By DON RIGHETTI
: Sentmel Staff  Writer -
:A small but determmed band

hlppmg away at the odds
alnst mdependent c1tyh00d for

ENCY FORMATlON
COMMISSlON

31 of . the
.+ Agency. Formation ‘Commission
County b\/~ fhe Clerk fof the

] - annexation;
‘itory -pro-
osed o' "be ‘annexed, proposed terms
nd . condition, if ‘any, and’ for fut-
ther <particulars.
NOTICE IS FURTHER GlVEN that
aid. ‘Executive  ‘Officer ‘has fixed Oc-
ober 21, 1970  at. the hour. of  10:00
WM m the Supervisors - Chambers;
ounty . Governmental~ Center, -Santa
“.California, . as the date, time
nd: place 'of- public:. hearlng by - said
ommission “upon " this = petition "'and
he_Wauvmg of Hearing thereon. All
'sons. desiring to be heard on this
: matter. ‘should ~appear at the above
’ hme and ‘place.
E.. R. HANNA,
.. Executive . Officer.
- :Local -Agency ‘Formation
Commission 5
C ty c%f Santa

OMM ON™ :
S Caunry of Santa’ Cruz
NOT!CE OF PUBLIC HEARING BE-

- OF’ TERRITORY TO THE CITY
. OF ' CAPITOLA
“NOTICE :IS HEREBY G!VEN 1ha7
etition requesting consent "to ini-
roceedings . 1o--.annex’ territory/
as "New Brlghi‘on No.. 241
of Capitola in.the County |
ruz: has been filed with

: petition is on ‘file. at
aid: Executive Officer,

- Center, ’ Santa
Yy be gxammed

‘ proposed

] governmental
| with .incorporation must be pro-

~|said.

terms  and|

by

stackles in its struggle for Live
Oak incorporation — a kind of
conspiracy in county govern-
ment against the project and
the natural reticence of the peo-
ple of Live Oak to abandon
t|their carefree status quo.

Since Live Oak currently is
junder county Junsdlctmn all the
action  -involved

cessed through the - county. If
the conspiracy of which LOCAL-
G complains is real, then, the
group. has made sohd progress
against some lofty odds.

Whether the conspiracy is reah
or not, LOCAL-G has come|

THE quite a way through floods of

N radvice from all sides that what
it 'is attempting to do can’t be
; ;done i

"In the waiting time before
the group presents to the board
of supervisors its intention to
petition for cityhood, the group
is carrying its: message of - in-

+{corporation to the people in a
2 series’ of informal nelghborhood
n ‘zgathermgs

But only’ when 1t is asked
to do so,

Barbara White said LOCAL-G
is delaying its hard-core cam-
paign until it is time to circu-
late petitions so. its arguments
for cityhood will -be fresh in
the minds of residents.

“We're trying to make the
people of Live Oak aware of
the terrific potenial there,” she

The notice of intention to cir-

~|culate petitions must have the
) |signatures of 25 to 50 qualified

L-G's Determine:

Live Oak landowners, which
shouldn’t be too hard to come!
by.

The petition for an election
must be filed within' 120 days
after the presentation of the
notice of intention. The petition
must bear signatures of at least
25 per cent of the area’s land-
holders representing -at least
25 per cent of the area’s as-
sessed valuation. e

The election for cityhood will
require a simple ‘majority .ap-
proval of Live Oak’s registered
voters. .

|at  the” neighborhood meetmgs
has been heartening, Mrs. Whlte
noted.

She said the people generally
are surprised when they become
aware of the level of services
that is available to a community

the levying of property taxes.
She reminded that LOCAL-G’s
proposal calls for the municipal
operation of Live Oak on state
subvention - funds with no. pro-
perty taxes.

Betty Ward said the greatest
obstacle the group meets among
the general public is a distaste
for any change at all.

““They say, ‘We don’t want
anything to do with change. We
want to stay the way we are.’

“Our reply usually is, ‘The
only way we can keep our ident-
ity is by incorporating, other-
wise, becoming part of a big

|mid-county city or annexation

to Santa Cruz or Capitola will
result in the loss of small com-
munlty pride.’

other - people - won’t “have any
interest ‘in Live Oak, but the

be paying their taxes.”

Reaction to LOCAL-G’s plans|

the size of Live Oak without|

“We fell, too, that if we be-|
come part of a larger city the|
people of Live Oak will still|

She said a large 'city alse
will| need a dlsproportxonate ‘

{amount of taxes because it uses; “But there are other ways
a larger ‘administrative corps (;o force it, such as the econ-
than a small one. ‘ omics of belng tied -to Santa
Mrs. White resurrected the/@ruz by our water and sewer
argument that the City of Santajgystems,” Mrs. White claimed.
Cruz is attempting ta swallowﬁ “When the cost of remaining
Llive Oak by gaining an-econ-joutside Santa Cruz becomes
omic stranglehold on the area.jequal or greater than the tax
She noted Santa Cruz Mayor‘xte of joining, the annexation
Ernest 'Wicklund has claimedgyill have been forced.”

Santa Cruz cannot force the an-fii’ Jeff Mauro, LOCAL-G presi-|i
nexation of Live Oak. She said ent, mamtams that without
Wicklund was referring to ' thefls
fact that annexation to Santafo
Cruz will require a vote of thefvices superlor to those now
residents of Live Oak - lgiven the area by the county.

He said revenue from state
subventions will be greater than
that now spent by the county
on direct services to Live Oak,
regardless of county claims to
the contrary.

LOCAL-G long has mamtamed
the county receives more funds
in’ Live Oak-generated ‘subven-
tions than it returns to the area
in - services.

The idea’ hangs on that Live
Oak still is the ‘“‘chicken farm
area’’ of the'county, Mrs. Ward
commented, and the people

have a built-in inferiority com-
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ight For A Live Oak City

plex regarding their community
standing in the county.

She said the knowledge of
Live Oak’s potential should be
brought home to its residents.

Some of that potential, Mauro
commented, lies in the area’s
wealth of developable land, the
wherewithal to perform that de-u
velopment and the community
pride to go ahead and do it.

Is there any chance’ the re-
actionaries can have their wish
and maintain an unchanged
Live Oak community?

Not much, according to Mrs.
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White. “All you have to do is
look at the immense changes
on 4l1st Avenue,” she comment-
ed. “We can be ostriches for
just so long, then to further
ignore the signs becomes short-
sighted. Change is coming.’

She added, “We can’t remain
nincorporated much longer. We
can’t ignore the sheer welght
of economic law.”

She concluded by pointing to
the ominous fact that the gener-
al plans of both Santa Cruz

and Capitola call for a takeover
of Live Oak.




