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,f e pr0|ect County Counsel says

rﬁy STEVE SHENDER

* Sentinel Staff Writer

SANTA CRUZ — An initiative
imed at killing Palo Alto developer
d Kelley s controversial
ead Beach project by block-
ty financial participation in
development has missed the
k, according to County Counsel
t Herr.
g in the ballot measure
m bar county involvement in the

pment if Kelley signs over his

lease on the Porter-Sesnon property ;
to ﬂi; eounty as a gift, according to

M Herr has suggested, super-
vm ‘would not be breaking faith
ﬁiﬁi initiative backers if they

opted the measure “as a county
ﬁt&d the lease and
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Supervisors must decide Tuesday
whether to adopt the so-called ¢Fis-
cal Responsibility Initiative” as a
county ordinance or put it on the
November ballot.

The board’s impending decision
comes against a background of last-

minute wheeling and dealing be-
negotiate with Kelley for purchase of

tween county officials and Kelley,
aimed in the main at rendering the
initiative academic. -
+ County Administrative Officer
George Newell indicated today that

he washopeful that supervisors
would have the results of those nego-
. Porter-Sesnon under a concession

tiations before them Tuesday.

Asked this: morning if he would
have a deal to present to the board
Tuesday, Newell said, “I think we
will, yeah.”

‘Newell to
. purchase/lease-back deal With the
' developer.

tbe 66-acre Porter-Sesnon site in
‘Aptos mounted a drive to qualify the
initiative for the ballot after uper-
visors voted 3-2 in April to au
negotiat

Newell was authorized then to

the developer’s 99-year Porter-
Sesnon lease. The CAQ had proposed
that the @gunty purchase the lease
and then lease the property back to

Kelley, who would construct and op-

erate the Wingspread project at

agreement with the county. :
More than 11,400 county residents

subsequently signed petitions in sup-
- port of the Fiscal Responsibility In-
; ﬁhﬁu, M would bar the M

soever” in Kelley’s ambmou m
jeet: e
With supervisors poised laat mat

to decide what to do about the ballot -
measure, it was announced by New- L 8

ell’s office that Kelley was
ing simply giving his Porterw
lease to the county.

PatBusch,atopaxdetoM,
indicated then that if Kelley went
ahead with the gift it would be poss-

ible for the board to both adopt the

gam;mﬂ i
'sub

version” of the will of initiative
petmon signers, who, they Nd,

were gpposed to Wingspread.

But according to County Counsel

Herr, it would be wrong to assume
that petition signers were opposd to
the development.

Herr, who offered his opmlon in a
memo to supervisors, said the
Responsibility Initiative, as writwl
would block county financial involve-
ment in Wingspread, but would not
_actually prohibit the project.

no public funds were mvolv!d,
said.

““The lnitiatw%,” .wrote | gert,
dnu not m to prohiﬂﬁ ‘the

initiative and go ahead wm * gy

CAQ’s proposed concession a;

- ment, because no public fundrnﬂﬂ 1
 be involved in the deal with ﬂp de-
~ veloper.

Action on the initiative wdﬁ post- ﬂﬁy

poned last week amid warnings from

 supervisors- Gary Patton and h Hf
Cuceﬁian — the board’s two

.. which would not involve the:
pﬁb‘lvlc funds ... such as receipt d a
gift of a portnon or all of the pm-

ce the measure was written to
&l}mt public financial involvement
n the t, but not the project
olf said Herr, it could not be
: ?ﬁt petitlon signers were

q;ﬁﬁg umdpﬂnﬂﬁ

ei’cuIators which was not expressed
‘in the, mltlatlve o

"v.x

.esumed’”’ that those who signed
itions to get the measure on the
hﬂlot knew what they were support-
ng — a measure almedl at bm
financial involvem
s B‘t h devm
ment itself.

i

Nor would the measure bar county
participation in the developmﬂt if

nt of the (initiative)

is irrelevant,” 1
uld Herr, who suggested it was tobe -
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