings regarding alternatives and the reasons that such alternatives are rejected.

• Part III - Statement of Overriding Considerations determining that the benefits of implementing the
proposed project outweigh the significant unavoidable environmental impacts that will result and therefore
justify approval of the proposed project despite such impacts.

Those findings are presented below, along with facts and evidence to support each finding. The
documents and other materials that constitute the record of proceedings on which these findings are
based are located at the City of Ridgecrest, Planning Department, 100 W. California Avenue, Ridgecrest,
CA 93555-4054. This information is provided in compliance with Public Resources Code §21 081.6(a) (2).

Part I - Impacts and Mitigation Measures

These findings provide the written analysis and conclusions of the City Council regarding the
environmental impacts of the proposed project and the mitigation measures included as part of the Final
EIR and adopted by the City Council as part of the project. To avoid duplication and redundancy, and
because the Council agrees with, and hereby adopts, the conclusions in the Final EIR, these findings will
not repeat the analysis and conclusions in the Final EIR, but instead incorporates them by reference
herein and relied upon them as substantial evidence supporting these findings.

In making these findings, the City Council has considered the opinions of other agencies and members of
the public. The City Council finds that the determination of significance thresholds is a judgment decision
within the discretion of the City Council; the significance thresholds used in the EIR are supported by
substantial evidence in the record, including the expert opinion of the EIR preparers and City staff; and



the significance thresholds used in the EIR provide reasonable and appropriate means of assessing the
significance of the adverse environmental effects of the proposed project. Thus, although, as a legal
matter, the City Council is not bound by the significance determinations in the EIR (see Pub. Resources
Code, § 21082.2, subd. (e)), the Council finds them persuasive and hereby adopts them as its own.

Table 1 summarizes the environmental determinations of the Final EIR and the proposed project's
impacts before and after mitigation. This table does not attempt to describe the full analysis of each
environmental impact contained in the Final EIR Instead, Table 1 provides a summary description of
each impact, describes the key General Plan policies and implementation measures identified in the Final
EIR and adopted by the City Council, and states the City Council's findings on the significance of each
impact after imposition of the adopted General Plan policies and implementation measures. A full
explanation of these environmental findings and conclusions can be found in the Draft and Final EIR and
these findings hereby incorporate by reference the discussion and analysis in these documents
supporting the determination regarding the proposed project's impacts and mitigation measures designed
to address those impacts. In making these findings, the City Council ratifies, adopts and incorporates in
these findings the determinations and conclusions of the Final EIR relating to environmental impacts and
mitigation measures, except to the extent any such determinations and conclusions are specifically and
expressly modified by these findings.

As set forth below in Section 1.4 "Resolutions of Approval", the City Council adopts and incorporates the
policies and implementation measures (mitigation measures) set forth in Table 1 to substantially lessen or
avoid the potentially significant and significant impacts of the proposed project, as well as certain less­
than-significant impacts. In adopting these mitigation measures, the City Council intends to adopt each of
the policies and implementation measures proposed in the Final EIR Accordingly, in the event a policy
or implementation measure recommended in the Final EIR has inadvertently been omitted from Table 1,
such policy or implementation measure is hereby adopted and incorporated in the findings below. In
addition, in the event the language describing a policy or implementation measure set forth in Table 1
fails to accurately reflect the mitigation measures in the Final EIR due to a clerical error, the language of
the policies and implementation measures as set forth in the Final EIR shall control, unless the language
of the policies and implementation measures has been specifically and expressly modified by these
findings. With respect to each and every significant effect identified in the EIR, the City hereby finds that
"changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which avoid or
substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the final EIR" (CEQA Guidelines,
§ 15091, subd. (a)(1 ).) Rather than repeat this finding dozens of times to address each and every
significant effect, this paragraph eliminates the need for such repetition because in no instance is the City
Council rejecting mitigation measures recommended in the Draft and Final EIRs. The Council recognizes
that, as a part of the General Plan update process, the final language of the General Plan evolved to
reflect both environmental considerations and public input. In all instances, the Council is content with
the final mitigation language as set forth in the General Plan at the time of adoption.

Part 11 - Alternatives to the Project

An EIR is required to describe a range of reasonable alternatives to the project that could feasibly attain
the objectives of the project, and to evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15126.6(a)).

Additionally, CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(b) requires consideration of alternatives that could avoid
or substantially lessen any significant adverse environmental effects of the proposed project, including
alternatives that may be more costly or could otherwise impede the project's objectives. The range of
alternatives considered must include those that offer substantial environmental advantages over the
proposed project and may be feasibly accomplished in a successful manner considering economic,
environmental, social, technological, and legal factors.

The following alternatives are discussed in the EIR:

• Alternative I: No Project (Build-out of existing 1991 General Plan)



• Alternative 2: Increased Residential Density Alternative

• Alternative 3: Reduced Development Yield Alternative

Descriptions of these alternatives, the basis for selection, and the environmental characteristics ofthe alternatives are
more fully described in Chapter 4 "Alternatives to the Proposed Project" of the Draft EIR.

Project Objectives

For reference purposes in consideration of project alternatives, the key project objectives are to:

• Minimize the loss of open space land.

• Protect existing land uses from incompatible development.

• Encourage infill development and the use of village centers that can be the focus and foundation of
neighborhoods within the City.

• Promote a diverse economy and compatible land uses with the surrounding military operations.

• Address recent environmental trends and issues, such as green-house gases, energy conservation, and long­
term water supply.

Summary of Findings

Alternative 1: No Project Alternative

Under the No-Project Alternative, the City would continue with implementation of its existing 1991 to 2010
General Plan, which would remain as the adopted long-range planning policy document for the City.
Current development patterns would continue to occur in accordance with the existing General Plan and
Zoning Code. Consequently, this alternative would fundamentally fail to meet a majority of the project
objectives described above. Failure to update the City's existing General Plan will not result in a
comprehensive update to the City's existing goals and policies to help incorporate current planning,
environmental, and regulatory trends and objectives. Additionally, the existing General Plan fails to
include the concept of "urban villages", which identify future development areas and set guidance for the
comprehensive planning of future growth and development. For all of these reasons, the City Council
rejects the No Project Alternative as infeasible within the meaning of CEQA and CEQA case law.

Alternative 2: Increased Residential Density Alternative

While keeping many of the features of the proposed project, Alternative 2 looks at increasing the amount
of land designated as Residential Low Density (an increase in density over the Residential Estate lands
identified under the proposed project) in the southeastern quarter of the Planning Area. This alternative
also looked at the inclusion of areas for large-scale planned residential communities. Although increased
levels of development would require additional increases in infrastructure (both transportation and public
service/utility), this alternative could encourage transit usage and reduce dependency on the automobile.
This alternative would fail to meet several key project objectives of paramount importance to the City
Council. Notably, increasing the density of land in the southeastern quarter of the Planning Area makes
this alternative inconsistent with project objectives related to the loss of open space lands, protecting
existing land uses from incompatible development, and reducing GHG emissions. Furthermore, the
greater concentrations of development in the southeastern quarter contemplated by this alternative will
lead to increased levels of impact for certain categories of environmental effects. For example, because
land uses are intensified within the southeastern quarter, air quality impacts, due to the types of dwelling
units and other development contemplated under the alternative, would result in slightly higher emission
levels of both mobile and stationary sources of air quality emissions, and GHG emissions (see Draft EIR,
Table 4-1). (Draft EIR, p. 4-4 and 4-5.) With respect to cultural resources, the intensification of land uses
within the southeastern quarter under Alternative 2 may result in greater impacts to previously
undiscovered cultural resources to those anticipated under the proposed project. (Draft EIR, p. 4-12.)
With respect to transportation, Alternative 2 would cause slightly higher levels of delay and congestion



than the proposed project. (Draft EIR, p. 4-13) For all of these reasons, the City Council rejects
Alternative 2 as infeasible within the meaning of CEQA and CEQA case law.

Alternative 3: Reduced Development Yield Alternative

Under Alternative 3, the anticipated development yield and ultimate population relative to the net
increases associated with the proposed project would be reduced by 10%. This alternative would allow
fewer homes and fewer residents in the southwest and southeastern portions of the Planning Area
relative to the proposed General Plan. The transportation improvements provided in the Circulation
Element and Diagram would be implemented under this alternative.

The purpose of a general plan is to guide the growth and development of a community. Accordingly, the
City's proposed General Plan is premised on projected future growth occurring in the area and to provide
a framework within which projected growth can be accommodated and managed consistent with the
City's overall planning responsibilities and objectives. The proposed project embodies a long-term
perspective that tries to deal with demographic and market realities in a manner that minimizes the
environmental effects that are inevitable when large numbers of people move into a region over time (or
when the children of local families choose to remain in their hometown and raise their families there). On
its face, Alternative 3 may appear to be more environmentally benign than the proposed project, in that
the alternative would reduce its anticipated development yield and ultimate population by roughly 10%.
However, as shown in Table 4-1 (Draft EIR, p. 4-4 through 4-7), implementation of Alternative 3 would still
result in significant and unavoidable impacts (although the severity would be reduced in some cases) to
several environmental resource topics. Because these seeming benefits, however, reflect what the City
Council believes are unrealistic assumptions about future growth pressures and an unwillingness to
grapple directly with such pressures so that new growth in the region can be under the City's control to
the extent possible, the City Council rejects Alternative 3 as infeasible.

Part III . Statement of Overriding Considerations

As previously described, the City has found that several impacts of the proposed project remain significant
following adoption and implementation of the mitigation measures described in the Final EIR. These significant
impacts are summarized above in Table t.

The City finds, per Public Resources Code §21081(b), that specific overriding economic, legal, social,
technological, or other benefits outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects of the proposed
project (the Program). These overriding considerations include the following:

t. Creation ofjobs and economic benefits.

2. A framework for the orderly management offuture City growth.

3. Updated policies that reflect current environmental and planning trends.

4. Increased opportunities for infill development.

1.3 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

In accordance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines, the City Council must adopt a mitigation monitoring
and reporting program to ensure that the mitigation measures adopted herein are implemented in the
implementation of the proposed project. In the case of the project, one of the primary components of the
proposed project includes preparing an update to the City's existing General Plan. Consistent with the
CEQA Guidelines (Section 15097(b)), the monitoring plan applies to all of the policies and implementation
measures identified in the general plan, in particular to those identified in Table 1 of this document.
Consistent with the CEQA Guidelines (Section 15097 (b», the City's annual report on the status of the
general plan will serve as the basis for its mitigation monitoring and report program and will not require a
separate mitigation monitoring and reporting program.



Attachment #2
CITY COUNCIL RESOLUTION 09-_

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RIDGECREST,
CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING THE RIDGECREST GENERAL PLAN 2030 UPDATE.

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RIDGECREST RESOLVES as follows:

SECTION 1. FINDINGS

On October 20, 2009 the Planning Commission held a public hearing and duly considered the
Ridgecrest General Plan Update at a Special Planning Commission meeting.

The Commission considered the recommendation of staff and consultants pursuant to
Government Code §§ 65853, et seq.:

(a) Recommends that the City Council adopt the General Plan Update, 2030,

SECTION 2. DESCRIPTION

1. The Planning Area established for the Ridgecrest General Plan is shown on Figure 1-2
within the General Plan Update Public Draft, (October 2008) incorporating lands
managed by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and lands held by the Department
of Defense as part of China Lake and unincorporated territory. The Planning Area covers
a land area of approximately 40 square miles.

2. The General Plan 2030 Update supersedes the Ridgecrest General Plan 1991-2020
Adopted by the Ridgecrest City Council Resolution 94-57 on August 3, 1994.

3. This General Plan 2030 Update is comprised of Exhibit A - the General Plan Public
Draft, (October, 2008), Exhibit B - General Plan Public Draft Addendum, (December 2,
2009), Exhibit C - Amended General Plan Diagram, (October, 2009), and, Exhibit D ­
Figure 7-1, Amended Parks and Recreation Plan.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 2nd day of December, 2009 by the following
vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

Steven Morgan, Mayor
ATTEST:

Rachael Ford
City Clerk



Attachment #3

Planning Commission
STAFF REPORT

Public Hearing: October 20, 2009

Application:

Public Hearing to consider recommending certification of the Final Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) and approval of the Proposed City of Ridgecrest General Plan
Update. The General Plan Update sets forth a 20-year development plan for the City of
Ridgecrest.

General Plan Preparation and Review Process:

Ridgecrest General Plan Update and EIR Project Preparation & Review

1. Horizon Year

2. Applicant

3. General Plan Timeline

3. General Plan Elements

4. Consultants

5. General Plan
Formulation Participants

6. Agencies Notified

2030

City of Ridgecrest, 100 W. California Avenue, Ridgecrest, CA

• 3 Community Workshops, Spring, 2007

• 1st GPAC Meeting, March 27, 2007

• 19th GPAC Meeting, September 29, 2009

• Planning Commission Public Hearing, October 20,2009

• City Council Public Hearing, December 2, 2009

Land Use, Circulation, Open Space & Conservation, Health &
Safety, Noise, Military Sustainability, Community Design

Matrix Design Group, Inc and ESA Associates

City Council, Planning Commission, General Plan Advisory
Committee, Ridgecrest Area Residents and City Staff

IWV Water District. R. Public Works State
Clearinghouse
Kern Co. Fire Dept. R. Police Air
Quality Board
Kern Co. Planning Sierra Sand Sch. Dst CalTrans
div.6 Mediacom So. Calif Edison Cal
Fish & Game Naval Weapons Ctr Verizon.

US Fish & Wildlife
PG & E Lahotan Rg. WQCB
CalTrans Hdqtrs
Air Resources Board Cal Highway Patrol Caltrans
Aeronautics
Cal Conservation Dept Cal Health Services
Integrated WMB
Native Am HeritageCom State Lands Div Cal SWRCB
Cal Toxic Sub Dept Cal Water Resources Opt.



Recommended Planning Commission Actions:

1. Approve RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING THAT THE CITY COUNCIL
CERTIFIES THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT as complete and
meeting CEQA Guidelines, and,

2. Approve RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING THAT THE CITY COUNCIL
APPROVE A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE GENERAL PLAN UPDATE

General Plan Update and EIR Documents:

Ridgecrest General Plan Update and EIR Project Documents

DOCUMENT AVAILABLE FOR REVIEW AT:

1. Background Sources:

• GP Map Atlas Westplanning website:

• Policy Directions Report http://www.westplanning.com/ridgecrest/index.htm

• GP Newsletters / Facts

• GPAC Ridgecrest City Hall, Planning Division

• Community Workshops

2. General Plan Documents: City of Ridgecrest website:

• Public Draft General http://ci.ridgecrest.ca.us/commdev.aspx?id=544
Plan Text, (10/08) Ridgecrest City Hall, Planning Division

• Public Draft General Ridgecrest Library
Plan Text Addendum,
(9/09)

3. General Plan Maps: City of Ridgecrest website:

• All maps contained in http://ci.ridgecrest.ca.us/commdev.aspx?id=544
GP text Ridgecrest City Hall, Planning Division

• Revised Land Use
Diagram, (10/10) Revised Land Use Diagram and Parks &

• Revised Parks & Recreation Plan are included within this staff
Recreation Plan Figure report
7-1 (Revised 10/10)

4. General Plan EIR: City of Ridgecrest website:



• GP Update, Draft EIR http://ci.ridgecrest.ca.us/commdev.aspx?id=544

• GP Update, Final EIR Ridgecrest City Hall, Planning Division

• GP Update, Findings of
Fact & Statement of Findings & SOC are included within this staff
Overriding report
Considerations

City of Rjdgecrest

Located at the northeast corner of Kern County, Ridgecrest sits at the edge of the Mojave
Desert in the Indian Wells Valley, and is surrounded by four mountain ranges. Ridgecrest is the
county's third largest incorporated city and second largest urban area (see Figure 1-1).

The City of Ridgecrest has direct land use jurisdiction over the incorporated city
limits, which encompass about 21.4 square miles. Approximately nine square miles
of the city limits lie within the boundary of the Naval Air Weapons Station (NAWS)
China Lake. Although in the city limits, the area on NAWS China Lake is managed
by the Navy, and the City does not exercise land use authority over this area.
Development and planning within this area is managed by NAWS China Lake and
the U.S. Navy. The Planning Area for the General Plan (see Section 1.2 for details), include
the city limits and unincorporated areas that bear relation to the planning of the community.
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Because of the City's convenient accessibility by two major highways, it is a central location for
shopping and business for the eastern region of Kern County. The City's accessibility also
renders it an ideal area for industry. Ridgecrest serves the Northeastern Kern and Eastern
Sierra Region with commercial services, entertainment, recreation, filming, and tourism.

Planning Area

As stated in the General Plan Guidelines, a general plan must "cover the territory within the
boundaries of the adopting city or county as well as 'any land outside its boundaries which in the
planning agency's judgment bears relation to its planning' (§65300)." For purposes of
developing this General Plan, the City established a Planning Area early in the update process
as part of the public involvement process.

The Planning Area established for the Ridgecrest General Plan is shown on Figure 1-1. A
unique aspect of the Planning Area is that it incorporates lands managed by the Bureau of land
Management (BlM) and lands held by the Department of Defense as part of China lake. The
Planning Area covers a land area of approximately 40 square miles.

General Plans in California

Every city and county in California is required by State law to prepare and maintain a planning
document called a general plan (Government Code Section 65300). A general plan is designed
to serve as the jurisdiction's "constitution" or "blueprint" for future decisions concerning land use,
infrastructure, pUblic services, and resource conservation. All specific plans, subdivisions,
public works projects, and zoning decisions made by the City must be consistent with the
general plan.

A general plan must address the seven topics (referred to as "elements") of land use,
circulation, housing, open-space, conservation, safety, and noise as identified in state law
(Government Code Section 65302), to the extent that the topics are locally relevant. It may also
include other topics of local interest, as chosen by the City (Government Code Section 65303).

• The land use element designates the general distribution and intensity of land uses
within the planning area.

• The circulation element identifies the general location and extent of existing and
proposed transportation facilities and utilities.

• The housing element is a comprehensive assessment of current and future housing
needs for all segments of the City population, as well as a program for meeting those
needs. The housing element is subject to state statutory requirements for periodic
updates. To meet mandated state timelines, the housing element will be prepared on a
separate schedule.

• The open-space element describes measures for the preservation of open space for the
protection of natural resources, the managed production of resources, and for public
health and safety.



• The conservation element addresses the conservation, development, and use of natural
resources.

• The safety element establishes policies to protect the community from risks associated
with natural and man-made hazards such as seismic, geologic, flooding, wildfire hazards,
and air quality.

• The noise element identifies major noise sources and contains policies intended to
protect the community from exposure to excessive noise levels.

The City may adopt a general plan in the format that best fits its unique circumstances
(Government Code Section 65300.5). In doing so, the City must ensure that the general plan
and its component parts comprise an integrated, internally consistent, and compatible statement
of development policies. The City of Ridgecrest has chosen to adopt a General Plan that
consolidates some of the mandatory elements. The conservation and open space elements are
combined into a single element and the noise and safety elements are consolidated into a
Public Health and Safety element. The City has also included two optional elements to reflect
the specific needs of the community (Military Sustainability and Community Design).

The elements included in the Ridgecrest General Plan are described in further detail in the
following section.

In addition to the mandatory and optional elements, the Ridgecrest General Plan has the
following three defining features:

• General. As the name implies, the general plan provides general guidance that will be
used to direct future land use and resource decisions.

• Comprehensive. The general plan covers a wide range of social, economic,
infrastructure, and natural resource factors. These include topics such as land use,
housing, circulation, utilities, public services, recreation, agriculture, biological resources,
and many other topics.

• Long-range. General plans provide guidance on reaching a future envisioned 20 or more
years in the future (this General Plan update will look out over 20 years to the year 2030).
To reach this envisioned future, the General Plan will include policies and actions that
address both immediate and long-term needs.

Ridgecrest General Plan

The Ridgecrest General Plan update program was founded on the following gUiding principles:

• Provide the public opportunities for meaningful participation in the planning and decision­
making process;

• Provide a description of current conditions and trends shaping the City of Ridgecrest;

• Identify planning issues, opportunities, and challenges that should be addressed in the
General Plan;

• Explore land use and policy alternatives;

• Ensure the General Plan is current, internally consistent, and easy to use;

• Provide guidance in the planning and evaluation of future land and resource decisions;
and

• Provide a vision and framework for the future growth of the City.



The Ridgecrest General Plan update includes the preparation of a number of major
documents. These documents can be divided into two sets: General Plan documents
(adopted), and General Plan supporting documents used to assist in the decision making
process, but are not part of the adopted General Plan.

General Plan Supporting Documents

• Goals and Policies Report. This report is the essence of the General Plan. It contains
the goals and policies that will guide future development within the City and its Planning
Area (see Section 1.2). It also identifies a full set of implementation measures that will
ensure the policies of the General Plan are carried out.

The Goals and Policies Report also contains a number of diagrams that show the
distribution of land use designations, circulation features, and other planned facilities in
the Planning Area.

• Map Atlas. To provide the community with a good foundation for planning the future, a
"Map Atlas" was prepared. This document replaces a lengthy text write up with a graphic
format that makes use of maps, charts, and illustrations to convey a picture of the City of
Ridgecrest at the start of this General Plan update in 2007. This Map Atlas is an
illustrated summary of the key findings from the background research conducted.

• Policy Directions and Choices Report. Based on input from workshops held with the
community and the General Plan Advisory Committee (GPAC), and direction from the
Planning Commission and City Council, this document provided a summary of the critical
policy and program issues to be addressed in the General Plan and provided a look at
the direction to be pursued by the community in planning for the future.

• Environmental Impact Report (EIR). An EIR will be prepared to meet the requirements
of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). A public draft EIR is expected to be
circulated for public comments in late 2008 / early 2009. The Planning Commission and
City Council will rely on the information contained in the EIR to understand the potential
impacts associated with implementation of the General Plan and will use the EIR to
support the decision making process.

Community Workshops

• Three community workshops were held to gain input on issues and opportunities,
alternative futures, and the General Plan documents:

• March 28, 2007 Issues and Opportunities
On March 28, 2007, over 50 people met at the City Hall and participated in the first of two
community workshops designed to give the community opportunities to be involved in
shaping the City of Ridgecrest General Plan. The purpose of the first workshop was to
provide participants with an overview of the General Plan update process and give
everyone an opportunity to offer their thoughts on the future of Ridgecrest.

General Plan Advisory Committee (GPAC)



• To provide guidance in the General Plan update, the City created an advisory committee - the
General Plan Advisory Committee (GPAC). The GPAC is made up of 14 individuals selected
from the community and is designed to provide additional community input to the Planning
Commission and City Council. The GPAC was also a vital resource to City staff and the
General Plan consulting team as the General Plan was developed.

• During preparation of the General Plan, 19 meetings were held with the GPAC. GPAC
meetings were typically held on a monthly basis, with all meetings being open to the public.

Becommendatjon

The staff is recommending that the Planning Commission approve the two attached resolutions:

1) Recommendation that the City Council certify the General Plan Update EIR, and
2) Recommendation that the City Council approve the General Plan 2030 update.

P.C. RESOLUTION 09-__
A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF

RIDGECREST, CALIFORNIA, FORWARDING A RECOMMENDATION TO THE CITY
COUNCIL TO APPROVE CERTIFICATION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

REPORT FORTHE RIDGECREST GENERAL PLAN UPDATE

THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF RIDGECREST RESOLVES as follows:
SECTION 1. FINDINGS

(a) On October 20,2009 the Planning Commission held a public hearing and duly and
considered the Environmental Impact Report prepared for the Ridgecrest General Plan Update
at a special Planning Commission meeting.
(b) The Commission considered the recommendations of staff and consultants and
pursuant to Section 15090 (a) (2) a final impact report has been prepared for the
proposed project and is recommended for certification by City Council, including
mitigation of impacts as identified the Environmental Impact Report.
(c) The Commission has considered the Facts, Findings and Statement of Overriding
Considerations Regarding the Environmental Effects from the Environmental Impact
Report.

SECTION 2. DESCRIPTION
The Facts, Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations Regarding the
Environmental Effects from the Environmental Impact Report. is hereby attached as
Exhibit A.

SECTION 3. APPROVAL
The Planning Commission hereby recommends that it is the best interest of the public for
the City Council to take the following actions and make the following approvals:

1. The City Council has certified the Final EIR,



2. The City Council hereby adopts as conditions of approval all mitigation measures (policies
and implementation measures of the proposed project) within the responsibility and jurisdiction
of he City as set forth in Section 1.2 (Part I) of the findings, (attachment A)

3. The City Council hereby adopts the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the
proposed project as discussed in Section 1.3, (attachment A)

4. The City Council hereby adopts the findings and statements of overriding considerations set
forth above in their entirety as its findings for these actions and approvals, (attachment A)

5. Having certified the Final EIR, independently reviewed and analyzed the Final EIR,
incorporated policies and implementation measures into the proposed project, and adopted
findings and a statement of overriding considerations, the City Council hereby separately
approves the City of Ridgecrest 2030 General Plan Update.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 20th day of October, 2009, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

Nellavan Jeglum, Chairman
ATTEST:

Jim McRea, Secretary
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Attachment #4
P.C. RESOLUTION 09-22

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF RIDGECREST, CALIFORNIA,
FORWARDING A RECOMMENDATION TO THE CITY COUNCIL TO APPROVE CERTIFICATION OF THE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE RIDGECREST GENERAL PLAN 2030 UPDATE

THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF RIDGECREST RESOLVES as follows:

SECTION 1. FINDINGS

On October 20, 2009 the Planning Commission held a public hearing and duly and considered the Environmental
Impact Report prepared for the Ridgecrest General Plan Update at a special Planning Commission meeting.

The Planning Commission considered the recommendations of staff and consultants and pursuant to
Section 15090 (a) (2):

(c) A final impact report has been prepared for the proposed project and is recommended for certification
by City Council, including mitigation of impacts as identified the Environmental Impact Report.

(d) And has considered the Facts, Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations Regarding the
Environmental Effects from the Environmental Impact Report

SECTION 2. DESCRIPTION

The Facts, Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations Regarding the Environmental Effects from
the Environmental Impact Report. is hereby attached as "Exhibit A".

SECTION 3. APPROVAL

The Planning Commission hereby recommends that it is the best interest of the public for the City Council to
take the following actions and make the following approvals:

6. The City Council has certified the Final EIR,

7. The City Council hereby adopts as conditions of approval all mitigation measures (policies and
implementation measures of the proposed project) within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the City as
set forth in Section 1.2 (Part I) of the findings, (EXhibit A)

8. The City Council hereby adopts the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the proposed
project as discussed in Section 1.3, (Exhibit A)

9. The City Council hereby adopts the findings and statements of overriding considerations set forth above
in their entirety as its findings for these actions and approvals, (Exhibit A)

10. Having certified the Final EIR, independently reviewed and analyzed the Final EIR, incorporated
policies and implementation measures into the proposed project, and adopted findings and a statement
of overriding considerations, the City Council hereby separately approves the City of Ridgecrest 2030
General Plan Update.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 20th day of October, 2009, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

Jeglum, Beres, Kauffman, Patin, Porter
None
None
None

ATTEST:_~_---:-:---=-_-::-- _
James McRea, Secretary

Nellavan Jeglum, Chairman



Attachment #5
P.C. RESOLUTION 09·23

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF RIDGECREST, CALIFORNIA,
FORWARDING A RECOMMENDATION TO THE CITY COUNCIL TO APPROVE THE RIDGECREST GENERAL
PLAN 2030 UPDATE.

THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF RIDGECREST RESOLVES as follows:

SECTION 1. FINDINGS

On October 20, 2009 the Planning Commission held a public hearing and duly considered the Ridgecrest General
Plan Update at a Special Planning Commission meeting.

The Commission considered the recommendation of staff and consultants pursuant to Government Code §§
65853, et seq.:

(b) Has considered the Facts, Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations Regarding the
Environmental Effects from the Environmental Impact Report.

SECTION 2. DESCRIPTION

4. The Planning Area established for the Ridgecrest General Plan is shown on Figure 1-1 within the October
20, 2009 Planning Commission Staff Report incorporating lands managed by the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) and lands held by the Department of Defense as part of China Lake and unincorporated
territory. The Planning Area covers a land area of approximately 40 square miles.

5. The General Plan 2030 Update supersedes the Ridgecrest General Plan 1991-2020 Adopted by the
Ridgecrest City Council Resolution 94-57 on August 3, 1994.

6. This General Plan 2030 Update is comprised of Exhibit A (Draft General Plan Public Draft, October, 2008),
Exhibit B (General Plan Public Draft Addendum, September, 2009), Exhibit C (Amended General Plan
Diagram, October 20,2009), and, Exhibit D (Figure 7-1, Amended Parks and Recreation Plan).

SECTION 3. APPROVAL

The Planning Commission hereby recommends that it is the best interest of the public for the City Council to approve
the Ridgecrest General Plan 2030 update as identified within Exhibits A, B, C, and D

APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 20th day of October, 2009, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

Jeglum, Beres, Kauffman, Patin, Porter
None
None
None

ATIEST: _

James McRea, Secretary

Nellavan Jeglum, Chairman



Attachment #6

CITY OF RIDGECREST
100 West California Avenue

Ridgecrest, CA 93555
MINUTES

SPECIAL MEETING OF THE CITY OF RIDGECREST PLANNING COMMISSION
City Council Chambers

Tuesday, October 20,2009 at 6:00 p.m.

Commissioners:

Staff:

Chairman Nellavan Jeglum, Vice Chairman Lois Beres, Commissioners Eric
Kauffman, Jason Patin, and Craig Porter
Jim McRea, Public Services Director, Matthew Alexander, City Planner, Eva
Petersen, Administrative Assistant

1. CALL TO ORDER - 6:00p.m.

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

3. ROLL CALL
Present: Chairman Jeglum, Vice-Chairman Beres, Commissioners Kauffman, Patin and Porter
Staff Present: Public Services Director Jim McRea; City Planner Matthew Alexander; Executive
Assistant Eva Peterson

4. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
Motion was moved by Vice Chairman Beres and seconded by Commissioner Patin. The agenda
was unanimously approved.

5. PUBLIC COMMENTS OF ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS

6.a Public Hearing to consider recommending certification of the Final Environmental

Impact Report (EIR) and approval of the Proposed City of Ridgecrest General Plan Update.

The General Plan Update sets forth a 20-year development plan for the City of Ridgecrest.

Copies of the General Plan Update and EIR are available for review on the City's Web site at

http://ci.ridgecrest.ca.us/commdev.aspx?id=544 or for purchase or review at Ridgecrest City Hall.

City Planner Matthew Alexander commented that the applicant for the above item is the City of

Ridgecrest. He provided the history of the first General Plan stating it was approved in 1967 after

the city's incorporation. Population at that time was 11,000. The Ridgecrest General Plan was

adopted in 1994 and it was a 20 year plan scheduled to expire in the year 2010. The General

Plan process began in March 2007 with various workshops. First General Plan advisory

committee began with 15 members with a total of 19 meetings. The City hired Matrix Design

Group, who designed the map atlas and the recreational Bowman Channel was looked at by a

team from Scottsdale. Four concept maps were devised and through GPAC, a consensus was



made. Various sub-committees were formed and participated, which included people from

various areas of expertise which including military sustainability. Mixed use and land use

discussed was by the Parks & Recreation subcommittee and they developed policies (i.e. that

new sub-divisions should have parks). Parks and Recreation Facility Standards were revised

with the assistance of Director Jim Ponek.

City Council was kept up to date by providing them a first draft in June 2008. On June 14, 2008 a

special meeting was called and well attended. Land use plan amendments were added

promoting Old Towne. Military Sustainability primary goals were outlined. The Community

Design Element Task Force was appointed and their recommendations for conservation and

open space elements, arterial streets, bike lanes/bike paths were added.

Recommend certifying EIR May 2009

1) Draft EIR May 2009

2) Final EIR Sept, 2009

3) Exhibit A - Findings of Fact & SOC

4) Recommendation to Approve General Plan itself

Exhibit A - - GP General Plan of 2008

Exhibit B - - Addendum to General Plan 2030

Exhibit C - - Revised Land Use Diagram

Exhibit D - - Parks & Recreation Plan

The General Plan is a working document based on the people in the community.

Vice Chairman Beres added that there is no perfect document. Long hard work has been done.

Commission Patin commented great job and he was glad that 99% was done before he was

appointed. Commissioner Kauffman added that they had the kind of spirit and support needed in

this endeavor, plus he missed not having Commissioner Patin participate in this effort.

Chairman Jeglum opened to public comments at 6:20p.m.

Darwin Roselat

Stated that land use changes between Sierra View and China Lake changed from residential to

commercial, and he is not in favor of that. Commissioner Kauffman commented the purpose was

to develop a continuity in retail corridor. Darwin Roselat asked, what about people on the north

side of Dolphin? Chairman Jeglum explained that the General Plan and zoning designations are

different things. Darwin commented that it appears to him that it's a small section of commercial.

Commissioner Kauffman stated not sure if they looked at it that finitely. He added that on China

Lake there is commercial. Dolphin and Sierra View and the back side could stay residential and

the front side commercial. Vice Chairman Beres commended that a lady came in with a

suggestion for mixed-use in that area. Commissioner Kauffman added that if they could remove

that wedge on the south side of Dolphin (to remain residential) they could stay true to what they

wanted.



Darwin added he is concerned with it going all going commercial. Chairman Jeglum added that

the reason for its shape, it follows parcel lines vs. footage. She added that it did not do that

before. It is better planning. She added the saving grace with this designation is that they will

have an overlay with multi-use.

Darwin requested that it follow the current General Plan. Kathleen Rosilat asked what do the

terms corridor and mixed use mean? What does corridor entail? Could it be that mixed use

development is for areas that do not have enough room? Chairman Jeglum explained you could

use that term with a tract. Kathleen asked if the Commissioners were to move things back to the

previous boundary lines, how many feet is that? Chairman Jeglum was not sure. Commissioner

Kauffman added that right now that would be speculative. He added that if they didn't believe the

triangle should be commercial then the entire triangle can be residential. Kathleen added that if

you have houses on a busy street with a brick retaining wall, a commercial development with its

back to them would be turning it to an alley for them and they bought in a residential area.

Commissioner Kauffman commented their goal was to create synergy; an epicenter at Bowman

and China Lake. Kathleen added that looking at renditions of what Ridgecrest will look like,

where does this money come from for these renditions? Commissioner Kauffman answered from

the developers.

Carole Vaughn commented that this is the perfect place for Matthew Alexander's talents. She

added that if you have to have commercial and residential next to each other, people cannot lose

their quality of living. She said that she heard Chairman Jeglum say it's difficult to parcel out,

however, in her opinion it is not that difficult. Back yards can back up to commercial. Carole

commented to Matthew Alexander that he is the creative one in the crowd and asked him if it can

it be done? Matthew Alexander replied, "absolutely". Carole Vaughn added that the best solution

is to create another street or she was sure Matthew Alexander could create another idea. She

added, she didn't know how to solve the problem, but she was sure Matthew could Alexander

could do it.

Hank Avard

525 E Montivista

Hank stated he was representing the Pageant family. There appears to be a misunderstanding

between land use and zoning. The current zoning for this property is service commercial.

Commissioner Patin believes that this was discussed at a Community Development Committee

meeting. Commissioner Kauffman believes it was. Hank added that the Pageants are interested

in keeping the property as zoned service commercial. Chairman Jeglum asked if this everything

west of Ewing? Hank answered, yes and up to Aileen. Chairman Jeglum asked if Hank was

talking about the 6 lots that face Aileen and again Hank answered yes.

Matthew Alexander commented that the lots sizes are 60x100 feet. The are legal lots and can be

sold separately with only access from Aileen. Commission Kauffman stated he thought the

meeting alleviated all those concerns and Commission Patin seems to recall the same.

Chairman Jeglum added that this is single family and to the north it is mUlti-family.



Matthew Alexander commented that they took a look at that. He stated there are 6 residential

lots where the underlying General Plan is single residential. The law says that the General Plan

and zoning has to be compatible. When you come in to develop, the General Plan and zoning

have to match and the General Plan takes precedent.

Commission Kauffman and Vice Chairman Beres agreed that the property owners were suppose

to come back with a final plan. Chairman Jeglum added the underlying General Plan is for single

home and the zoning is for service commercial. Hank stated they (Pageants) wrote you a letter.

Chairman Jeglum explained that the Commissioners cannot make that property service

commercial - it cannot be developed that way right now.

Matthew Alexander explained that nobody currently on the dais is responsible for the past zoning

and General Plan. Chairman Jeglum stated that with the proposed new General Plan, the

property will be zoned residential. She added they could waive the fee for the General Plan

amendment however, there is no free ride. If you want to develop your land you have to pay for

it. She added that if he (Hank) came in with a plan they can fix it. They can limit access and/or

they can have a reciprocal driveway agreement. Without a concept, however, they would be

doing a disservice to the people in the neighborhood. The Ewing circle was built in the 1950's so

it's been zoned residential. She added that he will have the opportunity to discuss this with the

City Council.

Hank felt they the commissioners are sticking the owners with a condition that they cannot use.

He did not understand the difference between the lots and even recommended petitioning

surrounding owners. However, Commissioner Porter commented that Hank was not indicating

the same property he was referring to in this letter. Chairman Jeglum showed Hank the property

the commissioners were referring to and Hand seemed to agree.

Hank stated that it is difficult to establish a site for a child care center without a conditional use

permit (CUP). They would like to make it much easier and not have it to close to an adult

business. Chairman

Jeglum commented to add child care centers (in letter), residential high and medium density

would like to add child care center to the language (for land use). Would like to use have

professional office - per Matthew Alexander - no professional office in General Plan. Add child

care centers in RH, RM and Commercial.

Stan Rajtora

Stan stated that he is concerned with the financial aspects of the General Plan. He added that

the EIR states that roads could have significant impact but the EIR does not mention our $150­

200million dollar debt. Mitigation should be spent on road construction and repair. He added that

if you look at numbers and assume money will come from impact fees and assume we get $100

million dollars and our debt is $200million, we are still in debt. Roads are still deteriorating. He

put some of his thoughts on paper and the commissioners can read at their leisure. He continued

stating we do not have enough money to support infrastructure. Going further with the EIR it

identifies 5 impacts. Writers of the EIR found that there was way to mitigate this. After a 45 day

formal review period Stan put in an inquiry and he received an answer regarding the EIR.



Stan also questions were is the money coming from. He adds that Bakersfield is not giving

money away. For him the bottom line regarding the draft General Plan is that it is going to ccbe

acceptable and usable as long as we have enough money to use it. However, we don't have

money to throw at new infrastructure since we didn't have it for the old. He asks not to take any

action on the General Plan or EIR until we have funding in place.

Chairman Jeglum's response is that the General Plan is just that, a "general plan. I designates

what can go where." The mitigation should a development come along that fits with it.

Infrastructure that would be required to do that. The General Plan would not require what the

cost would be or what the construction costs would be. So how do you say the dollars would be

down the road?

Stan added that the original roads where built by the developers. Our problem is maintaining the

roads. 30 years later and sewer lines (still don't have drainage) and more of the roads are going

to have problems. We need to make sure the revenue we get matches the outlay. He added that

he is not saying we can't do that.

Commissioner Kauffman commented that the General Plan is broad strokes. Stan is saying

there's going to be 48,000 people here and that it will change the General Plan. The General

Plan is a "what if' there are 48,000 people here.

Stan added that if you look at what we get in retail taxes, we have a debt. Commissioner Patin

asked where does he get a debt? It's a problem, not a debt. Commissioner Patin added that he

is asking the commissioners to project their bUdget 20 years from now - how do we do that?

Stan answered that in hindsight, you can look at the problems we are having today.

Commissioner Kauffman added that the county gave us these numbers; we don't know future

numbers.

Raymond Kelso

Strongly urged the Planning Commission not to approve the General Plan. He stated that these

reports are superficial and that the documents are inadequate. The documents ignore present

and future impacts, and are non-compliant with CEQA. Other city EIR's have been reviewed and

Ridgecrest's documents are not the same. Military influence area (MIA) within city limits is a

safety problems within proposed area. He continued stating that on pages 4-6, in 1958 and 2006

aircraft incidences included aircraft drops and crashes. He asked who will be responsible? Why

is city ignoring steps? He continued stating that the North and West side of the city is the most

dense side. If a desert squirrel or tortoise where in those areas, the city would jump through

hoops to mitigate. City EIR states that military EIR is unavoidable. He feels there is a

contradiction between city and military. CEQA mitigation instructs pilots on avoidable risks.

CEQA discussion on overriding considerations.

1) Creation of jobs (nothing in General Plan for economic development)

2) Framework of future city growth (this is the objective of any General Plan)

3) Undated policies (no data in record on how this is related to safety risks)

4) Increased opportunities for infill development (not more important than safety)



He added that these new documents to not pass smell test. Now is the time to create a solid

comprehensive General Plan and he feels that these documents do not accomplish this. He

commented to the commissioners, "Give safety priority; do your job. Serve and protect the

public."

Carole Vaughn added that this is plan that has no substance; a way to make it go away is just

wishful thinking. The MIA zone; we have gone too far with what we've done. It's a silly thing to

say in a city EIR plan. 10,000 foot lots in Wildpoint - it's ok to do it there? Doesn't make sense.

Nothing there, no studies, they are just saying so. Why would a city want to say so. Nothing in

the Navy's EIR that there is anything. City's EIR says unavoidable weapon - and it certainly

should not say it in these documents. She stated, "What you say, can and will be used against

you."

Andy Kilokokus

This has been a long process. Hundreds of people and hundreds of hours. We did a good job.

Some parts people will like and some parts people won't. It's a good guide for the city of

Ridgecrest. We'll never achieve perfection. Hope you approve it for the City of Ridgecrest.

Chairman Jeglum closed public hearing at 7:52p.m.

Matthew Alexander commented that the Planning Commission was provided with the Early

Childhood Council information. He also stated a letter from Loreli on water was provided. Vice

Chairman Beres asked if they were doing this with the water district. Chairman Jeglum proposed

the commissioners state that the city will work with the county.

Commission Kauffman made a motion to approve the EIR Impact Report. This was seconded by

Vice Chairman Beres. All in favor. Commissioner Patin appreciates the public comments. He

stated that people have to remember it's a "general" plan. He was not involved; he came in at the

end of that plan and the public will have an opportunity to speak at City Council meeting.

09-23 2030 General Plan update including child development update - Commissioner Kauffman

made a motion to approve. This was seconded by Commissioner Patin. All approved.

Chairman Jeglum stated that these items it will go to City Council on December 2nd
.

7. DISCUSSION ITEMS

8. COMMISSIONER ITEMS
9.a Commissioner Contacts
9.b Commissioner Reports

City Org meeting was held and tax rate report regarding redevelopment funds discussed.
Infrastructure Committee meeting was held and discussed roads.

9. STAFF ITEMS

10. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS



OCTOBER 27J 2009 PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING

Public Hearing - Nuisance Abatement at 231 W. Haloid Avenue, (continued from
9/22/09)

Public Hearing - Nuisance Abatement at 706 W. Haloid Avenue, (continued from
9/22/09)

Commissioner Patin - Monteranto Museum Days
Commissioner Kauffman - congratulations to Relay for Life

11. ADJOURN

Chairman Jeglum adjourned the meeting at 7:50p.m.
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City of Ridgecrest
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

100 West California Ave. Ridgecrest, CA 93555
(760) 499-5060 FAX (760) 499-1580

www.ci.ridgecrest.ca.us

DATE: December 2, 2009

TO: CITY COUNCIL

FROM: Matthew Alexander AICP, City Planner

SUBJECT: General Plan Text Addendum - Exhibit B of recommended Planning
Commission Resolution recommending approving the General Plan

update

The City Council is in receipt of the staff report for your December 2, 2009 Public Hearing to
consider the Draft General Plan update. This General Plan 2030 Update is comprised of
the following components:

1. Exhibit A (Draft General Plan Public Draft, October, 2008), including

Land Use, Circulation, Open Space & Conservation, Health & Safety,
Noise, Military Sustainability, and Community Design Elements,

2. Exhibit B (General Plan Public Draft Addendum, December 2, 2009), which
consists of those text changes to the Public Draft made at the Planning Commission
meetings held on July 23, 2009, August 11, 2009 and August 25, 2009,

3. Exhibit C (General Plan Land Use Diagram, (Maps) Addendum, October 13,
2009,date stamped October 20, 2009 2009), which consists of those future land
use map changes to the General Plan Land Use Diagram made at the Planning
Commission meetings held on July 23, 2009, August 11, 2009, and, August 25,
2009,

4. Exhibit 0 (Figure 7-1, Amended Parks and Recreation Plan).

Exhibits A, C and D above were included as part of the Staff report sent to the Planning
Commission on October 15, 2009. This report - Exhibit B, is written on behalf of those
modifications to the Draft General Plan text made by the Planning Commission under
"discussion items" on July 23, 2009, August 11, 2009 and August 25, 2009 and on October 20,
2009, the date of the Planning Commission public hearing.

Recommendations made by discussed with the General Plan Advisory Committee, (GPAC) at
their last meeting (GPAC Meeting #19) held on September 29,2009.



Following are the recommended modifications to the Draft General Plan update made by the
Planning Commission and approved on October 20, 2009, and recommended for action by the
staff.

General Plan Public Draft Addendum, October 20, 2009 - Text Amendments

1'1,11I11111~~ ( 111111111"")11 \'1.111 Flellll'I1I(,) ti"l'II"l'd \li)dl(il'.lllll1l\,!I1Lllk

1'1 t'\' (III ~~ d ,Ill'

July 23, 2009 • Community Design Element • NO

August 11, 2009 • Open Space & Conservation Element • NO

• Health & Safety Element • NO

August 25, 2009 • Military Sustainability Element • NO

• Community Design Element • YES

• Open Space & Conservation Element • YES

R!f9mmen~ed Mo~ifications to the Dran C9mmuDitv DesigD ElemeDl:

Policy
1,1

1.2

(2)

Neighborhood Integrity
Projects should be designed to minimize interference with the safety, privacy, quietness and scenic views of the
nei hborhood.

Desi n Standards - All Uses
Goal Provide a set of general design guidelines that provide a consistent level of design in all land use
CD-2 designations. [New Goal].



ARTICULATION
~A~rti~'c-u-:/a-t"'"jo-n-o-=-f-=Fa""c-a-d-:-e-s-----------------------------------1

All development types shall 90 FOEjloliFoei ta provide articulation of facades. This includes a combination of vertical,
horizontal, and roofline treatments. TAo 'JaFiatiaR at massos, fasaelos, aREI FaatliRos hollilS IilFa'Jielo aR iRteFostiR!l faFm,
IilFOlilsFtion-aRG-sGaI&,-lt-al~\4QeB far Bhaele....., a Betler liRe gep.\·eo~ildIR!l aREIlaREIssaliliRg. aREI a maFO
'hlolmaR" ssalo. New Polic

BUFFERING
~B~uiliffe~,;iiin~g~l..a:aiiniCid~lJUtsS;e~si---------------------------------1

BlolffeFiRg leshRiEjwoB shall eRI~seG-w~e69kltoly ResossaF)' Ie promele sempatible laREI wsa aREI maiAtaiA-aFl. .. .

Screening of Transportation Facilities
Screening along arterial and collector roads should make maximum use of berming and landscaping and use fences
and walls &RIy-when justified by site or safety constraints. Where block walls are unavoidable at street corners,
additional setbacks shall s/:lelHe be re uired to rotectthe visual corridor of motorists and edestrians. New Polic

2.4 Buffering Residential Land Uses
(1) When placing nonresidential uses adjacent to an existing residential use or a land use designation that allows

residential uses, the following guidelines
shall apply:
1. Setbacks shall be increased between residential use I designation and proposed building. A minimum setback of 50
fee(shall be re uired, with Jar er setbacks ossible d.e endin on the intensit of Jand uses.

(2) 2. A heavy landscape screen shall be established along the common
property line, using 15-gallon and 24-inch box trees within a minimum
15-foot wide plantin strip.

3 3. Tree and vine ockets shall be encoura ed a ainstthe rear of the structure.
(4) 4. Noise-generating uses, such as loading docks and trash collection facilities, shall be located as far as possible from

residential uses and shall be oriented and screened to reduce visual im acts.
5. The rear of the bUilding should emall include articulation treatments similar to the front of the building to provide
visual interest. New Polie

Policy Crime Prevention Design Standards
2.5 The Cit shall develo site desi n standards to reduce 0

CRIME PREVENTION

2,6 Police Department Design Review
All major developments shall be reviewed by the Ridgecrest Police Department or its designee prior to site plan
a roval. New Polic

2.7 Anti-Graffiti Design
(1) The City will require the use of designs that discourage graffiti and other forms of vandalism within the Planning Area.

Standards include:
1. Lon ex anses of blank walls shall not be allowed.

(2) 2. Whenever feasible, walls or building surfaces should have planters with mature shrubs or vines to hide wall surfaces
or make access to the walls difficult.
3. Whar=e a wall OR a PF9f:lorty liRe a9lolts a lIasaRllilarsel aF apo", aFea likely Ie ge \'aREIalilaEl, \'iAe6-Wili 90 lolBBEI to
GGIIer·Ule-wali SlolFfaCO. ViROS growiR~y8F'#lEHop at the wall, iR a f'llaRleF OR lap at a wail, sr!lFSW~~. . . .

4. The City will continue efforts to remove graffiti expediently from all areas through City or volunteer mechanisms.
NewP

ENTRY STATEMENTSJGATE\tAAYS
GateWay5
Gateway-aI'aaS sl:1alollEk!so a semgjnatiaR at slreolssapo, blolilEliR!l orioAtatiM-aREI plasomBRt. laREIssaf'liR!l aREI signage.. .

Spesial Design Standards
IR afeas ef-fjeGklgic hazarElS;--#l~6hall-re'Eluiro-tRaHlesigA-aAG-&itiA§-ef-9~~r0te6t4l:le-Malth aRe! welfare..ef. . .



COmRIunily GardfH18
TI-lB ell)' s~aIl-feqYi~ aRy Rew-El&YelapRleRI pFajeslE;a~v~RI plaRs Ie iRSlyEle llle s~atieR ef seRlRlYRity. .

Drought Tolerant Landscaping
The City shall require native desert species or other drought tolerant plants slleYIEIllB Ysed fQr laRdssapiRg, including
median treatments and other Cit maintained s aces, to minimize maintenance, es eciall irri ation. New Polic

2.18 Ground Cover
Decomposed granite, crushed rock, cinder or other suitable aggregate should be used for ground cover to enhance
retention of water in the soil and for beauty. Use of plants for ground cover, including lawns, should be selective in
the interest of water conservation.

2.19 Amount ofLand5cap/ng
The amount of landscaping provided must be in proportion to a whole development, be integrated with building design,
enhance the a earance and en'o ment of a ro'ect and soften the effects of buildin sand avement.

facilities.

2. Landscaped and well-shaded plazas with seating areas and points of interest, such as fountains, should &RaIl be
created.
3. Shaded walkways/arcades in areas of pedestrian traffic shall be provided in order to give shelter from the elements
and encourage people to walk through the commercial area. TIlie will sreate a FRere iAliFRale ssale Ie larger seFRFRersial
seAter&.-

&teIior Lighting
~t9rier ligllliRg, Wll9R \JseEl, slle\Jlelll9 sYllelYeel, eAllaAse llYildiRg elesigR aReilafldsGapiAg aAEI filFQvieiB fer safely aRei

. . • ••••Er.

Irrigation Systems
An appropriate irrigation system must be provided for plants requiring irrigation. The system must be designed for
conservative efficient use of water. Automatic water s stems are re uired.

Pedestrian Orientation
Developments shall be designed to encourage pedestrian mobility options through the provision of sidewalks,
walkways, and trails, but also other design amenities that make a location more interesting and inviting for public use.
Pedestrian oriented design elements that should be encouraged include:
1. Within multi·family residential developments, convenient access shall be provided from all units to common areas,
such as ools, recreation rooms, laund facilities, mailboxes, trash rece tacies, and so forth.

Adequate Ughting
The City shall require adequate lighting throughout Ridgecrest, to provide fora safe and attractive night environment.
NewPolic

Ughtlllg Guidelines
The eil)' will El9v919P IigllliRg stamlarGs fer all str99lE;, sidewalks aRd parkiRg lets. IAt~sities-wili dep9REI SR filiaseFR9Al
wRe~er tll9 area Ila .,

Use of Reclaimed Wastewater
Develop a long range plan for the distribution of reclaimed waste water to be used in place of fresh water where
a licable.

2.23 Lighting Plan
The City shall require a lighting plan for all commercial, industrial, and subdivision developments. The plan shall include
the type and height of all outdoor illumination and provide a point-to- point or isofootcandle diagram showing the
illumination of all areas onsite and any light spillage on offsite properties based on a horizontal reading. The type of
measurement to be erformed shall be stated in the Cit's zonin ordinance. New Polic



r'\13

land use designation, and in any industrial land use designation having office space in excess of 50,000 square feet.
New Polie

AFt-JRtflracliolJ
Tl-'le cn)' sl-'lall ensowrage-*e-iAteraGtion of art ane 1~ffG\ffi~aid~~le tae aele to sjt-,-leI:lGl+-aRG-wal~.. . .

Siti"g sf PYsliG AFt
~kraRwOrk 61-'1011 e9 IOGated in areas tl-'lat I-'IIgl-'lll91-'1t tl-'le eesign of ll-'l~f-Witl-'lina high vGluffie. .

Partnerships in Art
The City should &AaII strengthen partnerships between the City and local artists, art agencies and organizations,
schools, and businesses. New Polic

PllbIiG AFt CslIJRIisBis"
+A&-Glty sl-'lall estal:H~elis .4A CammissioFh-WAG-w~~ieelines one Fa...ie..... one apprElve all a~ElFk.. .

3,-S' . ~ I:Ieu
4. Signs shall sonfuFFA te stanllarels fur type, size anellosation

3. Onsile utilities and e ui ment shall be located in incons icuous locations that are out of the ublic view.

Mechanica/ and Utility Equipment
Mechanical and utility service equipment, including meter boxes, should be designed as part of a structure and should
be screened or hidden within the development. The following standards apply:
1. Trash/Recycling collection, loading facilities, mechanical equipment, outdoor storage (where allowed), and antennas
shall be screened from public view using both walls, enclosures, and other solid screening materials as well as
landscaping. Such screenings will use colors, materials, and vertical and horizontal variations in order to be consistent
with the
overall design theme of the building. The next figure illustrates the use of screen walls and landscaping to screen a
loadin facilit.

SflStaiIJab/e Building Sta"dards
The City 6hall Fa"luire new sElmmersial and industrialprejests have a FFliniFFluFFl
of eli%. "gFaen" or sustainaDle designs, slIsh as the lise of grey water fur. .. . .

5. Solar~ equipment requiring full access to the sun need not be screened but must be as unobtrusive as
ossible.

Sign~

The City shall G{eate-a-sigA~r~r Riegeeresl. ne program sl-'lollid fullGw-a-genaral stansare for tl-'le a-nlire
City, ellt allew--roF--IIaMliElFls-to set jneiv~~gerl:ieoEl&,-l:liBtoFi&-areas, and the Dewnto.....n apart. Standards
to De Inell/eell witl-'lin lhe signage prograFFl insillee: [!>Jew Polisyl

1. The FFlalerials IIseg fur anel the sii!e, Geier, IOGation ang arrangomenl-0f.5ignG mll61Do an integral part ef the
. RElin

trainee ane 6ubordinate te an ev

Qutdoar-Adv~Fti&iRg

The City shall refine its program to limit the size, appearanGO-aR9-f:l~lEIeer aevertising aigns ane tai~
• FfI&FI

4. Roof-mounted equipment shall be fully screened using a material and treatment that are compatible with the building.
Screenings for multiple pieces of equipment shall be accomplished by a single screen, and not a series of screening
enclosures.

2. Walls shall use pilasters, or similar treatments, in order to break up the mass of the wall of the development and
shall be defined b one of the followin :

1. To avoid the appearance of a plain precession block wall, walls shall be encouraged to include, live fencing, (vines,
etc.), decorative block or a stucco finish.

6 6. Satellite dishes shall also be laced as unobtrusive as ossible. New Polic

SUSTAINABl& BUilDING DESIGN

UTILITIES /INFRASTRUCTURE
Trash Containers and Recycling Containers
Trash containers and recycling containers should be provided in a convenient location away from public streets and
store entrances. Containers should be com letel screened with materials com atible with buildin exteriors.

WALLS AND FENCES
Residential Walls and Fences re-written by City Planner as follows:
Residential projects shall use walls, landscaping, and identification signage to identify entries. Resisential prejeets are
enGouragell to provise aElllitianallaM6Sapeg areas at entries to allow fGr aedi~al laneSG3~ng hardss3pe
eleFFlents, inGlueing ieentifiG3tion signage. Walls and fencing will be required to define private yard space, define the
boundaries of a master plan area, or provide attenuation from traffic noise. The following standards should be applied:



a) Brick,
b) Split concrete block facia
c) Masonry over concrete block,
c) Wrought iron,
d) three rail wood fence,
e) additional materials approved by the Planning Commission.

3. Perimeter boundary walls (walls, earthen mounding or tree rows enclosing a housing development, planned unit
development, or associated facilities) shall be compatible with the architectural theme of the development. Perimeter
walls should be treated/articulated to break up their mass. These treatments include, but are not limited to, use of
pilasters, mixtures of wall treatments/textures, wall pockets, meandering or zigzag walls, including of view sections (I.e.,
wrought iron inserts), planter boxes at the base or top of the wall, and varied landscaping or earthen mounding.

4. View fencing, using a wrought iron material, is encouraged to provide views into a project. Such fencing is
appropriate in walls surrounding commercial land uses, open space, or where the ends of cul-de-sacs abut the wall.
View fencing is also encouraged where existing views are present. [New Policy]

Non-Residential Walls and Fences
Walls used to separate residential and non-residential land uses shall have appropriate treatments to ensure that the
wall is not intrusive on residential units. These walls shall be articulated on both sides. New Polic

Desi n Standards - B Land Use T e
Goal Provide a set of design guidelines for aspects unique to residential. commercial, industrial, and mixed use land
CD·3 use designations. [New Goal]
Policy Single-Family Residential Design Standards

3.1 Single-family residential neighborhoods shall be designed to create a recognizable sense of place and a secure
(1) neighborhood. The following standards are encouraged for single-family residential developments:

1. Each housing tract shall include a variety of floor plans and facadetreatments for each floor plan in order to provide
variet and interest in the streetsca e.

'IAiA a traslsl:lellllOl 1:Ia¥&-Y iell:ls iA 9fgeF t 'A Il:Ie street
3 3. Treatments such as orches, atio covers, and balconies are encoura ed.

(4) 4. Residential structures shall be set back varying distances from theminimum allowed front yard setback in order to
increase the visual diversit alon a street. Setbacks should va a minimum of 5 feet.

(5) 5. For single-family detached units, garages shall be set back a minimum of 20 feet to allow vehicles to park in a
drivewa and not block the sidewalk.

(6) 6. Residences should be designed to have varying entry locations and articulation of mass to provide a more attractive
nei hborhood.

(7) 7. When lot sizes permit, residential units should be designed so that various garage orientations can be achieved,
such as enterin from the front or the side.
8. All roof surfaces are encouraged to provide an overhang of at least 12 inches. An 43- 23 inch overhan is preferred.
9. New resiGaAtial4eve~eA16sl:lall ge eflG9llra!le6 19 ha'Je ~r:eRI fil9F6l:1es, !lameRS. aRE! 'IJiAQ9'IJS ll:lal ~S&-l-A&-6lfeet

Multi-Family Design Standards
Site design and architectural treatments shall be included in multifamilyprojects to provide a safe and well-designed
living area that provides privateand common use areas. The following design standards are encouraged for mUlti-family
residential developments:. .
2. Linear entries and common landings running along the face of a building are discouraged. Entrances to individual
units should be clustered. Common stairwa sand landin s should rovide access to a maximum of four units.
3. Common open spaces should be conveniently located to units within the complex, and separate, secured children's

la areas are encoura ed.
4. The rovision of rivate 0 en s aces for each unit is encoura ed. This would include atios or balconies.
5. Long, unbroken lines of garages and carports on both sides of a drive aisle are discouraged. Garages and carports
should be arran ed to avoid blockin views of the residential units,

6 6. All areas not dedicated for residential units, ancilla structures. arkin ,and drives shall be landsea ed.
(7) 7. In addition to landscaping in and around the residential units, landscaping should also be provided within the parking

areas. Planters at the end of drive aisles should be used to enhance the visual perception of the drive.



matches the architectural design of the building. Equipment can also be placed within private patio areas as long as
these areas have a solid enclosure.
13. Carports, when used, shall be designed to avoid the flimsy appearance of thin metal supports and flat metal or
flbor lass roofs. Su ort columns shall be desi ned to have the ap earance of mass.
14. Lighting shall be provided to ensure safety of those living in or visiting a complex. All multifamily complexes shall
rovide the Cit with a Ii htin Ian Includin location, hei ht, t e, and brl htness for review and a roval.

15. l4igl1er FesiE!eRt-fak.I&e&-Sl1al~t8 at!jaGeRt-te-lfaRsit-faGililies aRE! aGtJ",il.y SORteR>. Bicycle and
pedestrian linkages should &AaII be iRslblE!eE! Ie eRseblrago rosiE!oRls Ie o/(plero aRt! aslivoly oRgago iR IRo SeFRFRblRily.
NewP
Commercial Design Standards
Commercial projects shall contain a level of design that provides for a pleasant and safe shopping experience and
encourages the movement of pedestrians throughout the project.
1. Whenever possible, structures should be sited in a cluster

arrangement surrounding a common plaza on several sides. A center made up of several individual pads, each
surrounded by parking, discourages pedestrian usage and emphasizes the parking facilities rather than the commercial
center.

(2) 2. When buildings cannot be clustered, landscaping, pavement treatments, trellises, or other amenities shall be used to
visuall link the structures into. a cohesive whole.
3. Entry driveways into a commercial center shall be used to make a statement of entry. Enhanced paving, wide entries
with center medians, entry statement signage and landscaping are examples of possible treatments. Pedestrian and
bic cle circulation shall be rovided.
4. It is desired that access to major roadways occur at 300-foot intervals. In addition, median breaks will only be
provided on a Yo mile interval. Reciprocal access and shared driveways will be required in order to provide a consistent
and workable in ress and e ress Ian for an area.

(5) 5. Loading docks should be placed in the rear of buildings where it will be easier to screen these facilities from public
views. If the rear of a commercial center is adjacent to residential uses, locations on the sides of buildings, requiring
increased setback, or additional screen!n will be considored.
6. Parking lots in commercial centers will be 'required to provide a minimum of 15 percent landscaping. Landscaping
plans should achieve the following:
a. Provide shade for parked cars. To achieve this, landscaping will be required throughout a shopping complex.
Landscaping can be provided in the parking lot with a
combination of finger islands and diamond planters (located at the center of four parking spaces), without obscuring
traffic site lines.
b. Landscaping should be provided adjacent to all building facades in order to soften the appearance of the building.
c. Provide shade for outdoor lazas and walkwa s.
7. Commercial centers shall achieve a high qualily design that includes the following:
d. l-ligR lo\'ols ef Articulation shall be required for both facades and roof planes.
e. BUildings shall provide articulation of all bUilding faces. Large facades shall be broken up by use articulation along
the entire length of the building face, not just at the building entrance.
f. Building entrances shall have additional elements that make
entries easy to identify.
g. Covered walkways shall be included when possible.
h. Varied materials and textures shall be used.
i. Accent colors should be used to add interest to lar e buildin s.
8. Where ossible, rehabilitation and renovation of exis-tin small businesses shall be encoura ed.
9. Development of commercial projects that integrate the vertical and/or horizontal mixing of uses shall be
encoura ed.
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DATE:

TO:

FROM:

Recommended Modifications to the Draft Open Space & Conservation Element:

August 25, 2009

Members of the Planning Commission

Matthew Alexander AICP, City Planner

SUBJECT: Continued Discussion of Draft Open Space & Conservation Element

On August 11, 2009 the Planning Commission considered the City's Draft Open Space and Conservation
Element. The Planning Commission made revisions to this draft element with regards to emphasizing the
requirement for Landscaping and Lighting Act Districts within new subdivisions.

Last week I received a phone call from Tom Mulvihill, IWVWD General Manager. At their last meeting his
Board of Directors brought up some concerns related to Ground Water & Water Resources Section of the
City's Draft General Plan Open Space & Conservation Element.

This Section includes one draft Goal and sixteen draft policies in support of that goal.

Since the city of Ridgecrest isn't interested in assuming the responsibilities that come with being the
water purveyor, I suggested that the planning commission consider re-writing the language in this
element as follows:

Goal 05C-6 To ensure that a supply of acceptable quality water is available to meet the
present and future needs of the City and the Indian Wells Valley the City shall continue to
support the Indian Wells Valley Water District [Source: Modified Goal 5.2, Conservation
Element]

Also, I believe that it is appropriate to modify Policy # 15 as'follows, (new language in red):

05C-6.15 Valley Wide Water Policy
The City shall support the efforts of the Indian Wells valley Water District toward consideration of the
creation of~a valley wide water policy to control the exportation of water from the Indian Wells
Valley. [Source: Policy 5.2.5, Conservation Element]

If the Planning Commission agrees, we shall modify the draft element to reflect these changes.

The two tables below were modified in September, 2009 and should replace the table on page 17-17 of
the Draft Open Space & Conservation Element.

Ridgecrest Park/Facility Standards & Future Growth

Park Description Standards

Pocket Parks No set standard: 0.25 to 1 acre

Neighborhood Parks 1 acre /1,000 persons; 1 acre to 5 acres; Y4 service radius; minimum facilities
include open lawn play areas, walkways, playgrounds designated by age
groups, shaded picnic shelters, basketball Y2 courts, dog parks and possibly
small restrooms. As of 2009 NeiClhborhood Parks: Hellmers Park 5 acres;



Pearson Park 4.5 acres; Upjohn Park 6 acres

Community / Regional Parks 4 acres /1,000 residents; extended space and includes all sports fields and
specialized game courts that service organized teams or specific sports;
activities include baseball, softball, basketball full courts, football, soccer,
tennis, frisbee golf, skate parks, trick bike parks, jogging/walking,
motorcycle/BMX racing parks, paint ball and other specialized uses. Areas will
include concessions, playgrounds designated by age groups, small and large
sized shaded picnic shelters, full sized restrooms and paved parking.
As of 2009 Community/ Regional Parks: Freedom Park 19.8 acres; Kerr
McGee Youth Sports Complex 11.7 acres; Leroy Jackson Park Sports
Complex 56 acres.

Parkways (Linear) Parks / Trails Linear parks are intended to provide bicycle paths and hiking/jogging trails
throughout the community. They may frequently be developed within a 30' -
100' width adjacent to major streets. If possible, safety lighting, benches and
exercise equipment placed along trails.

Swimming Pool/ Aquatics 1 public pool/30,000 persons; minimum facilities will include a competitive six
Complex lane 25 yard pool with toddler and ADA swimming area. By 2028 the City will

replace current public Swimming Pool with an Aquatics Complex; minimum
facilities for the Aquatics Complex will include a competitive six lane 25 yard
Swimming Pool that can accommodate water polo competitions, separate
toddler pool area with slides and water playground area, separate deep water
swimming pool area which accommodates large water slides, competitive
diving/water polo and a separate therapy pool/leisure river pool area. Complex
will include full sized locker rooms with showers, large scale concession area
and picnic area with numerous shaded shelters. If possible complex will include
outside amphitheatre to accommodate special events & concerts. The entire
complex will be enclosed by a brick or rock decorative wall to help with the wind
issues with maintenance of facility.

Community Center 1 community center / 30,000 persons; Current facility as of 2009 includes
banquet facility with kitchen and meeting rooms that can accommodate up to
2,000 people. Community Center includes gymnasium with 1 regulation
basketball/volleyball court that can accommodate 2 non regulation courts, 2
racquetball courts, fitness room, pre-school/day camp rooms and offices. As
of 2009 the current 2 basketball/volleyball courts are reserved year round and a
minimum of 2 more courts are presently needed. By 2028 expansion to
existing center or a new similar center would need to be developed. A priority
by 2028 will be to add a gymnasium with a minimum of 8 courts and up to 16
courts to continue the future commitment of Sports Tourism.

Senior Center 1 senior center /30,000 persons; Current facility as of 2009 includes dining
area for up to 150 people, a full sized kitchen, game room, reading room and
offices. By 2028 a new facility will be needed to replace the existing facility.
New facility will include all amenities of present facility plus additional space for
more indoor recreational activities and exercise.

Performing Arts Theatre 1 Performing Arts Theatre /30,000 persons; No facility currently. By 2028 a
Performing Arts Theatre that seats a minimum of 1,800 people which will
include rehearsal rooms, prop area rooms, dressing rooms, music rooms,
concessions, offices and meeting rooms.

Facility Description Standards

Description Facility Unit Standard Current Inventory Current Shortfall Total desired by
Standard as of 2009 as of 2009 2028*
based on NRPA

Standards

Pocket Parks No set No set In Town Park .25 meets standard No set standard
standard standard acre

,~eil!hborhood Peseo 1



acre

Neighborhood 1 acre per 1,000 16 acres Additional 10 43 acres
Parks persons acres

Regional Parks 4 acres per 1,000 87.5 acres Additional 16.5 172 acres
persons acres

Ridgecrest Park/Facility Standards & Future Growth

Facility Description Standards

Description Facility Unit Standard Current Inventory Current Shortfall Total desired by
Standard as of 2009 as of 2009 2028"
based 011 NRPA

1l3ndards

Playgrounds 1 playground per 5,000 3 playgrounds Additional 2 9 playgrounds
persons playgrounds

Parkways (Linear) 1 mile per 2,000 3 miles Additional 10 miles 21 miles
Parks I Trails persons

Golf Course""" 9 holes per 25,000 none""" 9 holes (1) 18 hole course
persons

Tennis Courts 1 court per 2,500 6 courts 6 courts lighted 14 courts lighted
persons

Basketball Yz 1 half court per 4,400 4 half courts lighted 2 half courts 6 half courts lighted
Courts persons lighted

Basketball Full 1 full court per 6,500 none 4 full courts 8 full courts lighted
Court persons lighted

Baseball Fields 1 beginner per 4,000 2 fields lighted 3 fields lighted 4 fields lighted
field persons 1 field lighted 2 fields lighted 4 fields lighted

1 junior field per 8,600 1 field lighted 1 field lighted 3 fields lighted
1 regulation persons

field per 13,000
persons

Soccer Fields 1 junior field per 8,600 3 fields lighted meets standard 2 fields lighted
1 regulation persons none 2 fields lighted 3 fields lighted

field per 13,000
persons

Football Fields 1 regulation per 13,000 1 field lighted 1 newfield 2 new fields lighted
field persons lighted lights on older field

lights on older
field

Softball Fields 1 field per 5,000 3 fields lighted 2 fields lighted 5 fields lighted
persons

Skate Park 1 skate park per 25,000 1 skateboard park meets standards 1 skate park lighted
persons lighted

Trick Bike Park 1 trick bike per 25,000 none 1 bike park 2 bike parks lighted
park persons lighted

Frisbee Golf Course'x 1 frisbee per 25,000 1 nine hole frisbee none"x 1 new 9 hole course
course persons course

Motorcycle/BMX 1 motorcycle per 25,000 1 maintained course Needs lights "'" 1 new lighted course
Park""! course persons none 1 BMX lighted 2 BMX lighted parks

1 BMX course per 25,000 park
persons

Shaded Picnic 3small shaded per Neighborhood 3small shaded meets current 3small shaded shelters
Shelters shellers Park shelter/per park standard 1 large shaded shelter



I large shaded per Regional Park 2 large shaded shelters 1 large shaded
sheller shelter

Swimming Pool"" 1 pool per 30,000 1 pool- meets standard aquatics complex
persons per facility standard

description

Community Center 1 community per 30,000 1 banquet meets standard 2nd community
center persons facility/kitchen center or expansion

5 meeting rooms to existing center
3 kids activity
rooms

Gymnasium 1 gymnasium per 30,000 1 regulation meets standard, a minimum of 8 to
located in persons basketball/ however a 16

community volleyball court minimum of2 basketball/volleyball
center 2 non regulation regulation courts courts. 4

cross court bballl are presently racquetball courts, 3
vball courts. needed to meet aerobics / exercise
Seats up to 225 the demand of rooms
2 racquetball courts the community
small aerobics
room

Senior Citizen 1 center per 30,000 1 center meets standard 2nd senior center or
Center persons expansion to

existing center

Performing Arts 1 theatre per 30,000 none 1 theatre per 1 theatre per facility
Theatre persons facility description

description

Amphitheatre 1 amphitheatre per 30,000 none 1 amphitheatre 1 amphitheatre
persons

Veterans Memorial 1 memorial No set standard 1 veterans memorial none art additions to the
veterans memorial

Art Garden 1 art garden No set standard 1 small art garden additional space 1 new art garden or
expansion

'Assumes a population of 26,000 in 2009 and 43,000 in 2028, (2% annual growth rate).
" Sgt. John Pinney Pool is below contemporary standards for public pools and is in need of repairs as of 2009.

""The 18 hole NAWS County Club presently serves the region's golf needs. The City is currently working with NAWS for
accessibility onto the course

from City limits without going through the main gate.
"x The existing 9 hole Golf Course is located at Hellmers Park in which park water has been shut off due to current financial status.
**' The existing Motorcycle Park on City property is being maintained and operated by Desert Empire Fairgrounds. Motorcycle Park
is opened only

scheduled weekends. There is presently a need for the track to be open more often to the community. The BMX racing park has
not been

developed as of 2009. Updated
9-29-09



On..mmond Av I---------t...

·RJd cresl.8Iivd,,""-------..._--I----

UPl¢hnAv

-!'•
I
•J•t
I

....OTofi:AHT-tUl

I_______I I

. ._._.---.........

••••
.~~!!!:!if~~~§'mJ~VtS;~v'.lll...DI1t---

_ ..... _ ...• •

~ i'
~I- -~..__......~!l...-~ -~

L__...~i~_...u._..,,~--__lIf_-_I ....--f_-......-~".Q .., ~~
i
j
i•II
z
~•

"tr'\:- .
\

DoIphinAv

SpnNJerAv

Legend
_ P.lrk & ReCre.lbOn loc.l:"ns am EX1stlllQ MalOr P.lrkways

o School Athlebc Facl',Ioesi PlaygrO<.inds _ Propos~ 1.I.1;or Par1lways

Q Future Par.. (In .vea) - EX1stong BIcycle l.lr,e tCI.lSS 2)

[J Tr.lll Heads •••• , Propo~ Blcyicie lane (Cbss 21

~ Park & Ride FJc,"1y

i_"':::: C«y l,m,:s

~ : ••, P1.lnrtng Are.l Acres

,J NAWS Chin,) lake Bd~. ~

- M.lIOr Road aa
{,

--- COIlec:or I local Road

o ~Wes Parks &. Recreation Plan IFigure 7-1



PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TED JAMES, AICP, Director
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October 19,2009

City of Ridgecrest
Community Development Division
Attn: Matthew Alexander
100 W, California Avenue
Ridgecrest, California 93555

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT AGENCY
DAVID PRICE 1/1. RMA DIRECTOR

Community & Economic oev.lopmenl Depallment
EnglnHrlnD & SUrvey SeMen Department
Environmental Health S8f\ltce. Department

Planning Department
Road. Depaltment

File: City of Ridgecrest General Plan

RE: Proposed City of Ridgecrest General Plan Update

Dcar Mr. Alexander,

The Kern County Planning Department appreciates the opportunity to provide additional
comments to the Planning Commission and City Council on the City of Ridgecrest General Plan
2010-2030 Update. The current population is approximately 27,944 people. The DEIR slates
that" oobuildout of the Propose Project will occur by 2030 for all land use types and will result in
a total population of 50,000 individuals by that timc." The following comments are based on that
assumption.

The evaluation ofthe current and future water and scwer demands of the City of Ridgecrest
General Plan area are important for establishing a sustainable future for the entire valley, The
planned Indian Wells Valley Specific Plan for the unincorporated area will include a water
demand land use inventory 10 detennine the cumulative impacts of existing and planned growth
in the valley. This inventory will provide the basis for a community wide discussion of
appropriate growth patterns. uses and water conservation measures needed to sustain the entire
val1ey inlo the fUlure. The cost to hire the consultant to conduct the inventory has been included
in budgets by County staff for the plan. A critical component of that inventory is the data for the
City of Ridgecrest General Plan area for both water and sewer demands. Staff is requesting the
modification of implementation measure ]6.0 on Table 7-1 Open Space and Conservation
Implementation Measure, wilh a timefrarne of 2008 -2010, to read as follows:

/6.0 The City shall develop and periodically update a groundwater management plan /0 protect
local aqllifers. the 'ill' shall participate with the COllnty to develop a water demand land lise
IIIvelllory u[existillg alii I /Jrojected IIses [or the General Plan area.

t.UCjtA-t"t-,?-d. 10 .ke ,t-f;l-C.r~.U -e-"led /-_:'-1 C--~z--u.J- L~jJ() {ce-f--,--_

(,~ :'t: I?-<;;_) { JL-vH..~ C/J-t-?".t.A.--H-~~-'k_ - IO/2e>/O/



Modifications Recommended by Early Childhood Council of Kern

Page 3-12
RESIDENTIAL MEDIUM DENSITY (RM)
This land designation establishes areas for single family and low density multifamily dwellings located
near neighborhood serving uses such as grocery stores, schools, child care centers, parks and other
public services. Uses typically allowed include single family swellings, second units, town homes,
duplexes, triplexes and mobile home parks.
Density Range: 5.1-14.0 DUjA
Minimum Lot Size: 3,000 Sq. Ft.

Page 3-12
RESIDENTIAL HIGH DENSITY (RH)
This designation establishes areas for multi-family dwellings in urbanized areas with access to public
transportation and residential serving uses (i.e., coffee shops and drug stores). Uses typically allowed
include duplexes, triplexes, town homes and apartments near schools, child care centers, parks and
other public services.
Maximum Density: 14.1-29.0 DUjA
Minimum Lot Size: 1,500 Sq. Ft.

Page 3-13
COMMERGAL (C)
This designation establishes the more intensive commercial retail and shopping service uses adjacent to
residential neighborhoods. A broad mix of uses, including offices and high density residential are also
encouraged within or adjacent to these areas in order to prOVide "active" centers in which many uses
may be accessed on foot from residential areas or lodging areas. Uses typically allowed include regional
malls, and outlet centers, supermarkets, drug stores, child care centers, other residential serving uses
as well as office uses.
Those are the areas that the Planning Commission agreed to at their last meeting. Thank you for your
assistance with this.





CITY COUNCIUREDEVELOPMENT AGENCY AGENDA ITEM

SUBJECT:
A Public Hearing to discuss and prioritize proposed Community Development Block Grant Projects for the
FY2010-11 Annual Action Plan for Community Development Programs within the County of Kern five year
Consolidated Plan. The anticipated funding for FY 2010-11 is $154,400. Resolution 09- : A Resolution of the
City Council of the City of Ridgecrest approving the projects for the Annual Action Plan for FY 2010 - 11.
Appropriate CDBG applications.
PRESENTED BY:
Dennis Speer
SUMMARY:
A noticed Public Hearing for December 02, 2009 was established to discuss and prioritize proposed
Community Development Block Grants (CDBG) Projects for the FY 2010-11 Annual Action Plan for
Community Development Programs within the County of Kern five year Consolidated Plan. The anticipated
funding for FY 2010-11 is $154,400. Public comments are solicited and will be heard and accepted before
approval of the selected projects. Resolution 09- is presented to confirm the allocation of funds at the
conclusion of the Public Hearing and must be filed, along with project applications, with the County of Kern
prior to December 4,2009.

The Consolidated Plan is a five year plan that identifies community needs, sets goals and objectives, and
provides a strategic plan for utilizing CDBG funds to address some of the identified needs within the Low to
Moderate Income (LMI) areas. It is estimated that the City of Ridgecrest will receive an annual allocation of
$154,400 in CDBG funds for the next five years. A copy of the proposed plan is shown on attachment A.

It was proposed that the City would delay and borrow against the first three year cycles and undertake a
reconstruction of S. Norma (Upjohn to Church) -A Street Rehabilitation. It is anticipated that the CDBG funds
would be approximately $154,400 per year and $463,200 was allocated to this project from the first three year
cycles. The project is estimated at $600,000.

In consideration of allocated funding for the last two year cycles, approximately $308,800 would be available
if the City received $154,400,000 annually for the five year period. The City Council will be required to present
a reallocation of these funds for qualified projects and programs to the County of Kern within the appropriate
two year cycles. Some recommended projects are as follows:

1. $150,000 Kerr McGee Youth Sport Complex Improvements
2. $ 75,000 Southern Sierra Boy & Girl Club.
3. $ 75,000 GPAC Pocket Park within a LMI area
4. $150,000 for ADA Wheel Chair Ramps in 05-06;
5. $150,000 for Street Lights, within the LMI and high crime rate areas in 06-07

other qualified infrastructure type or programs and projects.

It would be appropriate to open the public hearing, receive public comments, review and discuss projects as
may be desired and determined. A modified five (5) year plan may present in the future. Exhibit A and
Resolution 09- . are attached.
FISCAL IMPACT: None
Reviewed bv Finance Director
ACTION REQUESTED:
Adopt the Resolution that approves the annual project for FY 2010-2011 and submit application to Kern
County Community Development Block Grant.
CITY MANAGER / EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR RECOMMENDATION:

Action as requested:
Submitted by: DenniS Speer
(Rev. 6/12/09)

Action Date: December 2, 2009



RESOLUTION NO. 09-

A RESOLUTION OF THE RIDGECREST CITY COUNCIL AMDENDING
THE FIVE YEAR CONSOLIDATED PLAN AND THE ADOPTING THE
FISCAL YEAR 2010-2011 ANNUAL ACTION PLAN FOR COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS

WHEREAS, the Kern County Department of Community Development (CDBG)
requires that public comment be obtained for the Consolidated Plan and the Fiscal Year
2010-2011 Annual Action Programs; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Ridgecrest on December 2, 2009 held
a duly noticed Public Hearing for the purpose of obtaining public input and identifying
unmet needs of the community, and

WHEREAS, based on the public input received at this Public Hearing
amendments to the plan were recommended as shown in Exhibit A attached hereto and
made part of this resolution; and

WHEREAS, to implement the recommended plan, CDBG Fiscal Year 2010-2011
funds will need to be advanced, and is amended to reflect the increased increment of
Norma Street between Church Avenue and Upjohn Avenue.

NOW THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Ridgecrest does hereby
amend the Five Year Consolidated Plan and adopts the Fiscal Year 2010-2011 Annual
Action Program for Community Development Programs and requests to advance funds
from the Fiscal Year 2010-2011 City's fair share allocation.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 2nd day of December 2009, by the following
vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

Steven P. Morgan, Mayor

Rachel Ford, City Clerk



Attachment A

Proposed CDBG Five Year Consolidated Plan (2010-2015)

Projects- LMI Areas 10-11 11-12 12-13 13-14 14-15--
Norma Street Delayed & $463,200 Advanced

Reserved

SSB&GC $ 75,000 $ 75,000
KMYSC or $150,000
GPAC Pocket Park $ 75,000 $ 75,000
Wheel Chair Ramps $150,000
Street Lights $150,000

Total $772,000 $154,400 $154,400 $154,400 $154,400 $154,400



County of Kern
RESOURCE lVIANAGEl\tIENT AGENCY

TED JAMES, AICP. INTERIM DIRECTOR

('OMMUNITY AND ECONOiVIIC DEVELOP1VIENT DEPARTlVIENT
B1\ 1< RY Jl: N( i. 1.) IRECTOI\

Program Historj' and
Prima'1' Ohjective

Thc' Community Dnelo(lmcnt Block (inull (('D(Kj) Progr,lllI W,l~

estahlished by lht: I<:deral go\cnunclll ill 1974 to pro\iJe funus II'
local !!o\cmments for projccts and progrJms that would impr<l\l' thc
ph~sical and economic' condition of 'lualil"kd c'oll\munitic, Jild

ueighborhoods. Thc "Primary Objective" of thl' Pwgram. as slaled
hy thc Housing and ('olllmuuily DcYt"lopmcnt A.:t of 11)14. b:

'TiI,' dadopmt'1II oj L'illhl!' urbllll ,'(1/111111111;1;"'.1. illdud;lIg """,''''
I/llusillg. /I su;W"'e IiI'illg I.'IlVirtJllIllt!Il/, IIlIti ".'l/(l/1I1ill.~ cn/IIIII1/i!'

(!1/IIIJ'T(IIl;lit~s.llrilll'iI!llIl\'(01' {il'I:IPm l!( loll' "r II/I,tI"l'(Ilt' illl'lJJJlc. ..

Fcder.JI fund.> arlO lh,tributcu III the fonu 01 a "81,\C" (iran!
Entitlcmcnt" 10 citics with populations of 50.IXXl or mDrC anu
cOIullies with populations IJf 200.000 or morc 'I~COr(ling 10 a fonnul,l
applied annually to lhe lowl amount of CDnc; funds "ppropri,lled h)·
Congress. Smaller cities cml I'anicipute Wilh countics. The fcdcral
):oveml1lCllt also provides CDBG funds to all slatc goYermm~l1\s.

'1 hese funds arc madc ""ailahlt: lJy Ihe slalcs to small dries hdlieh
dl(IOSC not to participatc with a COUIlI}' or a consortiul11 J (1n a
compeliti\c basis.

The Conoly of K~n, and all cities within rhe (\lllllly (cxt:cpl It \r
Bakersflcld) became a single cnlillemcm jurisdicrion in JIns and
reccived all elllitl<'llICIll of .'51.4 million in ('DB(, funds il< inilial
year. Tht' most rCCl'lIt CDBG entillemcnt was ,lNllJl S5.05(1.lJ7'l
Thc Coumy's cmilkmen! jurisdiclion n,'w consists or all
unincorporated are,L< in Ihc ('oumy and ,h,' conpcr;lliw :J!!r,'cmelll
c'llIes oi Arvin. California (,il~. McFarland, Rid~een:st. Shaller. aflll
Tchadlapi, 'nle COllmy. as Ihe cmil) respollsihlc 10 Ihe iedcral
~o\'l'rnmcnl, assul11cd rcspollsibilily for all pl""l1ing alld managcl11cm
,"'Ii\ iric,; l'l:quirc'd III admillistl'r the local ('DIlC; Program.

SlIIl'C IYlJ I. lhc ('oullly has also l'CL'civcd IUlids unuer rhc HOlliE
IlIIesuncllt Partnaships ("HOME") Program whidl hus as irs
PUll'llSC "10 inm:a...c thc numOcr of iamilies scrwd with deccill. <arc,
sanilary. and affordable housing and e.\pand Ihe long-..mn supply 01
,1I'fordahlc housin~." FUllds unda the prol!ram arc allocated 10 Ih,'
("'ll1lly I1n the has is "f a fonnula. Monies can lx' lIscd for sc\,-r,r!
pUll,,>;e; rdated 10 new conslnretion. rclmbililali"n. illld acqnisilion
of sin~le and multi·family housing for l(lwcr inl',1mc houscholds.
Thl' most rccent HOr-,'IE cntillement was S::!.::!6'.1lt17. In Ilu: ~O(~l

program year. Ihe fedcral gowmmeOl initiated Ihc AlIleric<lll Dream
Di1II'npaymellt Iniliali\c (,\DDI) Program ro help 10\\,-III,'0IllC
i;unilics with rhe purchasc of their first singlc·family rcsidence. Thl'
I\D[)) Program wa< Ilot fllnded in the 1Il,1st rl'CClII year. Matchcd
wirh IIOME funds. Ihcsc 1Il0nics can Oc ns<:d for down Ir.lyml'nls.
closillg e')sl.... alld rehah rdalcd 10 Ihe purchase "I' a rcsidence.

Thc Emergcncy Sheltcr Gralll ("ESG") Program is rhe Ihird source of
fundillg administercd hy the Commuuity and EWllomic DcvcloplIlcnl
Departmcnt This program was authorized by' Cungrcss in I'J1l7 ,l,
part of lhe McKinney Ael to help combat homelcssne>;; thl'llllglll'lIl
lhe cOlllltr)'. Specific o:Iigiblc use of ESG fllilds an: as follows:
renovatioll. major rehahililation or conservation or huildings for lISC
as cmcrgency shelters for the homeless: Ihc paymcnt of certilin
operational cosl~; and thc provision of ncw and expilnded csscntial
sorial or homelcss prc\'<'l1\ion scrvit·cs. Thl' l\Iost rccCI1\ ESfi
entitlelllel1\ was S222.6()<).

ELlGIIlLE M-r1vrrms lUlll

NATIOi'iAL Oll.'fTI'lVES

l'edclall"guli,tll1ns ~l"'ciry II1at all III IIjcc1 , aoo lIh1~ral\lS rund.:lIwllh ellHl i,
110MI', and ES(i runds must I", buth . Eliglhlt:" ItIC iunding allli m...d une \Ii
IhrL~ ",''':,Ii"n.'' ()hj'·l·lh ....s"

EXA:\II'LES OF ELlGIlILE ACTI \' ITIES hy n\:Jjllr .alq;,lCy uleluLl ... :

CDIIG ProJ:nlm:
Puhlic F'al'ililil'S. illcluding hUI Ill~ lilllih:d to a'4ulSililJlI 1<.1'. d,,,igll.
c"n~lrudi'HI, '''·l:~)nslrll<':ljlm. [If rch:Jhilllalillll 01:

l', Inunullil ylNcighh< \fh,w,J (\:lll...r,
S"uinr ('cllrns
Child llo1 ('aI''' Fa"ilrtK"
!"U'-sm"lT,·ari"n Fadllli...s
IIt,nch hre Slatiorcs :tIld f.j!>"lfICS
Shell... rs and Rclla!> Ccnl... rs ti'r Sp...·dlkd (jroup.s

Pllllik Imprm'cmcnls
Ix,m,·",ic W,ler Sy.sl... rn IllIproH'IIl<:nls
Firl' l'l,',,'ntioll ImprllwllIclIls
SL''''CI Syst...m Impmwm:nl,'
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A,"t-,I.Inl:L" In I'n\ah: IhL'IIh.'.'_'l'" In l:a-.:llil~II...• l'h.·~11I111i 1I1
,\,'\\ h~"
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CITY COUNCIUREDEVELOPMENT AGENCY AGENDA ITEM

SUBJECT:
A Resolution Of The Ridgecrest City Council Approving A Three Year Partnership
Agreement Between The City Of Ridgecrest And Southern California Edison And
Authorizing The City Manager To Sign The Agreement And Rescinding Resolution 06-04
PRESENTED BY:
Ann Taylor
SUMMARY:

In 2006 the City entered into a partnership agreement with Southern California Edison to
help the community and businesses have sustainable energy efficient programs. Council
is requested to rescind Resolution 06-04 and approve a new resolution that continues the
partnership between City of Ridgecrest and Southern California Edison with a three year
partnership agreement.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None
Reviewed by Finance Director
ACTION REQUESTED:

Approve agreement
CITY MANAGER I EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR RECOMMENDATION:

Action as requested:

Submitted by: Ann Taylor

(Rev. 6/12/09)

Action Date: December 2, 2009



RESOLUTION NO. 09-

A RESOLUTION OF THE RIDGECREST CITY COUNCIL AUHTORIZING
THE CITY MANAGER TO FILE AND EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT FOR
AN ENERGY PARTNERSHIP BETWEEN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
EDISON AND THE CITY OF RIDGECREST

WHEREAS, City of Ridgecrest supports "energy efficiency" initiatives, policies and
construction standards in order to ensure that our communities follows and encourages
sustainable practices; and

WHEREAS, local demand for electricity has grown, and it is expected that demand for
electricity will continue to grow in the near future to support a growing population and economy;
and

WHEREAS, citizens and businesses spend significant amounts for energy, it makes
economic sense and good public policy to encourage energy efficiency in City of Ridgecrest;
and

WHEREAS, energy efficiency programs enhance our environment by improving air
quality, reducing greenhouse gases and other pollution, conserving natural resources; and

WHEREAS, it is vital for our community to keep spending locally and 0 encourage
innovations in the way we behave, build, and incorporate energy into our everyday business
and personal; lives; and

WHEREAS, there is a growing movement within California communities and business to
improve everyday practices and create more sustainable and "greener" cities; and

WHEREAS, the communities comprised of city of Ridgecrest Energy Efficiency
Partnership (REEP) seek to promote innovative methods and state-of-the-Art technologies used
in the design and construction of new residential and commercial bUildings within the region, in
order to bring energy and natural resource consumption in line with our sustainability goals; and

WHEREAS, City of Ridgecrest will enter into an agreement with Southern California
Edison(SCE) to implement the activities of City of Ridgecrest Energy Efficiency Partnership
(REEP) natural resource consumption in line with our sustainability goals; and

WHEREAS, "City of Ridgecresf' staff, have identified the suite of programs within SCE's
p[proposed Energy Efficiency Program as being consistent with City of Ridgecrest's customer
service goals.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED City of Ridgecrest as follows:

1. That the above recipients are true and correct.

2. That the City of Ridgecrest implements the mission of the City of Ridgecrest Energy
efficiency Program



3. That the City of Ridgecrest supports a commitment to sustainable practices through
energy efficiency and will provide leadership and guidance in promoting, facilitating and
instituting such practices in the region.

4. That the City of Ridgecrest support and endorsed the City of Ridgecrest Energy
Efficiency program (an SCE Local Government Partnership) as an effective method to
help meet long-term regional economic and environmental goals.

5. That the City of Ridgecrest will name one or more individuals to the City of Ridgecrest
energy Efficiency partnership working group that will review progress regularly with SCE.

6. That the City of Ridgecrest with the assistance of SCE will identify and support
implementing the suite of programs and projects within the "City of Ridgecrest" municipal
facility and community energy efficiency and sustainability goals.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 2nd day of December 2009 by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

Steven Morgan, Mayor
ATTEST:

Rachel J. Ford, City Clerk



AGREEMENT TO JOINTLY DELIVER THE 2010-2012
ENERGY LEADER PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM

BETWEEN

THE CITY OF RIDGECREST

and

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

Dated: -', 200_

This program is funded by California utility ratepayers and administered by Southern
California Edison under the auspices of the California Public Utilities Commission.

ENERGY LEADER PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM AGREEMENT



THIS AGREEMENT TO JOINTLY DELIVER THE 2010-2012 ENERGY LEADER
PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM (the "Agreement") by and between SOUTHERN
CALIFORNIA EDISION COMPANY ("SCE") and the CITY OF RIDGECREST which
Agreement shall be effective as of January 1, 2010. SCE and the City may be referred to
herein individually as a "Party" and collectively as the "Parties."

WHEREAS, on July 21, 2008 (and as amended on March 2, 2009), SCE submitted
its 2009-2011 Application for Approval of its Proposed Energy Efficiency Program Plans
and Public Goods Charge and Procurement FWlding Requests to the California Public
Utilities Commission (the "Commission"), which application included the Energy Leader
Partnership Program in which SCE will partner with cities, cOWlties, and other local
government organizations that have a vision for energy efficiency sustainability and a
desire to provide energy efficiency leadership to their communities;

WHEREAS, on July 2, 2009, SCE amended its aforementioned application to the
Commission, requesting approval of an extended 2010-2012 Program cycle for its proposed
plans and fWlding requests, including the Energy Leader Partnership Program;

WHEREAS, on September 24, 2009, the Commission authorized certain energy
efficiency programs, including the Partnership's Energy Leader Partnership Program for

the 2010-12 program cycle (the "Program");

WHEREAS the City has expressed a commitment, and has qualified, to participate
in the Program, allowing the City to demonstrate energy efficiency leadership in its
community while helping residents and businesses achieve sustainable reductions in
energy use within SCE's service territory;

WHEREAS, the City, on , 20_, passed, approved and adopted a
Resolution supporting and endorsing the Program, approving the City as a Program
participant with SCE, and authorizing execution of a Partnership Agreement, in
substantially similar form as this Agreement; and

WHEREAS, the Parties desire to enter into an agreement that supersedes any and
all previous agreements, and sets forth the terms and conditions Wlder which the Program
shall be implemented with respect to the Parties.

NOW THEREFORE, for valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which
is hereby acknowledged, the Parties agree as follows:

ENERGY LEADER PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM AGREEMENT 2



1. DEFINITIONS
All terms used in the singular will be deemed to include the plural, and vice versa. The
words ''herein,'' "hereto," and "hereunder" and words of similar import refer to this
Agreement as a whole, including all exhibits or other attachments to this Agreement, as
the same may from time to time be amended or supplemented, and not to any particular
subdivision contained in this Agreement, except as the context clearly requires otherwise.
"Includes" or "including" when used herein is not intended to be exclusive, or to limit the
generality of the preceding words, and means "including without limitation." The word
"or" is not exclusive.

1.1. Agreement: This document and all exhibits attached hereto, and as amended
from time to time.

1.2. Authorized Budget: The Commission approved maximum budget for funding
the performance by both Parties of the Program, as set forth in the Program
Implementation Plan attached hereto as Exhibit C.

1.3. Authorized Work: The work authorized by the Commission for the Program
as set forth in this Agreement and as more fully described in the Program
Implementation Plans attached hereto as Exhibit C, and as agreed by the Parties to
be performed.

1.4. Business Day: The period from one midnight to the following midnight,
excluding Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays.

1.5. Calendar Day: The period from one midnight to the following midnight,
including Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays. Unless otherwise specified, all days in
this Agreement are Calendar Days.

1.6. Contractor: An entity contracting directly or indirectly with a Party, or any
subcontractor thereof subcontracting with such Contractor, to furnish services or
materials as part of or directly related to such Party's Authorized Work obligations.

1.7. Customers or Eligible Customers: Those customers eligible for Program
services, which are SCE customers located in the City.

1.8. Energy Efficiency Measure (or Measure): As used in the Commission's
Energy Efficiency Policy Manual, Version 4, August 2008.

1.9. EM&V: Evaluation, Measurement and Verification of the Program pursuant
to Commission requirements.

1.10. Incentive: As used in the Commission's Energy Efficiency Policy Manual,
Version 4, August 2008.

1.11. Partner Budget: That portion of the Authorized Budget, which represents
the maximum budget and maximum allocation by period, for funding the
performance of the Program by the City and as set forth in Exhibit B, subject to
amendment by SCE consistent with the terms of this Agreement.
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1.12. Program Expenditures: Actual (i.e., no mark-up for profit, administrative or
other indirect costs), reasonable expenditures of the City that are pre-approved,
directly identifiable to and required for the Authorized Work in accordance with
Section 10.3.

1.13. PIP or Program Implementation Plan: The implementation plan specific to
this Partnership, together with the Energy Leader Partnership Master PIP, which
include the anticipated scope of the Program in SCE's service territory, approved by
the Commission and attached hereto as Exhibit C.

1.14. Public Goods Charge (PGC): The funds which make up the Partner Budget
and which are collected from electric utility ratepayers pursuant to Section 381 of
the California Public Utilities Code for public purposes programs, including energy
efficiency programs approved by the Commission.

2. PURPOSE

The Program is funded by California utility ratepayers and is administered by SCE
under the auspices of the Commission. The purpose of this Agreement is to set forth the
terms and conditions under which the Parties will jointly implement the Program. The
work authorized pursuant to this Agreement is not to be performed for profit.

This Agreement is not intended to and does not form any "partnership" within the
meaning of the California Uniform Partnership Act of 1994 or otherwise.

3. PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

3.1. Overview. The Energy Leader Partnership Program is designed to provide
integrated technical and financial assistance to help local governments effectively
lead their communities to increase energy efficiency, reduce greenhouse gas
emissions, protect air quality and ensure that their communities are more livable
and sustainable. The Program provides a performance-based opportunity for the
City to demonstrate energy efficiency leadership in its community through energy
saving actions, including retrofitting its municipal facilities as well as providing
opportunities for constituents to take action in their homes and businesses. By
implementing measures in its own facilities, the City will lead by example as the
City and SCE work together to increase community awareness of energy efficiency
and position the City as a leader in energy management practices. The Program
will provide marketing, outreach, education, training and community sweeps to
connect the community with opportunities to save energy, money and help the
environment. Delivering sustainable energy savings, promoting energy efficiency
lifestyles, and achieving an enduring leadership role for the City through this
Program design is rooted in an effective relationship between the City, its
constituents, and SCE.

3.2. Energy Leader Partnership Level. The Program offers a tiered Incentive
structure through achievement of four separate levels of participation: "Valued
Partner," "Silver," "Gold" and "Platinum." The City will enter the Program at the
level indicated on Exhibit A hereto, which has been determined by the City's past
participation in SCE energy efficiency and demand response programs both at the
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city level and at the community level. Exhibit A further explains each level and the
energy savings requirements for moving to the next Energy Leader Partnership
level. SCE will track the City's performance under this Agreement against the
goals and objectives set forth herein, and will notify the City when it has achieved
the next incentive level.

4. AUTHORIZED WORK

4.1. Scope. The work authorized by the Commission is set forth broadly in the
PIP (Exhibit C) and shall be performed pursuant to the terms of this Agreement.
The Parties shall collaborate and mutually agree upon specific Program
implementation consistent with the PIP, and the Parties shall document such
details in a "Plamring Document" which is intended to evolve throughout the term
of the Program.

4.2. Objectives. The Program is designed to meet the specific goals and
milestones set forth in Exhibit B of this Agreement, while implementing the
Program strategies and meeting the general objectives and goals set forth in the
PIP, attached hereto as Exhibit C.

5. LIMITATION ON SERVICE TERRITORY - The Parties agree that Authorized Work
shall only be performed in SCE's service territory, with energy savings and demand
reduction claims applicable solely to SCE's utility system. No Authorized Work shall be
performed for any customers that receive electricity from a municipal utility
corporation or other electricity service provider or that do not directly receive electricity
service from SCE.

6. OBLIGATIONS OF THE PARTIES

6.1. Obligations of SCE and the City

6.1.1. Each Party will be responsible for the overall progress of its
Authorized Work, to ensure that the Program remains on target
(including but not limited to achieving the Program's specific energy
savings and demand reduction goals as set forth in Exhibit B).

6.1.2. The Parties shall jointly coordinate and prepare all Program-related
documents, including all required reporting pursuant to Section 9,
and any such other reporting as may be reasonably requested by
SCE.

6.1.3. To the extent practicable and with coordination by SCE, the Parties
shall use the Program as a portal for other existing or selected
programs that SCE offers, including programs targeting low-income
customers, demand response, self-generation, solar, and other
programs as described in the PIP, with a goal to enhance consistency
in rebates and other Program details, minimize duplicative
administrative costs, and enhance the possibility that programs can
be marketed together to avoid duplicative marketing expenditures.

ENERGY LEADER PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM AGREEMENT 5



6.1.4. Consistent with those contained in the PIP, SCE and the City will
work together to develop and accomplish additional mutually
agreeable goals.

6.2. Obligations of the City.

6.2.1. The City will appoint an "Energy Champion" who will be the primary
contact between the City and the SCE Energy Efficiency
Representative (defmed in Section 6.3.1), and who will be authorized
to act on behalf of the City in carrying out the City's obligations
under this Agreement. Such appointment shall be communicated in
writing to SCE within 10 Business Days following execution of this
Agreement. The City shall communicate regularly with the SCE
Energy Efficiency Representative in accordance with Section 7.2 and
7.3 hereof, and shall advise SCE immediately of any problems or
delays associated with its Authorized Work obligations.

6.2.2. The City shall perform its Authorized Work obligations within the
Partner Budget and in conformance with the schedule and goals
associated with such Authorized Work as set forth in this
Agreement, and shall furnish the required labor, equipment and
material with the degree of skill, care and professionalism that is
required by current professional standards.

6.2.3. The City will be actively involved in all aspects of the Program. The
City will use its best efforts to (a) dedicate human resources
necessary to implement the Program successfully, (b) providing
support for the Program's marketing and outreach activities, and (c)
working to enhance communications with SCE to address consumer
needs.

6.2.4. The City shall obtain the approval of SCE when developing Program
marketing materials and prior to their distribution, publication,
circulation, or dissemination in any way to the public. In addition, all
advertising, marketing or otherwise printed or reproduced material
used to implement, refer to, or that is in any way related to the
Program must contain the respective name and logo of SCE and, at a
minimum, the following language: ((This Program is funded by
California utility ratepayers and administered by Southern
California Edison under the auspices of the California Public
Utilities Commission."

6.2.5. The City shall submit to SCE, upon its request, all contracts,
agreements or other requested documents with the City's
Contractors (including subcontractors) performing Authorized Work
in connection with the Program.
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6.3. Obligations of SCE.

6.3.1. SCE will appoint a Partnership representative ("SCE Energy
Efficiency Representative") who will be the primary contact between
SCE and the City, and who will be authorized to act on behalf of SCE
in carrying out SCE's obligations under this Agreement. Such
appointment shall be communicated in writing to the City within 10
Business Days following execution of this Agreement.

6.3.2. SCE will oversee the activities and implementation of the Program,
in accordance with this Agreement.

6.3.3. SCE will be actively involved in all aspects of the Program. SCE will
use its best efforts to add value to the Program by (a) dedicating
human resources necessary to assist the City in implementing the
Program successfully and providing and maintaining an SCE
presence in the City, (b) providing support for the Program's
marketing and outreach activities, and (c) working to enhance
communications with the City to address consumer needs and
provide SCE information and services.

6.3.4. SCE shall provide, at no cost to the City, informational and
educational materials on SCE's statewide and local energy efficiency
core programs.

6.3.5. SCE shall work with the City as requested to help identify cost­
effective energy efficient projects in the City's qualifying municipal
facilities within SCE's service territory.

6.3.6. SCE shall administer the PGC funds authorized by the Commission
for the Program in accordance with this Agreement, and SCE shall
reimburse the City for Program Expenditures in accordance with
Section 10 below.

6.3.7. SCE shall be responsible for coordinating and ensuring compliance
with all reporting and other filing requirements.

6.3.8. SCE shall be responsible for tracking performance of the City in
accordance with Section 10.1.2, and for verifying all energy savings
and demand reduction claims of the City, and for monitoring and
verifying achievement of the Partner Levels as described in Exhibit
A.

6.4. EM&V. Once the Commission has approved and issued an evaluation,
measurement and verification ("EM&V") plan for the Program, such EM&V plan
shall be attached to this Agreement as Exhibit D and shall be incorporated herein
by this reference. Any subsequent changes or modifications to such EM&V plan by
the Commission shall be automatically incorporated into Exhibit D. The City shall
provide and comply with all Commission/SCE requests regarding activities related
to EM&V. The City and its Contractors shall cooperate fully with the SCE Energy
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Efficiency Representative and will provide all requested information, if any, to
assure the timely completion of all EM&V Plan tasks requiring the City's
involvement or cooperation.

7. ADMINISTRATION OF PROGRAM

7.1. Decision-making and Approval.

7.1.1. Except as specifically provided in this Agreement, the following
actions and tasks require consent of both Parties:

a. Any material modification to the Authorized Work in
connection with the Program.

b. Any action that materially impacts the agreed-upon schedule
for implementing the Program.

c. Selection of any Contractor not previously approved by SCE.

7.1.2. Unless otherwise specified in this Agreement, the Parties shall
document all material Program decisions, including, without
limitation, all actions specified in Section 7.1.1 above, in meeting
minutes or if taken outside a meeting, through written
communication, which shall be maintained in hard copy form on file
by the Parties for a period of no less than five (5) years after the
expiration or termination of this Agreement.

7.2. Regular Meetings. During the term of this Agreement, the Partnership's
representatives identified in writing pursuant to Section 6.2.1 and 6.3.1
respectively, along with such members of the Partnership team as the Parties deem
necessary or appropriate, shall meet monthly at a location reasonably agreed upon
by the Parties. In addition to any other agenda items requested by either Party, the
agenda shall include a review the status of the City's performance against Partner
Budget and toward achievement of the goals set forth in Exhibit B. Any decision­
making shall be reached and documented in accordance with the requirements of
Section 7.1 above.

7.3. Regular Communication. Regular communication among Partnership
representatives is critical for the long-term success of the Partnership and
achievement of Partnership goals and objectives. Notwithstanding Section 7.2,
above, the Partnership representatives identified in writing by each Partner
pursuant to Sections 6.2.1 and 6.3.1, respectively, shall communicate regularly with
each other to review the status of the Program's goals, deliverables, schedules and
budgets, and plan for upcoming Program implementation activities, and to advise
the other Party of any problems associated with successful implementation of the
Program. Any decision-making during this communication process shall be reached
and documented in accordance with the requirements of Section 7.1 above.

7.4. Non-Responsibility for Other Party. Notwithstanding anything contained in
this Agreement in the contrary, a Party shall not be responsible for the performance
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or non-performance hereunder of the other Party, nor be obligated to remedy any
other Party's defaults or defective performance.

8. DOUBLE DIPPING PROHIBITED

In performing its respective Authorized Work obligations, the City shall implement the
following mechanism and shall take other practicable steps to minimize double-dipping:

8.1. Prior to providing incentives or services to an Eligible Customer, the City
and its Contractors shall obtain a signed form from such Eligible Customer stating
that:

8.1.1. Such Eligible Customer has not received incentives or services for
the same measure from any other SCE program or from another
utility, state, or local program; and

8.1.2. Such Eligible Customer agrees not to apply for or receive Incentives
or services for the same measure from any other SCE program or
from another utility, state, or local program.

Each Party shall keep its Customer-signed forms for at least five (5) years after the
expiration or termination of this Agreement.

8.2. No Party shall knowingly provide an incentive to an Eligible Customer, or
make payment to a Contractor, who is receiving compensation for the same product
or service either through another ratepayer funded program, or through any other
funding source.

8.3. The City represents and warrants that it or its Contractors has not received,
and will not apply for or accept Incentives or services for any measure provided for
herein or offered pursuant to this Agreement or the Program from any other SCE
program or from any other utility, state or local program.

8.4. The Parties shall take reasonable steps to minimize or avoid the provision of
incentives or services for the same measures provided under the Program from
another program or other funding source ("double-dipping").
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9. REPORTING

9.1. Reporting Requirements. The Parties shall implement those reporting
requirements set forth in Exhibit E attached hereto, as the same may be amended
from time to time, or until the Commission otherwise requires or issues different or
updated reporting requirements for the Program, in which case and at which time
such Commission-approved reporting requirements shall replace the requirements
set forth in Exhibit E in their entirety.

10. PAYMENTS

10.1. Partner Budget

10.1.1. Maximum Budget: The Partner Budget is set forth in Exhibit
B to this Agreement and represents the City's maximum share of the
Program's three-year Authorized Budget. Additionally, Exhibit B sets
forth the maximum non-Incentive budget on a periodic basis during
the Program. The City shall not be entitled to compensation in excess
of the Partner Budget (either on a periodic basis or in total), without
written authorization by SCE and receipt of a revised Exhibit B.
Consistent with Commission directives to maximize cost-effectiveness
and energy savings, the Partner Budget set forth in Exhibit B may be
reallocated or adjusted at any time by SCE in its sole discretion,
based upon SCE's evaluation of the City's commitment to, and
progress toward the City's energy savings goals set forth herein.

10.1.2. Tracking: SCE will track the City's performance against the
objectives set forth in Section 4.2 hereof, including tracking (or
estimating) achievement towards the specific energy savings and
demand reduction goals set forth in Exhibit B, and will provide such
tracking information to the City on a regular basis, but in no event
less than quarterly. The tracking will enable SCE, to (i) properly
allocate the Authorized Budget among all the Energy Leader
Partnerships according to their individual performance and
achievement of respective goals and objectives, (ii) confirm or amend
the Partner Budget, set forth in Exhibit B hereto, based on the City's
performance of the goals and objectives set forth in this Agreement;
and (iii) determine/verify the City's eligibility to move to a new
Energy Leader Level as described in Section 3.2 hereof.

10.1.3. Partner Budget Adjustment: The Parties acknowledge that
this Program is offered in furtherance of the Commission's strategic
energy efficiency goals for California and is based on the City's
commitment to attain such goals and its desire to provide leadership
to its community. To this end, in the event that SCE determines, in
its sole discretion and through the tracking mechanism set forth in
10.1.2 above, that the City is not performing in accordance with the
goals and objectives set forth in Section 4.2 hereof, then SCE shall
have the unilateral right to reduce, eliminate, or otherwise adjust the
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Partner Budget for the remaining Program year or years (other than
for Program Expenditures previously approved by SCE) by amending
Exhibit B and providing the amended Exhibit to the City. Pursuant to
this Section, any such amended Exhibit B shall automatically be
incorporated into this Agreement and take effect immediately upon
delivery from SCE to the City.

10.1.4. Partner Budget Categories

a. Non-Incentive Budget: The Partner Budget is comprised of a
non-incentive portion which includes separate categories for
Marketing, Education & Outreach, Technical Assistance [and
Direct Implementation], all of which are more fully described
in the Program Implementation Plan (Exhibit C).

b. Incentive Budget: As part of the Partner Budget, the City shall
be eligible to receive certain enhanced Incentives through
partnership participation in SCE core programs, as well as
additional incentives consistent with the City's tier level of
program participation, including completion of municipal
retrofit projects further described in this Agreement and in the
Program Implementation Plan. The additional Incentives will
be made available as the City reaches higher Energy
Leadership Partnership Levels in accordance with Exhibit A.

10.2. Program Expenditures of City. The City, with SCE's prior approval, shall be
entitled to spend PGC funds, within the limits of the Partner Budget, on Program
Expenditures. The City shall not be entitled to reimbursement of Program
Expenditures for any item (i) not specifically identifiable to the Program, (ii) not
previously approved by SCE, (iii) not expended within the term of this Agreement,
or (iv) not otherwise reimbursable under this Agreement.

10.3. Payment to the City. In order for the City to be entitled to PGC funds for
Program Expenditures:

10.3.1. The City shall submit monthly activity reports to SCE in a format
acceptable to SCE and containing such information as may be
required for the reporting requirements set forth in Section 9 above
("Monthly City Reports"), by the tenth (loth) Calendar Day of the
calendar month following performance, setting forth all Program
Expenditures.

10.3.2. The City shall submit to SCE, together with any Monthly City
Report (if required), a monthly invoice for reimbursement of reported
Program Expenditures, in a format acceptable to SCE, attaching all
documentation reasonably necessary to substantiate the Program
Expenditures, including, without limitation, the following:

a. Contractor Costs: Copies of all Contractor invoices. If only a
portion of Contractor costs applies to the Program, the City
shall clearly indicate the line items or percentage of the invoice
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amount that should be applied to the Program as provided in
Exhibit E.

b. Marketing, Education & Outreach: A copy of each distinct
marketing material produced, with quantity of a given
marketing material produced and the method of distribution.

c. Other expenditures: As pre-approved by SCE, with sufficient
documentation to support the expenditure.

d. Allowable Costs: Only those costs as listed in the Allowable
Cost Table contained in the Reporting Requirements attached
as Exhibit E can be submitted for payment. All invoices
submitted to SCE must report all costs using the allowable
cost elements shown on the Allowable Cost Table.

The City understands and acknowledges that all of the City's invoices
for the Program and the Monthly City Report shall be submitted to
SCE.

10.3.3. SCE reserves the right to reject any City invoiced amount for any of
the following reasons:

a. The invoiced amount, when aggregated with previous Program
Expenditures, exceeds the amount budgeted therefore in the
Partner Budget for such Authorized Work (as set forth in
Exhibit B).

b. There is a reasonable basis for concluding that such invoiced
amount is unreasonable or is not directly identifiable to or
required for the Authorized Work, and/or the Program.

c. The invoiced amount, in SCE's sole discretion, contains
charges for any item not authorized under this Agreement or
by the Commission, or is deemed untimely, unsubstantiated or
lacking proper documentation.

10.3.4. The City shall maintain for a period of not less than five (5) years all
documentation reasonably necessary to substantiate the Program
Expenditures, including, without limitation, the documentation set
forth in Section 1O.3.2above. The City shall promptly provide, upon
the reasonable request by SCE, any documentation, records or
information in connection with the Program or its Authorized Work.

10.3.5. SCE shall review and either approve, dispute or reject for payment
reported Program Expenditures within twenty (20) Calendar Days of
receipt of the Monthly City Report and corresponding invoice. SCE
shall pay all undisputed amounts after the ten (10) Business Day
period described in Section 10.3.5, but within thirty (30) Calendar
Days of receiving the Monthly City Report and corresponding invoice.
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Disputed or rejected amounts will be resolved pursuant to Section
10.3.5, and as otherwise required by the dispute resolution process in
Section 15.

10.3 Payment of Incentives. Payment of Incentives to the City shall be made in
accordance with the applicable SCE program requirements, including terms and
conditions, and only after appropriate program documents have been submitted and
approved, and the appropriate inspections of each Project have been completed to
SCE's satisfaction.

lOA. Shifting Funds Across Budget Categories. SCE may shift funds within the
Partner Budget among budget categories (Marketing, Education & Outreach,
Technical Assistance, [Direct Implementation] and Incentives), which categories
and budget amounts are set forth in Exhibit B. Such shifting may be made by SCE
to the maximum extent permitted under, and in accordance with, Commission
decisions and rulings to which the Program relates.

10.5. Reasonableness of Expenditures. The City shall bear the burden of ensuring
that its Program Expenditures are objectively reasonable. The Commission has the
authority to review all Program Expenditures for reasonableness. Should the
Commission, at any time, issue a finding of unreasonableness as to any Program
Expenditure and require a refund or return of the PGC funds paid in the
reimbursement of such Program Expenditure, the City shall be solely liable for such
refund or return.

11. END DATE FOR PROGRAM AND ADMINISTRATIVE ACTIVITIES

Unless this Agreement is terminated pursuant to Section 25 below, or unless otherwise
agreed to by the Parties or so ordered by the Commission, the Parties shall complete all
Program Administrative activities (as defined in the PIP) and all reporting requirements
by no later than March 31, 2013, and all Direct Implementation and Marketing &
Outreach activities by no later than December 31,2012.

12. FINAL INVOICES

The City must submit final invoices to SCE no later than March 31, 2013.

13. INDEMNITY

13.1. Indemnity by the City. The City shall indemnify, defend and hold harmless
SCE, and its respective successors, assigns, affiliates, subsidiaries, current and
future parent companies, officers, directors, agents, and employees, from and
against any and all expenses, claims, losses, damages, liabilities or actions in
respect thereof (including reasonable attorneys' fees) to the extent arising from (a)
the City's negligence or willful misconduct in the City's activities under the Program
or performance of its obligations hereunder, or (b) the City's breach of this
Agreement or of any representation or warranty of the City contained in this
Agreement.
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13.2. Indemnity by SCE. SCE shall indemnify, defend and hold harmless the City,
and its respective successors, assigns, affiliates, subsidiaries, current and future
parent companies, officers, directors, agents, and employees, from and against any
and all expenses, claims, losses, damages, liabilities or actions in respect thereof
(including reasonable attorneys' fees) to the extent arising from (a) SCE's
negligence or willful misconduct in SCE's activities under the Program or
performance of its obligations hereunder or (b) SCE's breach of this Agreement or
any representation or warranty of SCE contained in this Agreement.

13.3. LIMITATION OF LIABILITY. NO PARTY SHALL BE LIABLE TO THE
OTHER PARTY FOR ANY INDIRECT, INCIDENTAL OR CONSEQUENTIAL
DAMAGES WHATSOEVER WHETHER IN CONTRACT, TORT (INCLUDING
NEGLIGENCE) OR STRICT LIABILITY INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO,
LOSS OF USE OF OR UNDER-UTILIZATION OF LABOR OR FACILITIES, LOSS
OF REVENUE OR ANTICIPATED PROFITS, COST OF REPLACEMENT POWER
OR CLAIMS FROM CUSTOMERS, RESULTING FROM A PARTY'S
PERFORMANCE OR NONPERFORMANCE OF THE OBLIGATIONS
HEREUNDER, OR IN THE EVENT OF SUSPENSION OF THE AUTHORIZED
WORK OR TERMINATION OF THIS AGREEMENT.

14. OWNERSHIP OF DEVELOPMENTS

The Parties acknowledge and agree that SCE, on behalf of its Customers, shall own all
data, reports, information, manuals, computer programs, works of authorship, designs or
improvements of equipment, tools or processes (collectively "Developments") or other
written, recorded, photographic or visual materials, or other deliverables produced in the
performance of this Agreement; provided, however, that Developments do not include
equipment or infrastructure purchased for research, development, education or
demonstration related to energy efficiency. Although the City shall retain no ownership,
interest, or title in the Developments except as may otherwise be provided in this
Agreement, it will have a permanent, royalty free, non-exclusive license to use such
Developments.

15. DISPUTE RESOLUTION

15.1. Dispute Resolution. Except as may otherwise be set forth expressly herein,
all disputes arising under this Agreement shall be resolved as set forth in this
Section 15.

15.2. Negotiation and Mediation. The Parties shall attempt in good faith to resolve
any dispute arising out of or relating to this Agreement promptly by negotiations
between the Parties' authorized representatives. The disputing Party shall give the
other Party written notice of any dispute. Within twenty (20) Calendar Days after
delivery of such notice, the authorized representatives shall meet at a mutually
acceptable time and place, and thereafter as often as they reasonably deem
necessary to exchange information and to attempt to resolve the dispute. If the
matter has not been resolved within thirty (30) Calendar Days of the first meeting,
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any Party may initiate a mediation of the dispute. The mediation shall be facilitated
by a mediator that is acceptable to both Parties and shall conclude within sixty (60)
Calendar Days of its commencement, unless the Parties agree to extend the
mediation process beyond such deadline. Upon agreeing on a mediator, the Parties
shall enter into a written agreement for the mediation services with each Party
paying a pro rata share of the mediator's fee, if any. The mediation shall be
conducted in accordance with the Commercial Mediation Rules of the American
Arbitration Association; provided, however, that no consequential damages shall be
awarded in any such proceeding and each Party shall bear its own legal fees and
expenses.

15.3. Confidentiality. All negotiations and any mediation conducted pursuant to
Section 15.2 shall be confidential and shall be treated as compromise and
settlement negotiations, to which Section 1152 of the California Evidence Code shall
apply, which Section is incorporated in this Agreement by reference.

15.4. Injunctive Relief. Notwithstanding the foregoing provisions, a Party may
seek a preliminary injunction or other provisional judicial remedy if in its judgment
such action is necessary to avoid irreparable damage or to preserve the status quo.

15.5. Continuing Obligation. Each Party shall continue to perform its obligations
under this Agreement pending final resolution of any dispute arising out of or
relating to this Agreement.

15.6. Failure of Mediation. If, after good faith efforts to mediate a dispute under
the terms of this Agreement as provided in Section 15.2 above, the Parties cannot
agree to a resolution of the dispute, any Party may pursue whatever legal remedies
may be available to it at law or in equity, before a court of competent jurisdiction
and with venue as provided in Section 15.2.
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16. REPRESENTATIONS AND WARRANTIES

16.1. Representation of both Parties. Each Party represents and warrants, as of
the Effective Date and thereafter during the term of this Agreement, that:

16.1.1. The Authorized Work performed by a Party and/or its Contractors
shall comply with the applicable requirements of all statutes, acts,
ordinances, regulations, codes, and standards of federal, state, local
and foreign governments, and all agencies thereof.

16.1.2. The Authorized Work performed by a Party and/or its Contractors
shall be free of any claim of trade secret, trade mark, trade name,
copyright, or patent infringement or other violations of any
proprietary rights of any person.

16.1.3. Each Party shall conform to the applicable employment practices
requirements of (Presidential) Executive Order 11246 of September
24, 1965, as amended, and applicable regulations promulgated
thereunder.

16.1.4. Each Party shall contractually require each Contractor it hires to
perform the Authorized Work to indemnify each other Party to the
same extent such Party has indemnified each other Party under the
terms and conditions of this Agreement.

16.1.5. Each Party shall retain, and shall cause its Contractors to retain, all
records and documents pertaining to its Authorized Work obligations
for a period of not less than five (5) years beyond the termination or
expiration of this Agreement.

16.1.6. Each Party shall contractually require all of its Contractors to
provide the other Parties reasonable access to relevant records and
staff of Contractors concerning the Authorized Work.

16.1.7. Each Party will maintain, and may require its Contractors to
maintain, the following insurance coverage or self insurance
coverage, at all times during the term of this Agreement, with
companies having an A.M. Best rating of "A-, VII" or better, or
equivalent:

(i) Workers' CompensationlEmployer's Liability or
Equivalent: statutory minimum.

(ii) Commercial General Liability: $2 million minimum per
occurrence/$4 million minimum aggregate.

(iii) Commercial or Business Auto (if applicable): $1 million
minimum.

(iv) Professional Liability (if applicable): $1 million
minimum.
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16.1.8. Each Party shall take all reasonable measures, and shall require its
Contractors to take all reasonable measures, to ensure that the
Program funds in its possession are used solely for Authorized Work,
which measures shall include the highest degree of care that such
Party uses to control its own funds, but in no event less than a
reasonable degree of care.

17. PROOF OF INSURANCE

17.1. Evidence of Insurance. Upon request at any time during the term of this
Agreement, a Party shall provide evidence that its insurance policies (and the
insurance policies of any Contractor, as provided in Section 16.8) are in full force
and effect, and provide the coverage and limits of insurance that the Party has
represented and warranted herein to maintain at all times during the term of this
Agreement.

17.2. Self-Insurance. If a Party is self-insured, such Party shall upon request
forward documentation to the other Party that demonstrates to the other Party's
satisfaction that such Party self-insures as a matter of normal business practice
before commencing the Authorized Work. Each Party will accept reasonable proof of
self-insurance comparable to the above requirements.

17.3. Notice of Claims. Each Party shall immediately report to the other Party,
and promptly thereafter confirm in writing, the occurrence of any injury, loss or
damage incurred by such Party or its Contractors or such Party's receipt of notice
or knowledge of any claim by a third party of any occurrence that might give rise to
such a claim over $100,000.

18. CUSTOMER CONFIDENTIALITY REQUIREMENTS

18.1. Non-Disclosure. Subject to any disclosures required by the Public Records
Act, the City, its employees, agents and Contractors shall not disclose any
Confidential Customer Information (defined below) to any third party during the
term of this Agreement or after its completion, without the City having obtained the
prior written consent of SCE, except as provided by law, lawful court order or
subpoena and provided the City gives SCE advance written notice of such order or
subpoena.

18.2. Confidential Customer Information. "Confidential Customer Information"
includes, but is not limited to, an SCE customer's name, address, telephone number,
account number and all billing and usage information, as well as any SCE
customer's information that is marked "confidential". If the City is uncertain
whether any information should be considered Confidential Customer Information,
the City shall contact SCE prior to disclosing the customer information.

18.3. Non-Disclosure Agreement. Prior to any approved disclosure of Confidential
Customer Information, SCE may require the City to enter into a nondisclosure
agreement.
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18.4. Commission Proceedings. This prOVISIOn does not prohibit the City from
disclosing non-confidential information concerning the Authorized Work to the
Commission in any Commission proceeding, or any Commission-sanctioned meeting
or proceeding or other public forum.

18.5. Return of Confidential Information. Confidential Customer Information
(including all copies, backups and abstracts thereof) provided to the City by SCE,
and any and all documents and materials containing such Confidential Customer
Information or produced by the City based on such Confidential Customer
Information (including all copies, backups and abstracts thereof), during the
performance of this Agreement shall be returned upon written request by SCE.

18.6. Remedies. The Parties acknowledge that Confidential Customer Information
is valuable and unique, and that damages would be an inadequate remedy for
breach of this Section 18 and the obligations of the Parties are specifically
enforceable. Accordingly, the Parties agree that in the event of a breach or
threatened breach of this Section 18 by the City, SCE shall be entitled to seek and
obtain an injunction preventing such breach, without the necessity of proving
damages or posting any bond. Any such relief shall be in addition to, and not in lieu
of, money damages or any other available legal or equitable remedy.

19. TIME IS OF THE ESSENCE

The Parties hereby acknowledge that time is of the essence in performing their obligations
under this Agreement. Failure to comply with milestones and goals stated in this
Agreement, including but not limited to those set forth in Exhibit B of this Agreement, may
constitute a material breach of this Agreement, resulting in its termination, payments
being withheld, Partner Budgets being reduced or adjusted, funding redirected by SCE to
other programs or partners, or other Program modifications as determined by SCE or as
directed by the Commission.

20. CUSTOMER COMPLAINT RESOLUTION PROCESS

The Parties shall develop and implement a process for the management and resolution of
Customer complaints in an expedited manner including, but not limited to: (a) ensuring
adequate levels of professional Customer service staff; (b) direct access of Customer
complaints to supervisory and/or management personnel; (c) documenting each Customer
complaint upon receipt; and (d) directing any Customer complaint that is not resolved
within five (5) Calendar Days of receipt by the City to SCE.

21. RESTRICTIONS ON MARKETING

21.1. Use of Commission's Name. No Party may use the name of the Commission
on marketing materials for the Program without prior written approval from the
Commission staff. In order to obtain this written approval, SCE must send a copy of
the planned materials to the Commission requesting approval to use the
Commission name and/or logo. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the Parties shall
disclose their source of funding for the Program by stating prominently on
marketing materials that the Program is "funded by California ratepayers under
the auspices of the California Public Utilities Commission."
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21.2. Use of SCE Name. The City must receive prior review and written approval
from SCE for the use of SCE's name or logo on any marketing or other Program
materials. The City shall allow five (5) Business Days for SCE review and approval.
If the City has not received a response from SCE within the five (5) Business Day
period, then it shall be deemed that SCE has disapproved such use.

21.3. Use of the City's Name. SCE must receive prior review and written approval
from the City for the use of the City's name or logo on any marketing or other
Program materials. SCE shall allow five (5) Business Days for the City's review and
approval. If SCE has not received a response from the City within the five (5)
Business Day period, then it shall be deemed that the City has disapproved such
use.

22. RIGHT TO AUDIT

The Parties agrees that the other Party, and/or the Commission, or their respective
designated representatives, shall have the right to review and to copy any records or
supporting documentation pertaining to the their performance of this Agreement or the
Authorized Work, during normal business hours, and to allow reasonable access in order to
interview any staff of the City or SCE who might reasonably have information related to
such records. Further, the Parties agrees to include a similar right of the other Party
and/or the Commission to audit records and interview staff in any subcontract related to
performance of the Authorized Work or this Agreement.

23. STOP WORK PROCEDURES

SCE may suspend the Authorized Work being performed in their service territory for
good cause, including, without limitation, concerns relating to program funding,
implementation or management of the Program, safety concerns, fraud or excessive
customer complaints, by notifying the City in writing to suspend any Authorized Work
being performed in SCE' service territory. Any performance of Authorized Work by the City
in SCE's service territory shall stop immediately, and the City may resume its Authorized
Work only upon receiving written notice from SCE that it may resume its Authorized
Work.

24. MODIFICATIONS

Except as otherwise provided in this Agreement, changes to this Agreement shall be
only be valid through a written amendment to this Agreement signed by both Parties.

25. TERM AND TERMINATION

25.1. Term. This Agreement shall be effective as of the Effective Date. Subject to
Section 37, the Agreement shall continue in effect until June 30, 2013 unless
otherwise terminated in accordance with the provisions of Section 25.2 or 30 below.

25.2. Termination for Breach. Any Party may terminate this Agreement in the
event of a material breach by the other Party of any of the material terms or
conditions of this Agreement, provided such breach is not remedied within sixty (60)
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days written notice to the breaching Party thereof from the non-breaching Party or
otherwise resolved pursuant to the dispute resolution provisions set forth in Section
15 herein.

25.3. Effect of Termination. Any termination by the City or by SCE shall
constitute a termination of this Agreement in its entirety (subject, however, to the
survival provisions of Section 37).

25.3.1. Subject to the provisions of this Agreement, the City shall be entitled
to PGC Funds for all Program Expenditures incurred or accrued
pursuant to contractual or other legal obligations for Authorized
Work up to the effective date of termination of this Agreement,
provided that any Monthly City Reports or other reports, invoices,
documents or information required under this Agreement or by the
Commission are submitted in accordance with the terms and
conditions of this Agreement. The provisions of this Section 25.3.1
shall be the City's sole compensation resulting from any termination
of this Agreement.

25.3.2. In the event of termination of this Agreement in its entirety, the City
shall stop any Authorized Work in progress and take action as
directed by SCE to bring the Authorized Work to an orderly
conclusion, and the Parties shall work cooperatively to facilitate the
termination of operations and of any applicable contracts for
Authorized Work.

26. WRI'ITEN NOTICES

Any written notice, demand or request required or authorized in connection with this
Agreement, shall be deemed properly given if delivered in person or sent by facsimile,
nationally recognized overnight courier, or first class mail, postage prepaid, to the address
specified below, or to another address specified in writing by a Party as follows:

The City:
City of Ridgecrest
Ann Taylor
100 W. California Ave.
Ridgecrest, CA 93555

SCE:
Southern California Edison Company
Jesse Langley
6042A N.Irwindale Ave,
Irwindale, CA 91702

Notices shall be deemed received (a) if personally or hand-delivered, upon the date of
delivery to the address of the person to receive such notice if delivered before 5:00 p.m., or
otherwise on the Business Day following personal delivery; (b) if mailed, three (3) Business
Days after the date the notice is postmarked; (c) if by facsimile, upon electronic
confirmation of transmission, followed by telephone notification of transmission by the
noticing Party; or (d) if by overnight courier, on the Business Day following delivery to the
overnight courier within the time limits set by that courier for next-day delivery.
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27. CONTRACTS

Each Party shall, at all times, be responsible for its Authorized Work obligations, and
acts and omissions of Contractors, subcontractors and persons directly or indirectly
employed by such Party for services in connection with the Authorized Work. Each Party
shall require its Contractors to be bound by terms and conditions which are the same or
similar to those contained in this Agreement, as the same may be applicable to
Contractors.

28. RELATIONSHIP OF THE PARTIES

The Parties shall act in an independent capacity and not as officers or employees or
agents of each other. This Agreement is not intended to and does not form any
"partnership" within the meaning of the California Uniform Partnership Act of 1994 or
otherwise.

29. NON-DISCRIMINATION CLAUSE

No Party shall unlawfully discriminate, harass, or allow harassment against any
employee or applicant for employment because of sex, race, color, ancestry, religious creed,
national origin, physical disability (including HIV and AIDS), mental disability, medical
condition (cancer), age (over 40), marital status, and denial of family care leave. Each Party
shall ensure that the evaluation and treatment of its employees and applicants for
employment are free from such discrimination and harassment, and shall comply with the
provisions of the Fair Employment and Housing Act (Government Code Section 12990 (a)­
(f) et seq.) and the applicable regulations promulgated thereunder (California Code of
Regulations, Title 2, Section 7285 et seq.). The applicable regulations of the Fair
Employment and Housing Commission implementing Government Code Section 12990 (a)­
(f), set forth in Chapter 5 of Division 4 of Title 2 of the California Code of Regulations, are
incorporated into this Agreement by reference and made a part hereof as if set forth in full.

Each Party represents and warrants that it shall include the substance of the
nondiscrimination and compliance provisions of this clause in all subcontracts for its
Authorized Work obligations.

30. COMMISSION/SCE AUTHORITY TO MODIFY OR TERMINATE

This Agreement and the Program shall at all times be subject to the discretion of the
Commission, including, but not limited to, review and modifications, excusing a Party's
performance hereunder, or termination as the Commission may direct from time to time in
the reasonable exercise of its jurisdiction. In addition, in the event that any ruling, decision
or other action by the Commission adversely impacts the Program, SCE shall have the
right to terminate this Agreement in accordance with the provisions of Section 25 above by
providing at least ten (10) days' prior written notice to the City setting forth the effective
date of such termination. Notwithstanding the right to terminate, as partners in the
Program, the Parties agree to share in the responsibility and to abide by Commission
energy policy supporting this Program. The Parties agree to use all reasonable efforts to
minimize the adverse impact to a Party resulting from such Commission actions, including
but not limited to modification of the required energy savings goals set forth in Section 4.2
which are fundamental to this Agreement.
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31. NON-WAIVER

None of the provisions of this Agreement shall be considered waived by either Party
unless such waiver is specifically stated in writing.

32. ASSIGNMENT

No Party shall assign this Agreement or any part or interest thereof, without the prior
written consent of the other Party, and any assignment without such consent shall be void
and of no effect. Notwithstanding the foregoing, if SCE is requested or required by the
Commission to assign its rights and/or delegate its duties hereunder, in whole or in part,
such assignment or delegation shall not require the City's consent and SCE shall be
released from all obligations hereunder arising after the effective date of such assignment,
both as principal and as surety.

33. FORCE MAJEURE

Failure of a Party to perform its obligations under this Agreement by reason of any of
the following shall not constitute an event of default or breach of this Agreement: strikes,
picket lines, boycott efforts, earthquakes, fires, floods, war (whether or not declared),
revolution, riots, insurrections, acts of God, acts of government (including, without
limitation, any agency or department of the United States of America), acts of terrorism,
acts of the public enemy, scarcity or rationing of gasoline or other fuel or vital products,
inability to obtain materials or labor, or other causes which are reasonably beyond the
control of such Party.

34. SEVERABILITY

In the event that any of the terms, covenants or conditions of this Agreement, or the
application of any such term, covenant or condition, shall be held invalid as to any person
or circumstance by any court, regulatory agency, or other regulatory body having
jurisdiction, all other terms, covenants, or conditions of this Agreement and their
application shall not be affected thereby, but shall remain in full force and effect, unless a
court, regulatory agency, or other regulatory body holds that the provisions are not
separable from all other provisions of this Agreement.

35. GOVERNING LAW; VENUE

This Agreement shall be interpreted, governed, and construed under the laws of the
State of California as if executed and to be performed wholly within the State of California.
Any action brought to enforce or interpret this Agreement shall be filed in Los Angeles
County, California.
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36. SECTION HEADINGS

Section headings appearing in this Agreement are for convenience only and shall not be
construed as interpretations of text.

37. SURVIVAL

Notwithstanding completion or termination of this Agreement, the Parties shall
continue to be bound by the provisions of this Agreement which by their nature survive
such completion or termination. Such provisions shall include, but are not limited to,
Sections 9, 10, 13, 14, 15, 18, 22, 35 and 38 of this Agreement.

38. ATTORNEYS' FEES

Except as otherwise provided herein, in the event of any legal action or other
proceeding between the Parties arising out of this Agreement or the transactions
contemplated herein, each Party in such legal action or proceeding shall bear its own costs
and expenses incurred therein, including reasonable attorneys' fees.

39. COOPERATION

Each Party agrees to cooperate with the other Party in whatever manner is reasonably
required to facilitate the successful completion of this Agreement.

40. ENTIRE AGREEMENT

This Agreement (including all of the Exhibits and Attachments hereto which are
incorporated into this Agreement by this reference) contains the entire agreement and
understanding between the Parties and merges and supersedes all prior agreements,
representations and discussions pertaining to the subject matter of this Agreement.

41. COUNTERPARTS.

This Agreement may be executed in one or more counterparts, each of which shall be
deemed to be an original, but all of which together shall be deemed to be one and the same
instrument.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be
executed by their duly authorized representatives.

The City:

CITY OF RIDGECREST

Name:
Title:

SCE:

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

By: Lynda Ziegler
Title: Senior Vice President,

Customer Service Business Unit
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EXHIBIT A

ENERGY LEADER PARTNERSHIP· PROGRAM LEVEL DATA

City 2003 City 2003-2008 Participation! City's Retrofit Community
Baseline Energy Savings Savings Energy Energy Energy
Consumption* Percentage Leader Savings Saving

Program Required Required
Level: for next for next

Level Level
Municipal
Facilities 1,976,661 1,527 0% Value 97,306 - - -- -

kWh kWh kWh

Community 232,787,290 14,444,552 6.21% Silver - - - - - 8,834,177
kWh kWh kWh

* Baselme numbers are mutually agreed upon for purposes ofthis Agreement only.

Energy Leaders Partnership levels are:

Valued Partner Level - This level is the entry level for the partner to develop knowledge and establish goals towards the
Silver Level. A budget is available for energy savings projects, for marketing, education, and outreach to the community, as
well as for technical assistance toward upgrading or retrofitting partners' facilities. SCE's core program incentives will be
offered directly to the partner. The partner will be expected to use the marketing and outreach funds to generate verifiable
energy savings in their own facilities and in the community and will participate in demand response at a basic level. Valued
Level provides the Partner with 3 cents per kWh paid in addition to what is paid to the Partner under SCE's core program.
Partner will need to meet DR requirements as described in the PIP.

Silver Level - To qualifY for this level, the partner demonstrates past participation in SCE energy efficiency programs,
develops an energy action plan, sets community and city energy reduction goals, targets 25 percent of its facilities to
complete energy efficiency upgrades, and participates in demand response. An enhanced incentive is paid at the Silver Level.
Silver Level provides the Partner with 6 cents per kWh paid in addition to what is paid to the Partner under SCE's core
program. Partner will need to meet DR requirements as described in the PIP.

Gold Level - To qualifY for this level, the partner demonstrates higher past participation in SCE energy efficiency programs,
establishes higher city and community program participation and energy savings goals and makes a higher commitment to
participate in demand response. Incentive factors are higher for partner facilities' energy efficiency projects. Gold Level
provides the Partner with 9 cents per kWh paid in addition to what is paid to the Partner under SCE's core program. Partner
will need to meet DR requirements as described in the PIP.

Platinum Level - To qualifY for this level, the partner demonstrates even higher past participation in energy efficiency
programs, is innovative and integrates Energy Action Plan policies, ordinances and procedures. All facilities are targeted for
energy efficiency upgrades and the partner makes a higher commitment to participate in Demand Response. Incentive factors
are highest for Partner facilities' energy efficiency projects and additional incentives are made available for customized
community energy efficiency projects. Platinum Level provides the Partner with 12 cents per kWh paid in addition to what is
paid to the Partner under SCE's core program. Partner will need to meet DR requirements as described in the PIP.
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EXHIBIT"B"

ENERGY LEADER PARTNERSIDP PROGRAM
2010-12 GOALS & PARTNER BUDGET

dG 1B d tC 1 P rtProflram ;ye e a ner u lSore an oa s:
Maximum Partner KWh Energy Savings kW Peak Demand
Budget Goal Reduction Goal

2010-12: 1,856,250 KWh 376kW

Incentive: $ 273,212

Non-Incentive: $ 318,735
(Marketing, Education &
Outreach, Technical
Assistance [and Direct
Implementation])

Budget:t' P rtIfNd'tEPrlMi 'nlmuro e ormanee 0 VS, .xnen lures 0 on- neen Ive a ner
Performance 12 months 24 Months 30 Months 36 Months
Catesrorv into Program into Program into Program into Program

Non- NTE 40% NTE 65% NTE 90% NTE 100%
Incentive
Budget
Expended
(ME&O)
Minimum 15% 50% 70%
kWh
Achieved
Minimum 15% 50% 70%
kW Achieved
*NTE = Not To Exceed

Explanation of non-Incentive Partner Budget allocation against goals:

Maximum Percent of total non-incentive Partner Budget expended by the end ofyear 1: 40%
Minimum kWh achieved by the end of year 1: 15% ofJ-year goal

Maximum Percent oftotaJ non-incentive Partner Budget expended by end of year 2: 65%
Minimum kWh achieved by end of year 2: 50% of 3-year goal

Maximum Percent of total non-incentive Partner Budget expended by end of the 2nd quarter of year 3: 90%
Minimum kWh achieved by the end of 2nd quarter ofyear 3: 70% ofJ-year goal

In accordance with Section 10 afthis Agreement, SCE reserves the right to assess the progress made by the City at any time with
respect to the above goals, and may in its sale discretion elect to shift funds among categories or redistribute all or part ofthe
funding budgeted herein to other energy efficiency programs or partnerships in accordance with the Agreement..
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EXHIBITC

PROGRAM IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

Program Element Description and Implementation Plan
a) List of program elements:
The core program elements are similar to those identified in the Master Program Implementation Plan: Element
A - Government Facilities, Element B - Strategic Plan Activities, and Element C - Core Program coordination.

Core Program Element A: Government Facilities
• This area will deliver energy savings during the next three-year program cycle. Every local

government that participates in the Partnership will achieve specified energy savings and
greenhouse gas reductions from the facilities and infrastructure that it manages through technology
retrofits, operational improvements and policy changes. Participating local governments will take
advantage of Partnership incentives for municipal facilities and, wherever possible, of eligible
rebate, incentive and technical assistance programs offered by their serving utilities.

• Retrofit of county and municipal facilities: Through a proposed energy service contract project,
the City of Ridgecrest has conducted a recent audit of their civic center and is contemplating an
integrated energy efficiency and renewable project. Potential opportunities identified from this
audit include, but are not limited to: lighting, air conditioning, controls, thermal energy storage,
and solar generation.

• Retro-Commissioning (of buildings or clusters of buildings): The Ridgecrest civic center includes
the city's largest municipal campus. Technical audits and assessments of all of the other municipal
energy using facilities; ball parks, street lighting, etc. is contemplated as well as project
development and implementation as part of the 2010-12 program.

• Integrating Demand Response into the audits: The Ridgecrest Partnership will target their
facilities, as well as external agricultural pumping customers and commercial building owners for
participation in Demand Response and Summer Discount Plans, as appropriate.

• Technical assistance for project management. training, audits, etc.:
Each Partnership has a specific budget for each of these elements. The standard available
programs include energy efficiency training, energy audits, and technical assistance in alignment
with the Master Partnership Implementation Plan.

• On-bill financing: City of Ridgecrest personnel have indicated an interest in offering On-bill
financing.

Core Program Element B: Strategic Plan Support
• Code Compliance Support: The Ridgecrest Partnership will explore the creation of an energy

code compliance improvement program and various strategies to improve compliance with
building energy standards and appliance regulations. The Partnership will conduct focused energy
code training through workshops at the local Cerro Coso Community College targeted to their
local businesses, residents, homeowner associations, social groups, seniors, and building
professionals, the public works directorate of the China Lake NAWS military reservation, as well
as those target groups in adjacent unincorporated communities.

• Reach Code Support: The Ridgecrest Partnership will seek to establish meaningful reach codes as
part of its effort to add value to energy efficiency in alignment with the strategies as expressed in
the Master Partnership Implementation Plan.

• Guiding Document(s) Support: In addition to establishing documentation in alignment with the
strategies as expressed in the Master Partnership Program Implementation Plan, the Ridgecrest
Partnership objectives will include development of Energy Action Plans and Climate Action Plans
to document baseline energy use and emissions. These baselines will be used to set and achieve
emission reductions and energy savings, germane to their desert/rural environment.

• Financing for the community: The Ridgecrest Partnership will develop an education and outreach
program for the Partnership communities in alignment with the strategies as expressed in the
Master Partnership Implementation Plan.
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• Peer to Peer Support: The Ridgecrest Partnership will actively participate in and support the peer­
to-peer program strategies as expressed in the Master Partnership Program Implementation Plan.

Core Program Element C: Core Program Coordination
• Outreach & Education: The Partnership has an established comprehensive Marketing Education &

Outreach (ME&O) Plan that will be expanded to incorporate: educational workshops to assist
Ridgecrest and its target sectors in advancing energy savings projects, policies, codes, and
ordinances; general awareness events and exhibits to publicize the Partnership and its goals
(including regional county fairs and home shows); marketing energy efficiency programs through a
variety of media channels including mailers, press releases, and quarterly e-newsletters; and a
provision to host a minimum of 12 special workshops at the local Cerro Coso Community College.

• Residential Direct Install:
The Partnership will continue its support of the core program by driving participation through
leveraging its chamber of commerce, bill mailing inserts, and public television access. The
Partnership will also fund and execute focused multi-family and single family residential direct
install activities.

• Third-party program coordination: The Partnership will use its direct implementation budget to
augment technical and financial resources to help achieve its goals with support from third party
programs.

• Retrofits for just-above LIEE-gualified customers: The Ridgecrest Partnership will support this
program in alignment with the strategies as expressed in the Master Partnership Program
Implementation Plan.

• Technical assistance for program management, training, audits, etc.:
The Ridgecrest Partnership will support this element in alignment with the strategies as expressed
in the Master Partnership Program Implementation Plan.

b) Overview:
The Ridgecrest Program is the extension of an existing Local Government Partnership. The Ridgecrest
partnership was first formed in the 2006-2008 as a non-resource Partnership.

The 2010-2012 Ridgecrest Partnership builds upon the already successful Ridgecrest Energy Effficiency
Partnership REEP). The Ridgecrest Partnership will add to its portfolio ofM,E,&O activities to promote energy
efficiency activities while focusing on water conservation and greenhouse gas reduction, which is in alignment
with the strategies as expressed in the Master Partnership Program Implementation Plan.

c) Non-incentive services:
In addition to the strategies outlined in the Master Partnership Program Implementation Plan, the Ridgecrest
Energy Efficiency Partnership will leverage its portfolio ofME&O activities to deliver non-incentive services
such as those listed below. These non-incentive services are designed to increase community enrollment in
energy core programs and participation in SCE services and resources:

• Mobile education unit
• Account manager support
• Training at the Customer Technology Application Center (CTAC)
• Speakers bureau
• Limited giveaways such as opportunity drawings and free CFLs
• Marketing
• Design and printing of brochures and other collateral materials
• Media/Press/Publicity support.

The facilities and programs at Cerro Coso College will also be leveraged.
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d) Target audience, etc.:
The target audience includes:

• City and county staff, management and policymakers (elected officials)
• Residential and business customers
• Students of Cerro Coso Community College
• Residents and business customers of adjacent unincorporated Inyokern.

e) Implementation:
In addition to the strategies and coordination outlined in the Master Partnership Implementation Plan:

• The program will be implemented with customized incentives for the retrofitting of Ridgecrest's
municipal facilities based on SCE's tiered incentive structure; and,

• The ME&O portions will be implemented in consultation and cooperation with SCE.

Government Facilities and Communities
Market transformation will be demonstrated when governments increase energy efficiency activity and
become less dependent on PGC funds by increasing the government budgets allocated to energy reduction
and renewable energy generation. Local governments will strive to make their facilities energy efficient as
part of normal maintenance and operations and new construction. Government will also have a dedicated
resource(s) for energy management for their own facilities.

Market transformation will be demonstrated when each local government in the Partnership increases the
energy efficiency and green house gas reduction in their communities.

EXHIBITD
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EM&VPLAN

[TO BE ATTACHED WHEN ISSUED BY THE COMMISSION]
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EXHIBITE

[REPORTING REQUIREMENTS]
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CITY COUNCIUREDEVELOPMENT AGENCY AGENDA ITEM

SUBJECT: Ordinance No. 09-05, An Ordinance Of The City Council Of The City Of
Ridgecrest Amending Chapter XII Article 9 And Repealing Chapter IV, Article 19 Of The
City Of Ridgecrest Municipal Code Concerning Water Efficient Landscape Requirements
PRESENTED BY:
Harvey M. Rose, Interim City Manager
SUMMARY:

Water is a limited and costly resource which is subject to ever increasing demands and
the City's economic prosperity depends on adequate supplies of water. City policy
promotes water conservation and efficient use of water. The proposed ordinance Amends
Chapter XII Article 9 and repeals Chapter IV, Article 19 of the Ridgecrest Municipal code
to include water efficient landscape requirements for new developments and existing
developed properties.

The proposed ordinance was reviewed by the City Attorney, Wayne Lemieux before it was
presented to the Council. The proposed ordinance has been reviewed by the City
Organization Committee and the Indian Well Valley Water District and was forwarded to
Council without further recommendation.

This ordinance was introduced for first reading, by title only, at the regular Council meeting
of November 4, 2009 and for second reading and adoption at the regular Council meeting
of November 18 at which time it was determined that further language revision was
necessary. Council scheduled a Special Council Meeting for November 23 to amend the
language of the ordinance.

The ordinance is brought to the Council at this time for first reading and introduction by
title only.

FISCAL IMPACT: None
Reviewed by Finance Director
ACTION REQUESTED:
Discussion and appropriate action

CITY MANAGER I EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR RECOMMENDATION:
Action as requested:

Submitted by:

(Rev. 6/12/09)

Harvey M. Rose Action Date: December 2, 2009



Ordinance No. 09·05

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
RIDGECREST AMENDING CHAPTER XII ARTICLE 9 AND
REPEALING CHAPTER IV, ARTICLE 19 OF THE CITY OF
RIDGECREST MUNICIPAL CODE CONCERNING WATER
EFFICIENT LANDSCAPE REQUIREMENTS

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RIDGECREST as follows:

WHEREAS, water is an increasingly limited and costly resource which is subject to
ever increasing demands; and

WHEREAS, this ordinance complies with the State of California Government Code;
and

WHEREAS, the City's economic prosperity depends on adequate supplies of water;
and

WHEREAS, the City's policy promotes conservation and efficient use of water; and

WHEREAS, landscapes provide recreation areas, clean the air and water, prevent
erosion, and offer fire protection; and

WHEREAS, landscape design, installation, and maintenance can and should be
water efficient.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
RIDGECREST as follows:

Chapter IV, Article 19, Waste of Water is hereby repealed;

Chapter XII, Article 9, Water Conservations Methods is hereby replaced with the
following;



Section 12-9

WATER EFFICIENT LANDSCAPE ORDINANCE

Sections:

Title
Purpose and Intent
Definitions
Applicability
Single Family Residential Landscape Procedure
Multi-Family Residential, Commercial, Industrial or
Institutional Landscape Procedure
Swimming Pools and Water Bodies
Recommended Plant List
Mandatory Measures
Penalties
Administrative Exceptions

12-9.1
12-9.3
12-9.5
12.9.7
12-9.9

12-9.11
12-9.13
12-9.15
12-9.17
12-9.19
12-9.21

Section 12-9 of the Ridgecrest Municipal Code is hereby added to read as follows:

Section 12-9. 1 Title

This section shall be known and may be cited as the Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance.

Section 12-9. 3 Purpose and Intent

1. promote the values and benefits of landscaping while recognizing the need to utilize
water and other resources as efficiently as possible;

2. establish a water conservation plan to reduce water consumption in the residential
and commercial landscape environment by encouraging single family residential
water conservation, and, in multi-family, commercial and manufacturing zone
districts, limiting the use of turf and requiring the utilization of low water use plant
materials in new projects;

3. establish provisions for water management practices and water waste prevention for
new development;

4. establish a plan for designing, installing, and maintaining water efficient landscapes
in new projects;

5. implement a more efficient use of water through swimming pool and water body
design by the use of efficient water body management and proper recirculation of
water; and

6. implement water conservation policies contained in the General Plan.



Section 12-9. 5 Definitions

For the purpose of carrying out the intent of this article, the words, phrases and terms
included herein have the meaning ascribed to them in this article.

Drainage system shall mean a landscape or irrigation system design to drain the
water to be reused on the property or to channel the water off the property.

Drip Irrigation System shall mean the use of a drip emitter system that permits no
more than 5 gallons of water per hour from each emitter.

Emitter shall mean a drip irrigation component that dispenses water to plants at a
predictable rate, measured in gallons or liters per hour.

Hand Watering shall mean the actual watering of landscape by a person who
remains present and holds onto and directs the watering device.

Irrigation Systems shall mean appropriately designed system that utilizes water
sprinklers, emitters and bubblers.

Landscape area shall mean all permeable area located on the property. and land set
aside exclusively for shrubs, flowers, trees, water features and other landscape
material to enhance the natural beauty of an area.

Low volume irrigation systems shall mean appropriately designed irrigation systems
that utilize low volume sprinklers appropriate to the climatic and site factors. Such
heads include low volume sprinkler heads, drip emitters, and bubbler emitters.

Low water use plants shall mean trees, shrubs, and ground covers that survive with
a limited amount of supplemental water as recommended by the City approved plant
list or as identified in the "Landscape Plants for the California High Desert" published
by the Indian Wells Valley Water District, Rosamond Community Services District,
Palmdale Water District, City of Palmdale, Kern County Water Agency, and Naval Air
Weapons Station China Lake. A copy of this list and booklet shall be on file and
available for inspection in the Planning Office. Other plant material that is believed to
be low water use may be added to the City Approved Plant List by special
application to the Planning Commission.

Recirculation shall mean the reuse of water in a pond in such a way that the water
would enter from one point and be reused in another portion in such a way that the
water is not wasted or lost but reused in the pond.



Recycling shall mean the reuse of water in a pool or pond through a series of pumps
and filters.

Runoff shall mean water tRat leaves tRe property, as it relates to landscaping and/or
~rigationwhich is not absorbed by the soil or landscape to which it is applied and
flows from the landscape area. For example, runoff may result from water that is
applied at too great a rate (application rate exceeds infiltration rate) or when there is
a slope.

Swimming pool cover shall mean any coverage that covers the swimming pool from
receiving direct sunlight into the swimming pool when not in use. The pool cover
purpose is to reduce the Reating and evaporation of the water from the swimming
pool.

Turf shall mean a surface layer of earth containing mowed or un-mowed grass with
its roots.

Section 12-9.7 Applicability

All new developer, homeowner, and commercial installed landscape projects shall
be subject to this article and all water users shall be subject to Section 12-9.17.

Section 12-9.9 Single-Family Residential Landscape ProC(@du[~

1. All single-family residential landscape projects are encouraged to abide by this
article. Existing landscape areas larger than one acre may be audited so
recommendations can be made for water savings.

2. The following is recommended for all single-family residential projects subject to the
following limitations:

a. Turf landscaping may not exceed 2,000 square feet of single-family residential
lots 10,000 square feet or smaller.

b. Turf landscaping may not exceed 3,000 square feet of single-family residential
lots 10,001 square feet or larger.

c. Irrigation and Landscape Design. Homebuilders, developers, and/or landscape
contractors should provide the residential customer an irrigation design and
landscape design that would, if installed, demonstrate compliance with the City
ordinance. Low volume irrigation systems will be demonstrated along with low
water use plant material.

d. The irrigation design needs to show proper drainage to eliminate water waste.

e. Irrigation Drainage. All irrigation water is to retain on property during normal
water run cycle, such that there is no runoff from the area being irrigated,
specifically onto sidewalks and streets.



f. All new landscapes and irrigation designs must provide adequate water supply
such that all of the '.\later needed can be delivered every other day within the
'....ater windew of 0:00 PM 0:00 AM during the months of May, June, July,
August, September, and October.

Section 12-9.11 Multi-Family Residential, Commercial. Industrial or Institutional Landscape
Procedure

1. New landscape projects for multi-family residential, commercial, Industrial or
Institutional shall comply with this section.

2. Multi-family residential, commercial, industrial or institutional projects shall submit
landscape and irrigation designs that are consistent with this article prior to the
issuance of a building permit.

3. The following limitations apply:

a. Turf landscape is limited up to 50% of the landscape area.

b. an irrigation and landscape plan shall be submitted, including low volume
irrigation systems and low water use plants. The irrigation plan shall demonstrate
drainage to eliminate water waste. The plan must provide adequate water supply
such that all of the water needed can be delivered every other day within the
water window of 8:00 PM - 8:00 AM during the months of May, June, July,
August, September, and October.

c. Irrigation Drainage. All irrigation water is to retain on property during normal
water run cycle, such that there is no runoff from the area being irrigated,
specifically onto sidewalks and streets.

Section 12-9,13 Swimming Pools and Water Bodies

a, Public and private swimming pools and water bodies over 300 square feet shall
adhere to the goal of water efficiency as set forth in this article.

b. new swimming pools shall have a swimming pool cover.

c. new swimming pools shall have a drainage plan.

d. water features including swimming pools must have recycling or recirculation
features.

Section 12-9.15 Recommended Plant List

The Recommended Plant List is on file, available, and maintained by the Planning Division.
The Recommended Plant List shall be formulated by staff with input from the Indian Wells
Valley Water District staff, approved by Planning Commission resolution and amended from
time to time as the need arises or an individual wishes to request that the Planning
Commission consider amending the Plant List. The provisions of the Recommended Plant
List as determined by the Planning Commission may be appealed to the City Council.



12-9. 17 Mandatory Measures.

The General Manager of Indian Wells Valley Water District, or designee, may provide health
and safety exceptions with regards to mandatory measures on a case by case basis.

1. No water user shall waste water. For the purposes of this section enforcement
shall be to that degree necessary to prevent the waste of water. "Waste" means
the following:

~Landscape irrigation to an extent which allows water to runoff the area being
irrigated, specifically onto sidewalks and streets creating an undue,
continuous flow of water.

b. Using water to '/lash or rinse sidewalks, driveways. parking areas, tennis
courts or other exterior paved areas... without any generallv accepted
conservation deviseWashing down hard or paved surfaces, including but not
limited to sidewalks, walkways, driveways, parking areas, tennis courts,
patios or alleys, is prohibited except when necessary to alleviate safety or
sanitary hazards, and then only by use of hand-held bucket or similar
container, a hand-held hose equipped with a positive self-closing water shut­
off device or a low-volume water broom, high-pressure cleaning machine
equipped to recycle any water used. General maintenance cleaning shall be
performed by other means such as by using a broom.

f:-Knowingly allowing water to leak through water connections, hoses, faucets,
pipes, outlets or plumbing fixtures.

d. Limits on Washing Vehicles: Using water to wash or clean a vehicle,
including but not limited to any automobile, truck, van, bus, motorcycle, boat.
motor home, or trailer, whether motorized or not is prohibited, except by use
of a hand-held bucket or similar container or a hand-held hose equipped with
a positive self-closing water shut-off nozzle or device. This subsection does
not apply to any commercial car washing facility that recycles water.

2. Landscape shall not be irrigated on the surface, except for hand watering and/or the
use of a drip irrigation system, between the hours of 8:00 AM - 8:00 PM during the
months of May, June, July, August, September, and October, unless a special permit
is issued to accommodate newly planted material.

3. No water shall be provided to any structure hereafter constructed or remodeled if the
plumbing fixtures are to be installed unless the plumbing fixtures conform with
requirements of law as to flow capacity.

12-9.19 Penalties.

A Violation of Section 12-9.17 is an infraction punishable by a civil fine as approved within
the most recent City Council Resolution pertaining to civil infractions. Each day's violation of
Section 12-9.17 is a separate offense.



Section 12-9.21 Administrative Exceptions

The General Manager of the Indian Wells Valley Water District, or designee, may provide
administrative exceptions to the landscape and irrigation plan requirements of this article on
a case by case basis.

The General Manager of Indian Wells Valley Water District, or designee, will notify the City
Manager of any administrative exemption granted pursuant to this section prior to the date
the exception becomes effective.

The City Manager, or designee, after consultation with the General Manager of IWV Water
District may grant an administrative exception.

The City Clerk shall certify to the passage and adoption of this ordinance and shall cause
this ordinance to be published in the manner required by law.

I, Rachel Ford, City Clerk of the City of Ridgecrest, do hereby certify the foregoing

ordinance was regularly introduced and placed upon its first reading on, No¥ember

4December 2, 2009, and placed upon its second reading and adoption at a regular meeting

of the City Council on , ,2009, by the following votes:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

Mayor of the City of Ridgecrest, California

ATTEST:

City Clerk of the City of Ridgecrest, California
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE
RIDGECREST CITY COUNCIL AND

RIDGECREST REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY AND

City Council Chambers
100 West California Avenue
Ridgecrest, California 93555

November 18,2009
6:00 p.m.

This meeting was recorded and will be on file in the Office of the City Clerk for a
certain period of time from date of approval by City Council/Redevelopment
Agency. Meetings are recorded for the purpose of preparation of minutes.

CALL TO ORDER

Meeting called to order at 6:00pm

ROLL CALL

Council Present

Staff Present

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

Mayor Morgan, Council Members Wiknich, Holloway, Taylor

Interim City Manager Harvey M. Rose; City Clerk Rachel J.
Ford; Dir. Of Public Services Jim McRea; Dir. Of Public
Works Dennis Speer; Chief of Police Ron Strand; Dir. Of
Parks & Recreation Jim Ponek; and other staff

• Amend Item 5 to remove
• Add new item, participation in energy efficient programs.

Motion to approve the agenda (as amended) was made by Council Member Holloway,
Second by Council Member Taylor, Motion carried by voice vote of 5 Ayes, 0 Noes, 0
Abstain, 0 Absent.

CLOSED SESSION - 6:00 p.m.

GC54956.9 Conference with Legal Counsel - Potential Litigation - Disclosure of
Potential Litigant Would Prejudice the City of Ridgecrest

GC54657 Personnel Matter - City Manager Recruitment - Report to Council

REGULAR SESSION - 6:50 p.m.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

• Pledge of Allegiance was led by Mayor Morgan

INVOCATION



MINUTES - CITY COUNCIL I REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY - REGULAR
February 18, 2009
Page 2

• Invocation was led by Ralph Mueller

CITY ATTORNEY REPORTS

.:. Closed Session
o Report from Interim City Manager pertaining to on-going recruitment of

City manager
o Report on Potential Litigation

.:. Other
o None

COMMITTEES, BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

Second Council Meeting (3rd Wednesday of the month)

Infrastructure Committee
Members: Tom Wiknich, Jerry Taylor, Lois Beres, Craig Porter
Meetings: 2nd Wednesday of the month at 5:00 p.m., Council Conference
Room
Next meeting December 9,2009

• Council Member Wiknich reviewed items discussed in meeting.
o College Heights Blvd. and Bike Lanes
o Public Concerns of utilities cutting roads

City Organization and Services Committee
Members: Jerry Taylor, Tom Wiknich, Nellavan Jeglum, Lois Beres
Meetings: 2nd Monday of the month at 5:00 p.m.; Council Conference
Room
Next meeting December 14, 2009

• Council Member Taylor reviewed meeting
o No quorum
o Abatement ordinance and transit deviated fixed route and budget

discussion on next agenda

Activate Community Talents and Interventions For Optimal Neighborhoods
Task Force (ACTION)

Members: Co-Chairs Ron Carter, Chip Holloway, Ron Strand
Meetings: 2nd Monday of odd numbered months at 6:00 p.m., Kerr­
McGee Center
Next meeting January 11, 2010

• Council Member Carter reviewed meeting
o Neighborhood watch program
o Students from Burroughs complaints of smoking around campus
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a January 11 next meeting

OTHER COMMITTEES, BOARDS, OR COMMISSIONS

• Council Member Holloway - Orlando defense communities conference
update relating to BRAC.

a Major emphasis is encroachment issues for those who did not
protect their communities.

a Used Kern County joint study as example for future solutions.
a Potential grant opportunities
a Planning grant
a Future reports

• Mayor Morgan - Bakersfield Kern COG meting
a Kern Council Association of Cities December 3 in Ridgecrest at

base museum 6:30pm dinner, representatives coming from other
cities in our region and encourage Council to attend with families.
No program but museum will provide personal guided tours to
attendees. Looking for approximately 40 people to attend.

• AI Huey interrupted meeting asking for AdHoc committee for solid waste
a Mayor Morgan - cannot discuss at this time

CITY MANAGER/EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR REPORTS

• Interim City Manager Rose - clean energy pilot program report.
a Member cities low interest loans for solar panel projects with no

matching funds.
a Program requires commitment letter signed by City manager in

November and is requesting permission to sign the letter
a More information about project coming December 2
a Opt-out capabilities

Motion to participate in the clean energy pilot program was made by Council Member
Wiknich, second by Council Member Carter, motion carried by voice vote of 5 ayes, 0
noes, 0 abstain, 0 absent.

ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS

1. Resolution No. 09- ! A Resolution Of The Ridgecrest City Council
Approving An Application To The California Energy Commission For A Low
Interest Loan To Finance An Energy Efficiency System To Supply Power
To City Facilities Located At 100 W. California Avenue Bradley

The City of Ridgecrest is seeking lending through the California Energy
Commission for construction purposes related to the solar park located in the
confines of existing city park land known as Hellmers Park. Finalized loan
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documents and contract will be presented to council for approval at a subsequent
meeting.

• Craig Bradley gave summary of Loan application process which includes
requirements for environmental impact reports. Lending amount 3million
is cap on either 1% or 3% loan, Resolution can be used regardless of
which funding opportunity is available to City, 1% being used quickly.
Mayor selected as authorized signer to ensure same individual would sign
both resolution and application

• Mike Neel - wants to verify, is this a new approach or were we looking at
this earlier.

o Mr. Bradley - not new, have been looking at this and funds will not
come directly from ARRA funds but 1% will be drawn from federal.

o Mr. Neel - funding is CDC dollars and ARRA distributes the funds.

• Robert Eierman - what is projected first year energy savings.
o Mr. Bradley - approximately amount spent on regular bills, last

know was just under $200,000. 11 year pay back and 1% is 13
years. No definite answer if CSI funding can be used. Minimum
borrow 2.5 million to 2.7 million at 1%.

o Mr. Eierman - how did savings go up from $129,500 to $200,000.
o Mr. Bradley - project is different, energy diversion and savings is

different.

• Council Member Taylor - clarify from comments, not planning on doing
TRANE project now can put in a project that will be an energy reduction

Motion to approve resolution Approving An Application To The California Energy
Commission For A Low Interest Loan To Finance An Energy Efficiency System To
Supply Power To City Facilities Located At 100 W. California Avenue was made by
Council Member Taylor, second by Council Member Wiknich, motion carried by voice
vote of 5 ayes, 0 noes, aabstain, aabsent.

2. Ordinance No. 09-05, An Ordinance Of The City Council Of The City Of
Ridgecrest Amending Chapter XII Article 9 And Repealing Chapter IV,
Article 19 Of The City Of Ridgecrest Municipal Code Concerning Water
Efficient Landscape Requirements Rose

Water is a limited and costly resource which is subject to ever increasing demands and
the City's economic prosperity depends on adequate supplies of water. City policy
promotes water conservation and efficient use of water. The proposed ordinance
Amends Chapter XII Article 9 and repeals Chapter IV, Article 19 of the Ridgecrest
Municipal code to include water efficient landscape requirements for new developments
and existing developed properties.

This ordinance was introduced for first reading, by title only, at the regular Council
meeting of November 4, 2009. At the time of first reading public comment was heard
from local citizens commending the Council for taking this action and amending
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language to Section 12-9. 17 Mandatory Measures, and Section 12-9. 21 Administrative
Exceptions. Council approved a motion to waive reading in full on introduction and a
second motion to introduce for first reading by title only An Ordinance Of The City
Council Of The City Of Ridgecrest Amending Chapter XII Article 9 And Repealing
Chapter IV, Article 19 Of The City Of Ridgecrest Municipal Code Concerning Water
Efficient Landscape Requirements as amended.

The ordinance is brought to the Council at this time for second reading and adoption.

• Jim McRea gave update in place of Mr. Rose. Reviewed ordinance process to
date and ordinance is brought to council for second reading and adoption at this
time.

• Mayor Morgan read the changed language under Mandatory measures and
Administrative Exceptions.

• Tom Mulvihill noted a change in mandatory measures.

• Council Member Wiknick - continued opposition 12.9.17 1.(a & b)

• Ronald Porter - request city look at placing back on calendar next year for
review.

• Robert Eierman - comparing this to other cities, most have put in section
pertaining to washing driveways & sidewalks have automatic exemption for
health and safety and a low volume device. Also an exception regarding
irrigation run-off. Seems reasonable there be an exemption relative to the
cleaning of driveways and sidewalks. In the desert we have a need of that more
than cities, a low-volume water broom will do the job and still not waste water.
Cannot find anything about it in the model ordinance, make friendly now to the
public.

• Skip Gorman - quietly watching and listening for years and wants to say thanks,
this looks good in conjunction with water district. Do drive by little rivers in the
city which angers me, would like a number to call when I see this. There are
occasions and perhaps this will offer sensitivity of that, brooms work. Becoming
sensitive to dust from solar panels. Panels get dusty and the best way to clean
them is with a hose, bothered by vagrant dirt bikes driving by. Understand
current statute not allowing this, amazed how we are careful to observe propriety
along the road while beside the road there are dirt bikes throwing up dirt.

• Lynn Loscar - water ordinance last time was primarily on new developments, this
one is on everything.

• Richard Wagner - any overspray on sidewalk, streets or neighbors yard can lead
to penalties

o Mayor Morgan - if overspray running down the street, should not be
penalized if a 'flow' is not created.

o Mr. Wagner - possible to get a quantitative report on the bill that would
show if individuals are under or over the volume required.

o Mr. Mulvihill - water district has not published a chart or specific guidline
on a per person basis. Indoor use in California can be as much as 80
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gallons per person per day. Water resource says should be 40gallons
per person per day if homes are using standard devices. Between 40 to
80 gallons per person per day, average of 60 gallons but no published
number

a Mr. Wagner - can we get that information and go after those who exceed
the use?

a Mr. Mulvihill- question about rate structurs or mandated 20% by 2020.
a Mr. Wagner - both, currently under those and other over, shouldn't be

affected by their use.
a Mr. Mulvihill - current rates considering took specific look at indoor

domestic use. Directors will be in January workshop will look at
proposals, 3 have no increase for 15t tier at 60 gallons per person per day
for 2.5 people. Next tier increase less than upper tiers at 3 persons.
Welcome to come to December 8 at gam workshop

a Mayor Morgan - water district town hall December 8 at gam for water
rates.

a Mr. Mulvihill - workshop, not public hearing. Discussions only. Prop 218
notices will be mailed to property owners prior to hearing.

• Ron Cram - what about people with pools. Even with cover can get evaporation.
How am I penalized for refilling the pool?

a Mr. Mulvihill - pool uses same amount of water as turf, square footage of
pool should be considered same as turf. Tiered system now where
bottom tier is lower than top tier. 7 steps in the tier.

a Mr. Cramm - doesn't recall it on the bill.
a Mr. Mulvhill - bill gives fixed charge and directors are looking at fixing that

but software limitations prvent it. Going on to the website.
a Mr. Cramm - is this ordinance going to make people water criminals? Is

this going to be helpful or just another revenue stream.
a Mayor Morgan - State is putting mandates on us and we are trying to get

something in place before the state does it for us.

• Robert Eiherman - do I understand correctly this tiered system is based on 2.5
persons per household? Not based on actual household?

a Mr. Mulvhihill - this is proposal being looked at and not practical to count
each household, making effort to create a lifeline so certain amount of
water will be allocated.

a Mayor Morgan - has to stop the water district questions, back to
ordinance.

• Mike Neel - water district enforcement? How can the district enforce a City
ordinance?

a Mr. Mulvihill - currently has broad special district with enforcement
authority and has many oridnances at this time. Will pass a mirror
ordinance they will enforce with procedures and penalties, appeal
process, due process. Proposal to district board. City will enforce their
own ordinance, we will pass our own.

a Mr. Neel - would like to meet and see definition of special district with
broad powers.

a Mr. Neel - other sections of concern, 1(a) impossible to comply with and
1(c) impossible to police. Need to fix before passing.

a Council Member Taylor - specifically says 'knowingly'
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o Mr. Mulvihill - don't see any kind of enforcement unless water is running
off the premises. Does happen, not looking to go into home to do a
search, however clearly flowing out of home onto street. This ordinance
deals with knowingly and intentionally doing it. Busted pipes and such we
would turn off the water to prevent.

o Mr. Neel-12-9.17 §1(a), (c) should be deleted. 12-9.
o Mayor Morgan - reasonable man theory
o Mr. Neel- especially with section (c)

• Joe Conway - not sure what this is about, was there notification on this
ordinance sent out with bill?

o Mr. Mulvihill - this is City ordinance, water district entered into an MOU to
2 years ago to create this ordinance. Newsletters and various public
meetings.

o Mr. Conway - this is what got city into trouble last time, not a lot went out
to the public. Doesn't get the newspaper or watch the tv. Send out
information to the people in other ways. Not getting message to people in
the community.

o Mr. Taylor - internet
o Mr. Conway - yes, has started looking at city website. Reach out to the

public on topics that affect public in a strong way.

• Joshua Loscar - do we know if this is mandatory?
o Mr. Mulvihill- AB1681 states that if City does not enact an ordinance that

is as effective as the state model ordinance then the state model
ordinance would become in effect.

o Mr. Loscar - if we are already conserving water, do we truly know if we
will be affected by this?

o Council Member Taylor - rock and hard place is this a better ordinance
for us than the state ordinance? Tried to simplify it thru committees the
past 2 years.

o Mr. Loscar - request not pass tonight, look at some more.

• Lynn Locar - concerned again we have 20% at 2020 mandate coming. How and
when is base line being established?

o Mr. Mulvihill - until package of water policy bills was passed last week,
now have a law passed 2 weeks ago and while details are not clear, 4
provisions how to qualify to meet the bill, will be looking at that to make
sure we and other desert communities will be treated fairly compared to
other communities who are not as conservative as we are. Will be
analyzing this bill in detail to try and get this community a fair shake.

o Mayor Morgan - league of California cities environment quality committee
will be discussing this on January 21 in sacramento. Has document in
brief case and will be reviewing it. Will be asking water districts
position/opinions before January 21 and thereafter to be included in leage
committee discussions.

• Randall Paulson - what is authority to mandate how I use a product I purchase?
o City Attorney Lemieux - right to use water is limited by California

constitution for reasonable and beneficial use. If wasteing then not a
reasonable and beneficial.
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o Mr. Paulson - Public service on tax roll? compare to free health care, we
pay for it. Public might be more agreeable if it was City utility.

o City Attorney Lemieux - don't understand reason.
o Mr. Paulson - if have a lot of grass and grossly overwatered lawn, if turn

off and grass dies will get hit with other fines?
o Council Member Taylor - talking about other ordinance and input is

noted.

• Mayor Morgan - what is pleasure of council, suggested a 1 year review period

• Council Member Taylor - clarification of 12-9-17 1(a) definition of runoff? Reads
that waste water if over irrigating turf to point water begins to run off the turf.

o City Attorney Lemieux - that is the way it is interpreted.
o Council Member Taylor - make sure the interpretation means water so

much that the water begins to run off the turf, onto the street and down
the sidewalk.

• Jim Rachels - live on property with sloping lawns. Can't water without water
running off, only way to comply is to tear out lawn.

o Mayor Morgan - does it run down the street around the corner and onto
the next street?

o Mr. Rachel - language doesn't say it, vague. If sprinklers are on more
than 2 minutes it runs down the street.

• Council Member Taylor - understand concerns and personally struggling, is this
is cut too much state will still impose their ordinance. Directed public to
Administrative Exceptions section which gives opportunities for exceptions or
'grandfathering' for existing lawns. Defer to Mulvihill for interpretation.

o Tom Mulvihill - cannot say will grandfather in all existing landscapes, if
causing runoff down the street will have to be reviewed. If creating a river
down the street which we have all seen, first infraction is warning and
then try to work out something to fix problem so there isn't water down the
street. If that is intent then language needs to be changed.

• Council Member Carter - if homes were purchased with slopes and water will
runoff regardless, how is water district going to handle this type of situation?

o Tom Mulvihill - reviewed personal home issues with solution of 'catch'
areas to prevent water runoff. Don't run turf up to sidewalk, will try to
work with home owners to prevent water running down the street.

• Mark Ball - ordinance lists word 'excessive' which can be a judgment call, prefer
to send back to attorney to tune up a little more. Other thing that came up earlier
about enforcement, 'whatever means necessary' is open-ended and should be
cleaned up. Same with 'reasonable' what is offensive in ordinance is when you
are cited out of context, this ordinance has areas that would be questionable.
Example of leash law that he was cited while out of town for a funeral. Clarifiy to
a point that person issuing citation can make reasonable judgment.

o Mr. Mulvihill - last gentlemans comments there were attempts last
meeting and tried to fix.

• Mayor Morgan - 2 choices, will ask for motion
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Motion to waive reading in full no motion made. Pleasure of the council?

• Council Member Taylor - next council meeting is December 2. Does 1st reading still
count? Attorney 1st still good. No problem with taking back to committee and holding a
special council meeting. Public comments believe more work.

• Mayor Morgan - best attempt to get information out to public of when this meeting will be
so public can attend and give comments.

Council Member Taylor - City council special meeting Tuesday 24th Council Conference
Room 5pm.

CONSENT CALENDAR

All items on the Consent Calendar are considered to be routine by City staff and
will be approved in one motion if no member of the Councilor the public wishes
to comment or ask questions. If comment or discussion is desired by anyone,
that item may be removed from the Consent Calendar and be considered
separately, with public comment, before action is taken.

3. Resolution No. 09-. A Resolution Of The City Council Of The City Of
Ridgecrest Approving The Parcel Map No. 11806 And Authorizing The
Signatures And Filing As Required Alexander

Parcel Map No. 11806 is located at the southeast corner of China Lake
Boulevard and Sydnor Avenue. The Tentative Parcel Map was approved by the
Planning Commission on February 26, 2008. The Sub-divider, K. Partners
Ridgecrest II LP, a Texas Limited Partnership, submitted a Final Parcel Map No.
11806 with two parcels that are in substantial compliance with the approved
tentative parcel map.

4. Resolution No. 09- ! A Resolution Of The Ridgecrest City Council
Announcing Proclamations Prepared For The Month Of November 2009
And Scheduled Date Of Presentation Rose

The Ridgecrest City Council receives requests for presentation of ceremonial
proclamations for various event and observations. The following proclamations
have been processed and will be presented at location, date and time shown
below:

Proclamation Titles

Supporting Armed Forces Day and Inviting President Barack Obama,
Commander-in-Chief of the United States Armed Forces, to attend Kern
County Celebrations in the City of Ridgecrest

These Proclamations will be presented on Thursday, November 19 at 12:00
NOON at City Hall

Special date to be set when recipient is available
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5. Resolution No. 09- . A Resolution Of The Ridgecrest City Council To
Approve A Professional Services Agreement With Mark Thomas &
Company For Engineering Services Speer

A Resolution To Approve a Professional Services Agreement with, Mark Thomas
& Company, Inc. for the preparation and provision of plans, specifications and
engineering for the reconstruction, widening, and signalization of West
Ridgecrest Boulevard from Mahan Street to China Lake Boulevard and Authorize
the City Manager to execute this agreement.

6. Minutes Of The Regular City Council/Redevelopment Agency Meeting Of
November 4, 2009 Ford

7. Council Expenditure Approval List (DWR) Dated November 3. 2009 In The
Amount Of $27.278.01 Staheli

8. Council Expenditure Approval List (DWR) Dated November 6. 2009 In The
Amount Of $145.341.99 Staheli

9. Agency Expenditure Approval List (DWR) Dated November 6. 2009 In The
Amount Of $3,432.34 Staheli

• Item 5 pulled for futher discusion

Motion to approve Consent Calendar as amended was made by Council Member
Taylor, Second by Council Member Carter. Motion carried by voice vote of 5 Ayers,
ONoes, 0 Abstain, and 0 Absent.

Item 5 discussion:

• Ronald Porter - What is purpose of study?
o Dennis Speer - gave summary of study purpose.
o Council Member Taylor - widening Mahan and Downs street.
o Mr. Porter - cost?
o Dennis Speer - $763,982.00 for entire package
o Council Member Taylor - Kern COG budgeted estimated over 11 million

dollars.
o Mayor Morgan - this is putting design engineering in place so we have the

project shovel ready.

Motion To Approve Item 5, A Resolution Of The Ridgecrest City Council To Approve A
Professional Services Agreement With Mark Thomas & Company For Engineering
Services Was Made By Council Member Taylor, Second By Council Member Holloway,
Motion Carried By Voice Vote Of 5 Ayes, 0 Noes, 0 Abstain, 0 Absent.

PUBLIC COMMENT

Persons wishing to address the Council on matters that are within the Council's
jurisdiction and do not already appear on the agenda, may do so at this time.
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Pursuant to the Brown Act, the City Council may not take action on an item that
does not appear on this Agenda. Speakers are limited to five (5) minutes. The
PUBLIC COMMENT section of the Agenda is limited to a total of sixty (60)
minutes. Speakers are asked to provide their name and address for the record.

Opened at 8:29
• Carol Vaughn - first thing is about the eviction ordinance? How long

council voted, 1 year. Problem is asked for a copy of ordinance, and
ordinance says 6 months. Confused about the difference in time frame.
Trash discussion - created havoc and confusion - personally believe in
recycling, however ordinance has caused major issues in office and have
questions.

1. Bills going to owners even though tenants have had long term
service, some cases both getting the bill.

2. Cans being left at vacant houses. What do we do about the empty
houses?

Bills at duplexes have tripled. Some 4-plex's have no place for bins.
Some are being billed as commercial even though ordinance states it is
residential. Spoke with other agencies today who are having the same
problem. Some commercial buildings have dumpsters, who is held
responsible if the trash is not put in the correct dumpster, how do we
determine who violated the regulations? Are the owners to be penalized
because people dump trash in the wrong bin. Last knowledge Mr.
Parsons was working with list of vacant homes. Was told by Benz that it
was the City's responsibility.

• Stan Feldman - Own 2 unoccupied residences and have received bills.
Only occupied were supposed to be billed, don't know why have received
the bill but don't want credit report ruined because of it. Secondly thought
had been awake last 6 months then got duplex bill, expected it to double
and it tripled, going to pass on to tenants but those living in multi-plex units
are not easily capable of paying for their bill to double or triple. Those who
are least capable of having this bill increase are the ones who will be
affected by it. Would be nice in future if some people could go back to the
rate structure.

• Unidentified Speaker - received bill from vacant house. Other concern is
that has had trash picked up and has been recycling independently for 38
years and now forced to pay double for something already doing. Don't
need a large container picked up every week, only use approximately % of
container each week. Don't think service was handled as good as it could
have been.

• Jim Rachels - socialized trash, made a few calls, spoke with Mr. Parsons
and simple question. Has copy of ordinance 09-01 making collection
mandatory, purpose of simplicity, green trash cans and blue trash cans.
Ordinance 09-01 very clear, green trash is mandated. Nothing for blue bin
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collection. Rate structure based on amount agreed by council resolution
09-57 sets rates. No legal mandate to participate in collection of recycles
as it stands right now. Mr. Parsons could not cite the ordinance. Called
Benz who refused to come get the cans. When did Benz become agent of
City and enforce ordinance of City. Insurance required by State but server
(insurance company) cancels service if I request it. Benz has taken on the
authority in the name of the City. When did city empower Benz to enforce
the ordinance?

o Council Member Taylor - Ordinance 09-01 section 13-1 includes
on-site.

o Mr. Rachels - read section 13-2
o Council MemberTaylor - Section Dread
o Mr. Rachels - statement say have to separate, does not say has to

pay. Asks council to communicate to Benz they are not an agent of
the City and if refuse to have their service.

o Mayor Morgan - will talk to the attorney.

• Debbie Ball - has had to deal with upset owners who receive trash bills
and tenants are under contract to pay the trash. Spoke with Benz and
initially Recycling was to be mandatory in Ridgecrest, worked with the
owners to prepare for the ordinance to go into effect, last moment trash
service was included and out of the owners control. Proper notice has not
been given to the owners, relying on newspaper for accurate information
is lacking, opposite information between council and newspaper and
Benz. Requested Benz to bill trash and recycling separately because
tenants are obligated to pay for the trash. Failure to relay accurate
information to the public, important to get accurate information out to every
owner. Should be an explanation with every bill. No one willing to take
responsibility for what is said. Benz says can't downgrade service, City
says they can work it out with Benz. When did Ridgecrest Sanitation get
the authority to renegotiate tenant contracts. Want to be able to give good
information to the owners and it isn't available.

• Council Member Holloway - Question for attorney, people with existing
leases landlords don't have the ability to raise the tenants rates. What
mechanism can be put in place to help the owners.

• Council Member Wiknich - no doubt need to do something about the
problems, suggest Council be actively involved in solving problems and
work with Benz to solve the problems. Recommendation Council appoint
2 council people to work daily to handle these problems. Property Owner
should be able to determine what level of service they want.

• Stan Feldman -lives in Inyokern but owns 2 properties in Ridgecrest. Is a
victim, received bills and both I and tenant have paid same bills. Met
Manny Farmer who volunteered to help him out to prevent double-billing.
Didn't receive anything with the bill, doesn't receive the Ridgecrest paper
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because it doesn't tell the truth. What about when a rental becomes
unoccupied? When a property becomes unoccupied should be able to
suspend service. Wording of 13-3.4 implies exclusive right of collection.
Have always recycled in Ridgecrest and this wording implies I'm breaking
the law if I do my own recycling.

o Council Member Taylor - only relative to what is placed in the blue
cans. Have personally called about double billing and will continue

• Ron Cram - based on Council Member Wiknich's comments assuming
received email. In 1989 when solid waste committee was formed, should
have a recycling mandate in place, not mandatory trash. That was done
by Benz. Anyone who already had a contract with Benz, feel sorry for
them, they will now ruin your credit. Won't sign a contract with Benz, will
work with the Council. Already paying landfill fees and self recycling.
Went from $75.00 per year to $430 per year, a 600% in trash. Where is
the recycling kickback going. would write checks to City, not Benz. First
idea was to put on tax rolls. Don't agree with that, it's a tax no matter what
you call it. Letting Benz dictate to us. Anti-trust laws need to be reviewed.
No room for citizen negotiation. Why didn't this contract go out to bid?
Where were you with careful consideration on this legislation. Refuse to
pay until it's right.

o Mayor Morgan - ire toward Benz is misplaced.
o Mr. Cram - he has a trash empire.
o Mayor Morgan - City needed to work with someone to help us put

this in place and be in compliance with the state.
o Mr. Cram - one can for recycling to be picked up monthly, do not

agree with Benz taking trash in green can mandatory. Please
represent the people.

• Robert Eierman - read excerpts and case studies from California
Constitution pertaining to Initiatives and their purpose and power. City
Attorney's refusal to provide the people to exert their right to pursue and
initiative has violated citizens constitutional rights. Demands council to
uphold their oath and disavow the City attorney's stance and direct him to
follow the law and provide a Ballot Title and Summary. Provided handout.

• Deborah Toliovero - trash issue - waited for bill before speaking out and it
went out 140%. Landlord is now wanting to raise the rent. Loaded up
both trash cans and took to Benz and they said I can't do that. Left cans
at Benz and will not pay the bill. Don't know what the solution is but
agrees with everything heard tonight. Imperative I not hide in fear of what
you will do to me if I don't pay that bill, when citizens fear you it is bad.
What do we tell our children? Agree with getting the message out to the
people, more people would like to participate. You have hit everyone in
the pocketbook, young people starting out and elderly can't afford it.
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• Michael Kinkennon - been reading newspapers, more bad than good.
Benz and council members and CIWMB are full of it. CIWMB wasted no
time imposing fine on Ridgecrest and won't give extention. Reviewed
state CRV program. Read statement. Past mistakes reviewed.
Cardboard bailers, boyscouts, businesses, volunteers, etc could have
been utilized to meet recycling requirement. Benz charging too much.
Smaller bins and lesser rate with less pickups. Unoccupied homes don't
need service. Freedom of choice and how we recycle as long as we are
doing our part. Everyone going to have to cut budgets to pay for services
with no choice.

• Mike Neel - spoke against curfews in City for minors, abandoned property
ordinance, recall, constitutional government, corporate government,
slavery, constitutional retardation, tyranny. Coming week initiative or
recall or both.

• AI Huey - same plea as earlier this evening for explanation of solid waste
adhoc committee that is now on website.

• Bob Anderson - everything seems to come down to one word, money.
Comment City of Cerritos in LA county, 3 containers, black for trash, green
for lawn trimmings, and blue for recycle. 2 month bill is 16.00 per month.

• Carol Vaughn - gave daughters bill total. Comment to council, real estate
offices in town manage approximately 1000 properties and offer agents as
resource to speak to. Cannot solve each individual trash problem
separately, need efficient and clear system with details in a way that
makes sense. Need to be able to tell owners and tenants what is going
on. One thing that has happened especially with commercial, owners bill
went from 158.00 to 738.00 per month. That is the kind of thing that
makes us wonder what is going on. Before solving everybody's problem,
get together with board of realtors and whomever to get input about all the
problems at once rather than one at a time. If we had more meetings to
clarify these problems, perhaps this would not have happened. If you talk
to enough people, someone will bring up new a different issues. These
are the good things about committees, it brings up questions other may
not think about. Use their problems to come up with something that
makes sense. Most people run on a tight budget and when bills go up it
becomes a financial hardship. Goes all thru the ranks from the
commercial on Balsam to the tenant. Please talk to bottom line uses so
we can figure out how to fix it.

• Mark Ball - trash bills total $585.36 bi-monthly on rentals. Shocked on tri­
plex units, provide good home, trash service and pest control service for
sanitation to tenants. Trash for 47.50 bi-monthly to 183.12 bi-monthly.
Not sure how rate was calculated. Is there a franchise fee to the City?
5% of gross or net. Guilty of being asleep at the wheel, rates originally
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heard were smaller so did not worry about it, trusted council. Sorting
facility in Tehachapi, what about 7 million facility here to reduce cost.
Does fee reflect collection of monies to build that facility.

o Mayor Morgan - currently yes, but hope study will convince board
don't need large facility only transfer facility and cost would be
lower.

o Mr. Ball - CIWMB is arm of CaIEPA. Be fearful of anything that
says EPA. If facility has to be built, would city own the facility or will
city give it to Benz, don't want it to go to Benz.

• Ray Taylor - outstanding emails to 3 council members. Morgan stated
Benz is not the whipping post here, council to blame. Who is responsible
for frequency of pickup?

o Mayor Morgan - City.
o Mr. Taylor - checked several neighbors cans and most blue bins

are almost empty. Why can't we go down and pick a plan that
works for us. Take offense when someone says they will punish
me if I don't comply, not against recycling. Why do I have to pay
Benz to do something I am willing to do myself. Benz is the only
one making money on this deal. Want to know why I can't pick a
plan, monthly that fits my life. If gone for 6 months want to be able
to suspend my service until I return. Not been given any choices.
Did not sign a contract with Benz, lowe them nothing.

• Joe Conway - thanked Mayor for responding to email. We aren't the only
ones affected by this, this is a hidden taxation that will grow. First barrels,
then RFID tags and they weigh the barrels and you have to pay a tax on
that weight. This is already being done in other countries and we need to
watch out for it. States and cities are working with this sensor on the
barrel and people get coupons for discounts at local businesses, but real
intent to get you used to the weigh and then a tax will be applied.

• Walter Maurer - positive note, without daily independent this community
would not have know that CIWMB denied telling city to do mandatory
trash. No one is perfect. It is important to keep up with what is going on
in this community by using the newspaper. Remind community this
council in July when property tax hearing was held pertaining to trash fee,
council listened to community and did the right thing. Give them credit for
what they are doing right, not an easy job. Shifting gears, handout to
council. Citizen earlier mentioned possibility of recall, not because of
action or inaction on trash issue, but made because number of people
seeking to do an initiative have been told they cannot do it by City
Attorney. You have opportunity to contact City Attorney and disavow
decision and direct him to provide Ballot Title and Summary or get and
explanation from him. Read thru handout of Election Code pertaining to
initiative process.
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• Richard Wagner - originally planned on citing constitutional stuff but after
listening to what was said tonight changed mind. Has been using blue
bins and was surprised with the changes in trash. Would rather have
done it voluntarily and been able to set level of service. Reviewed
processing fees. Total rough estimate $180,000 annually for processing
and Benz is not planning on hiring new employees with the increase in
service. Feel they are gouging us.

• Marilyn Neel - echo husbands sentiments in all issues, noticed sign above
the Diaz 'in God we trust'. Don't know your personal faiths but believe our
founders understood God had a lot to do with government. The God of
the bible, reading today about what God had to say about people who
oppress widows and the helpless. After listening to these issues these
past months there is a lot of oppression going on. History supports that
societies who oppress the people, God wiped them out. It's happened
repeatedly. You have said your hands are tied but God will hold you
responsible for your decisions. I care about this place. Intent is not to
offend anyone with personal religion. Quoted scripture from the book of
Jeremiah of the bible.

Public Comment closed at 10:00pm

MAYOR AND COUNCIL COMMENTS

The Mayor and Council Members may make a brief statement. In addition,
Council Members may ask questions of staff or the public for clarification on any
matter, make a request of staff for factual information, or request staff to report
back to the Council at a later meeting concerning any matter. In addition the
Mayor or any Council Member may direct the City Manager to place an item of
business on a future agenda.

• Morgan - Council has decided to do 2 things.
1. Carter & Wiknich will be a committee to meet with Benz Sanitation to

talk with them about how this situation got out of hand, billing, rates
and any other issue directed by council.

2. Holloway & Taylor will be in charge of a new Adhoc committee on solid
waste. Public session to get public input. Hope to get more time from
CIWMB to avoid fines in January. Goal is to put together a system or
diversion program the community will agree to. Issues will be
whatever system is in place, CIWMB must buy off on and meet the
50% diversion requirement with a progressive nature to meet the 70%
required for future. Mr. Rose will put that committee together and
notices will be put out. Idea is to put together a system we can all
agree on.
a Need clarification on previous question to attorney including the

initiative.
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o Entire council and staff has tried to get us into compliance. This
whole thing is a mess. Thought we had a partner in CIWMB which
was false. Will move forward until we come to a solution.

• Council Member Carter - helps to have citizens give specific examples. A
lot of these things we didn't hear a few weeks ago. Guarantee to represent
you and put these forward to Benz. Don't respond to threats, do what you
want to do but don't come here and threaten me. I am as upset as you
are. Regardless of outcome here at city, hope everyone with concerns will
work together to change things at state and federal level. Tired of federal
and state telling us what we can and can't do. School board has same
issues. We have elected officials, have to do what we can with current
situation but picture is much larger as you have talked about. Changes
need to be at state and federal level. Hope to get other cities involved.

• Council Member Wiknich - thank you for input. Thanks for those who
stayed to hear Council respond because we aren't supposed to during
public comment. There are times we would like to respond to your
questions but have to wait for our comment section to do so, appreciate
those who stayed here. Problem is so big that much has to be done.
Can't say how angry got with printed report from CIWMB. Because of that
council has gotten more involved. Do have management and staff who
does most of the work but plan on being more directly involved. All of us
are to blame but will still work on this to make something that is palatable,
bitter but palatable. Lot of problems Mr. Carter and I will try to take care of
and Taylor and Holloway will work to make it better for the future. Positive
note, glad Mr. Rose is back. Out shooting at the range for a 4 day
competition.

• Council Member Holloway - leaving in the morning for meeting. Utah
Senator stated everything that could be said has been said but not
everyone has said it. Nothing said tonight was new, agree Benz is taking
more heat on this than they should, many cases you have entry level
employees trying to interpret the ordinance. Easy way out could say look
on last page of ordinance and I voted no, but once decision was made all
rallied to make the best on it. I voted no because I wanted to stand up to
the state. Scenarios are wide and more will come up as we get this
committee going. try to get into compliance and get a major component
solution. This toughest issue ever delt with as council member. No
explanation that makes sense. State has 5 year multi-billion dollar deficit
that they will try to take out of us. One good thing come out of this is the
public participation. Asked people to stay engaged and continue to
participate. Have same concerns as you and is available and willing to
listen. When frustrated and want to walk away because I am one of the
best people to solve this problem because I created it.



MINUTES· CITY COUNCIL I REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY· REGULAR
February 18, 2009
Page 18

• Council Member Taylor - emails sent to me rather than copy list and I will
answer. Council will continue to work to make this better. Number current
at 36% but need more. Using my blue bin, disappointed with some of the
neighbors, we as community have caused this problem too. As a
community we did not do enough, concern now is if we go to voluntary
then people won't recycle out of spite. Amazed at the amount of anger in
this town. Interesting community right now, believe in your opinions.
Relative to the initiative, no problem directing City Attorney to move
forward. Difficult time for all of us, when citizens show up council listens to
you. Want your input to make these ordinances better and comply with
state law.

ADJOURNMENT

Adjournment at 10:25 PM

Rachel J. Ford, City Clerk
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MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL MEETING OF THE
RIDGECREST CITY COUNCIL AND

RIDGECREST REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY AND

City Council Chambers
100 West California Avenue
Ridgecrest, California 93555

November 24, 2009
5:00 p.m.

This meeting was recorded and will be on file in the Office of the City Clerk for a
certain period of time from date of approval by City Council/Redevelopment
Agency. Meetings are recorded for the purpose of preparation of minutes.

CALL TO ORDER - 5:00 p.m.

• Meeting was called to order by Mayor Morgan at 5:00pm

ROLLCALL

PRESENT:

STAFF:

Mayor Steven Morgan, Mayor Pro Tem Ronald Carter, Vice Mayor
Thomas Wiknich, and Council Members Marshall and Holloway

Harvey M. Rose, Interim City Manager; Keith Lemieux, City
Attorney; Rachel Ford, City Clerk; Jim McRea, Public Services
Department; Dennis Speer, Public Works Director,; and other
personnel

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

Added public comment for closed session item
Added City Attorney Report to agenda

Motion to approve agenda made by Council Member Council Member Wiknich,
Second by Council Member Council Member Taylor. Motion carried by voice
vote of 5 Ayes; Noes; 0 Abstain; 0 Absent.

Closed Session Public Comment:

Opened at 5:05pm

• AI Huey - in my opinion, initiative under discussion in closed session is Brown
Act violation.

Adjourned to closed session at 5:06pm

CLOSED SESSION

GC54956.9 Conference with Legal Counsel - Potential Litigation - Disclosure
of Potential Litigant Would Prejudice the City of Ridgecrest
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Reconvened at 6:10pm

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Pledge of Allegiance was led by Mayor Morgan

INVOCATION

Moment of Silence was led by Mayor Morgan

CITY ATTORNEY REPORT

.:. Closed Session
o Council met to discuss identified item in closed session.
o Report the potential litigation of proposed trash initiative
o Ask court for preliminary opinion
o Council decided not to pursue litigation
o Directed attorney to prepare Ballot Title & Summary
o City may pursue initiative legality at future time
o Title & Summary due to proponents by close of business November 25

ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS

1. Ordinance No. 09-05, An Ordinance Of The City Council Of The City Of
Ridgecrest Amending Chapter XII Article 9 And Repealing Chapter IV,
Article 19 Of The City Of Ridgecrest Municipal Code Concerning Water
Efficient Landscape Requirements Rose

This ordinance was introduced for first reading, by title only, at the regular
Council meeting of November 4, 2009. At the time of first reading public
comment was heard from local citizens commending the Council for taking this
action and amending language to Section 12-9. 17 Mandatory Measures, and
Section 12-9.21 Administrative Exceptions. Council approved a motion to waive
reading in full on introduction and a second motion to introduce the ordinance for
first reading by title only.

The Ordinance was brought back to Council for second reading and adoption at
the Regular meeting of November 18, 2009 at which time it was determined that
more input from the community and refinement of the language was necessary.
Council scheduled a Special Meeting of the Council for November 24, 2009 to
continue discussions.

Council may, on completion of discussion and revision of the Ordinance, make
, the following motions.

• Jim McRea presented ordinance to council
o Water Board committee formed to enter into discussion of proposed

ordinance.
o 2 things slipped thru from previous council meeting
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o 12-9.7 and 12-9.17 discussions from previous council meeting. No
discussion of 12-9.9 residential is exempt from this ordinance

o Mandatory measure relative to waste determined by general manager
o Pertains to new houses which must follow the ordinance where existing

houses are encouraged to follow the ordinance

• Council Member Taylor - ordinance originally was to grandfather existing
residences for 5 years now reads January 1 all residences must follow.

o Mr. McRea - Mandatory Measures does apply to all however general
manager will review

o Tom Mulvihill - all single family residential development is not require to
do anything other than abide by the mandatory measures section for water
waste. Only restriction for landscaping for new developments only.

• Mayor Morgan - city has many instances where changes have to conform to
existing code, such as signs. Idea is if a change is made, a person comes in and
wants to change landscaping, encouraged and helped by water district, that
doesn't force people who own property to make changes but encourages them to
change.

o Mr. McRea - that is correct.

• Mayor Morgan - if they don't want to change what they already have they don't
have to but if they have a river of water they will be fined. Language change
suggestions to take care of the way it reads right now about water being on
sidewalk. Not willing to cut out the wording and no matter what we do some
people won't be happy. Example of language 12-9.17(a) "... creating the undue
continuous flow of water." Not trying to punish, just put something together to
show state we have ability to manage a water resource, not punish people. No
one in valley.

o Mr. McRea - did not define waste. Subsection A runoff is defined.
Morgan as it relates to the excessive flow of water off the property Trying
to make a way to prevent an unmitigated flow of water down the street.
Word abusing is fine also.

• Council MemberTaylor - Lancaster has 2 minute time limit, other gives a 'pool
greater than 'X inch of water'. What is the definition of excessive. Less of
problem if people are grandfathered in for a number of years to become
compliant. Willing to comply but not by January 1.

• Mayor Morgan - new section or put the sunset clause in current section.

• Council Member Taylor - not sure if sunset is legal to state mandate. Looking for
input from water board or other. Don't have buyback program yet, another state
mandate trying to implement. What is the definition of excessive? No problem
with words if we can come to agreement.

• Mayor Morgan - suggestion?
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• Council Member Taylor - reasonable limit of watering is 15 minutes, would
accept something like that. Setting goal for people to improve, not educating
public enough. Telling people 3 times a week only cramped timers to water
longer those 3 days. Help people set meters properly with defined time limits. Is
water board going to announce a buy-back program, doubt it. Feel 15 minutes is
adequate time for today.

• Council Member Wiknich - problem is interpreting "... unless the layout of the
property provides no adequate means to prevent it." One suggestion, give
exception because of the way property is layed out. Section (b)" unless water
saving device with automatic shutoff is being used."

• Council Member Holloway (b) put comma and add "...without any generally
accepted water conservation device."

• Council Member Taylor - running literally where goes to sidewalk then to gutter
now running for 5 minutes is excessive. 5 minute rule is reasonable but sidewalk
wet is not.

o Tom Mulvihill - actual runoff may take more than 5 minutes, person
enforcing would be required to time the watering after they get to the
location.

o Council Member Taylor - researching cities have different definitions and
tolerance.

o Mr. Mulvihill - 5 minutes would be in the gutter.
o Council Member Taylor - trying to get there and work out compromise.

• Mayor Morgan - other comments or ideas

• Council Member Wiknich - still think city manager should have exception
capability 12-9.21 administrative

o Mayor Morgan - City Manger or designee after consultation with general
manager

• Tom Mulvihill - section (b) too vague, what type of device. Water broom not
familiar with.

o Council Member Taylor - definition of runoff is mentioned in ordinance.
o Council Member Holloway - would like to strike "f' from 12-9.9
o Mr. Mulvihill - that is ok.

Public Comment

• Robert Eierman - gave written recommendations to Mayor via City Clerk. This is
compilation of other cities. Runoff - excessive water flow or runoff define as
amount of water that would flow unrestrained from a garden hose for a period of
2 minutes.

o Mayor Morgan - definition suggestion?
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o Mr. Eierman - for that paragraph only 12-9.17 1(a). not sure of correct
figure, guessed free flowing garden hose for 2 minutes is fair amount

o Mr. Eierman - 12-9-17 1(b) - pertaining to washing off hard surfaces,
suggest safety or sanitary, hand held bucket, hose equipped with low
volume device, or low-volume water broom.

o Mr. Eierman - 12-9.17 1(c) - read written statement from City of
SanJacinto.

o Mr. Eierman - violations recommended progressive for 1st , 2nd
, & 3rd

infraction. Help citizen rather than punishing citizens. Most want to work
with city to do it right. Suggest dropping 'each day's violation is a separate
violation"

o Mr. Eierman - swimming pool section 12-9.13(b) suggested change
should eliminate 'new swimming pools shall have a swimming pool cover"
and change (c) to read "new swimming pools shall have a drainage plan"
Citizens suggestions and from research

• AI Huey - question runoff on street, sometimes difficult to figure out who might be
at fault. Example 3 people on street watering at same time, problem may be 2nd

guy in line not 1st or 3rd
. how do you measure % inch amount of water for 2

minutes when hitting the gutter. Looking at possible enforcement dilemma, no
answer just an observation.

• Lynn Loscar - observation from last council meeting, sidewalk at city hall was
flowing at 9:55pm. Researched numbers of gallons limits, 60 gallons is pretty
tight. Most places had between 80 and 122 gallons per person per day limit.
Have more than 2.5 persons in household and if that is the 1st tier of water rate
structure then not in favor. Would like input from water district. Still in a
quandary why IWV is having jurisdiction over the valley or just district people.

o Mr. Mulvihill - this ordinance only affects the City residences. Water
district ordinance will affect all the valley. Will project for sake of
speculation all users within water district includes those with own wells.

o Mrs. Loscar - extremely strong opposition for the regulation of private
well.

• Mark Ball - happy to hear about gutter tonight, 5 minutes reasonable period of
runoff if they stand at your yard, time the runoff, then write the ticket.
Recommends one violation. Concerned about exemptions being managed at
City Manger office, does feel deserved as this is City ordinance. Need well­
defined exemptions. Concerned about permit or city service, covering expense
of employee staff time, why have permit for new sod or grass planting? If having
to put down new sod, wouldn't expec 12-9.17 2 recommend special permit for
newly planted material be stricken from the language

o Council Member Taylor - understand and duly noted. Permit does not
necessarily mean cost.

o Mr. Ball- suggest 'new grass' sign.
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• Diana Moon - how can Ridgecrest be compared to Lancaster. Suggest diverting
runoff to something useful such has park. Change word excessive to
unnecessary.

• Stan Retorital - talks about fine but doesn't say if fine goes to landlord, renter, or
management company? A lot of out of town owners and rental agencies don't
want to be fined for something renters do. Most renters really don't care about
the property. Give consideration as to who the fine would go to.

• Mike Neel - Preclusive measures, mandatory 12-9.9 single family landscape
encouraged. Low flow faucets from water district. On-going problem, should
ramp up those efforts. Some grass that is drought resistant and uses less water.
Encourage people to put in a grass that doesn't require as much water. Get
citizens involved and include fact water bill will go down. Plug the lawn with low
water grass which will take over existing lawn and cost less than sod. Zoysa
grass plugs provided by IWV. 12-9.17 define runoff sets well, how much is too
much? Quantify. How do you determine which person is watering too much and
now all are required to water at same times. Perhaps just time it, 10 minutes, for
enforcement. Question about everyone watering at same time, is there going to
be a flow problem? Water pressure drop if everybody's sprinkler goes off at
same time?

• Diana Moon - address and home location, what miracle of God caused the
James Monroe field to turn green while St. Anne's is brown.

• Mrs. Byer - if watering at night, who will be available to enforce water
restrictions? If we have target of gallons per person per household per day,
when does the baseline start? Is it based on last-years billing, this years, or next
years? If already started water conservation, when will we be counted.

o Tom Mulvihill - over number of prior years will be reviewed to establish
baseline. Community total reduction, not an individual problem if already
conserving. Purpose of ordinance is to safeguard resources for future.
State model ordinance is there.

o Ms Byer - swimming pool covers, sunlight and wind cause evaporation,
current definition covers pool from receiving direct sunlight. This does not
address if you have an awning which protects from direct sunlight but not
wind. Floating cover required during sunlight hours, when would you
swim? Clarify definition.

o Mayor Morgan - bubble cover allowed?
o Mr. Muvihill - yes
o Council MemberTaylor - 12-9.5 swimming pool cover. .. "when not in use"
oMs. Byer - drainage plan for existing pools? Suggest drainage plan and

recirculation plan. Can't flood yard but need to drain.
o Mr. Muvihill - pump is recirculation. Drainage plan refers to surface and is

addressed by City in new construction.
o Ms Byer - 35 year standing water in gutter which has never been fixed by

City. Caused by runoff from neighbors but settles in our gutter. During
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summer causes mosquitos. Need to shovel it and clean it periodically to
get rid of the water. Scoop up and throw in trash then clean with high
pressure device.

o Mayor Morgan - engineering department will go to 813 N. Peg to review
issue.

• Penelope DePalm - comment earlier about notification to violators. Would prefer
notification before a fix-it fine is penalized.

• Dave Matthews - concur with everything brought forward by Robert Eierman,
including paragraph 12-9.17 1(c) is unenforceable and he gave means to
enforce. Question is this the second reading of this ordinance.

o Mayor Morgan - not now. Will have to take this back and make these
changes again.

o Mr. Matthews - other question from previous for City attorney. How can
City as agency allow or delegate authority to enforce City ordinance to
another agency?

o Keith Lemiuex - this doesn't delegate enforcement to water district, allow
general manager of IWV to allow administrative exceptions with City
Manager. There will be 2 parallel ordinances from both City and Water
District and will mirror each other. Water district enforcement of their
ordinance will be same as our enforcement of our ordinance.

o Mr. Matthews - previous reading was clear that water district general
manager would be the enforcer.

o Mr. Muvihill - district cannot enforce City's ordinance, water district will
have their own matching ordinance with same rules.

• Mr. Ball - swimming pool cover, 12-9.5 strike and change to reduce evaporation.
Landscape irrigation to an extent to allow runoff specifically into gutters and
streets, flow of water that has left your property for a period of 5 minutes.

• Council Member Taylor - back to council on December 2

Changes from Jerry Taylor to be emailed to City Clerk and revision to City Attorney
ASAP to be scheduled December 2 meeting for 1st reading.

• Council Member Wiknich - when will water district do their ordinance
o Mr. Muvihill - staff will be working on shortly after 1st of the year. Sister

ordinance concerns about enforcement which district will work on
procedures and penalties with warnings and progression. Have to create
an appeals and due process procedure. Same rules but water district
process for complaints. Cant give exact date by which district ordinance
can be in place. Council's biggest concerns is to prevent state model
ordinance and city ordinance will accomplish this. Then water district will
be working on saving water.

o Council Member Wiknich - city is under mandate to have ordinance, does
water district have the same mandate?

o Mr. Muvihill - no
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• Council Member Taylor - not here just to keep state ordinance from being
enacted but also to conserve water.

• Mayor Morgan - continue ordinance to first meeting in December.

Changes presented will be written up and provided for further discussion.

• Pool covers definition to change the word shall to should? Morgan opposed
because 'shall' has a definitive direction.

• Mr. Muvihill - may have more time, encourage City to do good job rather than
push thru by January 1.

• Council Member Taylor - 5 minute vs. % inch hose. No problem delegating city
staff to work with Tom and council to define. Understand process and want
positive progress.

o Mr. Muvihill - don't see how enforcement person would be able to identify
quantity of water.

o Council Member Taylor - revision suggest time rather than amount of
water

o Council Member Wiknich - enforcement observe both location and time.

• Council Member Holloway - penalties should be defined both in residential and
commercial. Tenant/user would be the one fined.

Tenant = person renting or leasing residential structure or the resident.

• Mr. Ball - As far as who gets the ticket it would be the person who lives in the
unit and controls the water usage. Real estate contracts the property that is
leased sometimes pays for the water. The tenant or resident is the one who is
actually controlling the water. Penalty with warnings built in.

• Council Member Holloway - how would ordinance affect fund raising carwashes?
Huge and very legal

o Mr. Muvihill - that question will have to be considered, first time it has
come up.

o Council Member Taylor - lot of cities allow car washing but no device that
allows water to run continuously. Spray car off, use bucket or hose with
shut off hand-held device.

PUBLIC COMMENT

Opened at 7:47pm

• Dan Clark - mesquite high school discuss trash. Suggestion for Council to think
about. Lot of conversation over trash issue, believe solutions rest in community.
Suggest in conjunction with 2 committees, do a town hall meeting on the issue of
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trash. Only allow people to speak to the issue with parameters, if they are paying
trash bill or using trash, they generate a solution to submit to you. List
wastemanagement recommendations, Benz payscale and expenditures,
community brainstorm and create solution to problem. Lot of community talk
about not having a voice. Evening 6pm to whenever, bring solutions to council.
Don't eliminate 2 committees but have a town hall meeting. A lot of work on
Ponek's part but will probably be a lot. Neutral moderator. Open up to public for
submitting solution.

o Council Member Carter - would you facilitate?
o Mr. Clark - yes, willing to do it. Brainstorming session with parameters

and invite all community. Let them come up with their ideas for
submission to council. Generally committees have same faces with same
input, may get a broader perspective.

o Council Member Wiknich - good idea, past town hall meeting? Pointing
out something lacking. Up to now been operating on timeline from state,
now opportunity to do something more like what is asking for.

o Mayor Morgan - Taylor and Holloway discuss with Dan Clark after
meeting

o Council Member Carter - thanked Mr. Clark

• Mike Neel - two council meeting ago discussed meeting format with
approximately 8 people pleading public comment being moved to beginning of
meeting. Why is this still at end of meeting. Also, parameters on council
speaking, last council meeting regrettable response from Mayor toward citizen.
Sensitive persons attending meeting had to hear it. Request either an apology
from Mr. Morgan or Council reprimand Mr. Morgan and remove from position of
Mayor.

o Mayor Morgan - format changes have not gone to City Manager yes.
Second, while you feel statement is regrettable, feel attacks on this council
does not recognize the efforts of council to

• Joshua Loscar - couple months ago speech of quorum speaking to each other.
Need to watch each other, 'f-ing' comments and jesus comments made tonight
are unacceptable.

MAYOR AND COUNCIL COMMENTS

• Council Member Taylor - appreciate everyone attending, things better when
public involved. For critics can also play back meetings with reverse comments.

• Council Member Wiknich - wish good will and happy thanksgiving and hello from
sister visiting from Ohio

• Mayor Morgan - happy and safe thanksgiving, will be working on formats after
committees work on their issues. CIWMB hoping to target personal dialogue
January 20 about trash issue and will be forwarding information as we go along
to avoid future fines; current format, council has every opportunity to position new
person in slot of Mayor with majority vote.
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• Council Member Carter - As an athlete, used to love talking trash, no longer like
talking trash. Retired from school district and will continue to live in this
community. Need to come together as community, put differences aside and find
solutions to solve this. Been moving in different direction, now want to work
together. Let's find a way to achieve what we have to with recycling. Lets work
out as community, no need to fight. Best community to raise kids, lets keep it
that way and work together. Appreciate what you say.

• Council Member Holloway - Mr. Taylor and I interested in serving on AdHoc
committee, email us with mini resume and we will select persons to work with us.
No body better in trying to solve this problem than us, great ideas to have town
hall. Happy thanksgiving.

ADJOURNMENT

Mayor Morgan adjourned the meeting at 8:04 p.m.

Rachel J. Ford, City Clerk
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