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“This is the first time any
government agency has come
to us to offer support,” she

in said.

Even though the
commission agreed to initiate
research on the possibility of
acquisition, there has yet been
no decision on the O’Neill

Ranch development proposal.

- Commissioners will take no -
action until after the next

hearing July 16 at Soquel High
School.

It now appears, however,
that the potential supply

. problems of the Soquel Creek

County Water District may

| influence the commission’s

position toward new
developments proposed within
the service district. It was
announced that earlier in the
day, two Aptos project
applications, Woodside
Terrace near Cabrillo College
and the Village Glen
development  pr for
Aptos Village, were denied
without prejudice — partly
because there is a need for
clarification about the water

‘overdraft situation.

Commissioners and the
public both said they have
questions about the water
problem they wish to address
to Soquel Creek County Water
District and the Santa Cruz
City Water Department, but
neither organization sent

representatives to the

two water agencies, and will
directly affect the projected
groundwater overdraft
increases of the Soquel
Dlstnct

Some of the alternatives to
the groundwater overdraft
problem are to develop a sub-

“surface collector system for

Aptos and Soquel creeks; the
purchase of “surplus,” water
from the Santa Cruz City
Water Department; and
construction of the Glenwood

Dam on the west branch of-

Soquel Creek.

The commission stated that
it now wants to know if there
will be water before it gives
approval to development
proposals, and is asking for
greater specifics about the
possible options.

Commissioners each
discussed their opinions about

.the proposed development for

the O’Neill Ranch, and all
mentioned the water problem
as a key issue in their
considerations.

Commissioner Chuck Rowe
said information about
available water must be
known before the commission
makes a decision.

“I think we will regroup and
take a position instead of
giving tentative approval to
any number of developments
as we did in the past,” he said.

Commissioner Celia Von der
Muhl said the commission can
no longer ignore potentxal

supply problems. There is no
real assurance that this

resource is available, ghe
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Alternate commluwnr
Ken Call agreed water may be
the key issue for the O’Neill
Ranchdevelopment.

“It may very well be this
issue that stops the pmct if
anything does,” he said.

All the commissioners
indicated they had been
impressed and influenced by
the appeals and statements
made during the hearings by
the Soquel community.

“But I'm appalled,” said
Chairman D.W. Gotthold,
“that no one is here to de!md
the project.” g

He was assured by
Washburn that H.C. Perry and
Co. is preparing a response to
both the comment of the
commissioners and the public.

The commission made it
clear it is not yet prepared to
make a decision, and only
Mrs. Von der Muhll ac
took a stand on the
development proposal.

“I haven’t heard anyﬂﬂut
yet that would convince me to
vote in favor of it,” shenm.

She noted the proposid
Avenue extension, the
anticipated school overload,
the project’s density and
traffic as some of the reasol
she leans agamsa tﬁe
development. M(

“It is also a partic
of land ‘that is wbaﬂﬁ -t
Soquel,” she said. “Tt should
be protected to the greatest
extent possible, perhaps with
the exception of  the
recreational development g
ttmpmlon of land neaM
road.”
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Soquel residents who ha | been
active when the |

General Plan was drafted in

1973. :
Bob Petersen served,mm

‘general plan’s en

advisory committee, and as
then appointed to the Cou
thnng Commission for
years. He argued that the site
was less than ideal for ‘the
proposed density. :
In response to a statem
by Call about fair M
0 in Soquel, Peters n
u{d “I think the land » 1 ;







