e | oA S -

“Caltrans gets "+ .F’!ﬁ!"h‘mk
the hook from i g L A
Sentinel readers

pay the price, otherwise, they
should live where their work is.”

By DENISE FRANKLIN

Sentinel staff writer b

“I really enjoy the existing con-
figuration,” agreed Fred Pino of
Scotts Valley. “It is no problem as
long as people start using their
heads. They can all merge into
an?iAII;IT}I;\ (i(I;Uth—? T}tl)e interchange of highways 1 (Highway) 1 with no problem.
should not b¥rebuilt, according to the majorit ¢ i
- of Sentinel readers who responded to Sunday’s storg Thelg: 3}1{&‘,1; nsolt0 &Senpt%?‘zlgla%(;f“gé:
about proposed changessfo the interchange. cidents. I was here when they put
Out of 163 telephone responses, 82 readers said they it in in 1958. For $45-$50 million,

didn’t like either of the two designs b
y the state De- i
partment of Transportation or said they want the in- ey SO

tersection left alone. put them in your bucket.”

The interchange, which sports the infamous fish- State figures, however, show this
hook curve;-is the gateway to the Monterey Bay Area. interchange to be the most danger-
Citing safety concerns, Caltrans plans to begin re- ous freeway section in the county
building in 1997. But work could be put off if Gov. Pete and the 18th most dangerous in the
Wilson has transportation projects delayed to retrofit state.

freeways for earthquake safety ; ; 3 :
e Linda Wilshusen, executive di-

g In 1997 dollars, the two designs would cost $45 mil- rector of the Santa Cruz Regional
t:g:naggd%()t rgllt}lon respectively. Some $23 million has Transportation Commission, said
“I lik fﬁ 5 tor Lhe project. Bl the whole project could be scraped

1 e the interchange the way it is now,” said one if that is what the community
caller. “Anyone wishing to commute to San Jose and wants. But she isn’t convinced this

Please see FISHHOOK — A8 ‘ is true.

“People who are opposed to it
are going to be the most vocal,”
she said in response to the tele-
phone poll results. “What you have
is not a representative response.

“Right now, we have $23 million
committed to the project. If the
community doesn’t want it, I'd be
happy to find another project that
the community wants. But it de-
pends on what the California
Transportation Commission would
approve.”

If the community doesn’t want
this project, Wilshusen warned,
the state commission could decide
to spend the money elsewhere.
Some callers felt the money
could be better spent on libraries,
education or mass transit. But Wil-
shusen said the money, which
comes from the gas tax, can only
be spent on transportation capital
projects. This would include rail
projects.

Many callers said the money
should be spent on widening High-
way 1, where traffic backs up as it
comes off the interchange heading
southbound on Highway 1.

“It is insane to spend that much
money on the fishhook until they
widen or do something about mov-
ing more cars down south. You are

only going to have more cars stack
up. Caltrans should look at widen-
ing the road. The fishhook is not
the problem. The problem is there
is no place to go,” said one caller.

Dennis Bosler, chief engineer on
the project, said Highway 1 is a
separate problem. It can’t be wid-
ened, he said, until the interchange
is improved.

“Widening Highway 1 wouldn’t
make the interchange’s problems
go away and would in fact worsen
them because a greater volume of
vehicles would feed into the inter-
change.

“When the highway now is con-
gested, there are probably people
out on the local streets. If the free-
way is opened up, they will tend to
mi%rate back ot the freeway,” he
said.

Wilshusen said the interchange
redesign is the first step toward
widening Highway 1. Both designs
would provide a third lane on
Highway 1 southbound from the
interchange to Morrissey Boule-
vard. :

Callers who supported rebuild-
ing the interchange preferred the
so-called alternative A to alterna-
tive B, even though A will cost $5
million more. Some 53 callers liked
A, while 6 preferred B.

Alternative A would retain the
present traffic flow from Highway
17 directly onto Ocean Street. Al-
ternative B would create an inter-
section on Ocean Street extension
for traffic headed into town from
Highway 17. Traffic headed north-
bound on Highway 1 from High-
way 17 would also go through the
intersection.

“That will turn into a parking
lot,” said one caller of the new in-
tersection. “Traffic will back up so
far it will interfere with traffic try-
ing to branch to Highway 1 north-
bound. I think tourists might find
it discouraging to go to the beach
area.”

Another seven callers said they
didn’t like any of the designs, in-
cluding the existing one, with some
offering their own designs. Four
callers said either alternative
would do, while another 11 callers
addressed topics indirectly related
to the interchange, such as over-
population.




