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progress seemed to'pe ei?g in
= Watsonville, ~a* city-that "until “a few
short years ago didn’t have to wrestle

‘One view, with Mayor Bill Johnston as
ts chief spokesman, held that
progress came through unfettered
. free enterprise. New shopping
centers, the mayor argued, would
provide more convenient shopping as
well as more sales tax for city coffers
drained by Proposition 13. “You can't
~ force people to go downtown,” said
| Johnston. ‘
But opponents of the new shopping
centers (two others had been
approved within the past 18 months)
contended that the council’s
~ encouragement of “‘commercial
. dispersion” violated the principles of
.~ sound economic planning. True
. progress -in Watsonville, they said,
. would entail the “‘recycling of existing
- commercial areas. '

Some redevelopment radvocates
admitted flatly that they were in favor
. of economic protectionism.- “Protect
. the vitality of the city’s core,”
. beseeched Roger Hoffman, renovator
. of the Mansion House. .
. Palmtag, considered a moderate dn
;. the council, agreed that the council
€ might be zoning too much of the city

' commercial. He went so far as to say
. that this could lead to large-scale

blight and arson.

The issue of ‘‘community identity”
. also came home again at the tail end
. of the year as Wells Fargo Bank
. prepared to demolish the 81-year-old
Marinovich Building at the southeast
corner of the historic Plaza.

Saying it was a last-resort measure
to stop the ‘“madness,” Chuck Rowe
and the Environmental Law Fund
filed suit in Santa Cruz County
Superior - Court, obtaining a
temporary restraining order.

City and bank officials were furious,
but -the historical preservation
movement picked up steam. In less
than 24 hours, Rowe and other
historical rehabilitation advocates
gathered over $1,500 in pledges to set
up a “preservation defense fund.”

' Politics by lawsuit had entered the
' Watsonville ,‘yli‘_tjgglmilieuc""-”“"”‘ ‘

'+ -=A]] the' controversy exemplified the
increasing polarization of the council
— and perhaps the community as a
whole. And with council elections-
coming up in May, the loud voices
aren’t about to tone down in 1981.

with the problems of booming growth. -

. (.}

Other ‘‘running stories’ ' in

Watsonville this year included: -
—City Hall’s continuing fight with
the U.S. Environmental Protection
_Agency over.a federal mandate to
~upgrade Watsonville’s. sewage
, treatment plant. The issue exploded
in early autumn when Congress
passed an amendment to a Wwater
pollution law, in effect requiring
industry to pay ‘‘out of pocket”. its
share of the costs, of new treatment
facilities. Prior to passage of the
amendment, industry would have
been allowed to ‘pay back a “grant”
over a 30-year period at no interest.
Watsonville food processors said the’
new law could drive many of them out

~ of business. But at year’s end, city’

officials were confident they -could
beat' an EPA deadline and get the
“grant” for the food processing
industry after all.

—The police officers’ anger at the
council’s decision last summer to uni-
laterally impose a five-day work week
on them after contract negotiations
reached an impasse. The officers had
considered their 10-hour, four-day
work week a prime — and deserved —
benefit. Following the council’s deci-
_sion, police talked of taking “job
action,” but eventually decided only
to cut down on “yolunteer” acti-
vities.”” A few policemen made good
on prior threats to leave to work for
other law enforcement agencies.
Meanwhile, the city started construc-
tion on the long-awaited police statio
just south of City Hall. g

—Street crime and, in particular,
youth gang violence continued to ‘con-
cern Watsonville residents, especially
in the wake of the stabbing deaths on
Mt. Madonna of two teenagers in
February. Criticism that City Hall
had failed to address the issue was
mollified somewhat after the council
voted to reopen the Boys’. Club
building to house the Police Activities
League, a pet project of Police Chief
-Al Williams. ; !

—Pinto Lake. The City Council last

- spring voted to ban speedboats and
charge “walk-in”’ and ‘‘drive-in”’ fees
as part of a comprehensive plan to
upgrade the park. The plan also

involved the hiring of park rangers
and two park aides. The council,

‘however, quickly rescinded its
decision to charge the walk-in fees
after citizens protested, and several
months later voted to get rid of the
park employees and weekday fees
after the plan proved to be a financial
flop. Weekend fees, however, are still
being charged, and speedboats are
still banned. -

—The city attempted to buy ‘‘air
space” from about 80 homeowners
who live near Watsonville Airport,
offering $1,000 to each homeowner
under a program pushed by the
Federal Aviation Administration. But
the resulting brouhaha caused city
officials to cancel their purchase
plans. Late in the year, they tried to
get the homeowners to trim trees that
obtrude into the airport ‘‘clear zone,”
but many of the property owners
balk%g:gain. i }

—The city’s long-awaited Desi
.Review Commission was born in Se%
tember. The same month, it rej
e s , it rejected
a modified A-Frame design for a
large Green Valley Road subdivision.
The developer threatened to sue and
told Planning Director Bob Ellenwood
(who agreed with the commission’s
decision) to “‘go to hell.” But the com-
Huss:gt;tlelrs t;tood their ground, and
eventually the developer redesig
the project. oy eeugng_d
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