
CITY OF RIDGECREST 
 

INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE 
City Council Conference Room 

100 W. California Avenue. 
Ridgecrest, CA 93555 

 
Tuesday May 9, 2006 at 4:00 p.m. 

 
Agenda 

 
Infrastructure Committee Members: Chairman Steve Morgan; Members Duke Martin, 

Jim Smith, Lois Beres 
 
1. CALL TO ORDER 
 
2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES April 11, 2006 
 
4. COMMENTS: (PUBLIC COMMENT) 
  
5. DISCUSSION ITEMS: 
 

a. Sewer will serve letters 
b. Corporation Yard Master Plan   
c. Local Transportation Measure Expenditure Plan Approval 
d. Water District request for financial assistance for water flow study 
 

6. DIRECTOR’S REPORT  
  
 
Adjournment 
 



CITY OF RIDGECREST 
 

INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE 
City Council Conference Room 

100 W. California Avenue. 
Ridgecrest, CA 93555 

 
Tuesday April 11, 2006 at 4:00 p.m. 

 
 

 Present: Chairman Steve Morgan; Members Duke Martin, Jim Smith, Lois Beres, CM Harvey 
Rose, DCM James McRea, CE Joe Pollock. 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER 
 The meeting was called to order at 4:00 p.m. 
 
2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 Item 5(e) – update street projects was added and the agenda approved. 
 
3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES March 8, 2006 
 The minutes were approved. 
 
4. COMMENTS: (PUBLIC COMMENT) 
 Member Smith thanked the City for fixing the bike path. 
 
5. DISCUSSION ITEMS: 
 

e. Impact Fees – Consultant Mathew Alexander presented an overview of the 
task force meetings since the last Infrastructure meeting. Task force indicated 
the per unit cost was more appropriate than per sq. ft. for traffic fees. 
Amendments were made to the map. Part of Ridgecrest Blvd. is a state 
highway and was removed (3 mi.), reducing the cost to $1.75 million. The 
fixed fee is $1,866 per dwelling. Fee is not static; it can be reviewed every 
year or as needed. Table 3 has new trip ends and motel/hotels were added. 
Commercial uses were simplified. Retail commercial was reduced 50%. Cost 
were brought down, it’s a model and methodology. Improvement map not 
concrete there may be other streets repaired.  

 
Drainage has major issues; City has plans, just not the funding. It’s tough to 
implement, there has been talk about regional and local sumps. Sumps can 
be developed but once developers connect to city drainage, they have a lot 
they can build on. Basins are temporary; they release water after the storm. 
There were no changes with the drainage and reference to BRAC was 
removed. 
 
The committee voted unanimously to accept the traffic and drainage portion 
of the WZI Impact Study dated 4/7/06. 
 

f. Request for Septic – N. Peg St. CE Pollock explained sewer is available but 
there is concern with the sugar sand and possibly losing the street. Mr. Hislop 
indicated there are three lots and they want to build two houses. One lot is 
under construction (3/4 ac.) the adjacent lot is 60’x115’ and a lot merger 
would be needed because it’s not large enough for septic. DCM McRea 



indicated that there is a general provision that if you are within 300 ft. to 
sewer you are required to connect. CE Pollock suggested the owner grant a 
20 ft. sewer easement for a sewer main on their property. Member Martin 
agreed with Mr. Pollock’s option, indicating this would give the property owner 
the opportunity to use all 3 lots. CM Rose indicated the City doesn’t want to 
maintain the lateral and that a covenant between the property owners would 
be needed. Property owner agreed with this option and will provide 
Engineering with a sewer plan. 

 
g. County dump – Chair Morgan indicated that the County is proposing closing 

the local dump and we need to work with the County. If this happens we will 
have a transfer station. Solid Waste Committee or staff will need to meet with 
Kern County committee on this issue. 

 
h. Corporate Yard – City Boundary; Chair Morgan indicated we need to do 

something on this project and commented that Boydston Construction is on 
City property. Staff has been working on a building and plans for the 
corporate yard. DCM McRea indicated we need a master plan that includes 
putting CNG on Ridgecrest Blvd.  

 
i. Project update – CE Pollock reviewed the project list with the committee. Item 

3 is probably cancelled, Caltrans Sacramento doesn’t like it.  Items 4 and 5 
are a go and item 7 is not feasible. Three bids were opened May 16, 2006. 
Caltrans states that the low bid did not make a good faith effort in hiring 
minority subs. The second low bidder is $30K more. 

 
6. DIRECTOR’S REPORT  
 none 
  

Chair Morgan commented that we are going to lose Downs (Inyokern-Ward) 
pavement 
 
Next agenda sewer will serve letters 
 

Adjournment 
 The meeting was adjourned at 5:30 p.m. 
 






































