attended the meeting at the through the village area, and then
iry, others questioned Mar- added:

upervisor Marilyn Liddicoat ‘‘We haven't left Soquel Drive highand
for any road improvements dry. We would have three lanes instead
land use planning that is of two. Soquel Drive is an important
M’lllowmg amixture of commer- arterial in the midcounty, and
cial and residential development on the Wantto preclude it as a regional roac
v t land to the northand west  Merchants in the existing shops

‘ _south side of Soquel Drive also com
) edaboutﬂlewidelﬂngofthe road.

18 ~ One umdent:fied shopkeeper
id the road network, which ““Three lanes would be very diffic
xtension of Granite Way west us. The market is very dependent
- with the existing Hopkins parking, but I don’t think the dev
and then a new road built on the other side of Soquel Drive m
t of way to Soquel Drive, open their parking to the market’s
'$313,000 for the one-way al- tomers.”
d $378,000 for the two-way al-  “That is why we are recomme
hich would also require a consolidated parking district,” Ma
on Soquel Drive at either responded. “If a district is set up,
or Hopkins right of way. everyone contributes and everyon
fits. And even with the third lan
could have parking on the street
- would conflict with the propose
\ - lane and pedestrian paths.”
plex now under construc-  Another man in the audience
county setting up an im- ed there was no parking problem
district so the developer village today, and that the only
aid back over a number of roads are being blnlt was “to se
i developers.”
~ He said he believed it should
, the developers to solve their own
problems. p
Things get here little by little,”
Mrs. Liddicoat, “and ever

or Aptos Vlllage problems‘i

il ByBOBSM]TH The existing road system, he contend-  added, conteriding that it woul
wo-way traffic loop around Aptos ed, can’t handle the 17,000 new trips toinversecondemnation -
e seemed to be the preferred expeaedtoandthroughthevﬂla ecore  “If they want to build on it,
> Tuesday night of people who When the area is fully developed. Recent build,” an audience member |
public meeting on a county- traffic counts show there are approxi- Liddicoat. “But don’t c
Aptos Village trafficstudy. ~ mately 12,000 vehicle trips per day in the traffic.” :
Transportation. Planner Ron village atpnesent - Another village resident, w
2z had proposed two alternatives,  The proposal leaves Soquel Drive with the Hopkins right of way, wanti
utilizing the loop road system that two through traffic lanes in the village open the issues of zoning and
ranite Way, portions of Trout and a third (center) lane that is used as plans, telling Mrs, Liddicoat
ad, Cathedral and Soquel an acceleration lane from Hopkins right never heard of the Vxllage Plan1
part of the T. Hopkins right- of way eastbound, and a left-turn stack- (held in 1975 and 1976) and w
» the Forest of Nisene Marks ing lane at Trout Gnlch Road. : notified of the zoning heanng ﬁ
: Architect Richard Huick complained village. ; 1
found little support in the thatthe county isignoring the problemof  Mrs. Liddicoat refused to con*m
or the staff-preferred alterna- two-way traffic on Soquel Drive — ‘“This proposal, telling him it was to :
unter-clockwise one-way loop plan is a fallacy until you address that change the land use designati
the now-developing commercial problem.” that the purpose of this meetin|
Marquez said the Aptos community consider traffic plans. She did
e the two-way loop was decided in the early 1970s that they did however, that if he really v
dgingly by some of the 40 not want Soquel Drive as a four-laneroad general plan for the village c
could submit an application, al
the required $1,000 filing fee.
Mrs. Glenn Specht seemingly s
the audience when she told Mar
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