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Belmont breaks tradition
in picking its newest mayor

By Terry Robertson :
Times Tribune Staff

BELMONT — The City Council
broke with tradition Monday night
by appointing City Councilman
William Hardwick to a one-year
term as mayor over Vice Mayor
Pamela Ketcham.

Traditionally, the mayor’s spot
goes to the person serving as vice
mayor, but recent in-fighting be-

the meeting after learning earlier in
the day what the majority of the
council intended to do.

“] decided I wouldn't give the
men the satisfaction of not giving
me the mayorship,” she told the
Times Tribune this morning in ref-
erence to the three council mem-
bers who voted for Hardwick. “I
foresaw it coming, but that’s life.
It’s not the end-all-be-all of life.”

“But it’s sad in a way,” she added.

tween Mrs. Ketcham and twomem- I thinkIcould have done asgooda
bers of the council and her public job (as mayor).”
dislike for City Manager James De-  This is the third time that Hard-

Chaine apparently swayed the ma-
jority of council members to push
tradition aside.

The council voted 3-0 to install
Hardwick as mayor and as director
of the Belmont Fire District. Coun-
cilwoman Margaret Buckley ab-
stained from voting in protest of

wick has been appointed mayor. He
was served in 1972-1973 and 1975-
1976.

He said this morning that there
were three reasons for the council’s
decision to select him over the vice
mayor.

“She has said in the past that she

the action, but later changed her goglg nptserveas?tmyor aslongas The City Council broke with tra-
vote in favor of Hardwick in th eChaine was city manager,” (5 i hhsaed

i tereats of councll unity ® a Hardwick said, in explaining the dition in electing William Hard--
~ She was later voted in as vice council’s vote. “It would be diffi- wick mayor of Belmont over Vice
mayor. - cult to be mayor if you can’t work Pamela Ketcham. ]
. Mrs. Ketcham stayed away from  With the city manager. . Mayor -



- By JANET PARKER

- Times Staff Writer

There seems to bhe no end in sight
to the confusion that has turned
merged lots in Belmont into a per-
manent agenda item,

Just when the City Council thinks
it has found the perfect comprom-
ise, yet another potential solution
emerges.

The latest is that Councilman
Walt Worthge wants to know why
Belmont can't work with a state law
that allows the council to decide
which lots in the city should be
merged, rather than an earlier law
that forces the council to decide
which of some 400 IOtbsed should be
“‘un-me " or separated.

's arggg 1 technicality that City
Attorney Ken Dickerson has already
ruled doesn’t apply to Belmont. But
Worthge suggested at a public hear-
ing Wednesday night that it's an
option that hasn’t been adequately
pursued.

The council hearing was sched-
uled to record about 100 lots
recently identified by the city as
merged. The council, however,
deecided not to record those mergers
until Worthge's concern is studied.

Worthge said he didn’t want to
give any of the property owners
involved ‘‘false hopes’' but it
appears that the question about the
s&ph:a law is yet another potential
solution to the problem.

“I don't think we should vote to
record an&.hing until after we clear
this up,”’ Worthge related.

The question came up When City
Flanner Neal Martin said that San
Mateo County planners apparently

are using the more permissive law

- dec what lots to join — in the
Emerald Lake area. If the county is
using it, it seems that Belmont

could, too, Worthge contended.

The merging lot confusion dates
back to January 1977 when a state
law required merging of contiguous
lots in the same ownership where at
least one of those lots was substand-
ard or meeting less than the mini-
mum requirements for
development.

The law was an obvious attempt
to control growth.

However, later that year, the
Legislature decided the first law
was wrong and implemented a sec-
ond law that “permitted” cities —
rather than requiring them — to
merge substandard lots.

Belmont chose to work under the
provisions of the original law. The
result was about 200 angry property
owners who say they have lost thou-
sands of dollars in property values
and the ability to construct on their
own land. ]

Owners again asked Wednesday
night why Belmont is facing this
problem and no other city in San
Mateo County seems to be caught up
in the merger confusion.

Opponents of the merger proce-
dure say other cities have simply
ignored the law while proj ts
say other cities didn't need the law
because they already had laws on
the books to control development of
substandard parcels.

Angry property owners lined up
before the council during the hear-
ing and pleaded in emotional tones
to keep their properties out of the

- Merged lot problems

grow in Belmont

Angelo Fogliani pounded his fist

on the podium and scolded the cou

;!}ifqr “fighting like a bunch of liti
ids.” 3

“I can get the stupidest lawye
coming out of the stfl’te bar m
and he'll beat you guys on this,”
Fogliani said, T

He and others threatened to file
lawsuits aimed at forcing the city to
reimburse property owners for the
loss of merged lots.

“You're not gaing to take my
property away from me,” he ins-
isted. He claimed his vacant merged
lot was worth about $50,000.

Francis Guido, representing
Albert and Myrtle Genochio, pro-
tested an ordinance being consi-
dered by the council that would
separate about 85 lots on Sept. 11,
providing that planner Martin find
an environmental impact report
necessary.

Guldo said it's wrong to tie up
these properties for four more
months, making it impossible for
owners to sell them or buaild on
them.

Several property owners were
assured that because of technicali-

ties, their properties are not merged
as the city orﬁmﬂy claimed. -

Y
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probed in Belmont

By JANET PARKER
Times Staff Writer
The San Mateo County District
Attorney's office is conducting a
“‘preiiminar investigation™ into
allegations that Beimont Council-
woman Pam Ketchum attempted to
“'bribe” a fellow council member in
an effort to oust the city manager.
San  Mateo County Dis-
trict Attormz{e Keith Sorenson said
today that matter was brought
to his office three weeks ago and the
investigation probably will continue
for several more weeks.
Sorenson refused to say who

brought the allegation to his office.
_ Bribery, he pointed out is a
felony.

Mrs. Ketchum said today that she
was aware of the investigation and
had been contacted by an investiga-
tor from Sorenson's office,

The bribery allegation first arose
at a City Council meeting on Feb. 13
At that meeting, Councilman
Frank Gonsalves asked Mrs. Ket.
chum- to disqualify herself from a
vote concerning his property
becagsg, he alleged, she “‘sold her
vote” in trying fo get him to vote
(See Page 6, Column 6)

Ol 24, 1971

Ketchum

/ _

(Continued from Page 1)

from tradition and elected senior
council member William Hardwick
to serve as rméror until next A&nl.,
Attempts by Councilwoman Meg
Buckley to nominate Vice-Mayor
Mrs. K{tchum to that position —
following the traditional rotational
method — failed for lack of a sec-
ond.

Hardwick was elected mayor and
president of the fire district board of
directors on two 3-0 votes, with Mrs.
Buckley abstaining and Mrs, Ket-
chum absent.

Although the issue is not on the
agenda of tonight's meeting, the
first meeting after Hardwick’s elec-
tion as mayor, Mrs. Ketchum’s sup-
porters hope they will be able to
make their plea. ‘

Hardwick said this morning that if
a council member does desire to

have the issue discussed, it will be-

permitted. In addition, he said he
will ask Mrs. Ketchum if she wants
the council to respond to the main
.question of her supporters —
namely, why wasn't she allowed to
serve as mayor? o :
Hardwick said he will have a writ-
ten résponw if that public
discussion FDROUT s
Whusifle some of Mrs. Ketchum's

The resuits of that election were
Frank Gonsalves, 1,822 votes; Walt
Worthge, 1,808 votes; and Pam Ket-
chum, 1,711 votes.

Gonsalves served as mayor in
1977-78 and Wortghge served in
1978-79. .

» Hardwick, the senior member of
the council, has served as mayor
twice before.

A letter to the City Council signed
by nine residents claimed that
reconsideration is in “‘the best inter-
est of the this community."”

‘‘The council's recent action,
while not unlawful, was absolutely
contrary to the spirit of the demo-
cratic process and should never
have happened,” the letter con-
tended. It was signed by Mike and
Mary Harrington, Hal and Kathy
Shepard, Grant and Angie Larson,
Sal and Barbara San Fillipo and Pat
Rianda.

It is uncertain if this is the first
time that a vice-mayor in Belmont
has heen denied an opportunity to
serve as mayor. Councilwoman Eve
Sterry declined the vice-mayor posi-
tion when a motion and second was
made in her behalf in the early

1970s. ' ¢ "

supporters have said that she was

the highest vote-getter in the 1976
election, supporters of other council
members have since pointed out she
was not.

-
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+  (Continued from Page 1)
against City Manager James

He claimed that the council-

woman said she would vote to separ-
ate two lots owned by Gonsalves if
he would be the third council vote to
fire DeChaine.
Mrs. Ketchum is a long-time polit-
ical foe of the city manager. It is
believed that she and Mrs. Buckley
form a minerity bloc to oust the
manager and that closed door execu-
tive session attempts to muster the
third vote have failed.

However, at that same Feb. 13
meeting, Mrs. Ketchum also
claimed that Gonsalves had phoned
her to find out how she would vote
on his property. That, she claimed,
amounted to vote-tampering.

Mrs. Ketchum said today she had
decided to set the issue aside and
not pursue what she said she
believes might be an illegal action
on Gonsalves' part.

“At this point, I'm thinking
probably best to pursue it,’
said.

it's
she

~/ “Ketchum

supporters
picket

Supporters of Belmont Council-
woman Pam Ketchum gathered in
front of City Hall this morning and
quielg- picketed in protest of the
City Council's failure to elect her as
mayor.

Promising to bring their griev-
ance to the council at its meeting at
7:30 p.m. today, they carried signs
saying *‘We voted for a unified coun-
cil, not a polarized one" and “Why
won't the council listen to the people
who put them in office?"

The pickets said their appearance.
today was a vote of confidence for
Mrs. Ketchum.

“We would like to convince the
council to reconsider its election,”
said Lida Paetzke. However, she
conceded that the chances of that
happening are ‘‘probably pretty
slim. "

Lillian Curreri said Mrs. Ketchum
deserved the position because she is
a fulltime council member ‘“‘who is
very available to all points of view."

City Clerk James McLaughlin has
received a petition signed by 17 resi-
dents, a letter signed by nine resi-
dents and another letter from Mrs.
Paetzke seeking reconsideration of

- the mayor election.

On April 9, the council broke away
(See Page 6, Column 3)
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PICKETS AT CITY HALL IN BELMONT

Belmont council

By JANET PARKER q 7
mes Staff Writer
Belmont Councilwoman Pam Ket-

chum was denied a turn as mayor

because she couldn’t be trusted to
represent the clty in a “fair and
honest manner.’

That was the rebuttal of Mayor
William Hardwick Monday night to
Mrs. Ketchum’s supporters, who
picketed City Hall all day and then
filled the City Council chambers

mf for a chance to air their

They dldnt get that chance, but

they did get a public explanation of

why three councilmen decided to
overlook Mrs. Ketchum in selecting
a mayor April 9 and instead han
the job to Hardwick, who has served
as mayor twice,

Hardwick attacked Mrs, Ket-
chum, who was seated at his imme-
diate left, for alle
staff morale at City Hall, for dis-
closing publicly the confidential

subject matters of executive ses-
rson’s

sions, and another
misfortune to her own benefit.”

The latter was a direct refereme
to the phght ei Couneﬂman

disrupting -

Gon lves, who is caught up in a
controversy over construction on his
own Lyndhurst Court property.

“This type of irresponsible action
for a person in a position of public
trust or private endeavor is repre-
hensible to me,”’ Hardwick con-
tended.

“*Had 1 voted for her as mayor, I
would have been condoning her
actions, in fact, rewardin the per-
son who took them,”

Mrs. Ketchum's su porters had
paraded in front of City Hall from 9
am. to 5 p.m. Monday, carrying
signs denouncing the recent mayor-
selection process.

About 60 persons appeared at the
council meeting wearing Kellow tags
with *‘Pam’”’ written on them. Coun-
gii]lwcman Meg Buckley w:lis among

e supporters wearing a placard.

Mrs. Ketchum, a councilwoman
since 1976, served as vice mayor last
year and was next in line to serve as
mayor, But Mrs. Buckley's motion
to nominate her to that position in
the annual council reorganization
failed for lack of a second.

The councilwoman’s supporters
had hoped the councﬂ would reconsi-

(Times Photo by Mike Spinelli
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A delegation of Belmont resi-
dents, upset with the recent selec-
tion of a new mayor outside of the
traditional rotational method, is

planning to take its complaint to the
Ci Co‘mcilMondaynﬁt.
ccording to Mary Miller, who is

leading the protest, Belmont voters
upset with the recent mayor election
are to pack the council
chambers in City Haﬂ at 7:30 p.m.

“We are t with the ure
of brea tradition for the first
time in Belmont history,”” Mrs.
Miller said. ‘‘We are very unhappy
about it."”

She said they are concerned that

Councilwoman Pam Ketchum —
whose turn it was to become mayor
in accordance with the typical rota-
tional method — is discrimi-
nated ailgain‘gitff on the aalis of a

personality erence with three
. councilmen.

The council on April 2 broke away

selection upset some

to serve as mayor until next April.

Attempts by Councilwoman Meg
Buckley to nominate Mrs. Ketchum
to that position failed for lack of a
second.

Hardwick was elected mayor and
president of the fire district board of
directors on two 3-0 votes, with Mrs.

Buckley abstai and Mrs. Ket-
chum not in a nce.
“There’s probably nothing we can

do about it now, but we have to let
them know we will have it in mind
at é:he next election,” Mrs. Miller
sai

She pointed out that Mrs. Ket-
chum received the most votes, top-
ping Councilmen Wait Worthge and
Frank ‘Gonsalves, in the 1978 council

e
Mrs. Ketchum was elected vice-
mayor by the council last year and
was expected to be elected mayor
this year.
The Belmont residents who voted

_ for Mrs. Ketchum in 1978 are going

7
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g
Gonsalves, who is caught up in a
controversy over construetion on his
own urst Court pmpert
“This type of ir ble action
for a person in a of public
trust or private emieavor is repre-

hensible to me,”’ w 0n-
tended.

“Had I voted for her as mayor, 1
would have been condoning her
actions, in fact, rewarding the per-
son who took them,” he said.

Mrs. Ketchum’s supporters had
paraded in front of Citv Hall from 9
a.m. to' 5 p.m. Monday, carrying
signs denouncing the gecant mayor-
selection process.

About 60 persons red at the
council meeting wear K:llow tags
with ‘Paml;; wnBtterll‘ on them. Coun-
'ci]womgn eg Buckley was among
the supgnrtersg wearing a placard.

Mrs, Ketchum, a councilwoman
since 1976, served as mayor las
year and was next in to serve aui
mayor. But Mrs. Buckley’s motio
to nominate her to that position i
the annual council reorganizati
failed for lack of a second.

The councilwoman's supporters
had hoped the council would reconsi-

) decxslon

der its selection, but that Jﬂld not
oceur and Hardwick remﬁmed as
mayor.

Hardwick said he had hoped to

“avoid embarrassment or censure

‘of a fellow council member, since

this often serves to divide the com-
munity."”

He acknowledged that Mrs. Ket-
chum has been a full-time council
member, devoting many long hours
to the mty But, he said, it is neces-
sary to look beyond the hours
Served

“She has disrupted most (eity}

. departments, demandin 5 their time

and attention. I have had complaints
about her methods and the feelmgs

of harassment of the employees,” he

said.

Hardwick clmmed that staff mor-
ale has dro because workers
often thought her comments repre-
sented the entire council. He said he
has talked to most of the employees
who have left the city in recent
- years and, “‘in almost all cases, they
indicated she was a factor in their
1o leave.”
ntended that the council has

n unable to discuss sensi-

- tive issues in closed-door
‘become public knowledge.

executive
sessions for fear that they wouid

‘-|

He continued to blast Mrs. Ket
chum for her actions concerni
Gonsalves' two lots, merged as th
result of a 1977 State law.
repeated claims made two
ago that Mrs. Ketchum offered her
vote to separate Gonsalves lots if
he would resign from the couneil
and, on ano

er occasmn, if he

eferring to. a
Jan. 24 lun Mrs Ketcl
There, claimed, Mrs.

Ketchum called her own activn

dirty politics,” but told him, *

leave it up to you to work it out.”

Councilman Walt W said he
doesn’t believe Mrs. Ketchum is
capable of communicating with all
factions within the city, a task he
claimed is necessal Ior the |

He denied that it ' * ta
automatically elect a vice mayar
the position of mayor, and furth
claimed that Mrs. Ketchum l)

(See Page 12, Column 1)
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on maya

By Terry Robertson
Times Tribune Staff

BELMONT — Nearly 100 Bel- |
mont residents crowded City -

=

Council Chambers Monday night
in an effort to force the City Coun-
cil to overturn their tradition-
breaking mayoral selection two

ago of Councilman Wiiliam

vore large ysellow“?am ‘badges,
iever had a chance. Mayor Hard-
wick prohibited members of the au-
e from addressing the council
ind, instead, noting pubhﬁpressure
‘on themselves to exp ain the rea-
_:. for hts selecti ;

gave a tearful 1 eeoannng of the
agonizing days of self-doubt as a
council member and as a human

- being following the April 9 council
action in which her turn to act as
mayor was passed over by Council
members Hardwick, Frank Gon-
salves and Walter Worthge in favor
of Hardwick.

She spoke of her near-resigna-
tion from the council and of her
gratitude for the many supporters
who turned out in the Council
Chambers and in picket lines in
front of City Hall earler in the day in
protest of the mayoral selection.

On the other hand, Hardwick
presented a prepared dispassmn-

e said Mrs. Ketcham harassed
and disrupted the city's various
government departments and that
morale in those éepavtmgg;ea- has

mm'esult, —

He related his “grave concern”
for Mrs. Ketcham's belief that exec-
utive sessions are not privileged or
e e T
sulte the co equently
“being unable to discuss sensitive
issues hgemxse of the uncertainty
-:g the;r ‘becoming pubhc knowl-

ge "

FIGHT

Continued from Page A-1

Hardwmk also expressed concern for

Ketcham's “unethchl" conduct

earlier this year in offering to trade

council votes with other council mem-
bers to suit her own needs.

(It was reported Monday that the San

7 Mateo County DistrEtAttomeysOfﬁce

‘pre ary investiga-
oped vote bribe charges.
Mrs Ketcham' has been charged by
H’ﬁrdwick with having offered her vote
to unmerge Councilman Gonsalves’
lots during a lunch last February if he
would vote to fire City Manager James
DeChaine.)

Other council members also gave
their opinions of the vote, which, for the
first time in recent Belmont history, re-
sulted in a vice mayor (Mrs. Ketcham)

being passed over bxa Czty Council ﬁor
another council

In the end, Ha was still mayor
and Mrs, Ketchpm was still a member of
the council. ~

On her part, Mx:g. Ketcham said criti-
cism of her actions have caused “me to
question my self-warth as a council-
member and as a human being.”

] also seriously considered my resig-
nation from the council,” she said tear-
fully. “I came to the council not to be
controversial. 1 don’t know what my
problem is, but 'm certainly controver-
sial.”

She then told her supporters that |
their protests would not be heard “be-
cause the men are not responsive to the
community. But I want to say to each of
you with those cute name tags, I love
you and I appreciate you coming down
here. 1 love you. Thank you.” :




der its selection, but that did
occur and Hardwick o
mal_{aor. ck remained as
rdwick said he had h
;?vmd embarrassment or (c)g;g.u::g
el i g
mt;lnity.“ vide the com-
‘He acknowledged that Mrs. Ket-
chum has been a full-time ol
member, devoting many long hours
to the city. But, he said, it is neces-

rejects Ketchum’s bid

tive issues in closed-door executiv
sessions for fear that d
become public knowledgeﬁ;my P
He continued fo blast Mrs. Ket-
chum for her actions concerning
Gonsalves’ two lots, merged as t
result of a 1977 state law.
repeated claims made two months
ago that Mrs. Ketchum offered her
vote 10 separate. Gonsalves' lots if
would resign from the council
and, on another occasion, if he

::rr'y to look beyond the hours would vote to fire the city manager.”
ed. “1 am totally convinced that she

_ “"She has disrupted most (city) acted in an illegal and unethical '
43

~departments, demanding their ti ' '
: i 1 me manner,” el . - »
andatfnon,{ e had ol Jan. 34 hngh i s K, ~ Council
a8 ings ere, Hardwick claimed A . :

gg%:‘.assment of the employees,” he Kg_tchum callei; he?la;m mtl:ﬂv';fy {Continued from Page 1)

Jardwick claimed that staff mor 1e;§§yu"°l‘“°’." but told him, ] repeatedly said in recent months

f . up to you to e it out i ¥

ale has dropped because workers Ct‘.il;mcilir)nanywalt ﬁmﬁé i:l:id ] that she didn’t even want to be

mayor.

Gonsalves said only that his vote
on the maﬁotship' was not based on
Mrs um's past voti ‘

often thought her comments
Eted_ the entire council. He sar?gr;
as talked to most of the employees

capable of communicating
factions within the cit}tri.n% ﬁ g

doesn't believe Mrs. Ketchum is

who have left i recen ; ; : )

years and, “‘in ahtggst?ﬂ e t claimed is necessary for the mayor. put “‘on other items; I dorg% wish to

it e R e He denied that it is “tradition” to g0 into detail™ .

| debision tliber their atlltomaﬁi{:aﬂy elect a vice mayor to Mrs. Ketchum sat ﬂ:getly through
0 leave. e position of mayor, and further the explanations by three coun-

" He contended that the council has

‘often been unable to discuss sensi- cimen B She notcn iha oh s

claimed that Mrs. Ketchum has,
(See Page 12, Column 1)~ Statements, she noted that she has
] v ver{eseriously considered resigning
int

T T past dyear. .

She said Hardwick’s “slander”’
ahout her luncheon discussion with
him has ‘‘hurt me more than any-
thing.”" After learning three days
before the April 9 council meeting
that there were three votes a inst -
her 'heco'm"mf mayor, she decided to
stay away Ir that meeting and
“save embarrassment for myself.”

She expressed nﬁ:atitude toward
her supporters a contended that
she is not alone in her struggles on
the council. .

<] want to say to those of you with
those cute little yellow nametags on
you, I love you and I appreciate your

Mrs. Buckley noted t coun-
cilmen reached out and offered
friendship during the year when her
own personal problems arose. That
same ‘‘human quality” should have
been extended to Mrs. Ketchum in
this matter, she said: :

“We're letting it all hang out now,
and 1 suppose that’s what makes
Belmont, one of the most honest
cities on the Peninsula. All our
squabbles are in public,” she said. \L
B e L



/" DA declines to
ﬁle charges in

lation,”” Sorenson said. “An
reporés wotm‘ havetb?ade a con
investigation possible b
; It was alleged four weeks ago that
ttempted to bribe a council Mrs. Ketcham told Councilman
e in an effort to oust the city ~ Frank Gonsalves that she w

o is insufficient eviﬁence to
prosecuti

That offer teportedly was
last December. .
Sorenson has refused to sa
brought the bribe charge
attention of his office.
Public airing of the alle 4
- came at a council nlmtim
wcknowledging that ruary when Gonsalves
od were fmgr...mm_ Ketcham to
a vote concernin “his p
, stresaed'that the deLay in because “she sold her vo

the allegations was the main fﬂ;iﬂls i, ev e ﬂ‘t;;ﬂrn;r DeChy
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Coliusmn in Belmont

Belmont Mayor Bill Hardwick re-
cently attacked Councilwoman Pam
Kmbam-for allegedly trying to bargain

ﬁiﬁi,aﬂegedly offering her vote on
one issue in exchange for a vote from
him or Councilman Gonsalves on an-
other. I was surprised he chose this

: subject for his attack, because Hard-

wick, himself, appears to have frequent
agreements with Councilmen Gon-

salves and Worthge. Furthermore,

these three often bring city employees
into their collusions.

- They get assistance from a city em-
ployee, who raises a legal or adminis-
trative issue, when they wish to vote
contrary to strong public opinion but
want to appear that they are helpless to

- do otherwise. The issue raised by the
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employee is usually not a problem at all,
but is a “red herring” phrased in con-
fusing rhetoric in an attempt to confuse
‘the audience.

was seen at the April 23 meeting. A pe-
tition proposing a new ordinance was
presented to the council. This petition
had 2640 signatures, approximately
20% of the registered voters. Signatures
and voter registration had been veri-
fied, and the petition was certified by
the proper official. The State Election
Code requires that the council imme-
diately either introduce the ordinance
> on or order a special election
~ on the ordinance. Hardwick, Gonsalves
and Worthge did not want either
these alternatives, so City Attomey
Ken Dickerson helped them out by giv-
ing a verbal legal opinion that they
should not act, quoting a rule that ap-
plies when petition signatures total be-
tween 90% and 110% of the required
number. However, this rule was clearly
irrelevant, because the petition had
131% of the required signatures.

Nevertheless, the three councilmen
ignored the official facts, even though

they had been presented to them both
verbally and in writing. Hardwick and

- ~Worthge made helpless gestum and

A typical example of this col]usi@

stated repeatedly that they did not see
how they could vote contrary to the at-
torney’s opinion. Finally, to placate the
“exceptionally large and vocal audience,
‘they did vote for a special election.

. I hope we can return to a more demo-
cratic process, in which council mem-
bers work on solutions publicly, rather
than mampulatmg the hearing before—
hand.

F Ellinor Wheeler
- BELMONT
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Land merger chaos

The Belmont City Council stum-
bled over merged lots again Monday
night, leaving a cloud of dust over
several privately owned properties
and over Councilman Frank Gon-
salves’ role in city government for
months to come.

The latest four-hour round of
complicated arguments, maneuvers
and proposals aimed at finding a
“fair and reasonable” solution to
the merger chaos left the door open
for still more debate.

When the dust had settled Tues-
day at about 1 a.m., the council had:

e Told four owners of merged
lots that they could submit a §3,000
promissory note to obtain a ‘‘cer-
tificate of unmerger.’” The note
would be fofrfeit:ed to the city for the
purchase of open space if the prop-
erty owners refused to,or couldn’t,
meet certain criteria or conditions

{)tl;iasced upon their properties later

» Left Councilman Frank Gon-
salves — one of those four property
owners — in a position that would
make him ineligible to vete on
upcoming major land-use issues,
including the general plan update,
the growth management study and
the unmerging, or separation, of
some 85 lots through the city.

e Caused Councilman Walt
Worthge to accuse two council-
women of breaking a ‘‘trust and
compromise’’ over unmergers
reached at a meeting last month,

Worthge, at one point in the
exhausting deliberations, threatened
to renew a proposal made weeks ago
to remove Gonsalves’ property from
the confusion — at the councilman’s
request — and allow him to vote on
the merger issues. That would break

the deadlock in favor of the land
owners.

And it would leave Gonsalves to
sue the city for loss of property
value or to seek resubdivision of his
merged lots, making the new house
being built on one of them legal.
At the end of Monday's meeting,
it was uncertain if Worthge would or
even could still pursue that option.

The Belmont City Council has
been dealing with the merger of lots
since early 1977 when a state law
merged or joined adjacent lots in
common ownership where one or
more ti:é i‘.he lots was substandard or
mee ess than minimum i
ments for building. reqmrgu

Property owners hit by the law
protested that they had been robbed
of property values and that the
action took away their rights to sell

or construct on their land. -
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plagues Belmont

In recent months, the council
decided to separate or ‘‘unmerge
some 85 lots in September cpntm-
gent upon the results of an environe-
mental impact report being
prepared by City Planner Neal Mar-
tin. However, the fate of the remain-
ing 300 merged lots was uncertain.

The lots being considered this
week are in a special dilemma
because building permits have been
obtained and construction has begun
or has been completed. Owners
claimed tht they were not aware
that their lots had been merged.

The council had introduced ordi-
sances to unmerge lots owned by
, W. and K. Budde Inc.,
Baffico Construction Co., and Wal-
ter Sorensen last month and was
axpected to easilﬂv adopt those ordi-
wncea_MmdaF ght

But Counci

woman Meg Buckley

again presented a plan that would
hold those substandard lots in abey-
ance — through certificates of
unmerger — until the council can*
come up with “‘mitigating’’ cir-
cumstances property owners would
have to meet for separation to take
effect.

She had asked for the opinion of
the city attorney on her proposal but
he ha?mt responded and wasn’t at
the meeting. Worthge insisted that
the attorney found that concept ille-
gal three weeks ago.

“To me, it's the only fair, eguita-
ple thing,” Mrs. Buckley said. It
would be unfair, she contended, 10
allow property OWners who have
mana {o obtain illegal building

rmits for construction on their
merged lands to go ahead with their
plans while other property _qnerg

can’t-do a thing with their merged
lots.

Councilwoman Pam Ketcham —
who had voted for the introduction
of the ordinances three weeks ago —
joined Mrs. Buckley. v

Property owners and their repre-
sentatives claimed that Mrs. Buck-
ley’s proposal cast a cloud over
their land. Eventually, motions to
separate the properties involved
failed on 2-2 votes, with Gonsalve
seated in the audience. i

The promissory note idea origin-
ally was proposed by a reluctant
Mayor William Hardwick. :

The promissory note concept was
approved 3-1, with Wrorthge object-
ing.
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Gonzalves’ plan rebuffed

By Terry Robertson
Times Gazette Staff

BELMONT — An attempt by City
Councilman Frank Gonsalves to bring
one of his two adjacent controversial
lots into conformance with zoning laws
by taking 2,000 square feet from his lot
next door and tacking it on to the sub-
standard parcel was temporarily re-
buffed by the Planning Commission
Monday night.

Concerned that Gonsalves's plan to

subdivide the two Lyndhurst Court lots .

was a matter more of expediency than
practicality, the commission voted 3 to
3 on the councilman’s application and
promised to reconsider the issue at their
July 2 commission meeting.
Gonsalves’s Lyndhurst Court lots
have been the center of controversy for
some time, since it was discovered that
the two lots had been merged by a state
‘law into one and that he was building a
new home there illegally. He has main-
tained that, like most other Belmont

Lnss

Gonzalves’ plan rebuffed,
for now at least, in Belmont

property owners who were affected by
the merger law, he was taken by sur-

prise.

The law which took effect in January
1977 merged all adjacent lots under one
ownership in which one or more of the
lots was undeveloped and substan-
dard.

Gonsalves, along with several other
property owners in the same situation,
was granted a chance to unmerge his
lots two months ago by putting up a
promissory note or money in lieu of any
serious environmental impacts created
from development.

‘Gonsalves, however, chose to subdi-
vide the lots to bring both into confor-
mity with the 9,600 square foot zoning
limit for the area.

Commissioners Steven Vartan, Ro-
bert Hoffman and Robert Change,
though, could not see the connection
between a 1,500-square-foot stem of
land moved from the larger lot to the
smaller lot which are situated a differ-
ent elevations.
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By Terry Robertson
Times Tribune Staff

BELMONT — An attempt by
City Councilman Frank Gonsalves
to bring one of his two adjacent
controversial lots into confor-
marnce with zoning laws by taking
2,000 square feet from his lot next
door and tacking it on to the sub-
stafidard parcel was temporarily
rebuffed by the Planning Commis-
sion Monday night.

Concerned that Gonsalves’s plan
to subdivide the two Lyndhurst
Court lots was a matter more of ex-
pediency than practicality, the
commission voted 3 to 3 on the
councilman’s application and pro-
mised to reconsider the issue at
their July 2 commission meeting.

Gonsalves's Lyndhurst Court
lots have been the center of contro-
versy for some time, since it was
discovered that the two lots had
been merged by a state law into one
and that he was building a new
home there illegally. He has main-
tained that, like most other Bel-

mont property owners who were
affected by the merger law he was
taken by surprise.

The law which took effect in Jan-
uary 1977 merged all adjacent lots
under one ownership in which one
or more of the lots was undeve-
loped and substandard.

Gonsalves, along with several
other property owners in the same
situation, was granted a chance to
unmerge his lots two months ago
by putting up a promissory note or
money in lieu of any serious en-
vironmental impacts created fmm
development.

Gonsalves, however, chose to
subdivide the lots to bring both into
conformity with the 9,600 square
foot zoning limit for the area.

Commissioners Steven Vartan,
Robert Hoffman and Robert
Change, though, could not see the
connection between a 1,500-
square-foot stem of land moved
from the larger lot to the smailler lot

which are situated a different ele-

vations.




‘Belmont planners split on
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Belmont Councilman Frank Gon-
salves faced yet another in a series
of stumbling blocks this week
invol construction on his prop-
erty on Lyndhurst Court.

The Planning Commission split
3-3, with Commissioner Joe Green
absent, over a sal by Gon-
salves to su is property —

] same position — couldn’t meet cer-
| tain criteria or conditions placed
upon their properties.

So far, Gonsalves has not chosen
to post such a note. Instead, he is
attempting to'legalize his construc-
tion through a subdivision.

Martim Wrote in his staff report
that removal of the house under
construction “‘would not be appro-
 priate even though this action would

- remedy the lega c‘u&ation of having
" two houses on one lot.”

The application for a subdivision
was necessary, Martin said, because
neither of the two parcels involved
fronts a public road. It meant that
Gonsalves needed commission
approval for an exception to the
subdivision rules.

Commissioners voting in favor of
the subdivision, Martin said, found it
was the only logical solution to
gbtaining the necessary square foo-

e for two homes.
ose against the application, he

man

3 consistinf ot: two merged lots — into

two new

Voting in favor of the subdivision
were commissioners Donald Hei-
man and William Moore and
man Alex Fletcher. "

The subdivision, according to Cit:
Planner Neal i g .

I Martin, would have
provided Gonsalves with two lots

g

i

’s construction plan

:luft‘icient area to meet zoning

claimed he was unaware his lots

were affected by the law.
~ The problem was that Gonsalves
had already begun bui a house
- on the previously vacant lot which

stands next to the house he lives in
with his family. In essence, it
resulted in two homes on a single
lot, a clearly illegal situation.

After months of bitter bickeri
at the City Council level, the counc
agreed to ‘‘unmerge” or separate
the two lots if he would post ap:S,om

' romissory note. The note would be
forteited o i

the city for purchase of
open space if Gonsalves — and sev-
eral other property owners in the

ba by state law in
1977, although the councilman

COLNC F -
T B UME

1979

L s |
TiMES
JUNe 29,

)
said, were concerned about the unu-
sual configuration of the lot.

After the deadlocked vote, the
item was continued to the next
meeting so that Green can presuma-
bly break the tie.

The commission also continued
until its first meeting in. August g
application for a subdivision map f
a 54-unit condominium project
1040 Continentals Way.

At first, the commission voted 2-4,
with only Heiman and Fletcher
favoring the subdivision. The major
concern, Martin said, was a special
election on July 17 invol growth
control issues. One of the items in
that election, Measure A, proposes a
maximum of 56 new dwelling units
per year and this particular pro}ect
r,dprgqents nearly that entire allot-
ment.
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Belmont computer

An attempt to reprogram Bel-
mont's troubled computer — the
focal point of numerous City Council
debates and a taxpavers’ lawsuit —
has fallen three months behind
schedule although work only began
in March.

In a written report to the City
Council, Assistant City Manager
John Bramble explained that delays
have been created by both the city

and by Michael Perry & Associates

of Las Vegas, who have offered their
services to the city for a sum of $1.

Bramble said that the city still
has little it can identify as a pro-

gram but “‘the project has not been
totally stagnated either.”

““Most assuredly, the next few
months will be critical to the devel-
opment of the computer programs,
Bramble stated.

So far, the city officials said, the
Finance Commission has established
a subcommittee consisting of Lee
Price, Bob LeDoux and Doug
DeYoung to oversee the develop-
ments on the computer program-
ming contract. That subcommittee
has met three times, most recently

city by Perry and critiquing the data
for accuracy.

Several suggestions were returned
to Perry for inclusion in developing
a system for programming the city's
payroll, a crucial part of the task.

In addition, some fraining of
Finance Department personnel in
operation of the computer has
begun, Bramble said. There also
have been visits to other locations
were Digital Equipment Company
Systems are in use to gain ideas for
programming in Belmont.

The agreement with Perry indi-

reviewing

material provided to the

Tuesdoy, June 26, 1979

cated the payroll system would be
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project falls behind

completed in July. Bramble said
that target date has been pushed
back to September or October.
Bramble said his own involvement
in the fire amalgamation with San
Carlos and with the 1979-80 munici-
pal budget has limited progress with

the computer,

In addition, Perry & Associates
has had several other contract com-

mitments that have dela

gress in Belmont.

ved pro-

Perry offered his services to Bel-
mont virtually free, saying that it
would allow him to develop a mar-

ketable program he could compete
in the municipal field.

However, he made it clear that it
would take him about 18 months to
complete the task at no fee, or about
12 months for a fee of $25,000.

The schedule set a target date of
July 1977 for completion of the
entire program system.

The City Council was scheduled to
discuss the report Monday evening
ut ran out of time on an agenda
that ran past midnight. The item,
along with a revenue-sharing alloca-
tion hearing and several other mat-
ters, was continued to 7:30 p.m.
Wednesday.

In other business, the council:

¢ Delayed consideration of a
slope density formula for judging
new development until a public
hearing can be held. Resident Eve
Sterrv contended that a public hear-
ing before the Planning Commission

and City Council is required by law.

* Heard a request from Fern
Bianchi on behalf of Kainos Home
and Training Center for the Devel-
opmentally Disabled, based in Resd-
wood City, for $1,500 in revenue-
sharing funds. The goal is establish-
ing a permanent residence for the
developmentally disabled.

¢ Tied” 2-2, with Councilwomen
Pam Ketcham and Meg Buckley
objecting, on an addendum to the
joint powers agreement with the
city of San Carlos for consolidation
of fire services. The addendum,
aimed at clarifying items involving
employees, is not crucial to the July
1 implementation and was continued
to the next council meeting.



