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V city hood debate Isn’t over
Incorporation backers may seek another chance to vote

By Steve Taylor
Times Tribune staff

No one believes the debate over incorporating East 
Palo Alto Is over, despite Tuesday's election results.

Voters approved three measures that would have 
made East Palo Alto a self-governing city, but re
jected a fourth measure by a 11-vote margin.

In effect, persons living outside of the proposed city 
killed the incorporation effort. Voters in the East Palo 
Alto Sanitary District who live in Menlo Park and an 
unincorporated area next to Menlo Park voted over
whelmingly against dissolving the district

Since Proposition C, the sanitary district measure, 
lost by 41 votes, passage of other measures meant 
nothing. To authorize incorporation, all four measures 
had to be adopted.

Barbara Mouton, Municipal Council chairwoman 
and a leader of the cityhood forces, said Wednesday a 
new application for an incorporation election will 
likely be filed with the county Local Agency Forma
tion Commission. LAFCO permission Is required be
fore a second election can be held.

Supervisors Arlen Gregorio and John Ward, LAFCO 
members who backed incorporation, said they ex
pect another election to be scheduled. Ward suggested 
one can be held this November.

B. Sherman Coffman, LAFCO’s executive officer, 
said nothing can be done until someone asks LAFCO 

to do something. He said an effort could be made to 
get LAFCO to change its mind on incorporation and 
back some other plan, like annexing parts of East 
Palo Alto into Menlo Park.

LAFCO voted 3-2 in favor of the cityhood effort late 
last year after initially voting 3-2 against Incorpora
tion. Ward proved to be the deciding vote on the issue, 
and he indicated Wednesday he still supports incor
poration.

He said Wednesday he was surprised by the elec
tion outcome and feels the voters can get another 
chance to approve incorporation.
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Meanwhile, county officials said that because the 
incorporation effort failed, there will be less money 
for everyone in San Mateo County.

With the cityhood drive at least stalled for now, It 
will remain the county government’s responsibility 
to maintain East Palo Alto’s roads, inspect its build
ings, plan its future construction and finance opera
tions of the Municipal Council, an advisory body to the 
Board of Supervisors.

That must be paid for with an estimated $2.2 mil
lion per year in county government funds, accord
ing to a report compiled by former Assistant County 
Manager Jay Gellert

Even If incorporation is approved in a later elec-
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