
MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE 
RIDGECREST CITY COUNCIL AND 

ruDGECRESTREDEVELOPMENTAGENCY 

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS CITY HALL 
100 West California Avenue 

June 15, 2011 
5:30 p.m. 

Ridgecrest, CA 93555 

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 solely for the purpose of preparation of minutes. 

CALL TO ORDER 

ROLL CALL 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

Motion To Approve The Agenda Was Made By Council Member Morgan, Second By 
Council Member Patin. Motion Carried By Roll Call Vote Of 4 Ayes, 0 Nays, 0 Abstain, 
And 1 Absent (Council Member Carter) 

Council Member Carter Joined The Meeting 

CLOSED SESSION - 5:30 p.m. 

GC54957.6 

GC54956.9 

GC54956.9 (A) 

Labor Negotiations - United Food and Commercial Workers 
Local 8 (UFCW); Police Employee Association of Ridgecrest 
(PEAR); Mid-Management Group of Employees (MM); 
Confidential Group of Employees (CO); Management Group 
of Employees (MG) - Agency Negotiator City Manager Kurt 
Wilson 

Conference With Legal Counsel, Potential Litigation - Public 
Disclosure Of Potential Litigant Would Prejudice The City Of 
Ridgecrest 

Conference With Legal Counsel; Existing Litigation; City Of 
Ridgecrest V. Benz Sanitation, Inc. 

PUBLIC COMMENT - CLOSED SESSION 

• No comments presented by public. 
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REGULAR SESSION - 6:00 p.m. 
~ Pledge Of Allegiance 
~ Invocation - Rev. Warren Campbell 

CITY ATTORNEY REPORTS 
~ Closed Session 

o Discussed Benz Item and will reconvene after the meeting to conclude 
closed session business. 

o Reported to public the outcome of recent arbitration ruling. Benz 
Franchise agreement will expire on September 2. Corrected information 
reported in the newspaper inaccurately. Spoke on the municipal code 
requirement for City Manager to act as arbitrator in customer disputes. 
Issues still in dispute between Benz and City include unpaid franchise 
fees. Reviewed future process to be followed in selecting a new solid 
waste hauler. Process includes public input. Recommendations from 
proposals will be published and public hearing will be held to receive input 
and plan to have hearing in next couple of months. 

PUBLIC COMMENT 

Opened at 6:28pm 
• Roger Megan - owns and operates Ridgecrest sanitation. Received notice from 

wastewater of increase in dump fees. Would like to discuss with council to see if 
there is a more reasonable rate. Gave specifications of Lahontan requirements. 
New rates almost double the original cost. Who pays of truck isn't full. 
Comments on not being legal transfer station and Bakersfield rates are not as 
high. Asking for a break on the fees. Plants that charge rates are open 7 days a 
week which is not the case for our plant. 

o Kurt Wilson - assigned Mr. Speer to have someone get back with him. 
• Manny Farmer - agree with Roger on the new wastewater rates. Gave 

comparison of rates from the past to current. Have to absorb the cost for 
dumping and pass onto the customers. 

• Mr. Flannigan - concerned with the house next to his 317 Wilson St. was 
supposed to be torn down 7 years ago. 

o Jerry Taylor - sent photo to abatement officer and will follow up. 
• Ann Poteet - distributed petitions to council and copy to clerk. Petition is to get 

builder doing construction on Rader Street between Sunset and Heather Ct. to 
repair the road correctly and complete the road and repair potholes. Street is 
incomplete between pavement and curb and is unsafe and creates auto damage. 
Originally filled in with gravel but has washed away. Presented ideas to clean 
streets thru community service or adopt a street. Also lawn services blow debris 
into the street, can council do something? 
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• Gary Poteet - went with wife and received approximately 150 signatures on the 
petition. Asked if there is bonding requirements for contractor that would require 
they finish the job. 

• Renee Westalusk - thanked everyone who attended Monday's redistricting 
hearing and spoke against the idea of reducing east kern supervisors from two to 
one. Gave date of next meeting in Bakersfield. August 2 board of supervisors 
will vote on proposed plans. Chamber has sample letter and instructions 
available and need everyone in city and east kern to write letters with specific 
reasons why we need to keep our current districts. Maps for first draft for federal 
and state offices, Ridgecrest was successful in getting our desires met. Maps to 
be out on July 7 and still need to write letters that we are happy with the lines and 
thank them for drawing the lines. Thanked council member taylor for attending 
the Mojave meeting. 

o Steve Morgan - gave address to write letters to. acrowler@co.kern.ca.us 
. Recommended staff drafts a letter and forwards to appropriate person at 
the county. 

• Barbara Auld - gave flyers on redistricting hearings for state and county. Need 
to maintain 2 supervisors in east Kern County. Send letters to every county 
supervisor who will be voting on the proposal to reduce the number of 
supervisors. We will lose what power we have if we lose one of our supervisors. 
What is determined will be in place for a long time until the next census and 
redistricting. Need to keep what we have and stay on top of this at both county 
and state levels. Don't want trickled down effect from the north 

• Tom Wiknich - problem with Mediacom. Last Monday service was normal but on 
Tuesday did not have all the service. Was told to unplug the digital box and 
when I turned it back on it didn't work at all. After paying for service to come out 
and was told that many people with the digital boxes had more service than what 
they were paying for. Now is a direct TV customer because this many years later 
am being charged for a problem with their equipment. 

• Howard auld - Congressman McCarthy here last Friday and had an arranged 
meeting for 10 minutes with him. Results were he already knew what we wanted 
to discuss which the city finances were. We asked for a meeting here in 
Ridgecrest where congressman will come and meet with specific staff and 
council. Challenge for city and been working on this for about 2 years and are 
reaching a point where we may see some fruition. Nexus between city and base 
and need meetings to strategies what needs to be done for what is asking for? 
Asking for meetings to be set up. 



MINUTES· CITY COUNCIL I REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY· REGULAR 
June 15, 2011 
Page 4 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

1. Approve A Resolution Authorizing The Annual Sewer Availability For 2011· 
2012 Speer 

2. Approve A Resolution Authorizing The Execution Of The Certifications And 
Assurances For The Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement. 
And Service Enhancement Account Bond Program Speer 

3. Approve A Resolution Authorizing The Industrial Disability Retirement Of 
Sworn Police Sergeant Robert Obergfell Strand 

4. A Resolution of the Ridgecrest City Council Authorizing the City Manager to 
submit and. if awarded. accept a competitive grant award of Prop 84 Statewide 
Park Development and Community Revitalization Program funds. Ponek 

Items 1, 2, and 4 were pulled for discussion. 

Motion To Approve Item 3 Was Made By Council Member Patin, Second By Council 
Member Morgan. Motion Carried By Roll Call Vote Of 5 Ayes, a Nays, a Abstain, And a 
Absent. 

ITEM 1 DISCUSSION 

• Jason Patin - when was last time fees were changed? 
o Dennis Speer - over 10 years. 
o Jason Patin - 40 million dollar plant to build 
o Steve Morgan - once we have a plant to vote on the fees should b e the 

same. 
o Jerry Taylor - infrastructure committee Dennis commented these fees 

were not adequate for the current plant. 
o Dennis Speer - financial plan for new facility model scenarios. In 10 years 

if we continue at current rate will be dipping into the reserves. Status quo 
was the same. Scenario for us to receive better credit rate we need to 
increase reserve and that was a different amount. Plan is a 3 tier over 
time increase to rates. They are waiting to make the presentation. Things 
are moving into the direction for them to make a presentation and 
recommendations. 

o Jason Patin - will move forward and when we know will make new 
decisions then. 

o Dennis Speer - prop 218 hearing required to raise the fees. Gave 
procedure for holding the hearing and if we do this won't be able to meet 
kern county deadline to get funds now. 

• Jerry Taylor - looking at negotiating with the navy. Some of the fee structure is 
billed to the navy. Staff is moving forward. 
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o Kurt Wilson - two issues are related 
o Steve Morgan - every time we brought this item up, public came down 

and screamed and we did not raise the rates. 

PUBLIC COMMENT - Item 1 

• Dave Matthews - asked for clarifications on the rates for single family and multi
family. 

o Steve Morgan - gave response. 

Motion To Approve Item 1 Made By Council Member Mogan, Second By Council 
Member Patin. Motion Carried By Roll Call Vote Of 5 Ayes, 0 Nays, 0 Abstain, And 0 
Absent. 

ITEM 2 DISCUSSION 

• Dave Matthews - wanted explanation of what we are accomplishing. 
o Dennis Speer - in order to apply for and receive funding under prop 1 B 

there are certain documents required which includes certificates and 
assurances and also a single point of contact which will be the city 
manager. Program is broader. Right now there is no actual money, this is 
application only and if eligible and submit the appropriate documents then 
the sale of bonds for transit we could receive money from those. Eligible 
projects can be rehabilitation of transit center, new capital projects, 
modernizations and facilities, rapid transit improvements, or rolling stock. 
In our situation with the age and quantity of buses we are close to not 
meeting the requirements for spare ratio. 

• Jerry Taylor - does this get us closer to deviated fixed route. 
o Dennis Speer - yes, we have 2 other pockets of money and combined 

should be able to obtain 3 buses to operate deviated fixed route. These 
buses are larger than current buses. May have to work up a budget 
adjustment because 29 foot buses won't fit into existing shop. 

o Jerry Taylor - would like report of what will be purchased 

Motion To Approve Item 2 Made By Council Member Morgan, Second By Council 
Member Patin. Motion Carried By Roll Call Vote Of 5 Ayes, 0 Nays, 0 Abstain, And 0 
Absent. 

ITEM 4 DISCUSSION 

• Kurt Wilson - pot of money we are pursuing. Didn't think we were eligible to 
apply but got creative and are now looking at applying. Firm agreed to write the 
application at no cost. 

• Jim Panek - short notice on this item. Been discussing for years and have gone 
back to past quality of life committee minutes to get ideas. Requesting the 
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maximum of 5 million dollars. Handout includes photos of what we are hoping to 
accomplish if we receive the funding for an aquatics facility. HLA group is 
working on proposals and plans. will be coming to council will options for 
repairing or rebuilding the pool and this funding if approved will help us make 
decisions. Couple months away from a request to hire HLA group. 

• Kurt Wilson - looked at this as an opportunity we would not ordinarily fund. In 
this case, because of the potential of having someone else fund it we chose to be 
creative and ask for a water park. This is not a number coming from long 
analysis. After conversations with consultant, the chance of receiving the grant is 
improved with a match. 

• Jason Patin - looking at this from public view, makes sense to add matching if it 
helps get the money. Secondly, what are the costs to staff and maintain this type 
of facility and how are we going to pay for it? 

o Jim Panek - that is coming in September from the consultant. Had a rfi 
with interviews and the selected consultant has been drafting the plans for 
the parks refit. If we win this funding then council will have the decisions 
for selecting the way it will be spent. 

o Kurt Wilson - to get these things answered requires more analysis than 
our current staff can do in-house. This was originally a dead idea but has 
been resurrected. Since this is grant funded, we are hesitant to contract 
the resources to do the in-depth analysis. If not successful in getting this 
money, did not want to be contracted to for the analysis services. 

• Jason Patin - authorizing us to bid and accept so then would be required to 
spend on this type of facility. 

o Kurt Wilson - have not seen that level of documents. 
o Steve Morgan - for benefit of public, called Mr. Panek and discussed this 

item. Told him to put his flak jacket, seat belt, crash helmet on. One 
question I have is that in discussion with Mr. Panek, this is possible 
leverage of funds to tune of 6 to 1 if a project is constructed. We don't 
have to build a five million dollar project or any project but can be 
accepted for this grant and then reject it. Want people to understand what 
is going on. We set ourselves up for negative comments in the paper. 
Council talked about approximately $800,000 in TAB funds to try and fix 
what we already have. In Mr. Panek's opinion of the current facility, what 
should we do? 

o Jim Panek - pool is in bad shape, coke machine blew circuit, electrical 
problems, and bathrooms are worn out. Even if we repair the pool it will 
still be an old facility with band aids. Need the new facility. Deck and 
diving boards are shot along with the shelters. Pipes underneath are 
going to go. 

• Steve Morgan - we as a community, I believe, have stated that if we are going to 
consider anything with the pool, majority of community want pool to remain. 
Here is an avenue, if accepted, will obligate the $800,000. Weigh that with the 
thought in mind that staff has looked at a creative way to build this complex. To 
have an avenue to use a grant and we would be able to decide what type of 
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facility we would like. If we don't use it all then it goes back. Similar to kern COG 
projects for transportation. Amazingly, I put up a vote to close the pool which 
was rejected and received many comments from the public. Here is a way to 
meet the needs of the community and applaud staff for bring forward. 

• Ron Carter - need to go with this, if we get it then good for community, if we 
don't haven't lost anything. 

• Chip Holloway - agreed. Discussed leverage of 6 to 1. Conversation with carter, 
need to go after these funds. New ideas from staff and support the project. 

• Jerry Taylor - prop 84 application is underserved needs and poverty level. Will 
this be built at current location? Income level is met but park level is too high. 
Frustrating thing is the commitment of $800k and sending expectations that we 
will move forward if we get the funds. Surface area increase is about 3 times 
more than current so adding costs for chemicals and staffing. Did discuss 
closing the pool and am more amenable to taking care of our current pool rather 
than increasing costs for future maintenance. 

o Jim Ponek - new trend in national parks and recreation is going away 
from a single pool and building aquatics complex which could be open 
year round. Hopefully you are adding family areas, competition pool, and 
therapy area so tapping into new revenue sources which could go upward 
to quarter of a million dollars annually. If we can get close to that and 
keep expenses close to current then hop to propose that in the near 
future. 

• Jerry Taylor - what is the status of our competition revenue now? 
o Jim Ponek - currently subsidizing about 80k. 

• Jerry Taylor - The poverty level discussed in the application criteria. Does this 
imply that we will be giving away access to the facility? 

o Jim Ponek - there is a program that requires we allow open swim time at 
a lower rate. 

• Jerry Taylor - application is due July 1 you are to hold meetings or are you 
saying those obligations were met thru quality of life. 

o Jim Ponek - we have minutes where these capital improvements were 
discussed and consultant agrees these met the criteria. 

• Jerry Taylor - asked attorney about a vendor offering free services when we are 
about to outsource the grant writing. Does that make this consultant ineligible for 
future grant writing services? 

o Keith Lemieux - would have to look at our policies but since this is a 
consulting process don't see any obvious conflicts. 

o Kurt Wilson - pending RFP was a request of the city and not requirement. 
Council can select any vendor. 

• Jerry Taylor - we are setting expectations to the public. Appreciate the staff 
creativity however there are other areas that have unmet needs that we could 
have applied for such as ball fields and basketball courts. 

• Jason Patin - love our parks and pool and my problem is not the $800,000 
because it could be used to fix what we have. Problem is with creating a new 
park which will affect the future budget. If we approve at this point with just 



MINUTES - CITY COUNCIL I REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY - REGULAR 
June 15, 2011 
Page 8 

$800k and if we do get the award, staff will have to prove that it won't affect the 
general fund in future. 

• Jerry Taylor - this is only for construction. 
• Jason Patin - also concerned with how, if awarded some funds then turn some 

back that is not used, will it affect future awards. Ok with approval now but want 
maintenance numbers and guarantee that it won't affect the general fund. 
Commend staff for thinking outside the box, just concerned with future impact. 

• Steve Morgan - correct, over time if groups ask for funds and don't use it all it 
does damage the credibility. City gave funds back for a compressed natural gas 
station, then Rosamond did same thing. Over time those issues soften because 
most agencies have done it. They don't like it but in this case, if this council 
decides to build a smaller pool, then doesn't matter because the funds won't be 
available again. 

PUBLIC COMMENTS - Item 4 

• Tom Wiknich - this facility would be great and have never been against repairing 
the pool. Will this completely replace the current pool? 

o Jim Ponek - yes 
o Tom Wiknich - don't you have other facilities that you can use these funds 

for? 
o Jim Panek - weren't prepared because this is short deadline. There will 

be numbers to look at in September. Can get numbers from other 
agencies for similar facilities. 

o Tom Wiknich - where did the numbers come from? 
o Jim Panek - facility shown cost 5.1 million 2 years ago. Looking at a 

similar facility. 
o Tom Wiknich - application didn't require numbers? 
o Jim Ponek - these numbers were all they wanted. 
o Tom Wiknich - hope you don't have a bad result like the plants on Downs 

Street. Main concern is to have the numbers for operation and 
maintenance. Hope you have enough public meetings for input. 

o Jerry Taylor - gave Mr. Wiknich a list of TAB projects. 
• Stan Rajtora - any possibility of an indoor facility? 

o Jim Ponek - have looked at this but the cost keep going up. Will price out 
an indoor and outdoor and a combo. 

o Stan Rajtora - if unmet needs is important, right now the base is the only 
indoor pool and don't know the availability. Many seniors would be very 
happy to have an indoor part. Operational costs are also a concern. 

• Jerry Taylor - asked legal staff, checks and balances of the project. Checkpoint 
in the later part of the project before moving forward. If this is cost neutral, want 
something that we can afford to operate. 

o Keith Lemieux - don't want restrictions that contradict the application. 
• Jerry Taylor - don't see this coming back until much later. 
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• Jason Patin - when this comes back, are we obligated to spend the money if it 
doesn't wash? Can we adjust to what we can afford and give the rest back? 

o Kurt Wilson - will be coming back several times. Substantial input from 
council before moving forward. 

• Jason Patin - we would have the ability at that time to decide how much money 
we will accept and spend. 

• Jerry Taylor - really want this to be revenue neutral. Need the pool and fully 
support having it. This pool 'drown-safes' individuals with the red cross training. 

• Jason Patin - inclined to vote yes to see if we can make it work without affecting 
the general fund. 

• Jerry Taylor - make sure this pencils out before we award the contract. 

Motion To Approve Item 4 Was Made By Council Member Morgan, Second By Council 
Member Patin. Motion Carried By Roll Call Vote Of 5 Ayes; 0 Nays; 0 Abstain; And 0 
Absent. 

10 minute recess and reconvened at 8:11 pm 

DISCUSSION AND OTHER ACTION ITEMS 

5. Approval Of The Ridgecrest Redevelopment Agency Housing Set-Aside 
Project Proposal For Las Flores Homes By Metcalf West McRea 

• Jim McRea - gave staff report on Metcalf West. Outlined conditions applied to 
proposal and agreed to by the developer. Reviewed backup provided in the 
agenda packet. 

• Jerry Taylor - questioned deal pOints given to council at the meeting (copy on file 
with the city clerk) asked for clarification of paragraph one 'forgiving the loan' 

• Jason Patin - developer has agreed. Don't know what we are going to require 
but some units will be required to have a covenant. 

o Jim McRea - 20% was recommended but all could be sold without the 
covenant and we would not get credit for them. Gave example of habitat 
for humanity lots as affordable housing but we can't count as low/mod 
housing with credits. 

• Jason Patin - can we write it into the DDA 
o Jim McRea - yes 

• Steve Morgan - think we aren't going to get over the hill on what some people 
will say about this program. One of my earlier concerns has been alleviated 
concerning if the developer defaults. If we move forward and developer can't sell 
the units, we buy back at what we sold it to him for and we move on to get the 
project finished by someone else. We talked about different methods, several 
members of public said we should use these funds for in-fill housing and at the 
time I asked how many projects we had before us to approve. In speaking with 
staff, because we have a development in the vicinity, this is actually in-fill 
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projects. The no-win situation is we must spend the funds, just a question of 
which projects to spend them on. I encourage people who want to rehab homes, 
spot building homes. We have 43 homes ready to be built but no one to buy 
them. If someone wants to make these low incomes then I would be willing to 
help them. The issue is we don't seem to have a need to build homes, but that is 
the developer's choice. I believe we should move forward and consider all 
options as they come in. My concerns about protecting the city's interest have 
been addressed. 

• Jason Patin - we have dedicated ourselves to meeting about how to commit 
those funds. My immediate concerns have been addressed so can move 
forward tonight. Still have major concerns that will be addressed in the DDA. 
This is far from over regarding what will be asked in the DDA. 

• Jerry Taylor - one thing still not fixed for me, is more housing on an overheated 
market and subsidizing it. 

PUBLIC COMMENT - item 4 

Opened at 8:25pm 
• Dave Matthews - are all 83 units going to be low/mod? 

o Jim McRea - will be within the limits of income set by HCD for Kern 
County. All the houses will be in the affordable category for low/mod 
income. 

• Stan Rajtora - thanked staff for coming up with additional information. Would 
have been nice to have a day earlier. What is the subsidy per house that is 
actually being given? How much money is developer getting per home? 

o Jim McRea - if equally distributed would be approximately $14,500. Total 
1.2 million investments by agency and developer inputting the rest. City 
would gain approximately $2 million in property sale and additional 
development and impact fee. School district would receive some and 
water district would receive about 400k-500k. Total almost 3 million 
returns. 

o Stan Rajtora - most fees would be the same if we were to in-fill. Same 
fees regardless of where the homes are built. True infill does not require 
new infrastructure that city would have to maintain. Comment from Steve 
about development is the choice of the developer but that is not entirely 
correct. Also majority of houses are in the low/mod range. Is city willing 
to give a 14,000 subsidy to any developer who wants to build a low/mod 
home? 

• Mr. Atchison - is the developer and shared experiences during the process. 
Goal of Mr. Metcalf was to give back to community where he was raised. Had 
excellent meeting with Community Development Committee. Some 
requirements were unusual for a developer to provide such as corporate and 
personal financials and resumes. Asked to demonstrate bonding ability, bar 
schedules, other schedules and milestones. Continued to hear there was no 
market for this product. On market today from 150k-200k there is only one new 
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home for sale. Housing has amazing affect on communities. It is a shot in the 
arm. My resume states I have built 1200 houses in Hawaii and we were able to 
staff hotels and Disney came in and is building a facility. Moderate income 
houses for young couples. When I moved here had to go to utilities and they 
required a driver's license. Was asked why I moved from Hawaii I said I was 
here to build new houses and they were all willing to get on board. Here are 
people who wanted the houses. At the hotel, spoke with a young lady age 20 
who was new back to Ridgecrest. Born here and lived here for 14 years before 
moving to Arizona and have moved back because her child could ride a bike on 
the street. Safe environment. More than just the developer asking for your 
approval, many other people involved in this process. Approval tonight will 
employ many people and benefit from this project. 

• Mark Sheehan - one owner of aspen homes incorporated and has been building 
homes in the Ridgecrest heights area for the past few years. Price range is 
between $160k-$185k. Submitted many applications and are trying to provide 
affordable housing. We would be interested in exploring this program. We have 
approved plans and come across people that the cost of the house is a big 
concern. This happens on a weekly basis and people need help getting into a 
home. Profit margins are down but there are people who are interested. Just 
wanted to introduce myself and learn more of this process. 

Closed public comment at 8:42pm 

Jerry Taylor - knows this makes sense for a lot of people but not ready to vote for it. 

Motion To Approve The Ridgecrest Redevelopment Agency Housing Set-Aside Project 
Proposal For Las Flores Homes By Metcalf West Was Made By Council Member 
Morgan, Second By Council Member Patin. Motion Carried By Roll Call Vote Of 4 
Ayes, 1 Nay (Council Member Taylor), 0 Abstain, And 0 Absent. 

6. Discussion of Demand Warrant Register (DWR) Approval Process Taylor 

• Jerry Taylor - asked for this item to be on for discussion as I felt we owed it to 
the citizens to be transparent. I personally would like to keep the DWR in the 
agenda. We are approving post-payment. Visibility when the reports become 
available. 

o Tyrell Staheli - explained the current check-run and purchasing approval 
policy and processes. Adopting the budget establishes the approval 
limits. At the time of the check-run, all purchases are put into form which 
is reviewed by the finance director. What council sees is the modified 
report which lists the vendors, items, department request, and amount. 

o Kurt Wilson - the printed version of the DWR happens at the end of the 
process. Council has pre-approved most purchases in the budget process 
and CAFR. The process is counterproductive and gave example of being 
told to build a building then after the work is completed not approving it. 
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We will continue providing the paper copies to council and public and will 
be on file. 

• Jerry Taylor - sometime during the year we approve the expenditures 
o Tyrell Staheli - budget approves the purchases then they are reaffirmed 

with the CAFR. Individual purchases over the established staff limits 
come before council. 

• Steve Morgan - accountability on expenditures has to be made available to the 
public. I have been in Mr. Staheli's office numerous occasions and pointing to a 
line and saying 'what's this?' Understand that the expenditure is approved in the 
budget, however when I see an unusual purchase I want to know what it is. The 
public, many of whom read the DWR, I understand why they do what they do. 
How much staff time is taken to create this demand warrant? 

o Staff responded 
• Steve Morgan - can we receive the electronic copy and make it available online 

so public and council can still look at it. Doesn't have to be part of the agenda 
unless one of us wants to make a point on it. 

• Jerry Taylor - I have it electronically and use it regularly to highlight concerns 
and is a reminder for certain topics. A lot of information that is worthwhile. 
Reminder of what's going on with our purchases. Understand the concern about 
approving post-process. 

• Jason Patin - agree with both fellow council members. I go thru it line by line. 
Don't care if it is on the agenda so long as I can get it and public can get it and 
discuss it with us as needed. 

• Jerry Taylor - concerned that is an extra step for us to view. 
• Ron Carter - support city manager. 
• Jason Patin - can we put it on the agenda without approving it. 

o Kurt Wilson - that is the intent, to give it to council every other Thursday. 
o Tyrell Staheli - can do the same as police logs and post on city website. 

Council will receive the email list. 
• Chip Holloway - supports electronic version. 

PUBLIC COMMENT - item 6 

• Speaker - preferred hard copy. 
o Wilson - city clerk and staff can provide hard copy as needed. 
o Taylor - city staff can put you on routing list electronically. 

PUBLIC COMMENT 

• No comments presented. 

DEPARTMENT AND COMMITTEE REPORTS 

Infrastructure Committee 
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Members: Steve Morgan, Jerry Taylor, Craig Porter, James Sanders 
Meeting: 2nd Thursday of the month at 5:00 p.m., Council Conference 

Room 
Next Meeting: July 13, 2011 

• Jerry Taylor - will be Moving back to regular schedule. SCE Edison discussion 
of costs. Wastewater facility discussion held and will be continued until ready for 
full council. Next meeting will discuss schedule for that report. Initial report plan 
discussed. Discussed parcel tax for revenue for road maintenance. Article 3 and 
will be discussing Wal-Mart drainage at next meeting. New discussion of petition 
on Rader and Sunset. Did also discuss week abatement on medians and the 
idea of a cleanup day. Directed to Mr. Ponek, need to understand what we are 
going to do about weed abatement. 

• Steve Morgan - staff is discussing the feasibility of a weed cleanup day. 

Quality of Life 
Members: 
Meetings: 

Chip Holloway, Jason Patin, Craig Porter, Carter Pope 
1st Thursday of every even month at 12:00 p.m.; Kerr-McGee 
Center 

Next Meeting: August 4, 2011 

• Jason Patin - did not meet but will meet July 20 at 12:00pm 

City Organization 
Members: 
Meeting: 

Ron Carter, Jerry Taylor, Lois Beres, Christopher LeCornu 
3rd Tuesday of the month at 5:00 p.m.; Council Conference 
Room 

Next meeting: June 21,2011 

• Jerry Taylor - June meeting cancelled. May have meeting in July. 

Community Development Committee 
Members: Steve Morgan, Jason Patin, Christopher LeCornu, James 

Sanders 
Meetings: 1st Thursday of the month at 5:00 p.m.; Council Conference 

Room 
Next Meeting: July 7,2011 

• Jason Patin - supposed to have a special meeting in late June. Will keep you 
posted. Committed to use these meeting exclusively for using the 20% set-aside 
funds. Want to get a solid plan and boundaries. 

Activate Community Talents and Interventions For Optimal Neighborhoods 
Task Force (ACTION) 

Members: Ron Carter, Chip Holloway, Ron Strand 
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Meetings: 2nd Monday of odd numbered months at 6:00 p.m., Kerr
McGee Center 

Next Meeting: July 11, 2011 

• Ron Carter - not meeting this summer 

Ridgecrest Area Convention and Visitors Bureau (RACVB) 
Members: Chip Holloway, Jason Patin 
Meetings: 1st Wednesday of the month, 8:00 a.m. 
Next meeting: July 6, 2011 and location to be announced 

• Jason Patin - has not met 

OTHER COMMITTEES, BOARDS, OR COMMISSIONS 

• Jerry Taylor - league of California cities committee meetings this week. Will be 
at the redistricting hearing tomorrow night. 

• Steve Morgan - Kern Council of Governments meeting. Ron Brummett has 
submitted retirement papers. He began as a planner in Ridgecrest and moved 
up to kern COG. Because Ron has been an advocate for Ridgecrest we should 
be present. Also meeting with grand jury to discuss training of elected officials. 
Grand jury has asked the COG to provide training for elected officials in their 
area. Expect a list of resources that we can go to so we don't get ourselves in 
trouble. Will be attending Friday's committee meeting of environmental quality. 
Will be discussing smart meters, disposable shopping bags. Between noon 
tomorrow and midnight Friday probably won't get a response. 

CITY MANAGER/EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR REPORTS 

• Kurt Wilson - public safety committee meeting tomorrow. State has been 
working toward passage of budget. 2 bill packages to eliminate redevelopment 
agencies did pass both sides today. League is ready to file a lawsuit once the bill 
is signed by the governor. Council directed staff to initiate a series of town hall 
meeting outreach plan to discuss the trash situation and get input based on the 
recent arbitration ruling. 

MAYOR AND COUNCIL COMMENTS 

• Steve Morgan - city manager just talked about public input pertaining to trash. 
Council has kept the comments and notes received from public during this 
process. Any non-profit organization who meets next week and would like me to 
attend to discuss this issue, give me a call. Asked paper for Tuesday June 21 
7:00 a.m., at the grape leaf will hold a breakfast with me for the opportunity to 
receive comments for a trash program. It took 2 days to go from spring to 
summer in Ridgecrest. Want to promote the July 4 celebration put on by the 
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lions club for the past 16 years at the fairgrounds. Fundraiser bingo coming up, 
encourage everyone to attend or donate. Thanked public participation. Have a 
safe and happy 4th of July holiday. 

• Jason Patin - asked to attend the breakfast with Morgan and any other public 
meetings. Would also attend the ones with Mr. Wilson. Thanked Renee for all 
her work on the redistricting information. Congratulations to new district 
commander at the base and applauded Command Master Chief Corkish. 
Congratulations to all the graduates. Want to thank and congratulate Sergeant 
Obergfell who grew up in this community and has served us for a number of 
years. 

• Chip Holloway - added congratulations to Sgt. Obergfell. Wish him the best. 
Redevelopment agency, constitutional obstruction. 

• Ron Carter - thanked teachers for hard work. Happy about working with citizens 
to get trash program they want. 

• Jerry Taylor - public can contact 760-499-5004 for information about the trash 
town hall meetings and listen to radio and read paper. If chambers is available, 
Thursday June 23, 7pm. Council chambers asked for media stream. Appreciate 
everyone who came down to talk to us, also ask staff to get with code 
enforcement officer about the property mentioned by Mr. Flannigan. Understand 
why council voted why they did and hope they understand why I voted the way I 
did. 

ADJOURNMENT 
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