‘S'dents expected to pay. share of t

1A$R3 million Live Oak street-
dndesidewalk improvement
pﬁn ‘approved last week by the
Board of Supervxsors

v“ %}jﬂe supervlsors agreed that

havep to bear the entire cost of
f ng the plan, Supervisor
] ‘Forbus said they should *
e‘xﬁt’tto piteh in.

T
, @i@fﬁct encompasses Live Oak,

iked the contention, voiced
by +esidents, that the county
"skﬂﬁbﬂ shoulder the burden of
; itig for 1mprovements to
ak streets. .
gsidents - point to
iity’s - growth-control -mea-
which they say has fun-
] more development into
firban-zoned Live Oak area
:  its street system can
hﬁﬁ@e That, plus the wear and
| f heavy ‘through trafflo
ecessitated the str
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 be Improvements needed to. ::

ve ‘Oak residents should not

so saying, Forbus, whose

the

Rob Bremner,
the Live Oak Community A&$0
ciation,

financing the street improve-

ments “a kind of bone of con-
tention to the people in" Live .
Oak.”

Of several possxble fundmg streets, and installing a_ four-
methods listed in the plan, 'he way stop sign at 17th Avenue.
particularly objected to the  and East Cliff Drive, desé Y
suggestion that a County Ser-
vice Area be formed in ‘Live gerous intersection in* L}Ve*
,Oak. Such a method would Qak.”

icharge property owners ‘a set
fee over a given period of time.

“A"CSA in Live Oak is unac-
ceptable to residents,” Brem-
“ner said. ‘

"He proposed instead raising
developers’ fees to help offset
the cost. Developers now pay
about $1,800 per unit to build in
Live Oak, but until recently,
they paid only about $80 per
unit. :

That low fee was a mlstake
on the county’s part, Bremner
said, and, “I don’t think Live
Oak residents should have to

pers’ fees.

ming 1986-87 county budget
hearings. \
The board directed the
ounty administrative officer
e Capital Improvements
rogram Task Force to incor-
porate the Live Oak Traffic
Study plan into the county’s
Ca{ﬁﬁal Improvements Pro-
gr‘m and to report back on
possible funding mechanisms..
The plan lists two phases of |
improvements designed to

bring Live Oak’s network of

nattow streets up to county
staadards, Martin Carver, asso-
ciate transportatlon planner
told the board.

‘The first phase consists of
improvements needed now,

the 'second phase would

fo’r’ the mistakes of ..the:.

presidenit: of pnonty, and oth‘er

last Tuesday ealled priority basis.

' included in th

bus objected to raxsmg Ef

ited ‘to cost $8.2 million,

~ handle the area’s growth within

the mext 20 years, expected to"

~.cost $14.6 million.

Streets surroundmg schools

uled for improvement on_ »

Street improvements mclude
widening Capitola Road to* ﬁw
lanes, mapping a truck ro
. keep trucks off smalle

in the plan as ‘‘the most

At Forbus’ request, the boa
eliminated a recommendation
that a flashing yellow llgM be;
installed at 17th Avenue-.al

 Rodriguez Street, near 1
Acres Elementary School. That,
recommendation also called"for,
a school crossing guard %t the
mtersectlon ;
Forbus asked that a fouﬁwa’y
stop sign be installed and the

| crossing guard ‘eliminated. e

for another off-rarh
way 1 near Dom

" tal,

by the wayside. It shoul
studied again, Forbus said. -
Besides developers’ fees. and
a CSA in Live Oak, the plan:
suggests the formation of a Live:
Oak Redevelopment Ageney;:
already initiated by the board;
which would derive funds from
the incremental increases: :in:
property taxes that occu,we
time. :
Another possibility is .ah
increase in the local sales itax. +
“I don’t think ‘(the commu
nity association) would g
far as to advocate that iwe
this,”” ‘Bremner said, *
maybe it’s-something we should
look into.”’.
‘He commended county |
| ners for their work on. :
' traffic study, but cautioned
that the plan will need constant -
updating because  ‘‘it suw
doesn’t fix Live Oak by any
means ‘
- “But i
af*!I«t is a buildi




