PENDING COUNCIL APPROVAL

Leona Valley Town Council

General Meeting Minutes

June 11, 2007

Call to Order:
Richard Thomas, 7:30 PM

Pledge of Allegiance: Lead by Richard Thomas

Council Roll Call, Conducted by Alexis Upton Knittle: Alexis Upton Knittle; Robert Wood, Larry Tyler; Bill Elliott; Richard Thomas were all present;

Review of Minutes: May 14, 2007 minutes were approved as submitted.

Bill Elliott, Treasurer’s Report: Payments included $1,859 for Director and Officers Insurance. Legal fees $6,506.57; Total Expenses $8,476.29. Balance of all accounts $111,103.32. Loss of $8,261.93 for the month. The report is approved as submitted.

Brown Act Comment, Richard Thomas: We are going to allow public comment at the beginning of the meeting. We usually save this for the end. 

Audience has no commentary.

PROGRESS REPORTS

Drug Rehab, Bill Elliott: No news; the project is still off calendar. It is not opening in the Fall. 

Bill Elliott, Roads: Went to the ARTC about the roads in general. Rural Highway road proposal the county is working on with Acton right now. It is going to be an internal policy, not an ordinance. The County of Los Angeles is looking for guidance. We have Special guest Steve Berger of the Department of public works to discuss.

Steve Berger, Department of Public Works, Guest: Lake Elizabeth Road and Bouquet Canyon Road will be the only roads in Leona Valley that would apply to this highway rural road ordinance. They are considering asphalt rolled curbs instead of concrete curbing gutter and sidewalk section. 

Larry Tyler: Concrete or Asphalt?

Steve Berger: The rolled curbs will probably be asphalt and not concrete. 

Bill Elliott: Does the County have specific criteria for roads? We are looking at putting “green” friendly rules in our community standards. Concrete is more “green” or environmentally friendly than asphalt. 

Steve Berger: Not sure at this time. This is something we can talk about. Steve Berger has not heard that concrete is more ecologically friendly.

Bill Elliott: The road design is similar to that of Valley Vineyard. Bill recommends the Town Council move forward with this issue. Would like the County to get their policy in place so that the Town Council can review and approve.

Bill Elliott: What can we do about the lighting? Our CSD’s allow for lights at intersections. What is and will be the criteria?

Steve Berger: There will be lights at conflict points.

Richard Thomas: When will the rough policy be ready?

Steve Berger: There will be something available for review by the end of next week. Also, equestrian trails will be outside of the road right of way. There will be an additional dedication required for that improvement. 

Bill Elliott: Rural secondary roads are 80 feet wide; highways are 100 feet wide; equestrian right of way would be additional separate dedication.

Steve Berger: There is a County regulation right now that prohibits riding horses in the greenbelt area within the County right of way.

Alexis Upton Knittle: How is a Rural Secondary Highway defined?

Steve Berger: Leona Avenue is considered a local street, not a highway. (Definition not provided).

Antelope Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Plan, Special Guests: special slide show presentation. More information go to AVWaterPlan.org. Website. Grant process is just about complete. Leona Valley is represented in this. 

Introduced by Robert Wood: Richard Caulkins and Brian Dietrich of the LASD Los Angeles Sanitation District are special guests. This presentation has been created to introduce the public to the Antelope Valley Water Plan (aka: The Antelope Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Plan). It is meant to give some background information about the Antelope Valley and an overview about what an IRWMP is the goals and benefits of regional water planning.

A group of 45 to 50 folks representing the Antelope Valley putting together an integrated plan. Working to mesh all of the water issues of the Antelope Valley in the integrated water plan. The water importers, all of the smaller water agencies, Los Angeles County Agencies (park, fire, regional planning, farm bureau), sanitation district and rural town councils.

The Antelope Valley is comprised of 2,400 square mile area and is triangular shaped. The Antelope Valley uniquely includes three counties: Los Angeles, San Bernardino and Kern County; It is a hydrologically closed basin. The water in the Antelope Valley does not leave the region naturally. It either evaporates, seeps into the ground or is transported elsewhere.

There is a limited water supply. Our water supply includes ground water and the lack of reliable imported water. There are water quality issues. There is a lack of storage capacity (storage tanks, facilities, etc.). There are 12 aquifers in the Antelope Valley. 

The aqueduct can be out of service and our water supplier does not have a reliable source of water. An earthquake can take out the aqueduct. If there are levy breaches or seawater intrusion into the Delta that could take the aqueduct out of service for a year or more. We would be in bad shape if we lost the aqueduct for a year or more. We don’t necessarily get our allotment of water every year for the Antelope Valley. During a dry year, the allotments go down. We have a lack of water reliability.

Water Quality: Too many septic tanks can cause trouble with water quality such as high nitrates. Dissolved salts can contaminate water supply. 

Lack of Storage Capacity: We really need water storage in this Valley. We have almost no real water storage in the area. There are a few small reservoirs (Little Rock Dam). What we need is a way to store state allotted water. We need to be able to store the water during the years of large allotments. Currently, we don’t have this ability. The excess water not utilized leaves our area rather than being kept for use during dry years. Aquifers are an excellent way to store large quantities of water.

Regional specific demands are influenced by large population growth, seasonal use fluctuations, commercial and industrial development, agricultural needs and water recreation and environment.

There are funding limitations and a history of regional conflicts.

· Competition for Available Water Supplies

· Single Agency or Single Purpose Prospective

· Lack of Widespread Collaboration in Previous Efforts.

We are trying to identify ways that we can all work together to maximize our water resources. With the integrated water plan there is unprecedented cooperation. 

Grant Opportunities: 

Prop 50: 64 Million (we may be able to get $25 million for our area)

Prop 84: $1 Billion

Prop 1E: $300 (storm water and recycled water).

The plan:

· Key initiative of the California Water Plan

· Water Management Actions and Issues are Interconnected

· IRWM Promotes Sustainable Efficient Approach to Water Management

The process started May of last year. They are getting together a draft plan by the end of the month for review. The plan will be available on their website, Avwaterplan.org.

Would like feedback about the plan; would like project ideas to go into the plan that could be part of a grant application. Grants are seed money to get the projects started.

There is a mediator at the monthly meetings. Being a part of the plan makes it possible to get the proposition bond money for our area. The heart of this plan requires interagency cooperation so that we are a united front with a united plan with many inputs from many. This document will be revised every two years. The early input from Leona Valley will result in our town receiving these funds sooner.

Prop 84 applications will be going in early 2008.

This is not a pro growth or anti-growth effort. That has been no discussion of limiting development. They are planning for population growth. 

Richard Thomas asks for a round of applause for Robert Wood for taking on this project. (Applause).

Community Outreach, Alexis Upton Knittle: Bouquet Canyon is sending letters out nationwide to get support to move the power lines. Working with a group (National Cabin Owners Association) that has lobbyists in Washington.

Power Lines, Alexis Upton Knittle: 

Bill Elliott and Alexis Upton Knittle ran the numbers. $4,111.65 still owed. Would like to take a vote on whether should be taken from the general fund.

Alexis Upton Knittle: makes a motion to pay the balance of the legal fees. Robert Wood seconds the motion. 

Bill Elliot, Comment: One of the things not known at the time was that we could go for intervener compensation. He does not have a problem with the Town Council putting up the money but has a problem with the Town Council putting money forward so others can get their money back. Thinks that the signers should carry equal financial risk with the town council. We don’t know if there are additional costs or how the money is distributed once it is reimbursed. The people who signed the retainer can decide how the money is dispersed; as we are only one of the signers among a larger group we have no control over the additional funds once they are allocated.

Larry Tyler: would like to review all future attorney fees before approving.

Alexis Upton Knittle: the original signers paid about 60% of the original bill; does not think they should pay more when they paid a large portion of the legal bill up front.

Richard Thomas: We are finished with the legal bills for now. All 16 people are obligated to pay the bill as the signers and the Town Council is fronting the balance of the money.

Larry Tyler wants to modify the motion. The monies been paid so far is gone. We are being asked to pay off a debt incurred by those people (the signers). The first $4,111.65 should go back to the town council first if there is a reimbursement. 

Alexis Upton Knittle: The town council represents the entire community. The fundraising did not bring in enough money. You do not want to go back to the people who contributed the most money and ask them to pay more.

Richard Thomas: We are legally responsible for the bill, along with the 16 people (signers).

The Motion: four in favor (Alexis Upton Knittle, Larry Tyler, Robert Wood vote and Richard Thomas in favor); Bill Elliott votes against the motion. The motion is carried.

Bill Elliott states that the president can vote. Lloyd Cook states he did not think the president could vote. This issue will be addressed at the next working meeting.

Larry Tyler: Wants to make a motion about future legal expenses.

Bill Elliott: Would like to back out of the legal process. 

Alexis Upton Knittle: you cannot back out of the retainer. Alexis will provide a copy of the retainer.

Richard Thomas: Moratorium on any more expenses. The lawyers may not be tasked until something is decided. Will discuss where we stand at the working meeting.

Terry Kenney: Wouldn’t it be a shame if you dropped out 1 week before you were to receive a reimbursement? 

Bill would like to transfer money from the savings to the checking to cover this invoice. Would also like to transfer money for the election expenses. We need $6,000 to transfer from savings to the checking account. Motion has been made to transfer this money. Motion is carried.

Zip Code, Larry Tyler: Need to find out if there are any new zip codes available for our State.

Bylaws, Bill Elliott: Has marked up the by-laws and has been provided to the Council for review. The Town Council will review and discuss in two weeks. We may want to clear up the voting issue in the bylaws. 

Richard Thomas: June 27th, long-range plan meeting is scheduled;
John Allday, Valley Vineyards: No news;

Robert Wood, Comprehensive Emergency Plan: Tuesday the 19th or 20th is the next meeting for the comprehensive emergency plan. The Lakes is selling emergency packets for one person to survive for three days.

New Business:

New Committee, Richard Thomas: Establishment of a Formal Committee to interface with the County of Los Angeles and various developers as it relates to housing projects. Our bylaws call for the CSD committee to be responsible for land developments. Can we do both or shall we spin off the formal committee?

Larry Tyler thinks that there should be a separate global development committee. Alexis Upton Knittle suggests that the CSD committee can be an advisory group to this new development committee.

Bill Elliott: globally, we are trying to maintain our rural way of life. If we handle one item at a time, he thinks we are better off.

The Leona Valley Town Council must select a chairman and the chairman selects committee members. The chair shall be a Town Council member. 

Bill Elliott makes a motion that a land development committee is formed. Motion is passed.

Development Committee Chair: Bill Elliott makes a motion that Richard Thomas is the head of the Development Committee. Larry Tyler seconds the motion. The motion is carried.

Richard Thomas will form the committee. 

Karl Pearcy: Is there any criteria to the members of the committee such as being a resident. 

Bill Elliott: There must not be a conflict of interest. The committee is there to take into consideration that the rural character of Leona Valley is maintained. The charter is to bring forth and support what the community wants.

The committee reports to the Town Council. The committee has to have some autonomy. 

John Allday: the keyword in the motion is a committee to by “interface” between the County and developers. (key word “interface” is in the agenda, was not in the actual motion). 

Norm Hickling: The committee does the research and does the heavy lifting work for the town council. Committee meetings do not have to be public, however the committee must report back to the council and any action proposed by the committee must have council approval You can’t have three or four council members on the committee, and then you have a problem. You can’t have serial meetings. The committee must bring the information in a public forum.

Richard Thomas & Bill Elliott, Lilac Development: Report on meeting with developer Mr. Craig regarding the Lilac Development. Will be developing Margaretten Park. He is not even at a point of presentation. Developer wants to find out the hot buttons for the community. Has not received a lot of information on the development yet. There are four investors. Does not know lot sizes or if it is in the hillside management area. Not ready for a town hall meeting yet. No plot plan. 

Gala Under the Stars, Larry Tyler/Robert Wood

Fundraiser by the LVIA & Sertoma & West AV Historical Society. Funds will go to the historic Heritage Park. The Gala will have six wineries represented and political dignitaries; $30 couple; $20/single; scheduled for June 23rd. 7 PM to 10 PM; there will be raffles; 

Community Standards: Bill Elliott has contacted Jan Powell to see where she is at on the plan. Should know in a couple of weeks.

Chuck Crandall: congratulations to the town council for not making it to the editorial pages of the AV Press.

Ron Howell: There are conflicting statements from the fire department and Edison regarding the power lines. Chief Gill is going to be the new chief. Chief Gill will be meting with the Town Council, residents, a select group including the chief of the Forestry Department. Forestry rejected the offer. 

Edison was originally in favor of their original route. Now Edison wants the lines near the reservoir and down the canyon. The cabin people have raised some money to fight their effort. They are outreaching communities. 
Working Meeting: June 23rd 2007; will discuss the water plan; reviewing the bylaws; 

John Grimm: a lot of people don’t realize at 6:00 both hospitals were at critical mass and closed. A resident in need of emergency care was diverted to Henry Mayo, 30 miles away.

Agenda Items for next meeting: Power lines, the legal bills in the future; review the bylaws; obtain copy of the retainer; 

 Adjournment Time: 9:30
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