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Board of Supervisors
County of Santa Clara

! 70 West Hedding Street
San Jose, CA 95110
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—Gentiemen:

— Attached for your information are two copies of the Record

of Location, Design and Environmental Public Hearing for
the freeway development of Route 101 in Santa Clara County
from Cochran Road in the City of Morgan Hill to Ford -Road
in the City of San Jose.

Sincerely yours,
(;225?251/22¢zezva44e7/

T. R. LAMMERS
District Director
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RESUME OF HEARING

Date Held: April 10, 1975

Place: San Jose Civic Auditorium
McCabe Hall
145 West San Carlos Street
San Jose, CA 95113

Time: 1930 to 2320

Attendance: Approximately 300

Presiding Officer:
CALTRANS Staff Attending:

W,
B.

R.
C.

Green
Bachtold

R.
R.
B.

N.
H.
M.

‘Keller
Jahrling
Gensler

Local Officials Attending:

Gerald F, "Jed" Day

Chief, Office of Planning and Design

Deputy District Director (Project
Development)

Chief, ProJect Development B Branch
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch
Chief, Right of Way Appralsals-
Acgqulsition Branch

Santa Clara County

Chairman, Becard of Supervisors:

Member, Board of Supervisors:

Dominic L. Cortese

Sig Sanchez

City of San Jose

Mayor:

Vice Mayor:

Councilman:

Director of Publlc Works:
Traffic Engineer:

Janet Gray Hayes
Roy Naylor

Jim Self

A. R. Turturici
John E. Eastus

City of lMorgan Hill

Councilman:
Superintendent of Schools:

John Blechman
Lyle Siverson

City of Gilroy

Director of Public Works:

David Hansen

State Assembly

Assemblywoman , 24th District

Leona Egelanad




]
Other

Metropolitan Transportation Commission Burt Crowell

A notice of Public Hearlng was published in the following
newspapers:

Newspaper Date
San Jose Mercury March 4 and April 10,% 1975
San Jose News March 4 and April 10,¥% 1975
Gilroy Dilspatch March 5 and April 2, 1975
Morgan Hill Times March 4 and April 1, 1975

#¥Was scheduled to appear April 1, but was not published by
newspaper until April 10,

From Monday, March 17, through Wednesday, April 9, 1975, maps
and aerial photographs showlng details of the project were on
public display at the Continental TV Building, 1007 Knox Avenue
(near Story Road) 1n San Jose, from 9:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m.
District personnel and a Spanish Interpreter were 1n attendance
to answer questions,

The public hearing was held on April 10, 1975, in McCabe
Hall at 145 West San Carlos Street in San Jose.

The hearing officer was Mr. Jed Day, who resides in Belmont,
San Mateo County.

A Spanish interpreter, Ms. Betty Mercado, was 1In attendance,

Mr. Burch Bachtold described the purpose of the hearing, the
history of the project, and the sequence of events following
the hearing leading to the construction of the project.

Mr. Robert Keller then narrated a sllde presentation covering
the location, design features, interchanges, cost and right of
way required for the route adopted in 1961 and the two alternate
routes studied for the draft Environmental Impact Statement. The
"no build" alternative was also discussed.

Following a short recess, Mr. Day introduced local officials
present.

Local officials and representatives from local organizations
then made presentations regarding the proposed project, Written
questions from the audlence were answered by Mr, Bachtold and
Mr. Keller.
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(%) PROPOSED FREEWAY

in Santa Clara Co., between Cochran Road in Morgan Hill
® and Ford Road in San Jose

8% (a/trans

CAUFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION



ROUTE 101 FREEWAY IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY

The proposed PROJECT is to construct approxi-
mately 12 miles of freeway on Route 101 in Santa
Clara County, linking the recently completed six-
lane freeway south of Cochran Road in Morgan Hill
to the existing freeway north of Ford Road in San Jose.
In addition to providing a continuous freeway between
Gilroy and San Francisco, the PURPOSE of the project
is threefold:

1. to reduce the unusually high fatality rate
on existing Monterey Road (compared with
statewide facilities and freeways below):
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2. to minimize congestion and delay caused
by current and projected traffic volumes.

3. to fulfill proposed regional and local develop-
ment plans for the Bay Area, County of Santa
Cilara, and adjgining cities.

Three ALTERNATIVES considered In the
development of the proposal include the FREEWAY,
the NO-BUILD, and OTHER MODES. As no other
mode of transportation is capable of accomplishing
the project purpose (i.e., at this time or in the near
future), only the freeway alternative was pursued
in depth, resulting in the development of three
separate proposals, or FREEWAY ALTERNATES.
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The tirst of these is called the ADOPTED ROQUTE
{see Exhibit |1-K) because the corridor it follows
{0.3 to one mile east of and paraliel to existing
Monterey Road) was adopted as a freeway by the
California Highway Commission in February, 1961.
The Adopted Route would have seven interchanges,
one of which is proposed for future construction and
two of which would be built only if certain conditions
are met by others.

The second freeway alternate, ALTERNATE A,
{see Exbibit 1-8) would be located almost a mile to
the west of existing Monterey Road and would have
8ix interchanges.

The third freeway alternate, ALTERNATE B,
{see Exhibit I-8) would be located on the existing
Monterey Road corridor.

All the freeway alternates would have fully
controlled access and would initially have six lanes.
There is the possibility of expanding to eight lanes
in the future. The expansion, if needed, would be
done by adding two lanes in the median and thus
would require no additional right of way. The following
table gives a comparison of the alternates and the
No Build Alternative.

SRR RIS ’;‘C:'R;L’B}Aﬁv RIE USRS RICI DN RN~ S0 I SR SIS SIS Qe lt ST 35 S0 NERNY ;
'I

0
b i DO
['] No Bulld Alternate B Alternate A Adoptad Route m
)’ov( p b.o.1
bod SN
m 12.2 11.7 12.5 11.8 Length in mlies {1
e (o)
[ 0 $ 61,179,000 $ 51,534,000 $55,109,000 10/74 estimated construction [;‘
ke and utility relocation costs !
A DO
' 0 $ 9,100,000 3 11,623,000 $ 9,500,000 2/74 estimated R/W cosls [],
] dtat
o4 p'\q
'l‘ None $ 70,279,000  $ 65,157,000 $64,609,000 Total costs ()
b oS ‘ DX
{5 Ko
'[i]‘ 1986-87 1083-84 1976-80 Year for start of construction [,‘,
%)

L) IO
:“;: $161,128,000 $118,046,000 $72,358,000 Escalated total costs to year "3;
| (1886) (1983) (1976) of construction i
Py Pl
0’ DG
'[l None 586 647 819 Total right of way (acres) [t]
oo, K3
°, 1
0} n
59, bed
[ 1)
=== FCOUNCDR RO RERENCNS KRN CE YCOURCTR HC HERE T R HEON Sk 2"

The ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING of the project
area varies from the growing suburbs on the outskirts
of San Jose to forested foothilis and quiet agricultural
lands. The project area is a north-south trending
valley, which narrows at the small hamlet of Coyote
and is flanked by the scenic backdrop of foothills
and mountains. The northern partion, the economy
ot which has changed from ane based an agriculture
to one based on diversity in manufacturing and
aerospace industries, is undergoing rapid development
as lands once in agricultural use are converted to
residential and commercial purposes. The southern
partion maintains its rural agricultural economy
and atmosphere.

The major roadway for the area is Route 101

(Monterey Road). Route 101 is a route of statewide
significance extending from Los Angeles northward
through the coast ranges to San Francisco and on to
the Oregon border. It is in the State Freeway and
Expressway System and segments of the route are
included in the State Scenic Highway System.

The anticipated ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AND MITIGATION
MEASURES are briefly discussed below.

There are several CONSTRUCTION or SHORT-
TERM {IMPACTS common to all the freeway
alternates. These include the temporary creation of
dust and noise which would be mitigated through dust
palliatives and mufflers, respectively. In order to




maintain air quality, emission contrals tor construction
equipment would be enforced and no burning would
be permitted. The removal of vegetation and the
earthwork required for construction could result in
erosion but this would be mitigated by the application
of topsoil, revegetation and the” construction of
drainage facilities. Water quality control requirements
would be strictly enforced to prevent contamination of
.live streams by construction materials or sediments.
Detours would be required only at the north and south
ends of the project for the construction of the Adopted
Route. For both Alternates A and B, extensive

detouring would be required, particularly in the case -

of Alternate B. Staging of work, limiting delays for
motorists, and providing access at all times would
partly mitigate these problems.

The freeway alternates differ in the types and
degrees of LONG-TERM ENVIRONMENTAL (M-
PACTS. The PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT would be
affected by cuts and fills. These are largest with the
Adopted Route. As seen on Exhibit |-K, most of them
are near the middle of the project. The largest cut is
one mile Jong and reaches a maximum height of
120 feet. Alternate A, shown on Exhibit I-§, has a
70-foot high cut at Tulare Hill. Alternate B would
involve na large cuts or fills. The harsh visual effects
produced by such cuts would be partly mitigated by
slope rounding and contour grading and revegetation.

The effect on the BIOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENT
includes the loss of wildlife habitat. As can be seen
on the table below, the Adopted Route would result
in the destruction of the most natural habitat. Of the
freeway alternates, the Adopted Route also has the
greatest potential for deer-auto collisions. However,
deer fencing is proposed. The locations of the deer
fencing can be seen on Exhibits I-K AND {-S.
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The impacts on HOUSING AND POPULATION
varies significantly with each alternate. The results
from several 1973 studies are summarized in the
following table: )
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If residential development continues at its present
rate, by the time construction for either Alternates A
or B could start, the number of persons displaced
would be even greater. However, relocation assistance
to the affected persons would be available and the
dwelling units would be purchased by the State at
their fair market value. Seventy-three of the 75 parcels
of right of way for the Adopted Route have been
acquired and the 32 residents have been relocated.

BUSINESSES would be affected in varying
degrees. Whereas Alternate B would require approxi-
mately 21 existing businesses along Monterey Road,
Alternate A and the Adopted Route would bypass
them. Alternate A would take most of the nearly
completed shopping center at Bernal Road and Sanla
Teresa Boulevard. If development in the A or B
corridors continues at its present rate, the effect on
commercial properties by the time either alternate
could be built would be more adverse and significant.

One of the most significant impacts of Alternates
A, B and the No Build Alternative is the effect on
REGIONAL AND LOCAL PLANNING, which are
based on the construction of the Adopted Route.
The following table lists the plans showing Route 101
in the Adopted Route alignment:

.PLANS SHOWING ROUTE
ADOPTED LOCATION

Regional

101 IN THE

1. MTC Regional Transportation Plan, July 1873
2. ABAG Regional Plan 1970:1990, July 1870

Santa Clara County

1. Santa Clara County General Plan Elements

A Plan for Conservation of Resources,
Jung 1973



Trafficways Plan, August 1965

Urban Development/Open Space Plan 1973-
1978, August 1973

Existing Land Use 1970, July 1970
Incorporated Areas, November 1971
Gas and Utiiities Plan, July 1971

2. A Plan of Regional Parks for Santa Clara
County, March 1972

3. An Inventory of Parks and Recreation, Santa
Ciara County, July 1970

4. Santa Clara Transit District Master Plan
System, October 1973

5. Transportation in South County, October 1972

6. Future Width Line Study South County Area,
February 1971

7. Santa Clara County Zoning Maps“
8. Santa Clara County Assessors Maps

Should A, B, or the No Bulld Alternative be
selected, major expensive and time-consuming
replanning efforts would be necessary.

The alternates would affect PUBLIC FACILITIES
in a variety of ways. The Adopted Route would not
involve the relocation of any schools; it would improve
safety conditions for school buses on Monterey Road
by diverting high speed through traffic. Alternate A
might affect one proposed school near Los Paseos
Park, while Alternate B would result in the removal
of Encinal School. The No Build Alternative would
result in traffic safety problems at Encinal School
and for school buses traveling on Monterey Road.
Utility relocations necessitated by the Adopted Route
will cost $1,625,000; the major portion of the relocation
work has already been completed. Utility relocations
for Alternates A and B in a 1974 estimate cost $426,000
and $1,600,000, respectively. Both Alternates A and B
would cause extensive disruption to local service in
residential areas. All freeway alternates would
probably result in improvements In access and
response time for emergency vehicles.

All the alternates will have some effect on
PARKS. The Adopted Route will require 30 acres
of the proposed Coyote Creek Park. The Park and
the Adopted Route were cooperatively designed
so that one will not interfere with the ather in their
uses. CALTRANS will sell or exchange 86 acres of
replacemént land of equal or better quality for the
Park. Alternate B would require 58 acres of the
Coyote Cresk Park and the rechannelization of

hl

5,000 feet of the Creek. Alternate A would require
one hole of a private golf course (Calero Hills Golf
Course) and may reduce the appeal of the 10-acre
Los Paseos Park by coming close to it.

All freeway alternates would result in significant
improvements in'both the rubber-tired mode of
transportation and safety conditions. All would
reduce travel time by eliminating the delays that
congestion on the existing facility (Monterey Road)
regularly causes. '

Only Alternate B would affect HISTORIC
RESOURCES. An undetermined number of black
wainut trees on the west side of Monterey Road wouid
be removed. These trees are described in the San Jose
General Plan as heritage trees because of their
historical significance. All three freeway alternates
would have an undetermined Impact on one or two
ARCHAEOQOLOGICAL SITES which appear to be
outside the right of way limits. Archaeological test
pits at the time of construction would determine the
freeway Impacts. Mitigation measures to protect
the sites would be developed at that time.

The Adopted Route is not expected to have an
adverse Impact on any of the NATIONAL AMBIENT
AIR QUALITY STANDARDS. All the freeway
alternates will result in better over-all air quality
than the No Bulld Alternative.

The most serious adverse effects on NOISE
QUALITY would be caused by the No Build Alternative
and Alternates A and B, due to their more populated
corridors. However, the Adopted Route would also
have adverse noise impacts on two proposed camp-
grounds in the Coyote Creek Park chain and some
residences. By the time either Alternates A or B could
be built, the noise impacts could be more significant
and adverse due to the rapid development occurring
in both corridors. The locations of proposed noise
barriers are shown on Exhibits I-K and I-S.

WATER QUALITY could be affected by the
freeway alternates and the No Build Alternative
because highway runoff containing poliutants may
enter the streams in the study area. The extent of this
impact is not precisely known. If necessary, a special
collector and treatment system for highway drainage
could be built.

A location, design, and environmental effects
hearing for this project is scheduled for 7:30 p.m.
on April 10, 1975. It wilt be held in San Jose Civic
Auditorium, McCabe Hall, 145 West San Carlos Street, *
San Jose. Your attendance and comments are invited.
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() PREEWHAY PROPUES 70

en el Condado de Santa Clara, entre Cochran Road
en Morgan Hill y Ford Road en San Jose

& ndtrans

CAUFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION



FREEWAY RUTA 101 EN EL CONDADO DE SANTA CLARA

El PROYECTO propuesto es la construccién de 2. la de disminuir la congestion y demoras
aproximadamente 12 millas de freeway sobre la causadas por los actuales y proyectados
Ruta 101 en el condado de Santa Clara, ligando volimenes de tréfico.

el recientemente terminado freeway de seis carriles
al sur de Cochran Road en Morgan Hill con el freeway
existente al norte de Ford Road en San Jos€. Ademds
de proveer un continuo freeway entre Gilroy y San
Francisco, el propdsito de este proyecto, es de Las tres ALTERNATIVAS que se consideraron en
triple intencién: el desarrollo del proyecto de la propuesta son: El
FREEWAY, La NO-CONSTRUCCION, y OTROS
PLANES. Puesto que ningln otro medio de trans-
portacion es capaz de lograr los proposnos del proyecto
{es decir, ahora o en un futuro préximo), s6lo la
alternativa del freeway fue profundamente estudiada,
resultando en el desarrollo de tres propuestas
separadas 0o ALTERNATIVAS. DEL FREEWAY.

3. la de cumplir con los planes propuestos para el
desarrollo regional y local del area de la Bahia,
condado de Santa Clara, y ciudades adyacentes.

1. la de reducir el extraordinariamente alto mdice
de fatalidad en el Monterey Road sexistente
(comparado con los servicios y freeways
estatales siguientes):
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La primera de elias es la llamada RUTA ADOP-
TADA (ver muestra |-K) porque el camino que sigue
(0.3 a una milla al este y paralela al camino existente
Monterey Road) fue adoptado como freeway por la
Comisidn de Caminos del Estado de California en
Febrero de 1961. La Ruta Adoptada tendria siete
entronques uno de los cuales se propone construir
préximamente, y dos de ellos serian construidos
solamente si ciertas condiciones se cumplen por
los otros.

La segunda alternativa del freeway, "'ALTER-
NATIVA A'' (ver muestra |-S), seria localizada mas o
menos una milla al oeste del Monterey Road existente
y tendria seis entrongues.
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La tercera alternativa, '‘ALTERNATIVA B"
(ver muestra |-8), serfa localizada sobre el Monterey
Road existente.

Todas las alternativas de freeway tendrian acceso
totalmente controlado y tendrian iniciaimente seis
carriles. Existe la posibilidad de ampliarlos a ocho
carriles en el futuro. La ampllaclon si se necesita,
se haria anadiendo dos carriles sobre el camelldn que
divide los caminos de ida y vuelta y asi no se requeriria
ningun Derecho de Vfa adicional. La tabla siguiente
da una comparacién de las alternativas y la alternativa
de la ‘‘No-construccidn’’
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’[I]‘ “No-construccidn’’ ‘‘Alternativa B'° *‘Alternativa A" ‘'Ruta Adoptada . [|]‘
4]
) 12.2 1.7 12.5 1.8 Longitud en millas .[01‘4
»[‘ d 0 $ 61,179,000 $ 51,534,000 $55,109,000 Costos estimados de :o:.:
bod la construccion y reco- m
['] locacion de servicios y X
:':‘: senalamientos (10/74) '[i‘

{ *
':.‘.]‘ 0 $ 9,100,000 $ 11,623,000 $ 9,500,000 Costos estimados de t,:
) Derecho de Via (2/74) |]
) W
','ﬁ‘ Ningﬁn $ 70,279,000 $ 65,157,000 $64,609,000 Total de costos 'i'
:‘ ’ DX
.“: 1986-87 1983-84 1976-80 Fecha de construccion r[‘:;<

[4

~l,g' $161,128,000 $118,046,000 $72,359,000 Total de costos esti- :o;:
' (1986) (1983) {1976) mados para el aflo de )
l] construcclén 0]
5 , il
) Ningin 586 647 819 Derecho de Via Total .,!‘
K {acres) .[r
{) ] W
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l(.a ESCENA AMBIENTAL del 4rea del proyecto
varia desde los crecientes suburbios en las afueras de
San’ José al lomerfo forestal y tranquilas tierras
agricolas. E! drea del proyecto es un valle con
tendencia norte-sur que se vuelve estrecho en Ia aldea
de Coyote vy es flanqueada por un fondo escénico de
colinas y montafas. La porcidn norte, la economla de
la cual ha cambiado de una basada en la agricultura,
a.una basada en diversas industrias manufactureras y
aeroespaciales, estd pasando por un répldo desarrolio
a medida que las tierras que una vez eran de uso
agncola se convnerten en zonas residenciales y
comerciales. La porcnon sur mantiene su economia y
atmdsfera agrfcola rural.

El principal camino del area es la Ruta 101
(Monterey Road). La Ruta 101 es un camino de
importancia estatal extendiendose desde Las Angeles
al norte a traves de la cordillera costera a San

2

Francisco y mas alld hasta los Ifmites con Oregon.
Estd dentro del sistema de freeways y expraessways
del Estado y trozos de la ruta estdn incluidos en
el sistema de caminos escénicos del Estado.

Los IMPACTOS AMBIENTALES PREVISTOS EN
EL PROYECTO propuesto, Y MEDIDAS DE MITI-
GARLOS, son brevemente presentados a continuacién.

Hay varios IMPACTOS DE LA CONSTRUCCION
o IMPACTOS A CORTO PLAZO comunes a todas
las alternativas del freeway. Ellas incluyen la creacién
temporal de polvo y ruido que podrian ser mitigados
con paliativos para el polvo y mofles, respectivamente
Para mantener la calidad del aire, controles de emisidn
para la maquinaria de construcc|6n serian forzasos y
no serfa permitido la creacnon de fuego o humo.
El desarraigo de la vegetacion y el trabajo de tierra
requeridos para la construccion podrlan resultar en
erosidn, pero serfa mitigado con la aplicacidn de




una capa superigor de suelo, revegetacién y la con-
struccidn de servicios de drenaje. Lgs requisitos para
controlar la calidad del agua serian estrictamente
ejecutadoa para prevenie la contaminacién de arroyos
vivos por las materiales de construccién o sedimentos.
Sdlo se requeriri’an desviaciones en las terminales
norte y sur del proyecto para la construccidn de la
"'Ruta AdoPtada". En las Alternativas ‘“‘A’" y *‘B"’
se requeririan mayores desviaciones, particularmente
en el caso de la ‘'Alternativa B''. Trabajando en
etapas, limitando demoras para los motorigtas y
procurando acceso todo el tiempo, se aliviarian en
parte estos problemas.

Los IMPACTOS AMBIENTALES A LARGO
PLAZO de las Alternativas del freeway difieren -en
su tipo y grado. El AMBIENTE FISICO seria afectado
por cortes y terraplenes, mayormente con la ‘‘Ruta
Adgptada' '. Coma se v€ en la muestra I-K, la mayorl’a
de’estos estan cerca de la mitad del proyecto. El corte
mas grande es de una milla de longitud y llega a una
altura maxima de 120 pies. La ‘‘Alternativa A"
presentada en la muestra |-S, tiene un corte de
700 pies de altura en Tulare Hill. La ‘*Alternativa B"’
no envuelve grandes cortes o terraplenes. Los efect{os
visuales abruptos, producidos por tales cortes serian
mitigados parcialmente por redondeamiento de
contornos, graduacicfn de pendientes y revegetacién.

Los efectos en el EMBIENTE BIOLOGICOQ incluyen
la pérdida de moradas para los animales silvestres.

Como puede verse en la tabla siguiente, la ‘‘Ruta

" ‘ .
Adoptada’’ resultarfa en la destruccidn de més
habitaciones naturales. De las alternativas del free-
e %} . 7 .
way, la ‘''Ruta Adoptada’’ también tiene mayor
potencial de colisiones entre venado-auto. Sin
embargo, se propuso colocar una cerca para proteger
. A

al venado. La colocacion de la cerca puede verse en
las muestras |-K e [-S. .

Alternativa Alternativa Ruta
8 A Adoptada
170 + 165-180 9 Unidades habita-
(adquiridas) cionales requerl-
das
490 740 32 Personas despla-

(reinstaladas) zadas

HABITACIONES NATURALES EN ACRES

) - Bosque Savana
Alternativa Ribereno Encinoso Boscosa
Ruta Adoptada 8.0 51 236.4
Alternativa A 3.7 0 83.8
Alternativa B 0.9 0 0

Los impactos sobre URBANIZACION Y POBLA-
CION varian significativamente con cada alternativa.
Los resultados de varios estudios hechos en 1973
estan resumidos en la tabla siguiente: ’

Si el desarrollo residencial contlnu’a a dste ritmo,
para el tiempo en que se pudierainiciarla cogstruccldn
de las Alternativas “A’’ or, *‘B"', el numero de
personas desplazadas seria aun mayor. Sin embargo
laayuda parala reinstalacidn de las personas afectadas
seria accesible y las unidades habitacionales serfan
compradas por el Estado en el valor justo del mercadg.
Setenta y tres de las 75 parcelas del Derecho de Via
para la ‘‘Ruta Adoptada’’ ya han sido adquiridas y
los 32 residentes han sido reinstalados.

Los NEGOCIOS serian afectados en diferentes
grados. Mientras que la *'Alternativa B"' necesitar(a
eliminar aproximadamente 21 negocioa existentes a
lo largo del Monterey Road, la ' Alternativa Ay
la ‘‘Ruta Adoptada’’ no ,pasarlan por ellos. La
‘‘Alternativa A’'' eliminaria la mayor parte del
recientemente terminado Centro Comercial en Bernal
Road y Santa Teresa Boulevard. Si el desarrollo en
la ruta de las Alternativas ‘A’ y ‘‘B'’ continda con
el presente ritmo, los efectos sobre las propiedades
comerciales serfan mds adversas y slgnificativas
para cuando pudiera construirse cualquiera de las
dos alternativas.

"Uno de los impactos mas significativos de las
Alternativas ‘A’ y ‘‘B"’ y la Alternativa de la
““No-construccidn'’ es el efecto sobre la PLANEACION
REGIONAL Y LOCAL, la cual ésta basada en la-
construccidn de la ‘‘Ruta Adoptada'’. La siguiente
tabla da una lista de los planes qua muestran la
Ruta 101 en el alineamiento de la ‘'Ruta Adoptada’':

PLANES QUE MUESTRAN LA RUTA 101 EN
LA LOCACION ADOPTADA

Regional

1. Plan regional de la Transportaclcfn de la
‘‘Metropolitan Transportation Commission’’,
Julio 1973.

2. Plan Regional 1970:1990 de la ‘‘Association
of Bay Area Governments'’, Julio 1970.

Condado de Santa Clara

1. Elementos del plan general del condado de
Santa Clara — Un plan para la conservacidn
de recursos, Junio 1973 Plan ‘‘Trafficways'',
Agosto 1965. :

Plan de desarrollo urbano sobre espacio abierto
1973-78, Agosto 1973.




Uso de la tierra existente en 1970, Julio 1970.
Areas incorporadas, Noviembre 1971.
Plan de Gas y Servicios, Julio 1971.

2. Plan de parqﬁes regionales para el condadb de
Santa Clara, Marzo 1972.

3. Un inventario de parques y recreaciones en
el condado de Santa Clara, Julio 1970.

4. Sistema Plan Maestro del ‘‘Santa Clara Transit
District’’, Octubre 1973.

Transportacién en ‘‘Condado Sur’’, Octubre 1972,

6. Estudio de la futura ampliacio’n de caminos en
‘‘Condado Sur'’, Febrero 1971. -

7. Planos por zona del condado de Santa Clara.

8. Planos de los asesores del condado de Santa
Clara.

En el caso de escoger '‘A’’, ‘‘B"”’ o la Alternativa
““No-construccion’’, se necesitarla mayor esfuerzp
de repianeamiento, lo que seria costoso y requeriria
mas tiempo.

Las alternativas afectarfan los SERVICIOS PUB-
LICOS ep varias formas.’La ‘‘Ruta Adoptada’’ no
envolveria la reinstalacion de ninguna escuela;
mejoran’a las condiciones de seguridad para los
autobuses de transporte escolar sobre el Monterey
Road al desviar el trifico de alta velocidad. La
‘‘Alternativa A’’ tal vez afecte una escuela propuesta
cerca del parque ‘‘Los Paseos’’, mientras que la
Alternativa ‘‘B'’ necesitaria relocar la escuela Encinal.
La Alternativa **No-construccidn’’ causaria praoblemas
de seguridad a la escuela Encinal en el trdfico y a los
autobuses escolares que viajan scbre el Monterey
Road. La reinstalacidn de servicios que se necesitan
para la ‘‘Ruta Adoptada’’ costaran $1,625,000; la
mayor parte de los trabajos de reinstalacidn ya ha sido
terminada. La reinstalacin de servicios para las
Alternativas “A’”’ y **B' en 1974 tuvo un costo
estimado de $426,000 y $1,600,000, respectivamente.
Ambas alternativas, la‘‘A’’yla‘‘B’’ causarian grandes
trastornos a los servicios locales en las zonas residen-
ciales. Todas las alternativas del freeway resultarian
probablemente en mejoras para el acceso’y opor-
tunidad de responder de los vehiculos de emergencia.

Todas las alternativas afgctara’n los PARQUES.
La ‘‘Ruta Adoptada’' requeriria 30 acres del propuesto
parque ‘‘Coyote Creek’'. El parque y la ‘‘Ruta
Adoptada’’ fueron disefados en cooperacion para que
en sus usos no interfirieran el uno con el otro.

“‘Caltrans’’ venderd o cambiard 86 acres de terreno

de repuesto de igual o mejor calidad para el parque.
La ‘‘Alternativa B'’ requiere 58 acres del parque
‘*Coyote Creek’’ y la recanalizacién de, 5,000 pies del

“arroyo. La ‘“‘Alternativa A’’ requeriria un ‘‘green’’
de un campo privado de golf (Calero Hills Golf Course)
y quizas reduzca el encanto d9 los 10 acres del parque
‘‘Los Paseos’' porque tendria que acercarse mucho
a el

4

. ‘
Todas las alternativas del freeway causarian

significativas mejoras en 1a transportacién rodante y
en las condiciones de seguridad. Todas reducirian
el tiempo de viaje por la eliminacidn de demoras
generalmente causadas por la congestio’n en el
Monterey Road existente.

Sélo la **Alternativa B"' afectari’a los RECURSOS
HISTORICOS. Un indeterminado nimero de nogales
negros en el lado oeste del Monterey Road serian
removidos. Esos arboles son descritos en el Pian
General de San Jos€, como drboles de herencia,
por su significado histdrico. Las tres alternativas
tendrian un indeterminado impacto sobre uno o dos
SITIOS ARQUEOLOGICOS que parecen estar fuera
de los limites del Derecho de Via. Las excavaciones
de prueba arqueologica determinaran los impactos
del freeway al tiempo de la construccién. Las medidas
para proteger los sitios arqueolcfgicos serfan desarro-
lladas a su tiempo.

No se espera que la ‘'Ruta Adoptada’’ tenga algdn
impacto adverso sobre la calidad STANDARD DEL
AIRE AMBIENTE NACIONAL. Todas las alternativas
del freeway, por todos sus aspectos, causarian una
mejor calidad del aire que la ‘‘No-construccion’’.

Los efectos adversos mas serios sobre la CALIDAD
DEL RUIDO serian causados por la alternativa de la
“*No-construccién’’, la ‘A’ y la “‘B'", debido a que
las rutas son mas poblados. Sin embargo, la ‘‘Ruta
Adoptada’’ también podrﬁx tener efectos adversos
sobre dos zonas propuestas de acampar en la cadena
de parques ‘‘Coyote Creek'' y sobre aigunas
residencias. Para el tiempo en que cualquiera de
la Alternativas ‘‘A’’ y '‘B’’ pudieran ser construidas
los impactos del ruido podrian ser mas significativas
y adversos debido al rdpido desarrallo que estd
tomando lugar en las dos rutas. La colocacién de
las barreras contra el ruido pueden verse en las
muestras |-K e |-S.

La CALIDAD DEL AGUA podria ser afectada por
las alternativas de! freeway y la Alternativa ‘‘No-
construccidn’’ porque el desague del camino que
contiene contaminantes tal vez entre a los arroyos
del 4rea de estudio. La extensién de este impacto
no se conoce precisamente. Si es necesario, se puede
construir un colector de aguas y un sistema de
tratamiento para el desague del camino.

Una conferencia plblica sobre la locacidn, disefio
y efectos ambientales de este proyecto, se llevara a
cabo el dia 10 Abril de 1975 a las 7:30 P.M. en
el San José Civic Auditorium, McCabe Hall, 145 West
San Carlos Street, San Jos€. Se solicitan su presencia
y Sus comentarios. )

<,
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MAJOR FEATURE

ON PROPOSED FREEWAY

/ in Santa Clara County,
between Cochran Road in Morgan Hill
and Ford Road in San Jose

- & (oftrans

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION



_ Type of facility:

.

Ultimate number of lanes:

Ultimate median width:

Baslc right of wya width:
General grade line: ....
Streets to be closed: ...

Street to be separated:
Streets to be connected:

Local street to be
substantially altered: ...

Pedestrian separations: .
Railroad separations: ...

Lacation of frontage roads:

Nolgse attenuation

Truck Inspection and
facility, and agricultural
Ingpection station: .....

Roadside rest area: ....

Vista points: ..........
Non-motorized tralls: ...

ADOPTED ROUTE

Freeway
8

46 feet
300 feet
At grade

Peebles Avenue
Ford Road

. Burnett Avenue

Cochran Road

Live Oak Avenue (future)
Scheller Avenue (future)
Bailey Avenue (future)
Metcalf Road

Tennant Road

Route 82

Tennant Road -
None .
None

Between . Pesbles Avenue. and

Burnett Avenue west of freeway

Between Balley.. Avenue and
Metcalf Road east of freeway

Between Tennant Road and

private road east> of freeway '

Earth berm at-'proposed enroute
campground

Earth berm at proposed day
camp area . . :
Earth berm and wall at two
mobile home parks :

v

Existing truck scales at Coyote
to be relocated 14.5 'miles south

Proposed roadside rest between
Scheller Avenue and Balley
Avenue on east side of freeway.
Right of way has been acquired
for future construction. .

None -

None

Streets to be closed:

'ALTERNATE A

Type of facility:

Freeway

Ultimate number of lanes 8

Ultimate median width .
Basic right of way width:

General grade line: ....

Streets to be separated:

Streets to be connected:

L.ocal streets to be

substantially altered: ...

Pedestrian separations: .

Railroad separations: ...

Location of frontage roads:

Nolse attenuation’ *
tacilities:

Truck inspection and
weigh facility, and
agricultural inspection
station: . ...............

Roadside rest areas and

Non-mgotorized trails: . . .

46 feet
300 feet
At grade

. Peebies Avenue

Madrone Avenue
San Bruno Avenue
Kalana Avenue
Richmond Avenue
Laguna Avenue
Martinvale Avenue
Ford Road

Burnett Avenue

Monterey Road (south)
Santa Teresa Boulevard
Monterey Road (north)

Cochran Road

Santa Teresa Boulevard
Palm Avenue

Bailey Avenue

Bernal Road

Route 82

None
None

Near Madrone Avenue
Near Swickard Avenue
Between Peebles Avenue and
Burnett Avenue west of freeway

Between Santa Teresa Boulevard
and Laguna Avenue west of
freeway

Between Swickard Avenue and
Route 82 east of freeway

Wall between Tulare Hill and
Bernal Road

Earth berm and wall at two
mobile home parks

Existing truck scales at Coyote
to be relocated 14.5 miles south

None

None

g1



ALTERNATE B

Type of facility: .......
Ultimate number of lanes:
Ultimate median width:

Basic right of way width:
General grade line: ....

Streets to be closed: ...

Streets to be separated:

Streets to be connected:

Local étreets to be
substantially altered: ...

Location of frontage roads:

Noise attenuation
facilities: .............

Truck inspection and
weigh facility and
agricuitural inspection
station: ...............

Roadside rest areas and

Non-maotorized trails: ...

Freeway
8

46 feet
300 feet
At grade

Peebles Avenue
Monterey Road
Ford Road

Burnett Avenue
Tennant Road

Cochran Road

Live Oak Avenue (future)
Palm Avenue

Bailey Avenue

Metcalf Road

Route 82

Live Oak Avenue

Monterey Road

Tennant Road

Betwean Peebles Avenue and
Burnett Avenue west of freeway

Between Burnett Avenue and
north of Bailey Avenue east of
freeway

South of Tennant Road east of
freeway

Between future Routes 85/101
interchange and Route 82 east
of freeway

Between Palm Avenue and Rich-
mond Avenue west of freeway

Between Laguna Avenue and
Coyote west of freeway

Between Tennant Road and
future Routes 85/ 101 interchange
west of freeway

Between future Routes 85/101
interchange & Swickard Avenue
west of freeway

Earth berm at proposed eques-
trian center

Wall between Tulare Hill and
Bernal Road

Earth berm at mobile home park
Wall at mobile home park

Existing trdck scales at Coyote
to be relocated 14.5 miles south

None
None

’



No Build

Alternate B
$ 59,579,000

Alternate A

_ Adopted Route

$ 51,108,000

$53,484,000 *

Current estimated
construction costs

$ 9,100,000

AvH3INID

483

467

$ 11,623,000 $ 9,500,000 Current estimated
e oo o JRIWCosts
$ 1,600,000 $§ 426,000 3 1,625,000 J Utillty reiocations
None $ 70,279,000 $ 63,157,000 — 364,500,000 | Jotal current cost _
1986-87 1983-84 1978-80 ‘ear for start o
construction
$161,128,000 (1986) $118,046,000 (1983) $72,359,000 (1976) Total escalated cost
_|to year of con-
]struction
12.2 11.7 12.5 11.8 Length in miles
720,000 1,002,000 6,800,000 Roadway excava-
_ , . - tion in cubic yards
None 1,820,000 3,002,000 5,800,000 Roadway embank-
X ment in cubic yards
1,100,000 2,000,000 None Imported borrow in

cublc yards
Cropland in acres

mid

Current value of payroll for.construction; $9.0-$9.5 million; mostly local employees| Economic

0 90 340 Grazing land in
) acres )
103 90 98 Other in acres. see
e I ___ | Socio-Economic
586 647 819 Total acreage

) = Possible annoyance to nearby residents

M = Muftlers, compliance with local & State noise regulation, limit hours of

construction

Construction Noise

| = Dust from earthwork operations & adverse impact on air quality

M = water & dust palliatives both inside & outside freeway right of way

Construction Dust

Potential adverse impact on air quality

No Impact

w
I
0
bl
a
5 -
M = Adherence to government regulations, i.e., no burning & emission controls } Air Quality ‘ -‘r’[l
on construction equipment ’ 'z
| = Possible contamination of live streams & aquifers from cement, oil, o 9]
construction materials Water Quality Ig
M = Compliance with standard specifications & regional water quality requirement . ‘_’"
| = Erosion potential because of earthwork 8 vegetation removal Eros| 3
h rosion ]
M = Topsoll application, revegetation, drainage facilities b=
) = Most significant & | = Extensive detouring| | = N & § ends of projec 2
adverse only Detours z
M = Staging of work, limit delays, access provided at all times ' ;
| = Potential sedimentad | = Potential sedimenta-{ | = Potential alteration of 3
tion in Coyote CreeW tion in Fisher Cresk Coyote Creek habitat o

M = Seasonal construction, sediment basins, compliance with standard specifi- Sedimentation

cations & water quality standards’

Truck noise, dust, increased tratfic on local roads] No haul roads required

pavement damage

outside right of way.

Haul Roads

#J

Impact; M = Mitigation

* Costs for Baitey and Schetler Interchanges included.

Restrict haul hours & haul roads, pavement repair.



°

LONG-TERM IMPACTS

efficient trans-
portation sys-
tem would effect

land.

n

If development continues at present rate ac-

cording to current planning & zoning, impact

of agricultural
land.

:;32:2:793 at time of construction adverse and significant. |
y. I = Undetermined impacts on employment, local investment, & percentage ~,’
of tax base removed. Money saved through reduced vehicle operation
costs, reduced accident rates, and reduced travel time.
M= None M = Relocation assistance and purchase at falr market value. Signing on

freeway to indicate business area.

. No Build Alternate B Alternate A Adopted Route
- "} "= No major cutsor [ T = Largest cut at . )
fills. Least effect on Tulare Hill- 700ft. | | = Guts & fills i 2
= ills in I
topography. 5,000 ft. long & 70 ft. high. mid-ali =<
No Impact of Coyote Creek Others smaller in 'onment. § Topography g
rechannelized. size, by
P
M = Slope rounding and contour grading to reduce harsh transitions g
I = Seismic hazards: minor landslides, road damage and structural damage %
Seismicity
No Impact M = Minor landslides & road damage can be quickly repaired. Adherence to 2
. improved earthquake & seismic safety design standards for structures. an
s RPN L
NO IMPACTS Soed |13
I "= Loss of 0.9 acres of I A
. Tiparian habitat. | = Lossof3.7acresof | ' = Lossof8.0acres .
Removal of most riparian habitat, of riparian habi-
fruit trees of alter- 84.8 acres of tat, 5.1 acres of
nates and undeter- savanna-woodland. oak woodland, @
No Impact mined number of ' Removal of many 236.4 acres of | F
p redwoods and black coast live & valley savadnna- * Vegetation | 5
aaln‘l.lts algngd oaks & fruit trees. woodland. o)
onterey Road. - — 124
M= Revegetation. 12
Guard-railing M = Revegetation. Tree m
between traveled wells. z
way and trees, b o]
Corridor now most ﬁémoval of hab'w T g
- o] R = i-
. affected by human b= Loss‘ of_?_ablttat not tats & thus more ,%
Less than 10 deers activity, thus im- isds g"('j ";a" tas pressure on b4
killed In 1972-73 on pact on wildlite in- L sl;pdee ﬁ:’l ?h species, distur- -
Menterey Road. significant. Same with Adooted T bance of equili- Wildtife
deer kill as No Rout opte brium. Increased
' - Build. oute. deer kill.
M=Revegetation to provide habitat.Deer fencing as recommended by Fish & Game.;
| = Those listed in RIW &
: drt take golf course.
| = Those listed in FI’.Ittle existgin commer-{ | = Those listed in
R/W. Removal of g
cial pr ty. M R/W & sanitary
21 Monterey Road property. Many - isti
y residences, mobile land fill, PG & E Existing
No Impact businesses and des- \ substation, rock
truction of Coyote. home parks, ;shopping X
center & schools either quarry, Coyote
of alternatesl, n;oat under construction Creek Park. Land Use |
orehard required. final planning stages. H
M = Relocation Assistance and purchase at fair market value. ;
: I = No adverse im- Vo
| = Significant adverse Impacts would require major revisions to all plan- pact; conforms to Land Use | 8
ning since all current plans assume construction of Adopted Route. all current plan- Planning i 5
ning. e e ‘m
M = Extensive repianning by local agencies. M = None required. ! 8
e Pz
! =~hR4°m:-’V8' 0; 21 I .= Nodeveloped com- X g
I = Increases in bu?s?n:;:zs oi?hers mercilaldpm&erty } = Quarry & landfil 10
vehicle opera- ' ' required, Monte- operation re- ,m
bypassed in Mad- rey Road business- i Z
tion costs, acci- rone & Coyote s b 4. Re- moved, Monterey i £
dent rates. & Removal of 483 fn a)ll’issggf cr:s Road businesses 2
! v
delays. Lack of acres of agricultural 0 | bypassed. Re- S
gri a of agricultural land. moval of 721 acres Economy z
m
4
-




LONG-TERM IMPACTS
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: .No Build

[y
—

Alternate B

Alternate A

Adopted Route

" No Impact

I "= Minimum of 170
living units, includ-
ing 126 mobile
homes, required.
Estimated 490
persons affected.
Mobile homa park
bisected.

{ Minimum of 165-180
tiving units, inclu-
ding 87 mobile
homes, required.
Estimated 740
persons affected,
Two residential
communities bi-
‘sected.

= 9 residences, 7
occupied, 32 per-
sons affected.

Population and

'

M = Relocation of sewer
at undetermined
cost. Relocation of
local service.

= 2 other land fill
gites in South
County. Reloca-
tion of tanks.

. . Housing
1 1 = f residential development continues at pre- ;
. ' sent rate according to current planning and :
’ - zoning, impact at time of construction adverse |
and significant. ‘:
.M = Relocation assistance and purchase at fair i
; . market value. ‘
|, = increased pro-
} . - | - = Noschools affect-
! lems in noise & | = Possible Impact on
i = Removal of one .
alr quality and | | T 200 one proposed cality Tor sohool
_ traffic safety at school. ‘ bus y for schoo Schools
™ -'--one school. es.
M = Possible relocation
: M= M = Relocation. = i
K None but undetermined. M = None required.
f 700 + acres Excess Land to be |
- 5 sold. J
L - | = 4 PG & Etowers, 10 | = 4,800 feet of gas | = 12,000 feet ot gas i
! miles of telephone " line. PG & E line & transmis- .
s poles, 49,200 feet of towérs telephone sion line & tower i
I gas line, 3,000 feet wires é\ 5,200 feet already relocated. !
o of water pipe water line affected. One line and i
affected. . tower to be relo- !
. S ? cated as of 6/74. ;
) No impact I = :xtenslve disruption to local service In residential Minor relocations ‘
ST e reas. of local service. |
‘ M = Relocation of major ' !
utilities at cost of M = Relocation of major M = Relocation of ma- [
$1.6 milllon. 20 utifities at costs of jor utllities at cost :
i utility easements $426,000. of $1,625,000. :
. along Monterey Rd. :
| = None I = Main sewer line I = 11 acres sanitary i
RN - severed. land fill and un-
o6 determined no.
» | = Extensive disruption to local service in residential of private septic | Sewers & Solid
No Impact areas. tanks required. | waste Disposal

Sites.

| = Access remains

o bed oo 8@MGbUL. con-

gestion will in-
crease response
time.

I = Improvements in access and response time.

Fire and Police
Protection

ININNOHIANT JIWONOD3-0100S




LONG-TERM IMPACTS

_No Build

Alternate B °

‘Alternate A

Adopted Route

| = No park lands

required. Inade-
quate access to
parks.

I = 58 acres of Coyote
Creek Park re-
quired, 5,000 feet of
creek rechan-
lized.

No public park
lands required.
One hole of private
golf coub required.
Neighborhood park
may be less ap-
pealing.

ol

= Major revisions to park planning required.

= 30acres of Coyote

Creek Park re-
quired. Adverse
nolse & aesthetic
impacts. Im-
proved access.
Fits with Park
planning regard-
ing location of
park facilities.

{
pe
~

| "M = 3000 ft. of creek to
be unlined and re-
vegetated. Replace-
ment land provided
for Park.

- M = None

M = 44 acres of re-

placement land
ot equal or better
quality. Noise at-
tenuation bar-
riers. Design

Parks

measures 1o re-
duce aesthetic
impact and to pro-
vide continuous
access through
Park.

| = Improvements in rubber-tired mode of transportation

| = Fits with trans-
portation plan-
ning.

Disruptive impact to reglbnal and local transportation planning.

"1 = Duplication of
* " gervice on Santa
L * Teresa Boulevard.

M = Improvements
in parallel faci-
lities,encourage
use of other
transportation
modes & dis-
courage use of
private auto.

M = None required. Transportation

M = Replianning transportation ‘system.

LNIWNOHIANT JIINONODJ3-0100S.

| = Undetermined |
number of herijtage
trees affected.
Undermined impact
_ on one archaeologi-
; ‘cal site outside
R/W. One historic
landmarker af-

fected.

= No historic sites affected.

| = Undetermined im- |
pact on 2 archaeo-
logical sites out-
_ side R/IW.

= Undetermined
impact on one ar-
chaeological site
outside R/W.

Archaeological
and Historic Sites

No Impact g .
M =t.Guardrail between
. trees and travelled
", way. Relocate
‘historic. marker.

.M = Archaeological test pits at time ot construction and subsequent miti-
gation as necessary. Compliance with historic and archaeological
resources preservation laws.




LONG-TERM IMPACTS
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No Build

Alternate B

Alternate A

Adopted Route

tor

The No Build Alter-
native has essentially
the same adverse im-
pact as the Adopted
Route except the

Federal one hour and
eight hour standards

CO may be ex-

ceeded. It is the least

Alternate B has essen-
lially the same adverse
impact as the Adopted
Route except that the
Federal 8 hour standard
for carbon monoxide (CO)
may be exceeded once a
year.

Alternate A has essen-
tially the same adverse
impact as the Adopted
Route.

= Expected to have

no adverse effects
on any of the na-
tional Ambient
Air Quality Stan-
dards except the
standard for hy-
drocarbon (HC)
will continue to
be exceeded.

It is not because

I = Adverseimpacton numerous residents in area.

= Few residents
in area.

programs.

M = Deslign features, siope rounding and contour grading, and landscape

desirable in terms Air
ot CO. of freeway that
standard is ex-
ceeded. Freeway
will reduce total
emisgsion of HC.
Of the primary pollutants emitted by the automabile the only one expected
to increase with any freeway alternate Is the emission of oxides of nitrogen
(NOx). This slight increase is not expected to result in any exceedences of
NOx standards in Santa Clara Valley. All the freeway alternates result in
better overall air quality than the No Build Alternative.
' Mini (2 I = Minimum of 2 re-
= Minimum o sidences, 1 golf
! = One school & mobile home parks, course, 1 pagrk, 2 | = 2 campgrounds,
residential sub- 1 residentlal area, residential areas, 4 residences,
division ad- 3 residences, & 1 & 1 mobile home i mobile park, &
versely affected dquestrian center park adversely 1 golf course ad-
adversely affected. affected. versely affected.
| = If development continues at present rate ac-
cording to current planning & zoning, impact
at time of construction more adverse and sig- Noise
nificant than now.
M = None for school. M = Noise attenuation barriers
Noise attenua-
tion barriers
already built by
contractor for
subdivision.
| = Undetermined potential for pollution of creeks from highway runoft,
not considered significant.
Water
M = None M = If necessary, special collector and treatment system for highway
drainage.
I = Closed-in effect for
t = Existing aesthe- motorists. Remaval | = Strong visual contrast between setting &
tic quality of roadside busi- freeway enhanced views of surrounding
remains. nesses changes ‘'scenery for motorists.
visual quality.
Aesthetic
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PROCEEDINGS
N HEARING OFFICER DAY: I quld.likB,tO call this
hearing to order. if 1T way.
For the purpose ?f you people who have your jackAts
on, if you feel wore oomfortablq without thew, then, fine. .
We will have a thrqe-seoogq reqesﬁ fq;,tne!gake of taking off
your Jaokets. | RN ' :

I never allow wore than three saoouds, because I

Now we get on with the hearing. ‘

I am Jed Day, a resident of Belmont, California,’
your next-door neighbor north in San Mateo County. ‘

The purpose of the weeting I think you all recognize
is to necessarily invite the publioc iiew énd comment on the
location and design and the environmental effeota of the
project that we are here tp 199# at this evening.

There 1s a Spanish interpreter available for those
who do not understand English. Her name is Betty Mercado, |
Where's Betty? Where's Betty? Stand up, Betty. I don't
see her.

Oh, yes, she 18, All right. Betty is way in the
back, and those of you who -- wall, maybe you're going to ’
have to tell them, toa, Hetty -- thopa of you who do not
completely understand English and wisgh yé have it 1ntefpreted

dtid at one time allow five seoqnda. and a streaker went through.
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into Spanish, Batty is available in the back of the room,
and she will do the interpretation for us this evening.

Thank you, Betty.

The hearing this evening is being reobrded, and
all statements will be part of the official record.

The format of the hearing is that I would like to
necessarily call upon the State to wake their presentation
ag to the project, its design, and the environmental effects,
after which there w;il be a short recess.

At that time I would like very much to have each
and all ofpyou who -anticipate either speaking or making

comments as to the project to fill out and submit to we the

little oard.you‘received-fn your packet this evening as you

entered th room, the little brown one. The iast meeting

I conducted, I had a green ome and everybody else had a brown

one, But I think that everybody has a brown one this evening,
At that particular moment, then we will have some

of the people who have anticipated or asked to speak some

time past on the design, the environmental effects, the

projecot ggnerally. Those people will be called upon first,

and then I will select cards at random for those to present

"their own views and their points of interest as 1t applies to

the>project.
I would 1like to think that, as we go on ~~- and I

can see we have a fairly large audience this evening -- as

210 POST STREET MABEL WILLSON, C.S. R. SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94108
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we go through the mpgting, you will attempt not to be
repetitious of somebody who has épokpn before yon; I know
that sowme 6f you ‘have come ﬁith prepafed‘presentationé; If
you do have those, .we would very wmuch llke to.havg a copy of
them if at dli‘poésible, if you have an extra copy. But
please do not be rgﬁetltious, redundant, because there are
wany people here this evening. They have questions, and
they would appreciate ha§1ng the knowledge of the project to
whioch we are going to addresﬁ ourselves this evening.

MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: Is there going to be a
time 1imit?

HEARING OFFICER DAY: T prefer not necessarily
establishing a’time limit. However, if necessary, I will
establish a'timé limit of‘fife minutes.

MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: Will.apeqkéra be choseﬁ
at random?

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Speakers will be chosen at
random as they =-- _

SAME VOICE: Imecluding local - officials?

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Well, no. The local officials
have indicated that they -- there are a number ¢f them here
this evening, and some of them have indicated they have other
meetings to go to or to attend in the fulfillment of their
responsibilities to you, the eleoctorate, and I think that it

is only courteous necessarily to allow them the opportunity
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to present therr~viéws or the views of their board.

All right. With this;, I think that the format of
the sntire meeting has been set at this particular time.

There 16 ome thing I would like to say, however,
that at the Qlose'of this hearing is not necessarily the
closing of the»timé by which the State will receive your
comments. Thére are those of you here this evening who,
without a doﬁbt,-will'rooeive additional information over and
aboye that yhiqh you had prior to ooming to the meeting, and
you would likefto write and express your views to the State,
and I think that i your --

Is it not right, Burch, that they have the name

" and address of T.. R. Lammers?

And please write to T. R. Lammers, the District
Director, Department of Tranapoftation -~ and I think this
is in your packet, too -- Post Office Box 3366, Riucon‘Annex,
Shn Francisco, California, and your letters will be entered
into the file up to April 21, 1975. So, 1f you have any
comments, please let them be known to Mr, Lammers.

Now, with this, I would like to turn the meeting now
over to Burch Bacﬁtold, who will introduce his staff, his
backup people who will be assisting this evening in answering
your questions, your conocerns or what have you, and to
present the project as it is.

Burch.
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MR. BACHTOLD: Thauk you Qerylmuoh, Jed.

My name is Buroch Bachtold. ‘I am the Deputy Distrioct
Director of Caltranms for Distriot O4, and it 1s a very great
pleasure for me, on behalf of Caltramns, to welcome all you
people to this'publio hearing.

During the conduot of our project studies and the
preparation of the Environmenfal Impact Report, our project
team received a gréat deal of ipnput from individuals and
groups, as well as elected officials on the national, state and
local levels. We appreoiate this very much, and we appre-
ciate this fine turn-out which, I am sure, is a further
indication of the high level of community interest in this
project,

Now, this is a combined location and design hearing.,
We will review the location, the design and the enviroumental
effects of various altermatives, including the alternative
of doing nothing, that is, maintaining the status quo.

We will try to keep the presentation of our studies
as brief as possible, because we want to provide a wmaximum
opportunity for the publioc to give input into this proposal.

Now, we do haverseveral specialists from our staff
throughout the room, and we aren't going to call on them,
and I am not going to introduce all of them, because we want
to achieve the main objective, which i1s to hear your opinions

and your thoughts.
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STENOTYPE REPORTING SERVICE
TELEPHONE 982-6597




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17

18
19
20
‘ 21
22
23
24

A puﬁi#b,potioe announcing this hearing has appeared
in local ﬁegbpapers, and written notices were sent to the
looél legibiptofs, Gity.oounoils, the Federal Highway Adwin-
istrator , dnd'numerous other pﬁblio and private agencies,
groups, and. any individuala whose address we had who were
known to be 1nterested in the project.

Now,_tpis‘projeot involves the.improvement of
Route 101 frow gqéhﬁan;noad in Morgan Hill to ford Road in
San Jose. vao§£a5;04’1b the major northrsbuth route through
this portion of Santa Clara Valley. It is also one of the
major north;aquth fqutes traversing California, and it ex-
tends from thfHexicqn border to the Oregon border.

Route ;0;_15 part of the Federal Aid Primary System,
and it 1is éxpeéted»th§t>fcderal funds will be used in the
financing of 1ts improvement.

In order to permit all interested parties to become
asp familiar with_the-loontion and the design, environmwental
effects, of the'aitﬁfn#tes that were looked into, we have
waintained a community information office for the last three
and a half weeks at the Continental TV Building on Knok
Avenue here in San Jose.

At that time, aerial photographs and engineering
ﬁrawiﬁgs, as well as ocopies of the Environmental Statement,
were available, and Caltrans personnel were on hand to help

answer questions and explain the studies.
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Now, we hope that the qxplanation of these studies,
and the visual display that we will present shortly, will be
informative, and will help you form am opinmion if you have
not already done so.

Upgrading of this portion of Route 101 is not a
new project. It has been under way for over 20 years. The
general planning aotivities began in the early 1950's at the
request of Santa Clara County, the Cities -of Gilroy, Morgan
Hill and San Jose, and also at the interests of local safety
organizations and individuals,

Numerous map displays and public hearings were
held in the community, and the California Highway Commission
adopted a freeway route in 1961. This covered the section
from Thomas'Réad in Gilroy to Ford Road in San Jose, a dis-
tance of about 26 miles.

In Decewber of 1968, at the request of local
officials and following a publioc hearing, a modification in
this aliguoment north bf Metcalf Road was adopted by the
California Highway Commission in accordance with prooedures
provided for in Section 211.5 of the Streets and Highways
Code,

Freeway agreements ocovering the interchange loca-
tions and local road closures were executed with all of the
local jurisdictions that are involved in 1961, '62, '63, '69,

and the wost recent one in 1971,

!
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All local planning has been based on the adopted

alignment for the past many years,and much construction has beoh

completed. The route is now in existence north as far as
Coqhran Road, and the last 12-mile segment that we are going
to talk about tonight will close the final gép, and we will
have a full freeway, if this projeot does go forward, through
Santa Clara County.

Some concern has been expressed that the adopted
route is not compatible with the Coyote Creek Park. As most
of you know, the original park concept began back in about
1958, and this envisioned several =-- about 50, as I recollect -
acre sites, three or four miles apart, These were to have
been located between Hellyer Avenue and Anderson Reservolir.

The first parcel was purchased in 1961 at Hellyer
Avenue. From this meager beginning, a Joint project with the
City of San Jose, the Coﬁnty of Santa Clara and the State of
California has evolvéd, which changed this original concept
to a'oontinuous park chain extending from Anderson Reservoir
to East William Street in San Jose.

Since inception of the park, the fregwuy and the
park planning has been a cooperative and a coordinated effort
between park officials, City and Coupty staff, and Caltrans,.
as required by Section 210.1 of the Streets and Highways Code.

Larry, I think we have a little bit of a problem

with the controls, apparently. Can everyone hear in the back
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of the room? Okay.

In acoofdance with the National Environmental
Polioy Act of 1969; ‘environmental impact statements are now
required for projeots such as this. Environwental studies
were, oonsequently? undertaken in 1970, and a Draft Eoviron-
mental Impact Statement has been prepared for this projeot,
and was circulatec in December of last year.

As the Coyote Creek Park lands may well be involved
in this project, the Draft Fnvironmental Impact Statement
also includes a report pursuant to Section 4(f) of the United
States Department of Transportation Aot of 1966, as amended.
This is necessary to provide sufficient detailed data to
enable the Secretary of'Transportation to conoclude there is
nb feasible and prudent alternative to the involvement of
park land, if this. in fact becomes necessary.

Many comments have already been received on the
alternatives, and tomight you will ﬁave an opportunity to
comment on the environmental factors as Qell as fhe locations
and dgsigns of all of the studies.

Any views or opinions which may have been overlooked
in the draft statement Fhat are brought to our attention
tonight or in writing before April 21 will be thoroughly
considered and responded to in the Final Impact Report.

You probably will be most interested in the sequence

of events and timing that would follow this hearing.

L}
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First, the written statements and comments on the
design and looétioh and environmental faotors that will be
acoepted until the 21st.will be acted on as expeditiously as
they possibly ocan. Now, these should be forwarded, as
Mr. Day said, to Mr. T. R. Lammers, the Distriot Director
of Transportation, Post Office Box 366 (sic), Rincon Annex,
San Francisoco, | ,

Now, this address should have been in your handouts,
as Mr, Day said, but unfortunately we slipped up, and it is
not in there, so if you didn't get a chance to copy it down,
you may ask any of the Caltrans people around the auditorium,
and they will be pleased to furnish it to you.

The ﬁransoripﬁ of this hearing and all the infor-
mation that 1s. submitted for the record will be available
for~public 1népeot10n at oﬁr District office in San Franoisco,
gt 150v0ak Strégt; in ‘the Information Desk, This 1is on the
first floor as you‘antgr the main door of the building.

Secondly, the Final Environmental Impact Statewent,
including all ooﬁments and responses, will be forwarded to
the Secretary of Transportation in Washington for concurrence
and approval,

Concurrently, an application will be made through
the Federal Highway Administration to obtain authority to
ocoupy park land, as required by Federal Law, if such is
required by thg alternative that is finally accepted,
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Following approval of the Enviroomental Statement
and the 4(f) application, if required, the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission will be asked to conour im the
priority of the proposed work. Designm will be finalized, and
the Federal Ilighway Administration desigm approval will be
obtained.

And, lastly, the California Highway Commission will
have to budget funds for oonstruction,

Now, provided that all these steps camn be completed
without any appreciable delay, it will be possible to have
a first contract under way early in 1976. Now, this is
admittedly an optimistic schedule. It is also dependent onm
the availability of funds, whioch are very severely limited
at the present time, and on the assumption that the route
that is finally adopted will be the route upon which our
activities for the last several years have been based. This
is the adopted route that now exists.

As I mentioned earlier, our staff are present, and
they can eﬁplain any questions you héve, with the help of
the maps on the wall, during the intermission.

At this time I would like to introduce just three
of our principal staff members to you.

First, Mr. Robert Jahrling, who is Chief of our
Environmental Planning Branch. You can take a good look at

him. If you have any questions on the environmental aspecots,
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why, catch him at the‘intermission.

Mr. Bob Keller, Chief of Project Development.

Mr. Bert Gemsler, and Bert is the Chief-of our
Right of Way Section, and since the right of way relocation
assistance activities are'essentiullf complete, and all of
the people and businesses along the édopted liné that woﬁld.
require to move have already been moved, we won't take the
time to ask Mr. Gensler tonight to go into dqtaillregarding
our relocation assistance program, Lui if you do have any
questions in this regard, he is available, can answor them,
and as you came in there is a little handout that explains
these procedures in detail as well,

I would now like to ask Mr, Keller to briefly go
through the details of the studies.

Thank you very wuch,

MR, KELLER: Thanks, Burch,.

Good evening, ladies and gentlemen. .

We have some of the same exhibité on the walls that

we had at the map display'we'held from March 17 until yes-

- terday at the Continental TV Building on Knox Avenue here

in San Jose.

In addition, on the walllwg.hﬁve4sqﬁe large scale
colored drawings of the adopted and the altérnafe lines,
The adopted route is on my left, or your right, and the

alternates are on my right, or yourllétt.
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Can you hear mnow?

Okay. We have handed out a yellow booklet describ-
ing the wajor features of the project. We have also handed
out a green booklet, which was available at the map display

in both English and Spanish, and which coutains maps and a

'briefmdasoription of the adopted and alternate lines.

Now, with the aid of some slides, I will briefly

.describe .the project and go over the adopted route and two

other lines which we call Alternates A and B, - This is
essentially the same information contained in your booklets,
(S1ides, acoompanied the following presentation.)
MR. KELLER: This project proposes to construot
approximately 12 miles. of freeway from Cochran Road in Morgan
1111 to Ford Road in San Jose, and will comnect to existing
freeways at both ends, ‘
The study area indicated on the slide represents

an area about 12 miles long and two to three wiles wide. The

| - width roughly represents the width of the Santa Clara Valley

at that location. ,
.. The improvement was requested by individuals, local
organizations, and the Cities of San Jose and Morgan Hill.

As .a result of these requests, studies were initiated in

. 19530 S, . L ! !

.. The State originally recowmended a freeway corridor

using the existing Monterey Road alignment between Cochran

STENOTYPE REPORTING SERVICE
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Road and Route 82, Ilowever, at a public meeting in July,

- 1955, opposition to the recommended line prompted the County

Board of Supervisors to request additional location studies.

In July, 1960, map displays were held in Gilroy
and Morgan Hill. The results of the latest studies were then
presented at a publio meeting 1nvM9rgan nilil.

In-October, 1960, the Stéte Highway Engineer
recommended tﬁe line shown in yellow to the California
llighway Commission. In Jabpuary, 1961, another wap display e
was held in Morgan Hill, and the Commission conducted another
public hearing.

On February 24, 1961, the Comwission adopted the
route shown here. Since‘then it has been called the adopted
route, and the State has entered into freeway agreements with
the County and Cities of Morganm Hill and San Jose, indicating
the location of interchanges and other design details.

Within the stuéy area there are three general cor-
ridors possib}e for the location of the freeway alignment.

Alternate A is in the corridor between the western
Toothills and the Southern Pacific Railroad tracks, and 1is
shown by an orange band.

Alternate B is in the corridor between the railroad
and Coyote Creek, shown as a green band,

And the adopted route is in the corridor beiween

Coyote Creek and the eastern foothills, shown here as a
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yvellow band.

Provisions have been made im all three alternates

for the possible future construotion of a Route 85 interchange.,

Some of the reasoms the freeway is needed are as
follows,

There are a high nuwmber of fatal .accidents on the
existing highway.

The existing highway 1s not adequate for today's
traffic without congestion and delay.

This project completes the last missing section of
freeway on Houte 101-between Gilroy and San Francisco. It
is an important element of local and regional development
plans.

No other mode of transportation has been planned
for the foreseeable future which would satisfy the trans-
portation need in this oorridor, except for the bus wode.

Inproving the safety of the existing highway is of
primary iwmportance. The. total number of accidents each year
from 1969 to 1973 renges from 177 to 249. The fatalities
per year range from 12 to 17, ‘

Although the accident rate is not particularly high
when cowmpared to statewide rural four-lane divided highways,
the severity of these acocidents is much greater. Notice that
freeways give the lowest rate inm all three categories.

Shown in the slide on the left are total accidents
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by year for a'miilion vehicle miles. .In;the center are fatal
and injury acoidents, by year, for a willjion vehicle miles.
And on the right,ngatalities by year for-100 willion vehicle‘
miles. | '

Now for a brief review of each of the proposed
alignments, aﬁd;tﬁé,impaoté each of thew would have on the
community and the environment.. I will start with the adopted
route, which is east of'exiating Route 101,

The Draft Env}ronmental Inpact Statewent and past ..
vplanning aséumed.that,*1n.éddttionlto completion of the
existing inféroﬁaﬁéé at Cochran ﬁoad, aevéral interchanges
would be oonsfnucigdgfoisérve présent and projected growth,
At the requesf'ot tha.pitj of Sap Jose and County of Santa
Clara, 1nteroh;qges-wene planned‘for Live Oak Avenue,
SOheller»Avenue,:Béiley Avehue, Metcalf Road, Tennant Road,
and at the junction with Routelsz.

It was also planned that the Scheller and Bailey
Avenue interchanges would be inmcluded in the initial con-
struction only if the local road was already built, under
construction, or otherwise supported by evidemce that the
local agency intenqed.to build it. The Live Oak interchange
was not to be inoluded in the initial construction.

The dashed yellow line is a future commection with
Route 85,

It now appears that anticipated growth will not
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——— occur as rapidly as expected, or to the magmituds anmtiocipated.

2 We have been working with your local representatives to

3 determine which interchanges should be inoluded im the

4 | projegt. Final determinmation of the number of imterchanges
5 that will actually be buiit has not yet been wmade, and input
6 | on that subjeot is ome purpose for this hearing.

7

I would like now to discuss the adopted route,

8 commencing at the south, or Cochran Road, and proceeding to
7 the north, just past Route 82, 4
10 Burnett Avenue will cross over the freeway. After
11 Burnett, the freeway'will cross Coyote Cresk on a bridge,

12 | without altering the natural stream chanmel. Sowe riparian

13 vegetation and sycamore trees would have to be removed,

14 Continuous acoess to Coyote Creek Park is wmaintained
15 by providing for bioycle, pedestrian, equestriam and park

16 service traffic benmeath the pridge.

17 Proceeding north, the fréeway crosses future Live

18 Oak and Scheller Avenues. These interchanges wmay not be

19 | built, but a separation is required at Scheller Avenue to

20 provide access from one side of the freeway to the other.

21 | At this point the freeway is at the base of the foothills, and

22 | it is at this location that the most extensive grading will

23 ooour,
24 At Bailey Avenue apn interchange is planned.
— 25 : Extending from Bailey Avenue to Metcalf Road is a
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frontage road that will provide access to abutting property
and to the County's propobed Sportsman's Park.

Proceeding norfh, the freeway passes by the PG&E
substation south Qf Metcalf Road. The freevway lies east éf
the gravel ponds oreated by quarrying operations. About
25 percent of the ppnds'will be filled in. These man-made
ponds are relatively new, and ecologiocal balance would not
be affeoted by the f1i11l. |

In the same area, the freeway passes to the east . =
of the percolation. ponds. The park master plan proposes
lagoons in this aréa,

North of the poinids, the freeway crosses the creek
for the second and last time. As in the south crossing of
the oreek, the bridge'ﬁduld span the oreek without altering
it, and would also'profide for trails underneath the bridges
for park users, Some riparian vegetation would be removed.

North of the park,. an interchange was planned at
Tepnant Road. This has been.designed so as not to conflict
with a possible Route 85 tconneotion if and when Route 85
is developed.

Proceeding north, the freeway pésses near two mobile
home parks. Both parks were planned in conjunction with the
freeway, and no rights of way are needed, although elsewhere
on this alignment the right of way did take nine residencéﬁ,

and 32 persons were relocated,

0 N N
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The Routes 82/101 interchange is mear Ford Road,
after which the new alignment conforms to the existing free-
way,

The adopted route has long been assumed to be the
alignment to be used for the freeway, and has been incor-
porated into land use and planoing studies, including park
plans, by the City and County Governments. In all, 30 acres
of park land is needed for the freeway, but to replace this
the State is exchanging 44 acres of land, shown in yellow.
In ad&ition, 42 acres, shown in orange, were purchased for
resale to parks and recreation. This exchange and resale
enlarges the park by an additional 56 acres.

Some of the other more significant impacts of the
adopted route are:

It involves about 6,000,000 cubic yards of earth-
work. This is more than any of the other alternates.

It takes about 820 acres of right of way, of which
about 430 are prime agricultural lauds.

It takes eight acres of riparian vegetation, five
acres of oak woodland, and 236 acres of savanna woodland.

It would bypass businesses on existing Route 101,

and some arcas would experience some traffic noise. I!owever,

increased noise levels in park areas, considered important

by the County parks and Recreation Department, will be miti-

gated.

.
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Now I would like to introduce Altermate B, which
1s the alignment along the existing 101 corridor. The free-
way begins at Cochran Road, moves up to Monterey Road near
Live Oak Avenue, and follows Monterey Road until its morth
conform near Route 82, This is the alignment originally
endorsed by i{he Board of Supervisors in 1953,

Interchanges are proposed near Live Oak Avenue,
Palm Avenue, Baile& Avonue, Metcalf Road and Route 82, Over-
passes are planned for Burnett Avenmue and Tennant Road. The
green dashed line is the future Route 85 connection.

I imagine dost of you ére familiar with Monterey
Road, so I won't go into much detail on this alignment,
However, 1 would like to point out a few impacts of the free-
way on this location,

It has the least earthwork of all the freeway
alternates. It requires about 2,000,000 cubic yards of fill
and 1,000,000 yards ol excavation.

1t has the least impact on wildlife, since it
occupies a corridor already affected by human activity; It
takes the least woodland. _

This alignment will require about 586 aores of
right of way, of which 460 acres are prime agricultural land.

It will require more than 20 roadside businesses.

Zncinal School, shown here, would also be taken

for the freoway.
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In addition, some of the stores in Coyote are
within the right of way, and will have to be removed.

Alternate B takes more Coyote Creek Park land than
any other alternate, 58 acres, compared to 30 acres for the
adopted route. It does not require crossing of Coyote Creek,
although about one mile of Coyote Creek would .have to be
channelized.

Perhaps of most concern to many people is the dis-

ruption this alignment would have on housing and people.

' Acoording to a recent study, there are an estimated 170 living

units to be bought, and about 490 people to be relocated.

Now I would like to present the last of the freeway
a]terﬁates, Alternate A. This alignment is between the
western foothills and Monterey Road.

Interchanges are plamned at Cochran Road, Santa
Teresa Boulevard, Palm Avenue, Bailey Avenue, Bernal Road
and Route 32, Overcrossings are planned at Burnett Avenue
and at two locationms on Monterey Road.

This view shows Cochran Road to the left and Santa
Teresa Boulevard above center, with the alignment shown in
orange going from south to north.

The impact of Alternate A up to Bailey Avenue is
largely to agricultural land. The right of way for this
alignment takes about 640 acres of land, of which 465 acres are

prime agricultural land,
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The alignmwent crosses Fisher Creek several times,
so the creek would have to be realigned., Ilowever, this
alignment does mnot cross Coyote Creek nor require any Coyote
Creek Park land., It does take about 85 acres of savanna
woodland,

About 1,000,000 cubic yards of excavation is avail-
able on the alignwent, but about 3,000,000 cubic yaras.are
needed, which means that about 2,000,000 yars must be hauled
in from available commercial sources.

Alterpate A also requires about 165 to 120 living
units, at a reoent'count. About 740 people will have to be
displaced from their homes and relocated. One of the housing
traots affected would be the new portion of Pheasant Widge.
The community would be bisected by the freeway. About 75 to
85 homes would be required for the freeway right of way.,

Moving north from Pheasant Ridge, the alignment
bisects the nearly-comploted shopping center at the southeast
corner of Bernal Road and Santa Teresa Boulevard.

Crossing Bernal itoad, a l:irge portion of an eight-
acre industrial park site planned for the northeast corner
of Santa Teresa Boulevard and Bernal Road wouild %e¢ required.

The effect of the alternate's impact on the wmobile
home park is the same as that by Alternate B. A total of
approximately 309 people would be displaced'from‘their homes

here,

i
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What I have dome so far is describe the "build"
alternatives., All the altermatives would cause some short-
term construction impact. These include construction noise
and dust, possible water contamination from comstruction
material, erosion problems, and inconvenience caused by traf-
Tfic detours. However, construction ocontracts will include
measures to mitigate these 1mpaots,'and would require ad-
herence to all air and water pollution regulations.

There is some feeling in the community that the
freeway would result in growth, undesirable changes in land
use, and additional bressures for development in tﬁe South
County area., llowever, the amount of growth that will occur
depends not only on the additional access provided by the
projeot, but also the availability of utility services and
the amount of development that will be permitted by the local
Jurisdictions. |

We also have the "mo build" altermative, which
would maintain the status quo. That, too, has its impacts,
some adverse and some beneficial,

First, even though ‘safety improvements are being
made to Monterey Road, the accidents would continue and pos-
sibly get worse as traffic becomes heavier. It has been
estimated that every year 90 acocidents and 13 fatalities

could be avoided if the freeway replaced the four-lane

highway.
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Planning efforts by government and private agencies
would be affeoted,

And traffic oongestion will get worse.

Transportation on a state level would be adversely
affected. Route 101 is a route of statewide significance in
the movement of people and goods.

While any of the three ffeeway alternates would
increase noise in ocertain areas bhecause of‘én increase in
traffic volume, noise barriers would be placed in some of
the affected areas, The '"mo build" alternative has made no
provision for noise attenuation because of the proximity of
the railroad on the wést gside and the number of openings that
would be required at business establishments and residences
on the east side.

The freeway alternate should result in better
overall air quality than the "mo build" alternative, The |
freeway results in improved traffic flow, which would reduce
the total emission of carbon monoxide and hydrocarbons.

If nothing 18 built there would be no reduction in
agricultural land, because mo additional right of way would
be needed. _

Possibly, it might reduce the rate of growth.

Lastly, there would be no crossing of the park.

what I have presented this évening is a condensed

version of each of the freeway alternates and the "no build"
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alternative. Let me conclude with a brief comparison of
each freeway alternate.

The adopted route will require 30 acres of Coyote

Creek Park land and 819 acres for right of way, 90,percent

. of which has been acquired.

There were nine living units and 32 people dis-
placed. The living units have been purchased and the people
satisfactorily relocated.

Construction is scheduled for 1976, and the cost

. of the project 1s approximately 72 wmillion, depending on the

number.of 1nterchanges to be built.

Alternate A wo&ld.not require ény Coyote Creek
Park land, and would need approximately 647 acres for right
of way. One hundred sixty-five to 180 living units would be

involved and approximately 740 people displaced, provided that

, no furthner development occurs between now and the time of

construction.

Tihe earliesi that construction could take place
is 1983, and tho projeoted.cost is 118 Q%}lion. This cost
could also be roduced if some .of the interchanges are not
built. Due to inflation,.the time factor would affect future
costs. |

Alternate B would take 58 acres of Coyote Creek
Park land, and gequirevapproximatély 586 acres for right of

way. |
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Approximately 170 1living units would be disrupted
and’490 people displaced, if no further development occurs
prior to construction,

The earliest that oconstruction could take place . is
1986,van6 the project cost is 161 million, which again would
be reduced if all the interchanges are not built,

This table shows the various steps, and the es-
timated time requirements to get from initial studies ts
actual construction of a freeway. Design and right-of-way
acéuisition go on ooncurrently, and includes time to find
suitable replacement housing.

The next slides will be a final summary of the
three alternates. The total costs are escalated %o year of
earliest construction, and include both right-of-way and
construction costs,

Thank you.,

MR, BACHTOLD: Thank you very much, Bob,

Mr. Day, that conoludes the presentation of the
details of the alternates that have been studied.

Thank you.

HEARING OFFICE DAY: I want to thank you, Burch
and staff, for making the presentation, I think that this
informed an awful lot of people, or gave an awful lot of
people information possibly they didn't have before as to

the alternates that are avalilable.
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And we will now recess, as I suggested before, for

*five or tem minutes, IHowever, during the process of the

recess, I would like to have your cards presented up here as
to whether you wish .to speék,-whether you wish to wake a
conment, or whether you havebquestiOns to ask., Please fill
out your card and leave it down here, and we will select the
cards by random as they come in, after we re-adjourn (siec)
our hearing after about five or tenm minutes.

Thank you for your attention.

(Short recess.)

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Okay, ladies and gentlemen;
if you will please be seated, get comfortable, penéil and
pad available. |

Before we reconvene .the hearing as sucp, I am very
apologetic. I didn't introduce some of the digniﬁayies wh?
are here this evening, some of whom will be Speakiﬁg lafer,
or soon, as the case may be, I would like to introduce them
at this tiwe, however. . -

‘We have Assemblywoman Leona Egeland.

(Applause.)

HEARING OFFICER -DAY: And we have a commissionef

from the State Highway Commission, Vern Christianson. Where's

" Vern? Come-on, he left already. Where's Vern? There he 1is.

(Applause.) .
HEARING OFFICER DAY: Ii, Vern.
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And from the County Supervisors of the County of
Santa Clara we have the Chairman, Dom Cortese.

(Applause.)

HEARING OFFICER DAY: And I did see Sig Sanchez
here some time ago, also. | ‘

(Applause.)

NEARING OFFICER DAY: And frow City of San Jose,
we have the Mayor, Janet'Gray llayes. Janet, nice to see you.

(Applause.)

Roy?

(Applause.)

. NEARING OFFICER DAY: And a counoilman of San Jose,
Jim Self. Where's Jim? ‘
| (Applause.)'

NEARING OFFICER DAY: Now, let's see. Down here
we have, from the Federal Highway Administration, Al Gallardo.
Oh, well Al I'm getting close, Al.

You people are going to have to excuse me for my
pronunciation of names. My enunciation you ocan understand..
1 ocome from the State of Mainae. I am the only one here this
evening that can say that I am a true Mainiac, Okay?

And representing the Chief Engineer of the Cal
Department of Transportation, we have Bill Green. Where's

Bill? There he 1is. Hi, Bill.

" HEARING OFFICER DAY: And the Vice Mayor, Roy Naylor.
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(Applause.)

BEARING OFFICER DAY: I beg your pardon. Green is
easy., | |

All right. With that, we will step into our heoring
this evening, There have béén a number of people who have
indicated quite early that they would like'to mAke a presenta-
tion this evening.. I have a coémunique hefe dated Maroh 4
from Mr. Siverson, from the Morgan IHill Unified School
District, and I think out of ocourtesy, he having written #nd
indicated that he did wish to make a preaentation, I would
like to call upon him first, Lyle?

(Applause.)

MR. LYLE SIVERSON: Thank you,

I am Lyle Siversom, Superintendent of Schools of
the Morgan Hill Unified School Distriot. My statement regard-
in the proposed Freeway Route 101 will déal with the impaot
of .the proposed and alternmate routes upon thq oporatiop of
the school distriot. Our foremost comcern is for the safety
.0f the thousands of ohildren wh6 are tramsported in 6ur school
buses, , o |

. The Morgan Hill Unified Sohool Distriot oovers

approximately 300 square miles, extending (rom Church Avenue
south of San Martin to Bernal Road north of 00yote.' Approx-
imately 3500 childreén are transported to and from school each

day in school bhuses.

210 POST STREET MABEL WIL!_SON. C.S.R. SAN FRANCISCO. CALIFORNIA 94108
° STENOTYPE REPORTING SERVICE
TELEPHONE 882-6597




30

0 N O AW N

Traffic on 01d Monterey Highway has beeﬁ a way of
“1ife for our school bus drivers for many years. The construc-
tion of tho 101 freeway bypass frow Gilroy to Cochran Road
has dramatically alleviatpd the problems of school bus
routing in the south end of our district. The congestion on
that section of 01d Monterey Highway has been reduced, and
conditions are much less hazardous.

But hazards and danger in the north half of ‘the
distriot have been dramatically inoreased. 01d Monterey
Highway between Cochran Road and Ford Road has justifiably
been termed "Blood Alley".

A tragedy was narrowly averted when ome of our
school buses, with 68 children aboard, was hit at the inter-
seotion of Bernal Road and Monterey Highway while waiting to
make a left turn.

This is an.appropriate time to pay tribute to our
éohool bus drivers, most of whom aré women, In epite of the
hazards, their record of safety is a tribute not only to
their personal skill and caution, but also to the quality
and maintenance of the equipment they operate, as well as
the training and supervision they have been provided by dis-
trict personmnel and the California Highway Patrol. Due to
their skill and caution, and the thousands of bus drivers
like them in the nation, a ride on a school bus is statistic-

ally more safe than any other mode of transportation in the
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- being transported to schools from the Bernal Road to Cochran

United States today.

But there is a danger, however, that this record
may give us a sense of false seourity. The hazards on Oid
Monterey Highway increase daily, and those who route our
buses in the north end of tﬁ; distriet have the option of
routing buses on 0ld Monterey Ilighway or the narrow, two-
lane Hale Avenue, which is becoming inoreasingly hazardous
due to heavier use, narrow bridge abutments, and the absence
of shoulders.

Now, firat, we muat make every effort right now to
alleviate these dangerous conditions, and I refer to actions
which oan be taken to improve Highway 101 now.

But, second, we must give ooncentrated attention
to what kinds of hazards and dangers will exist during the fourp
year period when construction of the freeway link takes place.

Third, and of greatest importance, we must ochoose
an option that, when the projeot is complete, we will have
north-south thoroughfares whioh will best accommodate the
volumes of local and through traffic in the foreseeable
future.

At the present time approximately 1800 children are

Road portions of our distriet. There are only two north-south
thoroughfares in this area at the present time, as I wen-

tioned. Consequently, all of our bus routes that serve this
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area must travel either on portions of 0ld Monterey Highway
or the narrow, two-lane Hale Avenue,

Now, let's look at some long-range impaots of the
alternatives, and remembqr that the area desperately needs
additional north-south fhoroughfares to accommodate local and
through traffic. You saw from the map that there are only
two in that area. There are no other even small streets to
get through, -

Alternate A would eliminate much of Jlale Avenue,
which is going to be, ultimately, Santa Teresa Boulevard,
and would makevulﬁimate improvement and expansion of Santa
Teresa impossible,

During construotion of Alternate A, traffie on
Hale Avenue would be practiocally eliminated, foroing all
north-south traffio on 0ld@ Monterey Highway, and upon com-
pletion of Alternaté A we would still have only two north-
south thoroughfares to acoommodate all of the local and
through traffio,

Alternate B would eliminate 0ld Monterey Ilighway,
and during oconstruotion of Alternate B the traffic probleums
on 01d Monterey Highway would be a nightmare of temporary
bypasses, oongestion of oonstruction equipment, school buses,
truocks, vehioles of all kinds trying to squeeze through,

Hale Avenue would be the only alternate, and would

become extrgmely oongested and hazardous as more and more
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— 1 vehicles would attempt to use that as an alternate route
during the tiwme of construotion, And, after construction,

we would still have only two north-south thoroughfares

SOW N

through that entire section of the valley.
Now, the proposed route is far enough to the east
so that, during the oonstruction phase, there would be no

conflioct with 01d Monterey Highway or Hale Avenue. Following

® N o w»

construotion, we would have three north-south thoroughfares

~0

to acoommodate local and through traffioc. Purthermore, none
10 of these three routes would bisect the valley, oreating

11 pockets or barriers to traffic flow on winor streets or roads.
12 We'd have an eastern, a middle and a western thoroughfare

13 running north-south through the valley.

14 ' Let's look at the noise factor as impact on sohools.
15 Alternate A, within 1,000 feet of the existing

16 | Los Paseos Elementary Sohool and a proposed middle school

17 | which will be adjacent to Los Paseos Parkj within 1,000 feet
18 | of Burnmett School, with no sound barrier shown on the pro-

19 | posal.
20 Alternate B, adjacent to Emcinal School site and

21 | puildings, where noise 1s already a critioal problem at the
22 school, and Alternate B would compound it.

3 The préposed route, no problems with noise for

24 | existing or proposed schools.

— 2 How about infringement on sochool sites?
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— 1 Alternate B (sic) would eliminate the northwest
corner of a proposed middle school site adjacént to the Los
Paseos Park. We are in the process of purchasing that site
now, and it has been reserved for us for at least ten years.
It would elimihate a proposed elementary school
site at Santa Teresa Boulevard and Avenida Espana, which the

distriot is presently in the process of purchasing.

W N O A W N

There are no other possible school sites available

o

in this area. School sites woere reserved in this area before
10 any construction beganm on the subdivisions. School sites
11 and locations are an integral part of the total and original
12 planning for the 1800 homes in that area. To run a freeway
‘ 13 through it would completely nullify a well-planned area of
14 | homes, schools, churches and parks:
15 Alternate B would eliminate the front portion of
16 | the Encinal School site bordering Monterey Highway. It would
17 require moving or demolition of some or all of the existing
18 school buildings,
19 With the proposed route there are no school site
2 | problems.
»21 Now, how about neighborhood attendance areas, which
22 | we hear a lot about today? |
23 Alternmate A. It would biseot Pheasant Ridge area
24 of Los Paseos, and would leave large pookets of residemces

. — 25 | isolated from the Los Paseos Elementary School and the
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proposed middle school in that area. The freeway would be
a barrier between Burnett School and the major portion of its
attendance area to the north.

Alternate B would olose off access to the Encinal
School. It would be a barrié; between the school and the

" attendanoce area west of the sohool;

With the proposed route, no problems in neighborhood
attendance areas,

Now, comments about interohanges between Coohran
Road and Ford Road.

From the standpoint of interochanges, the school
distriot has two concerms. First, if the new freeway link
has no acoess for the entire distance, 1t will not serve to
draw traffioc away from 0ld Monterey Highway, which will con-~
tinpue to be a major north-south artery for our school buses.
Undoubtedly, traffio engineers, on the basis of past exper-
ience, can best recommend the appropriate distance, number
and location.of interchanges, but certainly there should be
several, from the standpoint of the sohoql distrioct.

Second, within a few years the distriot will be
building an additional high school somewhere in the north end
of the distrioct. Acocessibility to the freeway would be a
oonaiderationvin the determination of that location, and here,
too, interchanges bhecome an important factor, though we are

not saying which ones, where they should bde,
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In summary, from the standpoint of the school

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Please, if I may, I think we

2 district, it 1ls urged that the proposed route be adopted,

3 and that conmstruction be completed at the earlieét possible
4 | moment.,

5 Thank you.

6 (Applause.)

7

8

waste a little bit of time with the handclapping amnd all of

? that sort of stuff. I know that you appreciate the presenta-
10 tions that people make in some occasions. However, you are

11 | not going to apbreoiate the presentations that-maybe some /
12 other people make, so in the essence of time, we have a long.
evening ahead of us, and I would like now to extend the

14 dignity to the dignitaries who have indicated to me that they

15 would like to speak this evening, and I would first like to

16 call upon Assemblywoman Leona Egeland.
17 HON. LEONA EGELAND: Thank you.
18 I am going to be very brief, and I know you have a

19 long agenda. _

20 I have submitted written comments, My concern now,
21 | as it has been for a very long time, and one that I aired

22 over a yeaf ago at the public hearing in Gilroy, was that

23 such a short stretoh of freeway had proposed on it so many

24 intérchangea, and I know that, now we are at the point where

. — 25 | we have agreed that we will cut down the number of lanes,
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we will ocut down the number of interchanges, we have reduced
the cost of the project, and T would urge that we stick
with that, with the proposed adopted route.

We cannot afford a ten-year delay. This freeway
has been in the planning stag;s for almost 20 years, and it
doesn't make sense not to oconmnect those two points, so we
have to do it speedily, with the lowest figure that we can
get out, that is, that we are requiring to build on this, we
have the best chance of going.

We have to make sure that we are, of course, the
number one priority inm this region, but we have to vie with
the other regions and their number one priorities, and how
we can best do that is to be very prepared to go when the
time oomes to choose which priority is budgeted first, and
we have missed out on that a number of times now. ‘

So we have got to get it all together, and be very
ready, and that is why I just want to simply urge that the
Enyironmental Impact Report is looked over very ocarefully,
that each section is submitted as we intend it to be sub-
mitted, so that there are no major changes. It is very
important that this Environmental Impact Report be adopted
at the federal level speedily, so we can get funds from that
level, too, and not come back with ohanges so that we would
have to in some way have to repeat this situation,

My office -- and I am going to put a plug in right
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now for some of the act{vities that we have been doing, in
cagse you just happened to miss the TV program that went on,
but we are hoping that thé kind of public pressure that has
been applied, and where we have voiced our opinion of let's
fund this, let's keep this as a priority, and let's keep the
cost down, that you will continue that pressure, and what we
are trying to do now is to explore whatever possibilities
there are for emergency funding for the quick safety features
that need to be built on the existing road, because even if
we go out to bid next year, somehow we are still ialking about
three, four, five years, 1f'th1ngs go very well, and we are
going to be traveling that stretch of highway, and I think
we need at ‘least some minimum safety features that are added
to that highway. !

There are a few ways that we canm go, and we are
trying to explore those, and I am going to try to keep you
posted on what we find out. |

»I have to say that it is the most frustrating
experience to discover that there are in fact some funds
somewhere that have been used for soﬁething else, when every-
body then agrees that this is the priority, and somehow,
because we have been so concerned in our demooratic system
for being faif, for beihg equitable, and for giving everybody
the ochance to be judged fairly, that we didn't acoount,

somehow, for emergency situations, so that we could pull out
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and do something quickly. We have been very democratic and
fair, and now we are stuck ﬁith an emergency situation, and
it is really hard to extraot emergency funds for 1it.

But we are'going to keep working onm that, and 1
commend you for ocoming out téﬁight, and I commend you for
applying the pressure, because, without all of you there,
and without the continued pressure, we would not be at the
place we are today. We would still have the larger number
of interchanges, the larger number of lanes, a larger figure
to go with, and never get the funding to go with it next year,
so I appreciate you.

Thank you.

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Thank you very much.

(Applause. ) .

HEARING OFFICER DAY: The next individual I'd like
to call upon is the Chairman of your Santa Clara County
Supervisors, Dom Cortese, I guess everybody knows you are

here.

HON. DOMINIC CORTESE: Thank you very much,

Mr. Chairman,

Ladies and gentlemen, for the reocord, my name is

- Dominic L., Cortese, otherwise known as Dom Cortese. I am

Chairman of the Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors.
With me tonight is Mr. Sig Sanchez, who has already -

been introduced, and within whose distriot the proposed
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freeway route is included. Sig has a long history, as you
ail know, of hard work in the planning phases of the projeot,
and has been a strong supporter of immediate construction.

I am here tonight to represent the position of the
Board regarding thé Soutﬁ.Valley Freeway, or U,S. Highway 101,
between Cochran Road in Morgan Hill and Ford Road in San
Jose,

On April 8, 1975, by unaniwous vote of the Board,
we authorized wy appearance here tonight to state the position
of the Board on this long-drawn-out 1ssue,

The Board has reaffirmed its previous position
regarding the alignment of phe South Valley Freeway, which
is now the adopted route of this 11.8-mile section of the
highway. ' ‘ )

We believe the initial construoction of this missing
link should be six lanes within the already substantially-
purchased right of way. We supporf aocoelerated and immediate
construction of a six-lane roadway, in the interests of
highway safety, and support a maximum of three interchanges
along the adopted route.

We are prepared to work at the local level with the
City of San Jose, with interested groups, and with the State
Department of Transportation, to do that which 1s neocessary
to expedite installation of this badly-needed section of the

highway.
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We will, of oourse, be pleased to work with
San Jose to identify those interchanges which should be built
in the best interests of the total community of Santa Clara
County.

Additionally, the Board has unanimously voted to
support immediate safety improvements to the existing Monterey
Highway, which will minimize -accident potential in "Blood
Alley"” until such time as the freeway is actually completed.

We hope, of course, that the approval process and
construction time period necessitating these emergenocy and
interim safety improvements will not be extended any longer
than 1s absolutely necessary.

In oloeing, I am compelled to observe that the
history of this missing link of freeway has been both extra-
ordinarily lengthy and oftentimes misunderstood. You can
readily doocument that the need for the facility was recog-‘
nized in the 1950's, more than 20 years ago. That need is
certainly wore critical today as more and more people are
kilied in unnecessary acoidents,

Further delay of up to 11 years will probably
result im 700 to 1,000 more acoidents on Monterey Road, and
100 to 200 more fatalities. Coordination among the County,
Caltrans, San Jose, and various organizations interested in
freeway and Coyote Park chain planning, is documented back

to 1963. Many of the concepts for the park actually were
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derived from the bresumed exlistence of the planned and
thoroughly-ﬁeeded freeway link between the ocentral part of
the County and South County,

Other community Qevelopment in this part of the
County and existing generél plans are based upon installation
of this roadway in its adopted position. I would certainly
hope that consideration of alternatives not negate all of the
community planning, all of the efforts whioﬁ.have occurred
over the last generation, and disrupt development patterns
which now exist. |

To do so would make a farce of the entire planning
process.

I urge, on behalf of our Board, that the approval
process which has now been engaged be concluded as rapidly
aé possible, with decisiveness, and in accordance with
existing law, so that the needless slaughter on Monterey Road
be ended.

Thank you very, very much.

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Thank you, Supervisor.

(Applause.)

HEARING OFFICER DAY: I might indicate at this
particular moment, if a prepared presentation is made, we
would enjoy ha&ing a copy of that presentation.

I next would like to call upon the Mayor of San

Jose, Mayor Janet Gray Hayes.
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(Applause. )

HON. JANET GRAY HAYES: Thank you very much,

Vice Mayor Naylor has just delivered our copy of
the testimony that we wish to give tonight,.

Tonight we are at'iong last holding a hearing on
the EIR for Highway 101 between San Jose and Morgan Hill.

We thank the staff for that very excellent visual presentation.

During the time that has elapsed while this EIR was
being prepared and negotiations were taking place between the
State and other governmental agencies with various inter-
ested groups, untold misery has been suffered by our citizens.,
It is foreseeable that additional suffering andfloss of life
will take place during the years between now and the time an
improved roadway can he completed. .

A new freeway along the proposed alignment is
needed, and it is needed now.

The safety problems are too immense to undertake
additional studies to examine alternatives, possible align-
ments, and design considerations. The City of San Jose has
been aware of the issues that have been raised by the Sierra
Club, the Association of Bay Area Governments and the Metro-
politan Trqnéﬁbrtation Commiesion conoerning growth and the
impact of this highway upon the growth of our Coyote Valley,

Some/monthe ago our City Council passed an interim

Coyote land use plan and, as a part of the projeot for our
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General Plan 1975, the issue of the land use plan and its
implementation in that area will be under intensive discus-
sion.and consideration by the property owners, San Jose ocit-
izens, the Planning Cowmission, .and the City Coumcil. At
the end of that process a community-supported land use plan
will be adopted. v

The EIR did not deal with the land use elements of
Coyote because the ocity, until recently, had not provided
this interim land use plan. We believe that, whatever short-
comings ﬁay exist in the EIR because of the lack of definition
of the land use element, they were dealt with as a result
of the Council's decision on April 1 oconcerning the number of
interchanges that should be constructed in this initial
project, . oot ‘

We believe that the EIR correotly deals with the
fact that the existing highway is inadequate to serve the
needs we have today, and that a six~1an§ freewéy on the
adopted alignment must be comstruoted. This need has existed
for many, wmany years. In faot, when the Coyote Parkway and
the 101 FFreeway were designed, they were designed to be
mutually emhancing, so that they could be molded together
as a;desirabie community land use eleﬁent.

We hear from environmental oconcerns that this
freeway must be'ohanged to a new alignment so as not to be

in confliot with our park, 1 can only say to you that
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considerable planning has gone forward to establish the
2lcments, together with our conscious awareness of their
interrelatedness, and now to suggest that one element 1s out
of place with the other is co?trary to the design concépt
that the City, thg County of Santa Clara and the State of
California have achieved at that tiwe. |

As I indicated, the San Jose Council on April 1
considered the question of what interchanges should be con-
structed at the time of the initial freeway construction.

We have concluded that an interchange should be built only
at the Bernal interseotion and at Balley Avenue.

We have also concluded that one interchange at
Bernal only could be constructed if the circulation problems
that result with having only one interchange can be
ameliorated so that our City does not wind up bearing the
cost or the brunt of the ciroulation problems that result
in the redefinition ot the freeway interchanges.

The goal is to insure that this freeway, as ocon-
struocted, serves adequately the existing committed land use
in that area of our community.

The City Council is not alone in its feelings that
this roadway must be constructed along the adopted alignment,
and must be expedited.

I have with me tonight Dee Ann Tregoning, who will

now present to you petitions bearing the signatures of over
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9,000 local citizens who are asking 1mﬁediate implementation -
of the construction of this freeway, to eliminate problems
that we face every day.

In addition, the County of Santa Clara, as you
heard from Chairwan Dom.Cbrtese, has the same position of
the City of San Jose. The City of Santa Clara and the
Inter-City Council, comprised of the mayors of the cities in

our County, have adopted a resolution that asks immediate

O 0 N O e N

construotion of this 101 transportation corridor.

—
o

Congressman Norman Mineta has long supported the

—
[

early implementation of this proJeop.

[
N

_ '~ Tonight I am authorized to speak for our semior

—
W

State Senmator, Al Alquist, who asked, too, that the route

14 as originally proposed be adopted as soon as possible, and
15 this is t6 include the interchanges to serve the immediate
16 | needs of the residents of our valley.

17 And, as haé been noted, the City of San Jose angd
18 | the County Supervisors are in unanimous agreement now,

19 | In summary, the projeot as we have defined it is
20 | the right project. The right time to start has already

2] passed. No further delaying taotios or additional studies
22 | should be taken, undertaken. The proper legal course should
23 | ve completed, so that this roadway can be available to the
24 | traveling public as soon as possible. Political and citizen

.;— 25 interest should bring all possible pressure to bear on those
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agencies who have the authority to make the needed decisions
on this project, so that it won't drag on for so many more
years, at the cost of so many wore lives.

One of the most effective means now to help in
bringing this about would be for 10,000 letters to go to the
office of Governor Jerry Brown asking that this be completed
as soon as possible, |

I would like to thank the following persons in our
City who have oontributed so wuch of their time and energy
in working for this projeot with us

Karen Daly; who is President of the San Jose
Alliance of Home&wners.

Bob Pdrd, who is the President of the Ilidden Glen
Homeowners Association.

Carmen Filice, who is the President of the V.E.P.
Homeowners Asspciation, all of which are in this area.

Bob Braud, a member of the V,E,P. Homeowners
Association.

Mike Xelley, the Manager of the Monterey Oaks
Mobile Home Community. o

- Michael Fryer, A. D.‘Saso, Don Jalamara, Velma
Million, Walter Dingman, .

And, last but not least, a young lady who is here

on behalf of her classmates, Dee Ann Tregoning, and I would

like to have her speak for just a couple of minutes.
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Dee Ann was a classmate of Denise Albertson, who

2 was killed recently on "Blood Alley", and who was one of the
3 3500 children who travel that freeway every day.

4 Thank you. ‘ |

5 (Applause.)

6 MISS DEE ANN TREGONING: Good evening.

7 My name is Dee Ann Tregoning, and I am here today
8 representing all the students at Bernal Intermwediate School.
9 . Last December one of our students, Bernice Albert-
10 son, was killed in an automobile gcoident, along with her

11 | mother and father, on the stretch of Highway 101 known as

12

"Blood Alley'. Their deaths could have been prevented if the

—
w

dangers that exist on the road had been eliminated.

14 Many people have been killed there, and as long
15 | as'Blood Alley remains, more people will be killed in the
16

future, A lot of our classmates travel the "Blood Alley"

17 | route to and from school. Many of our parents travel the

18 | same road on the way to work and howe again.

19 We realize that road improvements cost money, and

20 | we are living through a period of time when money is scaroe,
21 | but we feel that most people in the community are eager to

22 support any efforts to eliminate "Blood Alley".

23 » We would like to make the following recommendationms.
24 Until permanment changes can be made to improve the road, we

. — 25 | would like to see stoplights put in at the access roads, and
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barriers of some kind dividing the highway.

It is easy to push prdblems aside and forget about
them., It is easy to say "Let somebody olse figure out a
solution.” But where does this kind of thinking stop? Who
will finally take the responéibility to end these senseless
deaths?

We at Bernal fecel that all those people, all the
other people’'s lives, are responsible, and we are trying to
do‘something to prevent other people from dying. DIlease
help us by doing everything in your power to eliminate "Blood
Alley".

Thank you,

(Applause.)

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Thank ybu, Dee Ann.

Thank you, and I must apologize to John Biechman,
Councilman from the City of Morgan I1ill., I didm't introduoce
you before. However, I'll take the opportunity now.

MR, JOIN BIECIMAN: I am going to be so brief that
Jerry won't have time to take a picture of me.

I want to go on record as saying that Morgan Hill
has passed a resolution in favor of the adopted route, and
that we have also gone on record as supporting interim safety

measures on Monterey Highway as it exists now.

And I want to assure people that travel that highway,

like I do, dally, that we will be continuing our pressure on
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— 1 all of the agencies that are involved onm this South Valley

2 Freeway.

3 Thank you.

4 HEARING OFFICER DAY: Thank you, Johb,

5 (Applause.) -

6 HEARING OFFICER DAY: All right. Now I would like
7 to call upon -- I have an indication from the Sierra Cludb

8 that they had wished to speak, and had indicated that they

9 wished to gpeak. I would like to call at this partioular
10 point upon Marjorie J. Sutton, representing the Sierra Club,
11 And I understand that you have a statement that you will

i 12 turn in, for the record? Very good.

. 13 MS. MARJORIE J, SUTTON: My name is Marjorie Sutton,
14 I am Chairwoman of the Loma Prieta Ohapterlof the Sierra Clubd,
15 First of all, I would like to ask, it hasn't been
16 really made clear to us yet, is this an official hearing held
17 in compliance with Seoction 128 of the Federal Aid Highways Aot?

18 HEARING OFFICER DAY: Yes.
19 MS. SUTTON: It is. All right.
20 VOICE FROM THE AUDIENCE: Louder,
.21 MS. SUTTON: I'm sbrry; I was asking 1f this hearing

22 was held offioially to comply with Section 128 of the Federal
23 Ald Highway Aet, and I was told that 1t was,
24 In that case, would you, as Hearing Officer, Mr. Day,

, . —— 25 | please explain to all the people that are assembled here
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the significance of this laﬁ, specifioally what concerns aro
at issue here tonight, and what, to what, to the full extent
of what compliance with this law would wean. And can you ex-
plain what it means to comply with Section 128?

| HEARING OFFICER DAY: No, I can't explain that, I
have been invited to conduot the meeting here this evening as
a nonbiased, uninterested individual as far as the project is
concerned, and this is the way I will conduct the meeting.

Now, as faer as cowpliamce to the law and things of
that nature are comcerned, I am going to have to refer that
baock to staff, and I am quite sure that they can appropriately
answer your question. And, if they can't, I'm quite sure that
they can have the amswers available for you.

MS, SUTTON: Well, if they don't have 128 in front
of them, I did brimng it. I think it's important that every-
body know what the Federal Law, which passed in 1968, says.
May I read that part, the paragraph.

HEARiNG OFFICER DAY: Um-hum.

MS. SUTTON:s If Mr. Bachtold has it, I'd be glad
to have him read it. Okay.

Vhat it says is: "Any State highwai department
whioh submits plans for a Federal-aid highway projeot involving
the bypassing of, or going through, any city, town, or village,
either incorporated or unincorporated, shall certify to the

Seoretary that it has had public hearings, or has afforded the
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~highway. Such certifiocation shall be acoompanied by a report

. environmental, and other effeots of' the plan or highway loca-

opportunity for such hearinge, and has considered the economio
and sooial effects of such a location, its impact on the
environment, and its counsistunoywith the goals and objectives
of such urban planning as has been promulgated by the com-
munity. Any Stato highwdy department whiech submits plans

for an Interstate System project shall certify to the
Secretary that it has had pubiic hearings at a convenient
location, or has afforded the opportunity for such hearings,
for the purpose of enabling persons in rural areas through or
contiguous to whose property the highway will pasc to express

any objeotions they way have to the proposed location of such
whioh indicates the consideration given to the economic, socia

tion of design and various alternat)tes which were raised
during the hearing or which were otherwise oconsidered."

I think it is just very important that everybody
understand that the law, not the Sierra Club but the Federal
Law whioch was passed by the United States Congress apd signed
by the President into law, does require that the économio,
sooial and environmental aspeots of this ﬁrojeot be fully
aired bhefore any final decision is made.

The other thing I wanted to find out before I read
the rest of wmy statement is, are findings to be made tonight

by the Hearing Officer, of any sort?

’
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"muniques is what, April 21? I believe that that was ocorrect,

NEARING OFFICER DAY: No. As I indiocated before,

I believe the closing date on accepting any written com-

April 21,
MS. SUTTON: So it is sometime after that?

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Yes. The hearing will not
be closed until as of that time.

MS. SUTTON: Will the Hearing O:fioer make the
findings, or will the Highway Commission make a final approval
of whatever findings are made? |

HEARING OFFICER DAY: If you are referriﬁg'to me as
the Hearing Officer, I am merely am individual who is here
to conduct the meeting.

Ms; SUTTON: No, I was just wanting to find out --

HEARING OFFICER DAY: I'm not going to make any
decisions because, as I indicated to you ﬁefore, I sit here
as an unbiased individual, and mwerely for the purpose of
conducting the meeting in that partioular realm. |

MS. SUTTON: Okay. Well, then, who --

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Mr. Bachtold?

MS. SUTTON: I guess our question 1s, who will make
the findings, then?

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Caltrans, ultimately.

MR. BACHTOLD: The final decision is a rather com-

plicated process, and it involves many, many people and the
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public at many, wmany levels.

As Mr. Day haé indicated, this hearing is part of
that decision-making process. It is being held in compliance
with Section 128 that Mrs, Sutton just read.

the Impaot Staiément that has ociroculated is what
its name implies, a draft. The information we have received
tonight and that we will continue to receive, plus what we
have already gotten in writing prior to this meeting, and
verbally as well, plus what comes in after this meeting, will
all be ocongidered.

In due time, the Caltrans staff, together with
assistance from Federal Highway Administration staff and all
other interested public bodies, the city, the ocounty, MTC,
comments, a final draft will be prepared with a recommendation.

This will be forwarded through chamnels to the
Seoretary of Transportation in Washington for approval. Since
this is a Federal-aid route, the Federal Secretary of Trans-
porfation is the approving authority.

Following that, when it is approved, why, as was
mentioned before, the California Highway Commission will then
budget funds. ' ‘

On the assumption that other than the adopted routé
m;ght end up as the recommendation, there would have to be
further processes whereby the existing route would be un-.

adopted and a new loocation selected by the Ilighway Commissionm.
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This would thep be followed pyvexeoution of freeway agreements
with the cities and the counties involved and, in due time,
constxruction.

So this is merely part of the process of making the
decision. It involves a greaf many people and a great many
levels of governmwent.

MS, SUTTON: Thank you very much. I just wanted to
have that clarified.

It is our opinion that, this being a 128 hearing,
that the Environmental Impact Statement is totally inadequate
as a study for the purpose of compliance with the Section 128
and with the Federal Aid Highways Act.,

But, before disocussing the dooument, we would like

_tb state that, regardless of the outoome of this hearing, and

whatever route is chosen for this freeway, we believe, with
many other people who have already spoken, that immediate
safety measures must be taken on Monterey Highway to protect
the safety and welfare of the residents who daily use this
dangerous stretch of highway.

We are attachimg in our written presentation letters
we have already writtem to the Homorable Donaid Burns,
Seocretary of Business and Tramsportation, and to the Highway
Commission, to express our comcern for safety on Monterey
Highway.

We believe that improvements must or should inolude
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— 1 | median barriers, traffic lights at appropriate locations,
elimination of left turns, the grooving of the pavement, and
control of fruit stand operaiions and billboards.

We urge whoeverwwould be in authority to release
funds and to construot sﬁbh things to take all steps neces-
sary to make monies a%ailablp for implementation of improve-

ments during thls construotion season.

W N O e W N

Third, we believe that some type of limited-acceas
9 freeway must be oonstruoteq in this transportation corridor
10 | as soon as possible.

1 Finally, an open process in full compliance with
12 all applicable laws, including the Federal Aid Highway Act
of 1968, the National Environmental Polioy Act, and the

14 | california Environmental Quality Aot, must be instituted.

15 Examination of the Draft Environmental Impact

16 Statement and of other doouments and correspopdence relating

17 to the projeot indicates that to date both the spirit and the
18 | 1etter of these lawa have largely been ignored.
19 The final Environmental Impaot Statemenf must fully
20 investigate all the questions raised in our writtem ocom-
21 mentary, whioh we have delivered to you téday, and a previous
22 | oopy was delievered on Maroh 28, and the commentary of the
23 | Assistant Seofotary for Environment, Safety and Consumer ‘
24 Affairs of the United States Department of Transportation,

| . — 25 | a ocopy of whioch is attached.
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A proper planning prooedure with full public
participation and consideration of all the goals, priorities
and policies of current urban planning in this region must be
ingtituted, including adequate gtudy of all alternatives and
mitigations to the proposed fréeway route, oculminating in an
open public hearing. Only in this way will unnecessary

delays be avoided.

General Davis, Assistant Seoretary for Lnvironment,
Safety and Consumer Affairs for the United States Department
of Transportation, in his memorandum dated March 7, 1975,
states these concerns more succinotly than we in the Sierra
Cludb ocould, so I would like at this time to read and enter
into the record parts of that wmemorandum. I am going to read
just ocertain seotions of this wemo, because it states very welﬂ

most of the concerns that we have had.

It starts out: "We," being the United States
Department of Transportation, "appreoiate the opportunity
to review the Draft EIS for proposed Route 101 south of
San qose, California.

"The EIS raises some very signifiocant issues con-
cerning traffio projections, urbanization, and 6nv1ronmental
impacts, whioh deserve probing review. In addition, we be-
lieve there are a number of alternatives to the proposal
whioh have not been explored. We will cover these issues in

detail below. First, preparation of the EIS."
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'And‘please understand while I am reading this,

2 these are not my words. These are the words of General Davis
3 of the U.S, Government.

4 "We first question why an EIS was got prepared for
5 the project until nearly.five yeare after the passage of the
6 National Environmental Polioy Act, while acquisition was

7 proceeding., The EIS points out that the land for the proposal
8 is already acquired, and people have been rehoused.

9 "At a number of pointé-thegtatgmegtindioates

10 oconcerns about delays if this proposal is not approved.

11 | Under FHPM 722, Section 5(d)(3), this type of acquisition is
12 not permitted to prejudice the objeotive consideration of

—
w

alternative courses of acotion. Given the delay in the prepara-

14 tion of this EIS, we do not helieve ‘references to delay in
15 project execution as a result of considering alternmatives
16 to the proposal can properly be a faotor in analyzing project
17 alternatives,
18 "Tréffio projection and urbanization. The basic
19 premise on Page 8 is that there will be average daily traffio
20 | of about 160,000 in the corridor from San Jose to the South
2] County area of Santa Clara County. This ia 8ix tipes the
22 current ADT for the ocorridor. It is comparable to the cur-
23 rent traffio over the San Francisco Bay Bridge.
24 "Accordingly, this proposal appears to assume

. 25 intensive urbanization of the South County by the design
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year of 1990, This road, as designed, wounld serve the
through traffio on Route 10t And also be a major commuter
radial which would facilitate the oonversion of the South
County into a residential bedroom for the City of San Jose."

(Vvoice from the audiéﬁoe reguests the speakéi to
speak louder.)

MS. SUTTON: You can't hear me. Maybe this isen't
working.

"The proposal by Caltrans is in conflict with
current policies of the County of Santa Clara."

Can you hear better nﬁw? I think this is not on.

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Yes, it is.

MS. SUTTON: 1Is 1it?

NEARING OFFICER DAY: It's on. °*

MS. SUTTON: Okay.

"The’proposal by Caltrans is in conflict with
ourrent policies of the County of Santa Clara and the City
of San Jose, Figure II-3 shows Caltrans population projeo-
tions have been more than tem times that of Santa Clara
County for the Coyote South County planning area. The
assumed urbanization made possible by the deaigﬁ year average
daily traffioc is also incongistent with the San Jose urban
reserve polioy for this area set forth on Page 106 of the
EIS, According to Page 165, the City desires new industry

and commerce in the North County and not in its urban reserve.
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This could also be applied to the proposed 5,000-employee
IBM plant in the South 6ounty."

All right, skipping a bit, .

"Air quality. The air quaiity'anélysis assumes

that population growth is independent of freeway alternatives

' oonsidered in the Draft EIS. Growth and pollution will, as

stated in the EIS, Page 141, be dependent on the design
alternative selected for this freeway proposal. This matter
should be resolved im the Final EIS, and a determination of
consistency made by the Regional Administrator in cooperation
with the Air Resources Board and the EPA., This should in-
clude indireot source review under 40 CFR Seotion 5118.

| "Noise. Because intensive urbanization has been
projected in conneotion with the freeway proposal, the design
of the road should provide noise mitigation measures to
meet FIWA standards for the projected urban development
adjacent to the freeway. Otherwise this proposal will be a
blight on an urbanizing area.

"We believe the EIS should include commitments to
install noise controls, including barriers or depressed
design. In.addition, in the ocontext of this proposed projeot
it does not appear appropriate to consider only present
deve10phont when assessing the benefits of noise mitigation
measures. Highway design should be ocarried out in the light

of projected urban development.
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"Noise contours woqld agsist the Departwent in
selecting an appropriate design for this highway. The EIS
should also describe County and City zoning proposals to
assure ocompatibility of future;land use with the proposed.
highway. :

"Alternatives. With these observations regarding °*
environmental impacts as background, we believe the following
alternatives should be carefully considered in further work
on this project.

"Fifty-five-mile-per-hour design speed. The freeway
design could be reduced to 55-mile-per-hour design speed in
order to minimize the traveled way, and hence the right of
way, 300 to 600 feet, necessary for the project." That is
what is 1isted in the EIS, 300 to 600 feet.

"B.l Reduce Median. Assuming adjacent north- and
southbound travel ways, the median could be reduced from the
70 to 125 feet menfioned on Page 17 to reduce the need for
right of way from land having Type I and Type II soil, and
from the Coyote Creek Park chain, |

“C, Eliminate Interchanges. The alternative of
constructing no interchanges for the entire lebgth of this
proposal should be carefully analyzed. We believe this al-
iernative 6esign would be more consistent with the City of
San Jose's urban reserve policy and the plans for Santa Clara

County in the Coyote planning area. Removing interchanges
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will also greatly reducg average dally traffic, and hence the
need for more thanm four or, at a maximum, six lanes. This
possibility would provide for reduoed.air pollution in the
South County, as well as ;educed noise impacts on prqjeoted
development. B |

"The alternative of no interchanges would also
assist in providing safer trénsportation." And safety is a
ground for advooafing the project.

"On Page 45 tpe ‘no-build*' alternative is declared
not feasible because of safety reasons., However, worse traf-
fic conditions are projected to result on Monterey Highway
after the highway is built than existed inm 1972. Therefore,
limitihg traffio through means such as eliminating inter-
changes rather than building the highway and inducing commuter
traffic appears to be the more appropriate means to solve the
safety problem on the Monterey Highway. |

"In any case, the highway proposal as designed,
with many interochanges and foreseeable induoced growth, cannot
be justified beoause-of improving safety. |

"Grade Separations. The altermative of providing
grade separations on Monterey Highway fog'local traffio
should also be set forth, as was done by Caltrans in Los
Angeleé.

| "Separate Roadways. Another alternative would be

to provide northbound lanes in the proposed corridor and

‘
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southbound lames in the existing.Monterey Highway right of way,
possibly with a reversible bus lane for use by Santa Clara
County Dial-a-Ride System or for commuter buses.

"Reversible Bus Lanes? The reversible busway
design is particularly attractive in the narrow South County
valley. This would carry out a suggestion at a conference on
transportation planning, supported by DOT, im San Jose,
December, 1970, The conference proposed a transit corridor
demonstration project for South County.”

All right, and then I am just going to read very
briefly what the Section 4(f) is, because, if you are here
and you don't know what it means, everybody refers to 4(f),
and it doesn't make much sense. '

Seotion 4(f) in the same Federal Highway Act of
1968 forbids freeways to cut through park lands unless (1)
there is no feasible and prudent alternmative to the use of
such lands and (2) such program includes all possible planning
to minimiie harm to suoch park, recreational area, wildlife
and waterfowl refuge or historic site resulting from this use.

So, in response to that requirement, General Davis
has said the following:

"Seotion 4(f) doocumentation also contains a number
of issues whioh should --" |

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Exouse me, Miss Sutton,

How long 4o you anticipate to go on, because the
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— 1 docunment from Colonel Davis will be part of the record, and

2 the answers will be made in the final report, when concluded,
3 80 =a

4 MS. SUTTON: Let me just read the last paragraph of
51 it, then. :

6 HEARING OFFICER DAY: -- it is rather redundant to

7 | review all of this matter, and --

8 MS. SUTTON: Okay. Well, let me just read --

9

NEARING OFFICER DAY: -~ you are eating into an

10 awful lot of other people's time, I think.

11 MS. SUTTON: Okay. I'm sorry. I apologize.

12 Let me just -- I will skip the rest of it to the
‘ 13 | very last paragraph, then. (Applause.)

14 I thought it was important, because I think it

15 said most of the concerns that we have, and I think it said
16 them better than we could say them ourselves, and that is
17 why I wanted to read it into the record, for people to hear
18 what was being said; |
19 I think it is important too because you will have
20 | to get fubding from Washington, I believe, and from the
21 | pepartment of Tramsportation, so I think it is in the interests
22 of expediency in getting this project acocomplished as soon
23 as possible. It seems to me it is very important to comply
24 | with what the Department of Tramsportation wants.

. — 25 HEARING OI;‘FICER DAY: Well, for the purpose of
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determining the ultiwmate decision, I think that 1f it is
merely submitted for the recor& -

MS, SUTTON: Okay, fine.

HEARING OFFICER DAY: -- the people who will be
making the decision will certaiﬁiy review it -~

MS. SUTTON: Okay, but I aid think it was im~ -~

HEARING OFFICER DAY: =-- in its full context, and
not necessarily from skipping from here to there.

MS. SUTTON: VWell, I was skipping in the interests
of time. Let me read, them, just the last paragraph of it.

HEARING OFFICER DAY: I really don't think that's
important. I think that if you would merely indicate that
you would like to have it submiited for the record (applause),
fine. We will submit it for the record.

FROM THE FLOOR: You're not beimng fair.

HEARING OFFICER DAY: I certainly am being fair,
Mrs. Sutton has spoken for over 20 mipnutes already, and I
indicated quite earlier that, hopefully, we could have every-
ﬁne be given the opportuhity of at least five minutes. I
think that I have been extremely gracious to allow the con-
tinuance to 20 minutes. (Applause.) |

Will you please continue,

MS. SUTTON: May I read the last few words of my
own statement, then?

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Yes, ocertainly.
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MS, SUTTON: I would like to reiterate.Qur concern
that, since the earliesf time the new freeway con%truction
could begin would be in 197§, and since construction of this
type of roadway customarily requires four years for comple-
tion, which is something that I was told by Mr. Bachtold, of
Caltrans, safety improvements on Monterey Highway are of the
highest priority.

. We hope that you will proceed with them while
completing work required for a final and complete Environ-
mental Impaot Statement and for full compliance with all
state and federal laws, including Seotion 128 and the 4(f)
section of the Federal Aid Highways Act,

Thank you very much.

(Mixed applause and boos.)

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Now, exocuse me now. I have
to ask you this.,

Now, I asked once before that, you know, we could

eliminate some of the c¢lapping. I would just as soon elim-

"inate the booing, too. There are people who wigh to express

their views before this oommissioﬁ, and I think that, under
the democratio sysfem:_they have the right to do that,

I would 1like to think, however, that people who
are ooming forth from here on but would be somewhat brief
and sucoinct in their statements. - If they have something to

enter into the hearing itself, please have it at hand so that

e - o

o e e o il
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it can be presented, and enteg it as a document to be
recognized as part of the hearing. I don't think that it is
necessarily that important to read through a five- or six-
or ten-page dooument here this evening. It is wmuch more
important to have it entered aé'part of the offioial reoord;
so that the decision-making body will have an opportunity

of reviewing it themselves.

And I apologize, Mrs. Sutton., I didn't mean to be
unkind to you. However, we have some 45 or 44 or 45 people
who have indicated they do wish to either speak this evening
or they have questions of importamce to them.

I do have a telegram here, however, that 1 would
like to put into the record. It is a letter to whom it may
concern, from the Rotary Club of Gilroy, urging that the
project go forth and that the state governmental officers
and Governor Brown to start as soon as possible eliminating

what is referred to as "Blood Alley".

I will enter that into the record, for brevity, too.

All right. Going down the 1line now, I am goihg to
call on possibly two or three people at a time, I would like
to have you possibly come up front when I oall dpon you 80O
that you will be prepared to stand up and make your presenta-
tion. I will have questions from others as we go along.

And I would like to indiocate once again, I don't
think that it's important at all to be repetitious of an
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individual who has preceded you., All these cards are taken
at random., Ten chances to one somebody is going to want to
say the same thing that you want to say.

If that is the case, we would be most appreciative
if you'd merely stand up and say that we are either in support
of the program, somebody has indicated their support, we are

in support of what their comments are, or they have indicated

" that they are not in support, and we are in éupport of their

comments,

I think that this will save us a tremendous amount

of time this evening.
| I have a Scott L. llarrington, from Monmterev ~- what
is it? -~ no, Monterey and Coyote -~

MR, SCOTT L, HARRINGTON: Close.

IIEARING OFFICER DAY: ~-~IBM, who wished to speak.
Scott?

MR, HARRINGTON: Very briefly, I°11 file a letter
for the record at a later time.

My views have already been spoken by the Mayor.

We do want to emphasize, on behalf of ourselves and
our mneighbors, that we think that at least two interchanges
between Ford Road and Cochran Road are necesgsary. VWe think
probably Bailey and Bermal are the best. But we think at
least two, wherever they may be.

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Thank you, Mr, Harrington.
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And I have a question here, or comwent, from Lisa
Sousa: "I like the adopted route because it can he done
faster, which will save more lives and it costs less. I
really don't care how you fix it as long as you do fix it."

Then I have an individual here; Burt Crowell, who
wished to make a presentation, and after Burt will be fol-
loved by David llansen. |

MR, BURT CROWELL: Mr. Chairmgn, my name is Burt
Crowell, I am the Assistant Director of the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission,

I would like to summarize threé pages of remarks
in four sentences.

MTC recognizes the importance of comstructing this
freeway as an essential part of regiomal and statewide
transportation systems.

We request your consideration of imnitial construc-
tion of four lanes on an eight-lane prism, the reason for
this being to maximize the possibility for using money to
construct other essential things in Santa Clara.County.

We question the necessity for any interchange,
any interim or interior interchanges except possibly at
Bernal Avenue.

While our comments do not address the alignment,
I believe that MTC would support the adopted alignment}

And, lastly, MTC would urge your consideration of

‘Y
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the safety improvenients 6n the existing Monterov llighvay
right now,

Thank you.

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Thank you, Durt.

- After David has made his presentation, I tﬁink, in
@ll due courtesy to the little girl over herec that's buzzing
her fingers on that tape,‘we'll give her a recess.

All right, David.

Mil. DAVID W, HANSEN: Thank you, tr. Chairwman,

I am David llansen, I'ﬁ the Director of Public
Works of the City of Gilroy. 1 am appearing on behalf of our
City Council, which is having a conflicting meeting this
evening.

I am appearing to direct your attention to their
concern and support for this project.

Particularly, I would like to present a copy of
the most recent resolution in a series of resolutions which
the City of Gilroy has passed. This resolution urges the
State to expedite the construotion of this needed project.

It is our belief that the route which had been
adopted previously in 1961, and lator amended in 1968, is the
appropriate route; that the impacts on the environment are
satisfaotorily spoken to in this impact réport, to the point
where we feel that the project can proceed; and that any

impacts which are severe can be lessened through design

210 POST STREET MABEL WILLSON, C.S. R. SAN FRANCISCO. CALIFORNIA 84108

STENOTYPE REPORTING SERVICE
TELEPHONE 982-6597




S W N

o N O W

10
11
12
13
14
15
16

17

18 -

19
20
21
22
23
24

25

71

elements im the project.

. The adopted route is the most economical. We feel
that it cawm be dome most completely and most expeditiously.

We alsco believe that we support also this raquest
for immediate interim improvements om the existing route.

We have unfortunately heard, perhaps, a rumor that
there has been a possibility that funds which have been re-
served for safety improvements om State Route 152, Pacheco
Path Highway, wight be diverted for this route. Ve wish to
impress upon you the need of both of these routes for safety
improvement, and do not fesl that taking the cost from omne
satisfactorily serves the needs of the State.

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Thank you, David.

I think that it is quite appropriate at this time
if we take about a five-or-so-minute break.

(Short recess.)

HEARING OFFICER DAY3s All right. We will reoonvene
the hearing.

The next individual I have om the list who wished
to speak was an A, R, Turturici, Mr, Turturici?

FROM THE AUDIENCE: He'®s gone.

HEARING OFFICER DAY: He casts an absentee ballot.

All right, then I have Helem Clarke, who had a
comment to make heres: "I would like to have the following

_ question answereds Simce the mew freeway will take so0 long
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to construct, what must we do to wmake our officials see the
danger of Monterey Highway and fix it?"

"No interchanges - a legal freeway.".

_ Well, I don't know if this hearing board can
answer that question,

MR, BACHTOLD: Well, we are investigating the
possibilities of making further improvements to help the
safety on the existing highway now, with the staffs of all
the oities and the County, and we hope to be able to have
something to disouss publicly with the people that are inter-
ested in the area within just a few weeks.

HEARING OFFICER DAY: All right. Thank you.

And I have a following question from a Kazuko --
how was that, now? Was it close? -~ Tengan.

"I would like to have the following questionms...:
Why didn't the EIS include an altermate route on the east
side whioch would be in keeping with 4(f) and not cause all
this problem with the Sierra Club?"

MR. BACHTOLD: I don't think that it's possible to

‘have an alternative on the east side that doesn't become .

involved with the park,

We have basiocally three corridors that were inves-
tigated: expansion of the existing highway, and then a
looation either to the east or the west.

Anything to the east, as well as the development

210 POST STREET MABEL WILLSON, C. S. R. _ SAN FRANCISCO. CALIFORNIA 94108

STENOTYPE REPORTING SERVICE
TELEPHONE 982-6597

P T e Ry o e O S T D A S AN e syt e e i e




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21

22

23
24

25

73

o N O AW

along the existing route, involves the park, and I believe
the questions and the concerns of the Sierra Club would apply

to any route in that general vicimity.

The loocations on the west side would presumably mnot
involve the park in any way, but they do have a very, very
high impaot on people and development,

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Thank you.

Richard Gaines indicated he would 1like fo speak,

And following Riochard Gaimes is Carmem Filice.

MR. RICHARD S, GAINESs: Thamk you, Mr., Day.

I have a series of questions I'd like to ask of the
staff, or you, Mr., Day, as the case may be.

First of all, I moted am article today -- Let we
preface this by saying that I, as a member of the Sierra Club,
am as oonoermned, I believe, with the safety of people om that
highway &s anyone else im the audience is. I thimk we are,

I think ve a1l are, and I don't thimk that’s a point of ocom-
tention among us whatsosver,

There was ap artiole im this wmornimng's papers, both
the San Jose Mproury and the Sam Francisco Chronicle, by
Mr. Andersom in his oolumm about unsafe highways, and I

thought it was of ocomsiderable interest that it appeared this

. morming.

He pointed out that Congress set aside $975,000,000
in 1973 to make the matiom's highwaye safer, but the effort
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has been a dismal failure. I won't read this whole, in the
interest of.time, oolumn,'boo;use all of you ocan go back and
read it in your paper, dut I woufd like to specifically point
out one section that I think oconcerns us here tomight.

| He said only 24.5 million of the 122 willion set
aside to improve the "high hazard" stretches has been spent.
Six months after the availability of the Federal Aid funds,
34 states had not yet obligated any funds for this program.

My question, therefore, to the staff of Caltrans,
or whomever may answer, has the State of Califormia applied
for any of that funding for the Monterey Ilighway stretoh%
And, 1if not, why not?

MR. BACHTOLD: The State of California has histor-
ically taken advantage of every opportunity to utilize
Federal Aid funds, and I thinklthe remarks inm that column,
Mr. Gaines, probably do mot apply to California.

As far as applying for funds for this specifio
route, the answer would be no, because we have not yet
developed a specific projeot. As I mentioned earlier, we
are in t@e process of doing this, and hopefully we would have
some conclusion with the teohnical staffs of the oities and
counties within the next several wecks.

We present this them to the Highway Commission,
anb‘we would hope that funds could be make available for

whatever is the right solution at an early date.
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MR. GAINES: Thank you, Mr. Baohtéldo

Considering the fact that this aot was passed two
years ago, considering the faot that 26 psople have died in
the last two years, I have a serious question, as I think
everybody in this audience wust have;, as to why the State
Departmwent of Transportation did mot request any of those

’funds to be used to repair that ssotion of Monterey Highway
and prevent those deaths, I thimk it's as simple as that.

Lest there be soms consideration of the fact that
money isn't now pot available, those fumds are still avail-
able, apparently,

Secondly, the FAU momies are still available, and
it is interesting to me that Mr, Lammers, the Distriot
Director for District 04, stated before the State Highway
Commission that FAU funds are avellable for repair of
Monterey Highway to improve its safety.

Again, we ip the Sierra Club ocammot understand why
that monmey cannot mow bs diverted and used for that purpose
immediately, but I mean now, without further delay.,

Now, lest it be we leave here tomight with the
idea that theré are no public offiocials who think that there
ought to be some comsideration givem to alternatives to this |
route, I'd like to read a letter that was writtem to the
San Jose City Coumoil and the Mayor of San Jose March 13, 1974,

approximately ome year ago, this in response to the faot that
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the San Jose Parks and Reoreation Commission, just priof to
that time, voted eight to one to ask the City Council of
San Jose to ask the State Department of Transportation to
reopen the route location hearings, in response to Seotion

128(a) of the Federal Aid Highway Aot. This letter was

writtent

"Honorable Mayor and City Council

"Dear Frieﬁds:

"I am writing in suppbrt of the request of the
Sierra Club, Loma Prieta Chapter, and the San Jose Parks
and Reoreation Commission that you urge the Californmia State
Depaftment of Transportation to hold a public hearing on the
proposed route of Highway 101, with partioular attention té
possible alternmative routes. As you know, the proposed
highway 18 very neaf Coyote Creek Park, andiis likely to
have an adverse effect on the pafk itself,

"Therefore, I believe that a reoconsideration of the
highway is desirabdle, andxshould be requested by the City
at its Maroh 19 meeting.

"Thank you for your time and attemtion to this
mafter. With kindest regards, sinoerely, Don Edwards, Member
of Congréas."

It ocours to me that this controversy has gonme on
for a oonsiderable amount of time, and a oonsidaraﬁle amount

of delay has ensued as a result of the failure to honor

210 POST STREET MABEL WILLSON, C.S. R. SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94108

STENOTYPE REPORTING SERVICE
' TELEPHONE 982-8597




HOWN

W N O O

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

77

requests of this type.

I would like to also putrinto the reocord tonight
the fact that there are some within the Department of Caltrans
who have questions as to whether or not there really is
indeed, possibly, some prudent and feasible alternatives,
and onme such individual wrote for a staff memorandum into the
files of Caltrans this final statement:

"A comprehensive study of the 4(f) alternmatives
would be tantamount to the route adoption process. That
proocess involves greater publio‘partioipation now than during
the historic development of this project, according to sundry |
nev laws and regulations."™ And then he cites thew: PPM 50-9,
PPM 20-8, PPM 90-1, CHC Resolution 1-20-70, and SHC Seotion
75.7. He goes on to say --

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Mr, Gaines, in the essenae
of time, you can skip over all of those enume;ations of
pumbers and all of that sort of stuff.

MR, GAINES: All right, we will, I'll just read
ybu this one last sentence on this iasue right here. He
says: . |

"Coyote Creek Park is of regional signifioance,
and is finamoed with both state and local funds, and therefore
the people have a vested interest in the park, but they have
not partiocipated im the determination of a feasible and

prudent altermative."
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This fromn someonexﬂu;sité within the Il'epartment
of Transporation itself.

Now, at this point I would like to ask the Depari-
ment of Transportation another question., Somciime back during
the course of the writing of the EIS for this project the
Department of Transporation saw fit to have soms PG&E lines
relocated, and I would 1ike to lmow under what statutory
authority that was proceeded with.

MR. BACHTOLD: That work was undertaken in accord-
ance with the'rules and proocedures that existed at the tiwe.

As was mentioned earlier, the Environmental Act of 1969,

- which aotually came into being in 1970, required some new

procedures and the preparation of envirommental documents.

We immediately started work on that, and have been
working oontinuously on the document since that time until
it was put into o;reulation in Dénomher of last year.

At the time that these new rules came into being,
a great deal of rightfbf-way activity had already been under-
taken under the then current procedures, and those utilities
wore relocated in acocordance with proper authorizations that
existed a£ the time.

MR.YGAINESa Were they relocated after the adoption
and passage and signature by the President o¢f the United
Statés of the National Envirbnmental Polioy 4ct, or prior te

that?

-
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MR, BACHTOLD: I can't awnswer that question
specifically without further research tomight, Mr. Gaines,
except to point out that it was a great deal of time, many,
many months -- in faot, some years -- before thé federal
procedures implementing that Aot were available.

MR. GAINES: All right. It's my understanding
the relocation took place after the passage of the Act and
~the signature by the President, and there are wemorandum in
the files of Caltrans suggesting that there was advice against
doing so, and this I think gets to one of the issues we have
to ocomcern ourselves with, and that’s --

HEARING OFFICER DAY: That is your understanding.

MR, GAINES3; That's wmy understanding, ocorreot, sir.

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Thank you,

MR. GAINES: That the reloocation took plaoce after
1970, and therefore in violation of the Naticnal Environmental
Polioy Aot, and I think we hafo to oconcern ourselves with ‘
aotions in violation of federal law.

Finally, I have one more questiom. A meetlng took
place back im 1972, and Supervisor Samchez here, whe I con-
slder a friend,‘asked for & raport, durimng that mesting, ob
the status of Highwﬁy 101, and I have some comcerms about
this becauss of the mature of the report that was made to
the Supervisor, amd the statemsnt that was made im that

partiocular report, amd I would like to have am opportunity to
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ask that question tomight in open public hearing, if I might.

HEARING OFFICER DAY: I don't think that Supervisor
Sanchez is --

MR. GAINES: Well, no, it's not directed to Super- --

HEARING OFFICER DAY: I would prefer having any
questions you ask, I would prefer that they be related to the
project as éuoh -

MR, GAINES: They are. They are, sir,

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Be related directly to the
individuals who possibly oan answér your gquesstions, or we
will enter them into the reocrd.

MR. GAINES: They are, sir, because the meeting

; involved a number of people, including people who wero

representing the Division of llighways., They attended the
meeting. They were partiocipants in the meeting.

At that time, in the meeting, at the oclosing
statement -- I am not going to read this. Thise is a four-page
memo, . It's been submitted to the records for the Departwent
of Tranmsportation, but in ome of the closing paragraphs the
following.stateﬁent was made.

\"I hope we have all agreed, as a result of this
meeting, that‘the projeot should proceed. I hope we have
agreed that any report to the Board of Supervisors commenting

on ihe Draft Environmental Impact Statement will mot question

the need for the highway, will not question the propriety of
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the location, and will not raise the issue of interchanges."

And then, in closed parentheses, "If the issue of
interchanges is raised, every other issue will come steaming
out of the same boXx, and the game will be over." tnd of
parentheses.

I have a very serious question to raise tonight.
ﬂhat game will be over? I think we are entitled, gentlemen,
to an ‘answer, the public is entitled, eventually, to un
answer to that question,

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Well, I think that, first of
all, your question would be advisable to be asked of the
author of the comment.

_ MR, GAINES: You're correct., It would be. I would
agree with you, sir. But I think at some point in time, inm
the publio record, that question must be answered., Ve must
know,

HEARING OFFICER DAY: This is an individual’s
opinion. |

MR. GAINES: Unfortunately, we have no way of
getting this into the public -~

HEARING' OFFICER DAY The author of the question
should be asked the question.

MR, GAINESs. But we have no way of gettimg this
into thenﬁublic record other tham tomight,

Cne more question to the gentleman from Caltrans.

I"
&
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In & wemorandum 117381 dated May 2, 1972, this
statement was made in a meeting involving several staff.of
the Caltrans Departuwent.

"There will be no community involvement in this
project., We are mot preparing for a design hearing. All
coptact will be with city and county staffs enly. Such
contact must héve the prior approval of Design B."

That's nearly three years ago. I must ask at this
point in time, why was a requirement made that therc would be -
no community involvemwent? Doesn't that not violate some bf
the dictates of the Department of Transportation itself and
its Chief Engineer?

_ MR. BACHTOLD: I am not familiar with the memorandun
that you are app;rently quoting, Mr. Gaines, but I would
point out that the question seems a little bit redundant,
in view of the faot that there has been extensive community
involvement. There has been extensive contact with the
pubiio, and thié hearing, as an example, is part of that
process, so I don't believe that that comment or that memo
has any ¥alid1ty in fact,

MR: GAINES: Well, it was an official memorandum
which said there was to be no community involvement, and I
just have to question why anybody in a position of authority
wilﬁin the Departwent of Transporation would put forth such

a memo.,
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NEARING OFFICER DAY: Well, I don't think that has
too wmuch to do with the project. I really see that as
Mr. Bachtold has indicated to you. There is public involve~
ment. That is why this meeting is being held this evening,
or this hearing. |

MR. GAINES: I agree that this meeting is for

public involvement. This is the first such mweeting that's

been held since this contiroversy arose that involves public
involvement, and we thank you for the opportunity. |

I think finally we have to give some comsideration
to what is planned‘for the Coyote Valley. The Sectiom 128(a)
hearing requirement says that it will oomsider urban plans
propulgated by the communities through which a highway will
pass, as well as environmment, social and ecomomio effects,
and I wonder if, in consideration, a report of the optimum
utilization of resources for the U. S. 101 bypass by the
City of San Joss Department of Public Works and Transportation
Division was considered by Caltramns inm preparimg ite EIS,
I see no indication in readimg the EIS that this report was

. ever comsidered or referred to, 1s there anybody here that's

LY

avare of the existemce of this report?
MR. BACHTOILD: I'm sorry, Mr. Gaines. I wmissed
the first part of your question., Would you please repeat 1it?

MR. GAINES: I'm wondering, I saw mo reference im

the EIS to this report,; and I'm wondering if it was ocomsideresd
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by Caltrans in writing the EIS, the report entitled "Report
on the Optimum Utilization of Resouroces for the U, S, 101
Bypass, Ford Road to Cochran Avenue, City of San Jose,
Department of Puﬁlio Works, Transporatipn Division." 1It's a
rather interesting dooument.

MR. BACHTOLD: I'm not personally familiar with
that report., Perhaps some members of our staff that were on
the project developwent team that was involved in making this
environmental document might answer that. Bob?

MR. GAINES:s This is a feport that questions the
traffioc projections. It says, for example: '"We also ques-
tion the average daily traffio projeotion on 101 because it
is pot consistent with the County's population prediotion.

MR. BACHTOLD: VWe've made every effort to get every
bit of 1nforqation that was available from any and all, both
publioc and private bodies, and to consider it in the prepara-
tion of the Environmental Statement and the various
alternative studies. |

If you ocan give us a copy of that report tonight,
and point\out the things you feel were not adequately con-
sidered, we'w§11 be glad to put this into the record and to
respond. to you and to consider them.

MR, GAINES: Fine. I have but one copy with me
tonight. I'll make a ocopy of it and mail it to you,

Mr. Baohtold. |
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'the Brokawv Road imterchamgs, whioch the City them wanited to

"this controversy for some years now, simoe, imcidemtally,

MR. BACHTOLD: Thamk you.

MR, GAINES: I thipk it should be put into the
record, and I think in the fimal draft of the EIS this report
should be givem very serious consideratiom, because 1t is
the city's report on how to save momey on the coumstruction

of this highway in order to have sowe funmds available for

build. So they wrote this report. I would thimk you would
have it im your files already.

With that I'11 close my oomments, except to make
one fimal roferemos to the fact that I think the Seoretary of
Transportation will probably, I supposs, in the fimnal
ana;ysis, be the fimal arbiter, if you will, of the deoision‘
as io wvhere thie freeway w111 go, and I wquld remind the

audience &z well ag othere that we who.have beem imvolved im

Caltrans invited ue im January of 1972, do want to see &
bypass built. VWe're mot opposed to the comstruotion of the
freewvay ultimately.

In cme of his final official aots, Secretary of
Transportation‘blaude S, Brincgar rejeoted a proposed opem out
design whioch womld'have routed Interetats 40 through Overtom
Park in Memphis, Tenmesses. The Overtom Park oase was

sent to §f1megmr for resolution after the Supreme Court

upheld the meaning of Seotiom 4(f) of the Federal Righways
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Act, which prohibits the building of highways through parks
if there are feasible altefnative routes.

Brinegar conocluded that "The open cut design
through Overton Park cannot be approved under the applicable
law,"

He asked the Federal Highway Administration to
evaluate three alternates to the rejected proposal, including
a no-build proposal,

Brinegar's aoction should lead to a final resolution
of this long controversy by the end of the year. It also
serves notice on highway officials elsewhere --

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Mr. Gaines, would you like

:to submit that for the reocord?

MR..  GAINES: This 1s the end.

HEARING OFFICER DAY: It would be nice if we had
it inocluded in the reocord, and --

MR, GAINES: I will do. We're right'in the middle
of a sentence. This will be the end of it.

It serves notice onm highway officials elsewhere
that the {Pnguage of the court ruling in the Overton Park
case 18 so digar that highway planners will actually be held
by the Federal Highway Adwinistration to the congressional
language protecting parks against incursions from highways.
End~§uote.

I think that's why, you know, in all true honesty
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we should get onm with the job of finding the best possible
route for this freeway and not delay it any further., I

think the Department of Transportationm has delayed it long
enough by sticking obstinately apnd stubbornly to a route that
they knew the Secretary of Transporation ultimately would
probably have to reject.

Thank you.,

(Comments from the audience.)

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Exouse me. LExouse me.

I do hope, as I have made comment before, now, this
is the second presentation that has bpen made by the Sierra
Club this evening. Both presentations have rum well over

.20 minutes. There are other people here in the audiencs,
too, and I have wany, wany pesople who have sent in ocards
who wished to have questions answered.

I think, out of all courtesy to an awful lot of
the people who have been here earlier amd have left, if we
could be brief,bif we could indicate to the people who are
sitting here, indicate for the reocord either support, non-
support, %}ve some good, valid reasons, and lot's dqn't
neoesqarily‘rgad doocumentations into the reocord.

If we have the documents, please present them,
and we will imolude them im the reocord.

Thank you.

Cermen?
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MR, CARMEN R, FILICE: Thaﬁk you.

My name is Carmen Filice, and I'm President of the
VEP Homeowner's Association, and I am also Treasurer of the
San Jose Alliance of Homeowners Associations.

So that you know who I represent, VEP Homeowner's

Association represents four subdivisions that encompass in

excess of 1700 homes, or in excess of 5,000 people.

The San Jose Alliance of Homeowners Associations
represents in excess of 15,000 homes, and that would be in
excess of 40,000 people.

Now, to answer Mr, Gaines, has there been public
involvement, I think the answer is obvious. There have been
literally hundreds of us, there are liférally thousands of
us in South San Jose, Morgan Hill and Gilroy that have been .
involved in this freeway.

Earlier in the evening you'saw a young lady set
some petitions on that front table., Mayor Hayes did not
mention the fact, but I want you to realize that people whom
I represent and some people in Morgan Hill banded together
and collected 9,800 signatures sitting on that table in
support o; dhis freeway.

I‘tﬁink I can safely say that the majority of
people that live in the area of the freeway are in favor of
théwnew routé, are in favor of ending the bloodshed on

Monterey Road. And I will also make one further étatement,
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that the two negative statements you have heard here tonight
are made by people that don't even live in the City of San
Jose,
(Applause.)
MR, FILICE: I happen to know that onme of the
people lives in Los Gatos and the other lives in Atherton.
They don’'t 1live with this freeway. They don't live with
Monterey Noad. They don't live with the everyday dangers of
it, like we do, and our children do, and it is pretty easy
for someone else to come in our neighborhood and tell us what
the hell is good for us.
(Applause.)
MR. FILICE: Now, I'd like to remind the rest of

3
A
{

you, the laws are made by people who represent us, and if
there's laws that prevent our safety or create hazards for

us, we're either going to ohaﬂge the laws or we're going to

change the people that made them. (Applause.)

Now, as far as what this meeting is all about here
tonight, we are discussing the route. I want to tell you
that the 40,000 members of the San Jose Alliance of Home~
owners Assooi;tions are in favor of the proposed route.

We are willing ta bend as far as the interochanges are con-
coerned., ¥We don't give a dammn if there's two, three, four,

five or six. But we want to see the freeway built, and we

want to see it started nmext year.
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I thank you.

(Applause.)

HEARING OFFICER DAY: All right., I have a question
here from -- I would like to make the following statement,
from a Tom Silvaera: "I don't see how we can afford to wait
any longer. 'Every delay just means a lot more money will be
needed to complete the bypass, not to mention the lives that
will be lost., One thing is certain, the road will be built,
Build 1t now, less money -- less lives." |

Then I have a comment here from lielen Stave: "In
that we are trying to remove our children from the dangers
of going to school adjacent to a freeway, it seems senseless
to remove them from this danger only to have the‘freeway
follow them to their new schools,"

I have another one here, W. R. Konle, indiocates
"I would iike to have the following question answered: If
no objections to the proposed route are made, is money avail-
able to start the projeot, and if so, how soon could this be?"

I think he indicated that.

MR, BACHTOLD: If there's no hang-up on approval
of enviro;mental dooument, the plans will be completed so
that the wprkloould be under way early in 1976,

I'm sorry I ocan't answer the question with respect
to ¥he availability of funding. The funding situation has

deteriorated very rapidly in the last several months. This
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is something that the Highway Commission will have to
determine when the EIS is approved and the project is before
them for budgeting.

HEARINC OFFICER DAY: And he goes onm to say "The
Anderson lake Iomeowners Assoclation endorse the adopted
route and recommends that all possible effort be expemnded to
compléte it as soon as possible."

Then I have one here from a Barbara E. Hoop -~ I
believe that is Il-0~0-p -~ "Highway 101 must be improved
quickly -~ and the original roufe is the only sensible route
to take, It utilizes available acreage and does not put
homeowners like myself out of their homes, close our new
so?pols, destroy needed shopping facilities and orush the
remaining property values, Come on, Sierra Club -- wise up!
We people in this community are ap endangered species too!!"

Then I have one here from an Arthur C., Kennedy,
who wished to speak, although he does have a question and
comments, Has Mr, Kennedy left?

All right. One question is: "Can one source of
delay be pinpointed for massive organized effort to..." negate
same? I don‘; get that.

MR, BAChTOLDs I would assume the question relates
to where might the prinoipal cause of delay exist, and
hopefufiy we will be able to prooceed with whatever projeoct

is determined to be proper as rapidly as pessible.
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As I mentioned before, we will hopefully get a
final impact statement pfocessed, answer all the questions
that have been raised, ahd consider all the input, and have
it in to the Federal Ilighway Administration channels by
midyear, '

At that point we lose the ability here in California
to oontrol its progress. Ilopefully it would be processed
rapidly in the Federal Highwa& Administration chamnels in
Washington, Assuming that it is, them we would be able to
go ahead.

NEARING OFFICER DAY: You read.the question better
than I did, then. Thank you, Burch,

2 Then we have a statement here from a Mrs. Donna
Kennedy: "As one who commutea "Blo&d Alley" daily to work

I feel its‘present rough, parrow, dangerous, lightly patrolled
distance is a disgrace to our county and state. So far I've
been lucky, but narrow escapes for me and my car have been
multitudinous." That was a rough one to get over. '"This

safe freeway that was promised us years ago daily becomes
more and m?re‘expensivé as we worry about flora and fauna

and human lives are sacrifioced."

Then I have one here from Lem Ledford, from the
Carpenters, 316 Loocal: I would like the folowing question:
"Wh§.does it take so damn long to get this projeot under way?"

Have you got an answver?
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MR. BACITGLD: 1I think that's been adequately
answered several times this evening.

HEARING OFFICER DAY: ©Oh, well, Then Le says
"Let's get on with the building of the freeway,"

Karen Daly wishes to speak. Karen?

MS,., KAREN DALY: I'm Karenm Daly. I'm DPresident of
the San Jose Alliance of Homeowners Associations.

I'd first like to make a statement that Mr. Carwen
Filice was speaking, when he was speaking about interchanges,
no matter how many interchanges, we w#nt the freewav. That
is not the position of the Allianco.

The San Jose Alliance of Homeowners Associations
haé a membership of 14 individual homeowners associatlions,
who represent approxirately 40,000 residemts in the Edenvale
and Almaden Pianning Areasin the City of Sam Jose.

The Edenvale Planning Area is split by the existing
Monterey Highway, and therefore plays a major role im our
transportation pattern.

At our April meeting the members present, after
reviewing the\EIR, voted unanimously to approve the proposed
route for the 101 bypass between Coochran Road and rord Road;
also voted to support a maximum six-lane freeway with three
major interchanges: Ford Road, Cochran Road, and Tenmant
(Bernafi.

The San Jose Alliance cannot support Bailey Avenue,
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Scheller or Live 0Oak interchanges, as they are growth-inducing
and add greatly to the total cost., We could, though, if the
State deems necessary, support the Metcalf interchange.

Although the Alliance realizes that some realign-
ment of the proposed route through the Coyote Park way be
required for federal approvement, we believe that Caltrans
can do so with little or no delay for the total project.

We therefore request that the state and federal
agenoies aﬁprove this projeot with consideration to the
above remarks, ‘

And I would also like to remark, the San Jose
Alliance has for a long time supported the improvements on
; the existing route, since our Past President, Gary Albertson,
and his family were killed there last December.
’ (Applause. )
HEARING OFFICEN DAY: Thank you, Karen.
Chester Wick,
MR, CHESTER WICK: I'm Chester Wick, with Sunnyhaven
South Homeowners Association, I'm Vice Preaident.>

| _‘We are for this route, that is, on the east side,

and- I would bring up a point. Well, there's about 2,900
homes in our traoct. I took one petitiom out myself, and I
went right down the line, and there was not a break. Every-
bo&} wanted to sign it, anad did. |

I will speak from my standpoint on a subject that's
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not too popular,

We want to prevent deaths. What 1s the main death
toll on that road? It is caused by alcohol.

Now, you say, if we want the new route, what dif-

ference does that wake? Well, we get farther away from

~ these beer parlors and get it out there where they might not

even make it to get there, we're going to be better off,

This fellow that's going from the beer parlor around and then
mixing with the through traffic is not a good thing.

Thank you,

(Applause. )

IIEARING OFFICER DAY: Thank you, Chester,

2 I have a card here, Barbara -- and, Barbara, you'll
have to excuse me, I don't know whether she's present or not
pow. DBarbara Fenente, F-e-n-e¢-n-t-e.

All right., VWell, I have to read this. "Why ocan't
you do something about Blood Alley?"

Now I would like to read the rest of it. She makes
a statement, too. "I would like to make the following
statement for‘}he record: I may only be 13, but I understand

that fixing that:stretch of road known as Blood Alley costs

money, but I thimk people's lives are more important than
money. "

VI had to read that one. If she was here with her

mama, at this late hour apparently she has gone home and gomne
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to bed, where she should be.

I would like to read the questions on these. Now,
there are some of these that have questions and some of them
that have comwents, I would like to just read the questions,
and 1f they can be answered, fine, and we'll enter the ocom-
ments. From here on out we will Just merely enter the
comments into the record.

Tricia Kay,and the question is: "Why can't you do
something about Blood Alley now before more people get badly
hurt or killed? 1Is there going to be a park named alter
Mr. Albertson?"

That was the question., She had a slight comwent,

2 too,

I have one here from an IEric W-e-e-r-t-h, from
Kaybe Court, with comment, no question, We will enter the
comments into the record.

I have one here from an Eric, yes, same W-e-e-r-t-<h,
Weerth: "Ilow long would it take to purchase the property
for the alternate routes? Would this not delay an immediate
solution to BLOOD ALLEY?" |

MR.‘KELLER: Yos., We think it would take some-
where between three and five years to purohaseithe property,
by the time you have to find suitable housing to relocate
théﬂﬁeople that live in houses that would have to be taken

for any other route,
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IEARING OFFICER DAY: And then he has subwitted
commentsg,

All right, Donn:. Bischoff, question. "Why are no
interchanges planned for Bermal Road inleither the adopted
route or Alternate Route D2

MR, RKELLER: I think there are two nmames in that
vicinity. One is Bernal and one is Tennant, On the adopted
route there is an interchange at Tennant Road that serves
both Bermal and Tennant, and I think the same would be true
of the alternate.

AEARING OFFICER DAY: Okay. Then we have some
comments from Kathleen Ladd, and wve will enter those into the
re?ord,

Ken Sasd, Coyote Valley Landowners & Farmers,
wishes to speak.

MR. KEN SASO: My name is Ken Saso. I am Co~Chairman
of the Coyote Valley Planning Area Task Force. I am a farmer,
a landowner and a resident of the Coyote Valley. My family
has been in the Valley for over 50 years.

My home fronts the existing 101 freeway, or highway,
and I am welltaware of why it has been named "Blood Alley".

We supﬁort the adopted route. We support the
Bailey Avenue interchange as essential for the minimum
acoesswgo the freeway for the Valley residents.

I would l1ike to interject now a 1ittle story that --
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not a story but a happening that took place im front of my
house a couple of years ago.

There was a car that ranm out of gas, and there was
a family in this car. When the father got out to make a
call to get gas, a diesel truck hit that car, knocked it
info the ditch, the existing ditoh, and killed two people.

Now, this happened right in front of my house. I’
ran out there to see if I éouldvbe of any assistance, and
I helped pull people out of the car. There was a small child,
maybe two years old, and about a nine-year-old ohild, dead.

'Now, this had a great effect on me, not just bhe-
cause of the deaths, but because I had small children at the
time, and I just wish that if there was peoﬁle now that are
proposing'to fight this freeway, either now or later to the
courts, that they would have heen with me then. I wonder
what kind of reactions they would have had at that tiwme,

I speak for four generations of Sasos living in
the Coyote Valley, and I would like to say right now, let's
cut out the politiocs, and let's get on with the construction
of the nqy freeway.

Thank you,

(Applause.)

HEARING OFFICER DAY: All right. Joe Faulstich,

MR, JOE FAULSTICH: My mname is Joe Faulstich, and

I am & law student at the University of Santa Clara, and I
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am employed as a legal researcher by a local attorney, and,
as such, I am going to nddress my comments to the relatively
iznored but extremely important questiom of whether the
South Valley Preeway, as proposed, camn be legally built.

In examining this question, it hecomes obvious, in
view of the relatively recent changes in Federal law, that
it is no longer possible to build the South Valley i'reeway
as proposed.

The significance of this illegality is that, if
Caltrans remains locked in on the so-called adopted route
when it sends its application to Washington to the Department
of Transportation, as it must to receive the necessary funds,
th? Secretary will be legally bound to reject it.

The intransigence of the Caltrans position can
only result in unnecessary delay in finding a feasible and

prudent alternative route. The Secretary of the Department

~of Trapnsportation cannot allow cumulative reaffirmation of

this original error to be the basis for his approval.

What are the legal standards that the Secretary
must apply? _?he congressional mandate. is 3tated in the
National Envirommental Policy Act of 1969, the Department of

Trapsportation Act of 1966, and the Federal Aid to Iighways

" Act of 1968, Compliance with these statutes is a condition

preoedéﬁf to the Secretary's approval of any highway projeot,
The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
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mandated certain factors whioch the environmental impact
statement must explore to the fullest extent possible.

These inoclude, first, the environmental impact of
the project itself, and any impaot which would ocome about as
a result of the project. Written materials have been sub-
mitted that detail in depth the insufficiency of the
Environmental Impaot Statement analysis of these faotors,
and so, in the interest of expediemcy, I won't rerepresent
these arguments now,

But I would like to emphasize another factor whioch
the environmental impaot statement is bound to explore to the
fullest extent possible, and that is alternatives to the
proposéd action. This requirement 1s especially iﬂportant
when read together with the Department of Transporfation Abt
of 1966 and the Federal Aid to Highways Act of 1968,

Both these aots speocifically state that the
Secretary of Transportation cannot approve any project
which requires use of any publioly-owned land from a publioc
park unless there is no feasible and prudent alternative to
the use of such land.

, There are them two basio requirements that must be
met before park land ocan he taken for use in a highway
project., First it must he shown that there are no feasible
and prudent alternative routes, and, seoond, it must be shown

that a good-faith effort has been made to the fullest extent
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poseible to fimd these altermative routes,

But what 1s & femsible amd prudent altermative
route that we should be lookimg for? If that seems to you
a rather vague comospt, you cam be ocowforted im the faot that
it was to many people, and still is, and, as & resull,; has
led to & significant nuwber of laweults, and ome.of these
suits wvas eventually appealed to the United States Supreme
Court im 1971, and in that oass, Citizems to Proeserve
Overton Park v. Volpe, the court interpreted what the phrase
"feasible and prudent altermative® weant.

The Seorstary of the Departwent of Transportation
is legelly Bound to the court’s interpretation in approving
highway projects.

The Highway Departwent ocomtonded im that case that

}ﬁhe Secretary should weigh the detriment resultinmg frow the
destruotion of park lamd agaimet the ococst of the other routes,
safety considerations, direotmecs of route, community dis-
ruptiom, the delay caused simce the right of way for the
proposed route had been purchased amnd ocleared, and the fact
that the Parks Cowmissionm had agreed to the proposal.

| Tﬁ@u@ arc subotantially the same factors which the
Environmental Inpaoct Statement clalme wakes the South Valley
Freevay project umique, but the court moted that such factors
are cowwom to substentially all highway comgtructiom.

The justices reasoned that Comgress did not intend
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for these factors to have equal weight with the preservation
of park land, for to weigh them equally would obviously
result in the taking of park land inm wmost cases.

So when oaﬁ park land be taken for highways? The
court oonocluded that Congress clearly did not intend that
cost and disruption to the community were to be ignored by
the Secretary, but the very existence of the statute indi-
cates proteoction of park land was to be givem paramount
importance. The few green havens that are public parks were
not to be lost unless there were truly unusual faotors
present in a partioular case, or the cost of coumunity dis-
ruption resulting from the alternative routes reached
extraordinary magnitude.

If the statutes are to have any meaning, the
Seoretary cannot approve the destruction of park land unless
he finds that the alternative routes present unique probdbleus.

The Environmental Impaoct Statement clearly fails
in its burden of establishing unique problems reaching
extraordinary magnitude. Caltrans simply has applied the
wrong standards,

) The standards that must be applied by the Secretary
of the Dopa;tment of Transportation are those of Congress,
as interpreted by the Supreme Court.  The Secretary cannot
aﬁgly our local standards. They cannot apply the Caltrans

standards. They must apply the standards of Congress, as
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interpreted by the United States Supreme Court.

But even more importamtly, Caltrams hag féiled to
adequately examime the altermatives. Benjamim Davis, the
Assistant Seorstary of the Federal Highway Adwimistration,
the department which is goimg to have to approve the project
eventually, has written that we believe there are a number
of alternatives to the proposgal whioh are mol &xXplored, and
goes on to comclude at least three of these umexplored al-
ternatives appear to be feasible and prudent altermatives
to the proposed use of park land.

The ourrent Caltrans proposal will thus be rejected
on at least two legal groumds, They have not adequately
cgnsidered the altermatives, and they applied the wrong
stendards to those altermatives which they have examimed.

Given, them, that the adopted route plam for the
South Valley Freevway ocammot leagally bs accepted by Seorstary
of the Department of Trapmsportatiom, the questiom becomes
not,as Caltrams would have us believe im the Envirommental
Impaoct Statement, whether either to build the South Valley
Freeway &as pf@p@ﬂ@ﬂ or to build the South Valley Freseway
on onme of ohlyigwo alternatives, after some comsiderable
delay.

But rather the questionm is whether we should iw-
m@diaégly-start geckimg the beoat altermative, or whether we

should proocsed with the so-called adopted route, which will
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eventually be rejeoted, and thenm start a good-faith effort

in the search for alternatives. The answer to that question

should be clear.,

What, them, should be done? First, as Benjamin
Davis points out, in light of the policies and spirit of
these statutes, this projeot, its purposes and design, should

"be re-evaluated and alternative designs considered to reduce

the environmental impact.

And, second, while this re-evaluation and search
for alternatives is going on, immediate steps should be taken
to improve the safety of the Monterey Highway.

'So, 1T you in the audience take no more than one
point from this discussion, it should be that it would be
totally irresponsible and unreasonable for Caltrans to prooeed

any further on the assumption that the South Valley Freeway

can be built as proposed. To do so will invariably lead only

to unnecessary delay in choosing a viable altermative route.
Conditions are such that we, too, should no longer

tolerate Caltrans' using the standard of cumulative reaffirma-

tion of the origimal error as the basis for the route

location decision., An examination of the law does not answer

the question of exaotly where or how to build the South

Valley Freeway, butlit is oclear on one point., The South

"Valley Freeway as proposed cannot be legally built, and the

sooner that basio point is recognized, the sooner we are
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going to build the South Valley Freeway,

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Thank you. ‘

All right., I have three people who -~ three
additional people who wish to speak, seven people who have
submitted questions, and about 12 names to submit for the
record.

However, I'd like to go into the question series,
‘and maybe this will give a few more ocomments or questions,
too.

A question from James Connell. Let's see.

"In the setting of priorities, how did Pacheco Pass
(Route 152) get ahead of 101? Why were the recent safety
funds for roads - last Congress - not utilized for existing
1012?"

MR, BACHTOLD: I don't know that Route 152 and 101
are necessarily trade-offs against each other. They are
both important routes.

At the moment there is inadequate funding ;vailable
in the foreseeable future for either of these.

As we wentioned earlier, when the Highway Commission
receives recommendations on the budget for the next construo-
tion year, thesé are the types of questions that they will
have to evaluate. ' |

In response tp the question regarding emergency

funds, I presume that refers to the $2 billion that was
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recently released from the impounded trust fund monies by the
President. California took advantage of these funds to the
greatest extent possible, I believe in the range of 120 to
130 million dollars.

Part of the requirements in using those funds were

-that the projeots upon which they would be expended could be

under way this year., They would have to be advertised by
the end of June, Obviously, they could nmot be used on such
short notice for a project like Santa Clara 101,

They do benefit that project, however, in that
they permit other jobs that were already ready to'go to
prooceed, and consequently those jobs will no longer be ocom-
peting for funds against projeocts like Santa Clara 101.

HEARING OFFICER DAY: And then Mr. Connell has a
statement to enter into the record, too. |

All rigﬁt. I have a question from a James Beall,
B-e-a-l-l. The question readss: "What are the oity, ocounty

and state governmeﬁts doing to provide interim safety improve-

ments along Monterey Road as an immediate answer to the problem?

Whgt priority does eaoh governwent agemoy place om funds for
safety improvement? .

MR. BACHTOLD: I think we have commented several
times this evening about the aotivities that are under way
to try to develop some interim improvements that could help

the safety aspects of the existing highway.
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As far as the priority standards that Caltrans
uses, we have a rather involved system of providimg & number
comparison, which is referred to as & safety imdex;, and this
is onme way of establishing priorities onm projects of this
nature. It is not the only way. There are other faotors
that must be comsidered, too.

As far as other agencies, I can't speak for them,
exocept to say.that all of the staffs of the oities and the
counties in this area consider this to be a very ilmportant
project.

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Amd I have & questiom from
Marty Ohan, O-~h-a-n, Ohan,

"What ‘impaot® will the Highway 101 extemnsion have
on surrounding land values im the Coyote Valley? And --
what influemce will the highway have om ‘ourremt’ land use
policies?”

MR, BACHTOLD: I don’t thimk it is possible to
‘answer that questionm in an absolutely definitive way. There
have been several studies about the effeocts of fresway con-
struotion on adjacent land values, and in some imstances
they appsar to be bemeficial and inm sowe insitances they

~ appear to have depressed values somevhat,

Generally there are specific ocomditioms that relate

to any specific locatiom, that wmight override the wmere faot

that a freeway is comstructed.
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I am sorry, Mr., Day. I don't remember the second
part of the questiom,

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Well, the second part of the
question is: "What influence will the highway have on
'current' land use policies?"

' MR. BACHTOLD: I don't know that I could answer
that, I think that's a matter that is properly in the domain
of loocal government and regional government.

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Then there is another ques-
tions "Have the number and ocarrying ocapacity 'type' of
freeway interchanges been established?"

MR. BACHTOLD: I think that question has also been
addressed quite extensively tonight.

The designs that have been investigated and upon
wvhich freeway agreements that ocurremtly exist are based would
provide for a number of interchanges., These were worked out
over a period of time. It would appear now that the goals
of the community are somewhat different than they were when

those interchanges were determined, and I think, when all

governmental bodies, there probably will be fewer inter-

changes than have been disoussed tonight. Exaotly how many

and where has to be determined as the process is ocarried on.
HEARING OFFICER DAY: Another questions "Do you

congider the highway a 'form generator' by converting

of the testimony is in, the recommendations from the various
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distance into time?"

MR, BACHTOLD: I don't think I really understand
that question, |

HEARING OFFICER DAY: Does this mean getting from
Point X to Point Y faster, or -- N

MR, BACHTOLD: I think if 1t means that there
would be elimimation of congestion or a shorter distance or
& combination of the two, the.answer is probably yes.

| HEARING OFFICER DAYs All right, a W.(sic) E.

Withrow indicated he would like to speak, Santa Clara County

‘Building Trades Counoil,

It's a long ways down the lime, Mr. Withrow,

MR, U. E, WITHROWs Thank you very much,

My name is U. E. Withrow, I am the Exeocutive
Secretary of‘the Santa Clara County Bulldimg Trades Counocil.
I will be very brief.

We are here tonight in support of the resolution

submitted by the County Board of Supervisors and the Mayor

of the City of San Jose.

Thank ybu very wmuch, and let's get thias job dome.’

(Applause,)

HEARING OFFICER DAY: All right., Then there is a
question from Everett Null, It’s either Null or Hull,
N-u-1-1 or H-u-1-1, The question is; "Why is this projeot

to take 20 years to oomplete when the overpass at Soott
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Boulevard is leaping out of the ground?"

MR, KELLER: I don't know if I am sure I understand
that. I think the overpass at Scott Boulevard is a local
project that I'm not familiar with. _

When we speak about this project taking 20 years to
complete, I presume we mear the projeot from Gilroy to San
Jose, part of which is already dome. The reason that the
last part remains is because, when the Envirommental Proteo-
tion Aot was passed, we had to stop and reassess the projecot
and prepare necessary environmental dooumentation,

We expected to have that ready by mid-1971, We
still had not received federal guidelines on how to do this
until about that time. When we got those guidelines, it
required quite a bit of additional change in substance and
format of the enmvironmmental dooument.

Then in 1972 the Overton Park case, whioh has been
wmentioned here several times, hit us and required us to go
back and reassess ocompletely the alternate alignments, in
order to determine that there was no reasonable and prudent
alﬁernafiye to hitting the park.

That is why we are now only at the stage where we
have the Drgft Environmental Statement that we thought we
would have in the middle of 1971,

HEARING OFFICER DAY: All right, And the ocomment
that is made is derogatory to the Sierra Club, We just
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file that.

Then I have a Dee Ann, looks like T-r-e-g-o-n-i-n-g,
who wished to speak. She has left,
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