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COUNTY OF S A N T A C L A R A P 
XKx^oM^ssooQoa®^ — T R A F F I C W A Y S C O M M I T T E E 

R O O M 5 2 4 

C O U N T Y A D M I N I S T R A T I O N B U I L D I N G 

^ 7 D WEST RDBA STREET. S A N JDBE 10, C A L I F O R N I A 
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Honorable Board of Supervisors > O Bs -
County of Santa Clara :o "n • o 
70 West Rosa Street > S3 S 
San Jose, California 

Subject: Request of Campbell Union School District to discuss 
accesses and separations relating to safe passage of 
children - forthcoming Freeway Agreement with the 
State of California - Junipero Serra at Highway 17 

Gentlemen: 

The Trafficways Committee at their meeting of December 
12, 1962, approved their Subcommittee's recommendation that the 
Board of Supervisors and the San Jose City Council be notified by 
letter of the desires of the Campbell Union School District, so 
that these desires may be considered in the forthcoming Freeway 
Agreement with the California Highway Commission. 

Attached hereto is a copy of the request of the Campbell 
Union School District to the Trafficways Committee under date of 
October 11, 1962, for your consideration. 

Very truly yours, 

TRAFFICWAYS) COMMITTEE 

Fred J4 Logan, Chairman 
FJLrfcb V Enc 1. CC: Campbell Union High School D i s t r i c t 

APnnovgD J-
R E i C E CC PC DPS? FLD 

Cooy each Bd Member - HWC - DPW - CC - PC " NO: ABSTAINS: 



DISTei^T SUPERINTENDENT 
" Wm. C. Henley 

/ • 
ASSISTANT SUPERINTENDENT 

Neal Roycr 

DIRECTOR of INSTRUCTION 
Mrs. Helen Peterten 

BUSINESS MANAGER 
C. E. Bradley 

P € 
CAMPBELL UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 

155 North Third Street 
CAMPBELL, CALIFORNIA 

FRankiln 8-3 4 05 

O c t o b e r 11, 1962 

TRUSTEES 

PRESIDENT 
Howard Atkinion 

CLERK 
Roy Howard 

Mn. Eleanor Graham-Armstrong 
Howard E. Guilbert 

Gregor D. MacGregor 

C o u n t y T r a f f i c W a y s C o m m i t t e e 
B e a r d of S u p e r v i s o r s O f f i c e 
1s t and R o s a S t r e e t s 
S a n J o s e , C a l i f o r n i a 

G e n t l e m e n : 
T h e B o a r d of T r u s t e e s of C a m p b e l l Un ion S c h o o l D i s t r i c t n o t e s 

wi th i n t e r e s t and c o n c e r n the now p r o p o s e d e x t e n s i o n of t he J u n i p e r o 
S e r r a F r e e w a y e a s t f r o m H i g h w a y 17. T h i s i s to e x p r e s s t h e i r d e s i r e 
to d i s c u s s wi th y o u and y o u r s t a f f t h e r a m i f i c a t i o n s of t h i s h i g h w a y , 
i t s a c c e s s e s and s e p a r a t i o n s a s t h e y r e l a t e to t he s a f e p a s s a g e of 
c h i l d r e n to and f r o m the s c h o o l s of t h e C a m p b e l l U n i o n ( E l e m e n t a r y ) 
Schoo l D i s t r i c t . 

The d i s t r i c t ' s M o o r p a r k S c h o o l f a l l s r i g h t i n to the s o u t h e a s t 
c o r n e r of t he c o n n e c t i o n of H i g h w a y 17 and J u n i p e r o S e r r a F r e e w a y 
w h i c h m a y b e c o m p l i c a t e d b y t he t r a f f i c i n t e r c h a n g e r a m p s , e t c . 
The s a f e t y of c h i l d r e n c r o s s i n g to a n d f r o m the M o o r p a r k S c h o o l and 
m a n y of t h e c h i l d r e n a t t e n d i n g t h e M o n r o e S c h o o l in the s e v e n t h and 
e i g h t h g r a d e s wi l l b e a l s o v i t a l l y e f f e c t e d b y t h i s t r a f f i c c o n c e n t r a t i o n 
p o i n t . M a n y c h i l d r e n l i v i n g n o r t h of t h i s p r o p o s e d e x t e n s i o n m u s t s o m e -
how g e t to t he s o u t h s i d e of t h i s h i g h w a y to s c h o o l . 

M a n y e t h e r c h i l d r e n l i v ing n o r t h of t h i s p r o p o s e d e x t e n s i o n of 
J u n i p e r o S e r r a F r e e w a y and e a s t of B a s c o m A v e n u e m u s t b e a b l e t o 
c r o s s b o t h of t h e s e m a j o r t h o r o u g h f a r e s in s o m e s a f e m a n n e r t o a t t e n d 
s c h o o l , 
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M a y we h a v e o p p o r t u n i t y t o d i s c u s s t h i s m a t t e r f u r t h e r w i t h 

you b e f o r e a g r e e m e n t s a r e m a d e b y t he c i t i e s a n d c o u n t y of S a n t a 
C l a r a w i t h t he S t a t e H i g h w a y D e p a r t m e n t r e l a t i v e t o t h e s e c r o s s i n g s 

Y o u r s t r u l y , 
B O A R D O F T R U S T E E S 
C a m p b e l l U n i o n S c h o o l D i s t r i c t 

Wm.~ C. H e n l e y 
S e c r e t a r y 
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D i s t r i c t E n g i n e e r , S a n F r a n c i s c o 

•i? 
o 
V 

CP O 
o c^1 

cP 

o 

c< 
• ^ 



• rtzr a. 

j 

©eceniber i4t 1962 

Mr* Enroot G* Cameron, President 
Palo Alto Charter of Cocxnerce 
725 University Avenue 
Polo Alto, California 

Res Policy Statement re Southern Pacific 

Dear Mr. Camerons 

Please be advised that the Board of Supervisors 
at its regularly scheduled meeting Bc&eaber 3P 

19021 considered the Policy Statement of the Palo 
Alto Chamber of Commerce relating to the Southern 
Pacific Rl£ht«o£*'4ay between Palo Alto and Los 
Gates. 

2ho Board took no icssediate • action upon this statement 
but chose to have it incorporated with other related 
material on this subject* 

The Board wishes to thank you for these thoughtful 
ideas and your interest In this project. 

Very truly yours» 

BOARD OP SUPERVISORS 

Mrs* Jean Pullan 
Clerk of the Board 

JPsDMRstat 
cc-Trafficways Coonlttee, Secretary 
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C H A M B E R O F C O M M E R C E 

A N D C I V I C A S S O C I A T I O N 

725 U N I V E R S I T Y A V E N U E 

PALO AUTO, C A L I F O R N I A 

D A V E N P O R T 2 - 4 6 1 8 

November3j 1962 

Attention: Howard W . Campen 
County Executive 

Honorable Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County 
Civic Center 
First & Rosa Streets 
San Jose, California 

Gentlemen: 

At the regular meeting of the Board of Directors of,the Palo 
Alto Chamber of Commerce on November lU* the attached statement 
of policy was adopted concerning the future use of the Southern 
Pacific "Railway right of way between Palo Alto and Los Gatos. 

Kindly bring this statement of policy to the attention of the 
Board of Supervisors and advise what action is taken. 

Sincerely yours, 

Emmet G. Cameron 
President 

EGCrlh 
Enc. 

cc: Howard W . Campen 

PALO ALTO 

V t . , 

I \ -- APPROVED 

Wr.OHwgo 
NO i ABSTAINS: 

P A L O A L T O . . . T H E H O M E O F S T A N F O R D U N . I V E R S I T Y 



RECEIVED 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Nov ?B 9 t*7 DM '62 

COUNTY OF 
SANTA CLARA 



PALO ALTO C H A M B E R O F C O M M E R C E 

A N D C I V I C A S S O C I A T I O N 

P.O.BOX 1321 • 3 2 2 - 4 6 1 8 

7 2 5 UNIVERSITY AVENUE 

PALO ALTO. CALIFORNIA 

November 1U, 1962 

STATEMENT. *QF POLICE . 

FUTURE USE OF S.P. RIGHT-of-WAy 
BEIWEEN 

PALO ALTO and LOS GATOS 
(Prepared for the Area Traffic Committee by Director John C. Beckett) 

Palo Alto Chamber of Commerce recommends to the City Council 
of Palo Alto and the Board of Supervisors of Santa Clara County 
that every consideration be given to the best economical solution _ 
for the relief of traffic congestion. In accomplishing this objec-
tive, the Chamber wishes to call attention to the proposed abandonment 
of the Versona Souther" PnHf-in, ra-ii line between Palo Alto and Los 
Gatos. This abandonment is part of the county approved plan for the 
construction of the Foothill Expressway. 

The Palo Alto Chamber of Commerce favors the construction of 
the Foothill Expressway at the earliest possible date, but is also 
concerned that the potential future value of this right-of-way be 
fully developed for both highway and rail rapid transit. 

Santa Clara County continues to grow at a rapid pace. There is 
a great need for improved highways and all modes of transportation. 
As the area between San Jose and Palo Alto becomes increasingly urban-
ized, the economic value of high quality public transportation takes 
on greater significance. The concentration of employment and shopping 
in Palo Alto has created serious congestion. This congestion cannot 
be relieved by highways alone. Overall transportation planning is 
required to evaluate various combinations of systems to insure the 
most economical program to meet the needs of this area. 

Therefore, the Chamber recommends and urges that the county design 
the Foothill Expressway to preserve right-of-way for future rail rapid 
transit. Specifically, the plan should anticipate to an extent possible 
double traclc grade separated rail facilities having the most modern 
standards of service. Where adequate space now exists this shall be 
preserved by the county and not &SP9sed of^tyhere present space is 
not sufficient, consideration. shfrl?vbe-given to: £ne possible future 
application of grade separated stiftCtyr'es'. -

The Chamber is aware of th$ML5§te<g jjftilable for the 
Expressway program and that this recommendation can only be followed 
to the extent that funds are a vafolf StoleLand,jfchfcent law allows. 

BtCElAEO 

P A L O A L T O . . . T H E H O M E O F S T A N F O R D U N I V E R S I T Y 
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C O . U N T Y OF S A N C L A R A 
m Office of the BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

D a t e 

T H E B O A R D O F S U P E R V I S O R S A T I T S M E E T I N G O F . 
R E F E R R E D T H E A T T A C H E D C O M M U N I C A T I O N T O : 
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DfP A R T M E N'T " \ f > 

, 19 

D i r e c t i v e : 

S t u d y and r e c o m m e n d a t i o n 

R e p o r t 

A t t e n d M e e t i n g 

P r e p a r a t i o n o f n e c e s s a r y 

P o w e r t o A c t 

A P P R O P R I A T E A C T I O N 

N O T I F Y W R I T E R O F A C T I O N 

C O N S I D E R A T I O N 

R E C O N S I D E R A T I O N 

R E P L Y T O W R I T E R 

p a p e r s 

R e m a r k s : 

A T T E S T : C L E R K O F T H E B O A R O 

10, SP- 6A.REV- 1/60 
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C I T Y O F S A N J O S E 
C A L I F O R N I A 

TELEPHONE CYPREBS 2-3 L A 1 

CITY HALL 

C I T Y M A N A G E R October 11, I960 

Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County 
First & Rosa Streets 
San Jose 10, California 

Gentlemen: 

As you know, the most perplexing problem facing San Jose Today is 
an adequate system of streets and highways to carry the ever growing volumes 
of traffic. To accomplish this job, the State, County and City forces must be 
utilized to the fullest degree. 

One of the sections of State Freeway Systems planned for San Jose 
is the Junipem Serra between Route 5 and the Bay shore Highway, along the Mborpark 
Avenue-Virginia Street-Story Road route. This unit will complete a triangle of 
freeways around and serving the central area and afford a bypass of the congested 
business district. Although this section of freeway was adopted into the State 
Freeway System by the Legislature (September, 1959), the Implementation (location, 
planning, financing and construction) has yet to be accomplished. 

The City of San Jose is planning to appear before the State Highway 
Commission early in 1961 to press for the earliest possible completion of this 
sorely needed traffic carrier. Exhibit material is now being prepared for 
submission at that hearing. This letter is to solicit your interest in this 
matter and to request a communication from your organization setting forth your 
interest and the urgency which you desire be assigned to the project. 

It is suggested that your letter authorize the City of San Jose to 
represent your interests. However, if your communication is addressed to the 
Highway Commission, please send a copy to me that it might be included with our 
exhibit material. 

Enclosed is a map showing the Junipero Serra Freeway extension with 
relation to existing, approved and proposed freeways. For your consideration, 
it is anticipated that interchanges will be provided at major intersecting 
streets, i.e., Bascom Avenue, Meridian Road, Lincoln Avenue, Vine Street-Almaden 
Avenue, First Street and Tenth Street. 

Since re 1; 

A. P. Hamann 
City Manager 

APH:lw 
Enc. 

a p p r o v e d , _ i . 

Copy each Bd Member - H W C - D P W - PC 

RZ: CE CC PC DPW . FLD 

ABSTAINS: 
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C a l i f o r n i a S t a t o D i v i s i o n o f tflgmwjro 
uutrtot xv 
150 Oak i t m t 
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A t t o n t l o n i 

d i n t l w i a i 

Nr* <f# P. ftiaoUir 
A o o l a t a n t S t a t o H i g h w a y 

On aoptoatoor t 7 i 1 9 6 * t 

C o r p o r a t i o n , j r r a n f c U n - t t e & l n l 
o f H l g h v a y v a n d C i t y o f S a n J 
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J c n n l n g * E a d l o 
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C o o n l a a l o n M i I n t h o 
'or 011 t h o r o u t i n g o f 

i d a a t w t y » o g h l y 
t o film t h o w o t f C a t 

1 0 1 o n t h o c o o t * a n d S t o i ? 

t h o f r o c v a y r o u t e t o t h o n o r t h , t h e r e b y 
n t l r o c c h o o l d l a t r l o t a l t o a n d taUdlngo 

t i n g l a t h o r e l o c a t i o n o f t h o a c h o o l * 

l o c a t i o n o f t h o rtcXinley S c h o o l o n p r o p e r t y 4 

S u n n y C o u r t a n d H c U u g i O i a A r e n a * , 
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October 18» 1962 
Div of Highways 
Pago 2 

(2) 

as aost desirable because of its oontrai location, 
rodaood walking distance for ohildron, And proximity 
to tho greatest concentration of students. 

Continuance of present toning, residential ia character, 
for proportios aorth of tho proposod routjj extending to 
tho District boundary oa tho north* 

1 * 

IOMI1 
between Story Road aad tho proposod froot a, r route. 

(3) Coaaorelal toning to bo Maintained for p^ortios lying 

(4) Provision of oqulvalont faoil 
State Department of Bduoattau&ureau of 
Flanaingi Stato i^partmonV^-^blic Works, 
of Architecture) and eparwnt of 
Allocations Board* amuruag to taA standards of design, 
quality, and cost time oĵ qpopla«ottont< 

(5) Provision of equival 
various buroans li,stod 
occupancy p r t o r - t d o s " 

Furnished for 
of tho ohildron 
tioa of tho s 

Tour oonooats on 

os as approved by tho 
aph (fc) to bo ready for 

tioa of tho prosont plant. 

an\*rea study of tho distribution 
the area and tho desired loca-

bo appreciated* 

Sincerely 
A 

T. tf, Palltrlck 
District Superintendent 

TUPiln 

Bnos* - Area distribution study 
Hough map of area 

ooi Mr. km P* Haaann, City Manager 
City Planning Cootaission 
County Board of Supervisors 
County Planning Caamissloa 

2 V W 1 V C? 

0CL SS 8 W & 

Mr. Orsbura7 Bureau of Sohoolhouse Plannti^aQ ^cE^tD 



-f 

, S0AH0 O F . S « P £ R y ( S o w 

toll. 8 3sf»fS2 

•• ' " C O U W V y OF" 
; . S A N T A C U R A 

// V , 

V\. - - IJ ' 
\ v • 

. i 

V ' . ' • 

/; W • 
. . ......J,'.... . 

• - i / • .v ' 
y . • ./-• . .;.-,.. 
• v.. ' ••••7" y > -

... » - v • / / 

f A ' V • 

y V . \ \ 
f . y X v • 

•M 
\ ̂  X' V 

J t 
.... v - V X, • -"V' • ^ / . 

• • V / y - . y s 

» v 

? - > <. - > < 

• • i * • n -

".I 

y 
» V y , 

I f ; j 

r •• ' 

iM ' 
i 

• * T 

• " .; ' * 





RECEIVED 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

OCT 11 8 35 fiM *62 

COUNTY OF 
SANTA CLARA 



> - < 

0 
t 

JO 
-n m 
n 

6 X 

0 £ 

> 
X 



i * 1 

4 ii.* Ws 

tr 

M b - - ' 

"JVM 

gJ&sT h f l f a 

" i t : ' 

I 

/ 
, JMX* ( > ' 
• ( I W ? -a 

• > irtf-i 

-
, -i." 'to&U-.r - .. . „ 

U-Tf-V .v - ' 

- w < f 

* 

i * r * ̂  H * f 1 

(1M ^xaai. « M. JU A- -fc. J • f I " •aft -U 

V 

m i* 
r 

/ f 

V3 ? 

» f '< 



c * STATE OF CAL IFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

D I V I S I O N O F H I G H W A Y S 
DISTRICT IV 
1 5 0 OAK STREET 

8 A N FRANCISCO 2 . C A L I F O R N I A 
UNDBRHILl 3.Q222 

A D D R E S S A L L C O M M U N I C A T I O N S T O 
P . O . B O X * » « « . B I N C O N A N N E X . 

•AN fRANCIOCO IB August. 3, 1962 PLBA8B RBFCR 
TO FlUK NO, 

IV-SC1-239-SJS 

Mr, James Enochs 
Director of Public Works 
Santa Clara County 1 

20 West Rosa Street 
San Jose, California 

of 

Dear Kr\> Enochs: 

A 

• • 

k.> i< A: 
1 • V< j *-<-,—> 

• * • <' tr, 

a :' • 

Attached, for the files of the County of Santa 
. Clara, is one fully executed copy of an Agreement 
between the State and the County to provide for the j 

j construction of a box culvert at San Tomas Creek, on ! 
1 Hoad IV-SCl-239-SJs. 

: Also attached is Division of Highways Bill No. Ij.6ij7 Dlj. 
: in the amount of $58*300.00, the advance deposit due ' 
; from the County in. accordance with the terms of the 
-Agreement. . 

. The County's cooperation in this matter is appreciated 
by the Department. 

. >. i 
. 1 

'-if,' 

Yours very truly, i. 
. ... -i 

J. P. Sinclair ' ! 
Assistant State Highway Engineer ; 

Allah M.Fortney 
City and County 
Cooperative Projects Eng 

1/UUl 

:ineer- -

' s • j--;.-
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AGREEMENT 

i 

The County of Saimta Clara, a political subdivision of 

the State of California, hereinafter referred to as "COUNTY", 

and the State of California, Department of Public Works, 

Division of Highways, hereinafter referred to as "STATE", do 

enter into the following Agreement: 

WHEREAS, State is constructing a freeway on a portion 

of State Highway H 0ute 239, between 0.1 mile north of Forest 

Avenue and Stevens Creek Road; and 

WHEREAS, State 1s plans for the San Tomas Expressway 

connection,were designed on the basis that San Tomas Creek at 

the freeway crossing would be enclosed in a box culvert, said 

culvert to haVe been constructed by County at County expense 

prior to State 1s construction; and 

WHEREAS, said San Tomas Creek box culvert has not been 

constructed by County,and County now requests and State is 

willing at the sole expense of County that said culvert construc 

tion within State 1s freewayr ^ght of way be included by Contract 

Change Order in State's contract for the aforesaid Route 239 

improvements; 
( 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS AGREED AS FOLLOWS: 

SECTION I 

For and in consideration of the covenants and condi-

tions to be kept and performed by County, as set forth in this 

Agreement, State agrees: 

1. To issue Contract Change Order to State Contract 

No. 63-4T13C10-IP I-2B0-1(56)4, to provide for the construction 

of a 15-foot by 13,50-foot reinforced box culvert at a grade 

and along an alignment prepared and furnished by County, includ-

ing the adjustments of the inlet and outlet channels to the 

existing ban Tomas Creek Channel, and the filling of the exist-

ing channel throughout the limits of said construction work, 

DUPLICATE ORIGINAL 
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% % 
said Contract Change Order to be subject to the review and 

approval of County. 

2. To perform all necessary construction engineering 

and inspection required to complete the work to be covered by 

said Contract Change Order. 

3. Upon completion of the work to be performed under 

said Contract Change Order, to furnish County with a detailed 

report of expenditures made by State to complete said work and 

to refund to County any residual amount of County; 'funds deposi-

ted by County, as set forth hereinafter, remaining after 

deducting the actual costs to be provided by Cotinty as'"provided 

herein. 

SECTION II 

For and in consideration of the covenants and 

conditions to be kept and performed by State, as set forth in 

this Agreement, County agrees: 

1. Upon execution of this Agreement and upon receipt 

of a statement therefor, to deposit with State the amount of 

$58,300, the estimated costs of the work to be performed by 
i 

State for County. The actual amount of County costs will be 

determined after completion of the Contract Change Order and 

will be calculated as follows: 

(a) Construction. - Construction costs to County 

shall be the actual amount paid by State to State's 

Contractor to complete the aforesaid Contract Change 

Order. 

(b) Construction Engineering and Inspection. -
i 

Construction Engineering and Inspection shall be a flat 

charge of 10% of the aforesaid construction costs, whic 

said charge includes assessments for indirect'charges. 

2. To pay State promptly, any amount over and above 

2. 
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the aforesaid deposit required to complete the actual amount of 

costs to be borne by County, as set forth herein. 

from any claim or claims for damages alleged to have resulted 

from alterations in previously existing drainage patterns due 

to the construction of the facilities referred to in the 

Agreement, 

drainage facilities to be constructed in accordance with the 

Agreement, and to make no claim against State for any portion 

of such expense. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have caused this 

Agreement to be executed by their respective Officers, duly 

authorized: By the County, this day of J U L 3 0 1967 , 1962, 

and by the State, this Si day of 1962. 

APPROVAL RECOMMENDED: DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

3. To save State, its officers and employees harmless 

4. To maintainor cause to be maintained, the storm 

Acting through the 
Division of Highways 
State of California 

J. C. Womack 
State Highway Engineer 

Board of - supervisors 

3 



R E C E I V E D 
DEPT. OF PUBLIC WORKS 

AUG 8 1962 

COUNTY ENGINEER 

# 



RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING EXECUTION Of AH 
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE COUNTY Of SANTA 
CLARA AND THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA RELATING 
TO A BOX CULVERT CONSTRUCTION WITHIN TO 

JUNIFEBO SERRA FREEWAY 

WHEREAS, the County of Santa Clara (hereinafter 

called "County") and the State of California, Department of 

Publie Works, Division of Highway* (hereinafter called "State") 

deaire to execute an agreement providing for the oonatruction 

of a box culvert within State9a freewey right of way for the 

purpose of carrying and conveying the waters of 8an Tcmae 

Creek* 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of 

Supervisors of the County of Santa C l a r a hereby authorise 
the Chairman to execute that certain agreement for and on 

behalf of the County of 8anta Clara relating to the above-

described construction project. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a copy of this resolution 

be attached to the agreement and that the same be forwarded 

forthwith for execution by State. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the BoaH of Supervisors of the 

County of Santa Clara , State of California, on July 30, 1962, 

by the following vote: 

AYE8: Supervisors, ••SSBDella Maggiare Spongier Mehrkens Weitbffl 

NOES: Supervisors, None 
ABSENT I Support 

DEto. ot bnenc /Ac bke 
ATTEST: JEAN PQUO^ISBtttk of the 

Board of Supervisors The foregoing instrument is a corrcct copy of the original 

JRKimeb - 7 /27 /62 



RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF AN 
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF SANTA 
CLARA AND THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA RELATING 
TO A BOX CULVERT CONSTRUCTION WITHIN THE 

JUNIPERO SERRA FREEWAY 

WHEREAS, the County of Santa Clara (hereinafter 

called "County") and the State of California, Department of 

Public Works, Division of Highways (hereinafter called "State") 

desire to execute an agreement providing for the construction 

of a box culvert within State's freeway right of way for the 

purpose of carrying and conveying the waters of San Tomas 

Creek. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of 

Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara hereby authorize 

the Chairman to execute that certain agreement for and on 

behalf of the County of Santa Clara relating to the above-

described construction project. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a copy of this resolution 

be attached to the agreement and that the same be forwarded 

forthwith for execution by State. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the 

County of Santa Clara , State of California, on July 30, 1962, 

by the following vote: 

AYES; Supervisors g g g g Delia Maggiorc Spangler Mehrkcns Weichert 

NOES: Supervisors, None 

ABSENT: Supervisors, 

ATTEST: JEAN PULLAN, Clerk of the 
Board of Supervisors 



July 31, 1962 

J* p. Sinclair 
Assistant State Highway Engineer 
Division of Highways, District XV 
150 Oak Street 
San Francisco 2, California 

RE* Agreement between the State of California and the 
County of Santa Clara relating to the construction 
of a concrete boss culvert at San Tomas Creek Crossing 
at State Highway Route 239. 

ATTENTIONS Allen M. Fortney 

Dear Mr. Sinclair« 

Enclosed you will find the original and three copies of an 
agreement between the County of Santa Clara and the state 
of California providing for the construction of a concrete 
box culvert at San Tomas Creek Crossing at state Highway 
Route 239. Also enclosed are four certified copies of a 
resolution adopted by the Board of Supervisors at its 
regularly scheduled meeting on July 30, 1962, approving 
this agreement and authorising its execution on the 
behalf of the County of Santa Clara* 

We would appreciate the return of a fully executed copy 
after completion on behalf of the State of California* 

very truly yours, 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Mrs. Jean Pullan 
Clerk of the Board 

JPiDMRtsb 
encls 
cct Public Works 
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DISTRICT IV 
1 BO OAK STREET 

SAN FRANCISCO 2 . C A L I F O R N I A 
U N D E R H I L L 3 - 0 2 2 2 

A D D R E S S A L L C O M M U N I C A T I O N S T O 
P . O . B O X 3 3 0 0 , R 1 N C O N A N N E X 

S A N F R A N C I S C O IB 

July 26, 1962 PLBASB REFBR 
TO FILE NO. 

IV-SCl-239 -SJS 
Mr, James B.-Enochs 
Directorof Public Works 
20 West Rosa Street 
San J 0se, California 

Dear Mr. Enochs: 

Attached are the original and 5 copies of a proposed Agreement 
between the State arid the County of Santa Clara to provide for the 
construction by State for County of a reinforced concrete box 
culvert at the San Tomas Creek Crossing of State Highway Route 239. 

The r eferenced Contract Change Order will be delivered to the County 
for review and approval on Friday, July 27, 1962, in which will be 
detailed the estimated costs .to the County. 

If the attached Agreement is satisfactory to the County, and upon 
County approval of the Change Order, please have the appropriate 
County Officials execute the original and 3 copies and return them 
to this office for execution by the State. 

Also, please furnish I4 certified copies of a Resolution adopted 
by the Board of Supervisors approving the Agreement and authorizing 
its execution. 

To enable StateTs Contractor to start his construction work at 
the earliest opportunity, expeditious handling and hand delivery 
of the executed Agreement on Tuesday, July 3'1, 1962, will be 
appreciated. 

Yours very truly, 

J. P.Sinclair 
Assistant State Highway Engineer 



RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY 
OF SANTA CIARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, REQUESTING AN 
ALIGNMENT MODIFICATION IN A FRONTAGE ROAD FOR STATE 
ROUTE 239 IN TtE VICINITY OF SARATOGA AVENUE 

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa 

Clara, State of California, has approved a freeway agreement for 

the Junipero Serra Freeway, State Route 239, with respect to align-

ment, interchanges, grade separations and frontage roads; and 

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors now finds that the realign-

ment of a frontage road on the north side of State Route 239 east 

of Saratoga Avenue, as shown on the attached map, would better 

serve the needs of the County and the abutting property. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of Supervisors of the County of 

Santa Clara does hereby request the California State Highway Com-

mission to realign said frontage road in the manner described and 

to modify the existing freeway agreement for the Junipero Serra 

Freeway, State Route 239. 

PASSED.AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County 

of Santa Clara, State of California, this ^ * 3 1962 by 

the following vote: 

JRK:ig-8/15/62 

u o m a 9lt 

l * 
4 »i 
T Ce«MiCw 

AYES: Supervisors 

NOES: Supervisors 

ABSENT: Supervisors 

Levin Delia Maggiore Spangler Mehrkens Weichert 
None 
None 

ATTEST: JEAN PULLAN, Clerk 
Board of Supervisors 



LAW OFFICES OF 
Ausaiif I. t 
ttofeigRT s» "cWAbvnfcK 
pftAvJict e&ucie dwato 6 0 0 BANK OF AMERICA BUILDING 

SAN IOSE, CALIFORNIA 

R u f f o © C h a d w i c k TELBFHONI 
CYPRESS 7-0150 
AABA CODE 

408 ibww y.VXsGb̂ cBlids 
irtib »i ÊAcuinit 
>UA*L<:BL II. POCHU 
ROBEP-f i; SHLUAJUS 

August 9, 1962 

Is Sinclair 
AB&iatiHfc State Highway Engineer 
ISO <6sife Street 
&ari ftmnmi&Oi California 
OeiarMffi Siftciair: 

On behalf of the Mother Butler Memorial High School 
tifid t h e fceiigiotis of the Sacred Heart of Mary, I hereby declare 
Giiir3 wliiirigneae to exchange, with the State of California, the 
areeiB Ee&ded for the proposed revision for the frontage road, 
With to bur property in Santa Clara County. 

Sincerely 



OF SAN JOSE REQUESTING AN ALIGNMENT 
MODIFICATION IN A FRONTAGE ROAD FOR 
STATE ROUTE 239 IN THE VICINITY OF 
SARATOGA AVENUE 0 

WHEREAS, the Council of tho City of Gail Jooc has 

approved a freeway agreement for the Junipero Serra Freeway, 

State Route 239, with respect to alignment, interchanges, 

grade separations and frontage roads; and 
3 / S 

WHEREAS the Counci-1 of the City of San Jooo now finds 

that the realignment of a frontage road on the north side 
i y. 

of State Route 239 east of Saratoga Avenue, as shown on 

the attached map, would better serve the needs of the G4rty ' 

and the abutting property. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the GgtfflefWf-^ City^f^aa^ftfg-e 

does hereby request the California State Highway Commission 

to realign said frontage road in the manner described 

and to modify the existing freeway agreement for the 

Junipero Serra Freeway, State Route 239, 

ADOPTED this day of , 1962, 

by the following vote: 

AYES; 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ATTEST: 

CifcgEgfe^k K • ^ 

/ 



RESOLUTION OP THE COUNTY OP SANTA 
CLARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, APPROVING 
MODIFICATION OP PLANS FOR ROUTE 239 
INTERCHANGE IN THE VICINITY OF DOYLE ROAD 
LAWRENCE ROAD AND STEVENS CREEK ROAD 

WHEREAS, the State of California, Department of Public Works, 

Division of Highways, has submitted Plan C, drawing No. 1703.2-G-

72A and drawing No. 1703.2-G-72B showing a modified plan and 

profile for State Route 239 interchange in the vicinity of Doyle 

Road, Lawrence Expressway and Stevens Creek Road; and 

WHEREAS, this Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa 

Clara has been advised of the aforesaid plans and of the parti-

cipation therein by the County of Santa Clara; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that this Board of Supervisors 

of the County of Santa Clara does hereby approve of the aforesaid 

Plan C and that this Board of Supervisors fully intends that it 

shall construct, or cause to be constructed, either prior to or 

concurrently with the construction of State Route 239* so much 

of Lawrence Expressway between approximately 1500 feet northerly 

or Stevens Creek Road and approximately 700 feet southerly of 

Route 239. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Board of Supervisors intends 

that the construction of Lawrence Expressway within the area of • 

the aforesaid Plan C shall be the initial outer four lanes of an 

ultimate six lane divided highway. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Clerk of the Board of Super-

visors be, and hereby is, authorized and directed to send three 

certified copies of this resolution to the State of California, 

Department of Public Works, Division of Highways. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors bf the County 

A PR 10 1961 
ADQPT^W Vr̂ L-JLL-U W if 
NO: ABSTAINS-, . 
ABSENT:. 



of Santa Clara, State of California, this 10th day of April, 

1961, by the following vote: 

AYES: Supervisors, D 0 l l a H a g g i o r e Hubbard Mehrkens Levin Weichert 
NOES: Supervisors, None 

ABSENT: Supervisors, None 

CWailman of tne TJbard of Supervisors 

ATTEST: JEAN PULLAN, Clerk of the 
Board of Supervisors 

The foregoing instrument is a 
correct copy of the Qwjml 

ATTEST: JEAN PULLAN 
Clerk Board of SupeVvisors 

By-
Dated: 

W*/I2 196! 



April 12, 1961 

J. P. Sinclair 
State Div. of Highways 
P.O. Box 3366 
Rincon Annex 
San Francisco 19, California 

Dear Mr. Sinclair: 

Enclosed are three certified copies of a resolution adopted 
by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara 
approving modification of plans for Route 239 interchange in 
the vicinity of Doyle Road, Lawrence Road and Stevens Creek 
Road. 

Very truly yours, 

BOARD 07 SUPERVISORS 

(Mrs.) Jean Pullan 
Clerk of the Board 

JP:mb 

Enclosure 
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A M O V E D 

MAR e jg6l 

H o l l o w a y Jones U : C E C C PC DFW FLO 
Jack M . Howard TO:. ABSTAINS* 
Joseph F. DeMartinI ' — 
R o g e r Anderson 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
369 P1ne Street 
Sari Francisco 4, California 
•Telephone: YUkon 2 - 3 1 3 0 

IN THE, SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF C A L I F O R N I A , IN AND FOR THE 

COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF C A L I F O R N I A , 
acting by and through the Department ) N o . 
of Public W o r k s , 

P l a i n t i f f , 

vs. 

HARRY W . F E L D M A N , et a l . , 

D e f e n d a n t s . 

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA SEND GREETING TO: 

HARRY W. FELDMAN, ELLEN J. FELDMAN, FIRST PIONEER COMPANY, a 

corporation (formerly Berkeley Investment & Development Company), 

as Trustee,PIONEER INVESTORS SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION, a ^ 

corporation, DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS OF THE STATE OF 

CALIFORNIA, RICHARD R. ARLIDGE, VELMA W. ARLIDGE, DOUGLAS D. 

CLEVELAND, VERLY C. CLEVELAND, AMERICAN SECURITIES COMPANY, a 

corporation, as Trustee, DOLLAR SAVINGS BANK OF THE CITY OF 
l 

NEW YORK, a corporation, SANTINA BALDASSINl, REGINALD A. BROWN, SR.j 

MABEL K. BROWN, MATT ELICH, JANE DOE ELICH, RUSSELL CAPRINO, also 

known as Russell S. Caprino, CARMELLA CAPRINO, EDNA HOPE GREGORY; 

ARTHUR G, MOORE AND W. C. BARKULOO, as Trustees, SURETY SAVINGS 

AND LOAN ASSOCIATION, a corporation, COUNTY OF SANTA'CLARA, a 

body corporate and politic, DOE ONE TO DOE ONE HUNDRED, inclusive, 

defendants. 



July 23, 1962 

Mr* Philip S« Flint. Chairman 
Citizens Committee for Public 
Transportation of Santa Clara County 
22S6 Santa Ana Street 
Palo Alto, California 

Re: The abandonment of the West Valley Branch 
Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad 

Dear Mr* Flint: 

Your letter of July 4, 1962, was placed on the 
agenda of the Board of Supervisors at its regu-
larly scheduled meeting of July 16t 1962. No 
lomedlated action was taken regarding the aban* 
donment of the West Valley Branch Line and the 
Board chose to have this correspondence incor-
porated in with other material on this subject. 

Very truly yours, 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

JP:DMR:cd 
cc: Public Works 

Mrs* Jean Pullan 
Clerk of the Board 



Mr* Howard V/eichert 
Chairman 
Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County . 
70 Rosa St., 
San Jose, Cal. 

Dear Mr. Weichert: 

RECEIVED . 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Jul 5 ttisPM'tt 

COUKl f. OF 
SANTA CLARA 

July 4, 1962. 

APPROVEDi^^/ dSad^J 
RE i CK ere PC DP 57 FLO 

ABSTAINS:. 

In the course of my presentation of the matter of saving the 
• West^Valley Branch Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad at the 
Board meeting" on July S, 1962, Supervisor Delia Maggiore 'claimed ' 
that the Board at an earlier date struck out any inclusion- of rapid 
transit in the County General Plan and that the inclusion of it on 
current maps of the same is an error. 

I have carefully checked on this point arid have found that Mr. 
Delia Maggiore is in error. The facts are as follows. After several 
hearings on the General Plan the Board adopted the plan on April 
25, 196.0. There was some disagreement at that time concerning the 

- inclusion of rapid transit in the' plan. Neither Mr. Delia Maggiore 
nor .Mr. Hubbard wanted it to appear that the county might become a , 
part of the Bay Area Rapid Transit District in ,the future. Even^o, 
Planning Director, Karl Belser, won his hard fought point of having 
rapid transit included in .the General Plan in principle. Furthermore, 
the "General Plan specifically-states that "Rapid Transit shown is 
this area's portion of a main-line Bay Region rail transit line". 
Thus, from the standpoint of planning, it. is clearly county policy 
for our county to have regional rapid transit in existence here by 
1985. The vote for adoptioii of the plan was. 4-1. Mr. Delia Maggiore 
voted for the plan; Mr. Hubbard cast the one dissenting vote. 

• The suggested routes which the county planners gave for the 
rapid transitmtrunk lines were-as follows: (1)- a line adjacent to-
the present Southern Pacific main line from Palo Alto to San Jose, 

. and (2) a loop from Sunnyvale south along the proposed Steven's 
Creek Freeway thence east along Junipero Serra Freeway into San Jose 
to join the main line.' These routes were based on their projected 
population densities for 1985, the criterion being that trunk lines 
should service areas of densities greater than 18,000 people per 
square mile. The other criterion was that transit rights-of-way 
should coincide with other transportation rights-of-way wherever 
possible to avoid chopping up .fhe community anymore-than necessary.' 

It would seem to us, however, that one.must consider also laying 
transit routes between areas of high population density when the ; 
speed and-volume of traffic are important considerations. In the case 

. of theWest Valley Branch Line* a l i g n m e n t w e believe that it is vital 
to link Palo AltOj the major commercial and industrial center of the . 
Peninsula, directly .to the future" high density residential area$ in 
Sunnyvale (southern end), Cupertino, Monta Vista, and environs. It 
was for this reason and the fact that the route utilized ^n existing 

G&p-csch Bcf Mem&cr - HWC?- DPW'- CC -



transportation right-of-way that the original Bay Area Rapid Transit.." 
Commission chose it as early as 1954 for a future rapid transit 'route. 

It is also clear that in no sense of the word are we moving in 
the direction of implementing our General Plan with any derailed 
plans for future rapid transit or feeder transit in this county at . 
this time. The Stevens Creekf Freeway is being designed by the State 
as usual with no thought of provision for future rapid transit rails 
or special l^nes for buses in the median strip. The. same can be said 4 

for the Junip.ero Serra Freeway. Worse than that, we'are intending to 
tear out an existing rail-facility, strategically located and the por 
tential of which has been ignored, and replace it with a costly ex-
pressway of lesser- capacity. In other words, we are destroying a dual-, 
purpose transportation route-as, called for in our General Plan and 
substituting a single-purpose route, while allowing. :the State to build 
another giant single-purpose route (Junipero Serra Freeway) .which, will 
parallel and duplicate the proposed expressway. And,, with it all,, there 
is no intent Anywhere to initiate any form of transit. This can hardly" 
be.said to represent an atmosphere of "respect for planning"! To con-
tradict Mr. Delia Maggiore's claim that "this county has already, done', 
something about transit", we say that our County General Plan so far 
is just another scrap of paper, insofar as mass transit is concerned. 

Statements such as Mr. Delia Maggiore has made on transit are 
liable to be misconstrued by the public, and we feel that clarification 
is necessary for the benefit of both.the public and the press. This 
becomes particularly important since we sense an increasing public 
support for the cause of public transportation in this county, more 
than some government officials are aware of, and ,we are looking .for- : 

ward expectantly to some real action in this regard to .the near future. 

Very truly yours, 

• Philip S. Flint 
Chairman, Citizens Committee 
for Public Traigjortation of 
Santa Clara County 

Philip S. Flint ... 
2856 Santa Ana St.,. 
Palo Alto, Cal. 
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June 25, 1962, 

Mr. Howard'We ic hert .. ' ' 
Chairman , . . 
Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County 
70 West Rosa St., t 

Sa^V Jose 10, Cal. , ' 

Dear Mr. Weichert: . 
The proposed abandonment of the Southern Pacific West Valley-

Line between Simla and Alta Mesa for the future •Fbothills Express-/ 
way has been ,a matter of concern for-a number of us who are resi-
dents of this county. The Interstate,Commerce Commission may make-
a final decision on the issue at or rather based'on the hearing to . 
be held in San Francisco on July 9th. The organizations enumerated 
below intend to protest the abandonment at this hearing. They cbh- v 

ducted a public meeting at Foothill College on June 22nd at whidh 
time the entire problem was discussed'. Members of local government, 
both of this Board and of the. aff ecte,d city councils did not accent:, • 
our invitation to attend. ' ' 

The basic fault here lies with the county which has- r e f u s e d " 
recognize the value of this rail right-of-way for future mass, t^an-
sit needs and is now condemning the property. I would' remind your 
that this same right-of-way is designated for rapid transit von ihe . 
County General Blan and was proposed as such since' 1954 by the Rapid., 
Transit Commission. Even now it could be effectively used for rail' 
commuter service which could have a real impact in reducing thenumber 
of vehicles on highways in the lower Peninsula if both government 
and the rail^o&d really wanted to do something about traffic problems. 

- • . 

We, therefore, request that the Board, of 'Supervisors reconsider • 
its plans to condemn this right-of-way for highway use and, instead-, i; 
preserve a single or double track right-of-way in the median strip I 
of the expressway for future transit .use. To this end, we stsk to/be - j; 
placed on the agenda for your meeting of July 2, 1962, so that we ' t 
can present our case in person. I am authorized, in this.regard, to' \ jj 
speak for the following organizations: Citizens Committee for Public :* I. 
Transportation of Santa Clara County, J3ranch^jLi^ ; -V 
Crestgn Improvement Assc'n, Woodland Acres Assc ?:n Order" of .'Railway v 

Conductors & Brakemen, and the Committee for Green Foothills. The City I' 
Council of Los Gatos and two Council Members of the City of Sunnyvale, 
Mr. Mark Russell and Mrs. Maureen McDanlels,/have also indicated their 
opposition to the abandonment. ' . 

JUL 2 1962 • very^truly vpurs, 

Date... 

' APPROVED * 

m cb cc pc Fua 

Philip S.Fiinfc-, a b s t a i n s : — -
2256 Santa Ana St;V'^ 
Palo Alto, Cal. 

Copy each Bd ̂ o ^ r ^ ^ C y CC - PC -

Phllft sl iffSt 
Chairman, Citizens Committee for 
Public Transportation, Santa Clara ' 
County 
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Santa Clara County 
Board of Supervisors 
San Jose, California 

board 

M l * u 1 1 

COU'N i ^ ' 
S A N t A C L A R A 

Mr3. John B. Rutherford 
13150' East Sunset Drive 
Los 'Altos Hills, Calif. 
June 27j 1962 ' , 

Dear Sir: ' 

Sometime during the ]past year both'the Palo Alto and the Los Altos 
City Councils signed an agreement,with the California State Highway 
Commission to enpower it to condemn a branch line of the Southern Pacific 
Railroad. The purpose:of the agreement was to^advance the plans for a 
freeway which would travel through Palo Alto and Los Altos on the Rail-
road right-of-way, in this manner removing from Railroad use the track 
from Alta Mesa to Simla Junction and also of course, the remaining track 
on this run which now extends to Vasona Station near Los Gatos, thus re-
moving the transportation to and from San Francisco and work for a nurnber 
of commuters living between Palo Alto and Los Gatos. 

It is true that there are hot full car loads of passengers using 
this run each day at this time, but -there are only a few easily-reversible 
forces responsible for the current paucity of passengers and there is, in 
addition, a real potential need for this run. .By 1965 ,the.Santa Cruz 
campus of the University of California will .be open'for students and will 
draw from the San Jose area and also from the Palo Alto-Los' Gatos .area 
for its non-resident student body who will best commute by railroad. 

. In addition it is reasonable to see that the extension ,of the popu-
lation growth in this area is likely to spread, south and west of San Jose 
to Santa Cruz but also to increase in population density in.the towns 
west of the El Camino such as Monte Vista, Sunnyvale, Cupertino, Saratoga 
and Los Gatos. These towns are strung out along the Southern Pacific 
branch lines and cannot use the main San Francisco-San Jose Southern 
Pacific Railroad line which is too.far away. 

This area has a current and growing need for rail passenger service 
and it is not in the public interest to abandon this line as the Southern 
Pacific Railroad is planning to do. Rather plans should be formulated 
for educating commuters to avail themselves of rail transport instead of 
using automobile transport; and some attention given the possibility of 
re-establishing-the complete branch-line-run from Alta Mesa through to 
Santa Cruz by way of Vasona Station in the future. 

I wish this letter to be counted as a protest against the abandon-
ment of the Southern Pacific branch line from Alta Mesa to Simla Junction. 

Yours truly, 

Copy each Id Member - H W C > D P W • CC • PC • ̂ WT JUL 2 196 \yftt 

Dat®_ — « 

APPROVED ~ 7 

RE: CE CO PC DPW FLO 

NO: ABSTAINS: 



BRANCH U m COMMUTERS* ASSOCIATION 
OF 

SANTA CLARA COUOTJ 

Loa Altos, California 
23596 Arbor Avenue 

Whereas tho Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors has instituted condeo-

nation proceedings against the rail fad lites used by 148 meabera of the Branoh 

Lino Consnuters1 Association for transportation to and from their *ork, and wtoreas 

tho Santa Clara County Baord of Supervisors initiated this action with neither tho 

knowledge nor consent of the dti&ens directly affected, and Whereas the action of 

said Board of Supervisors thus encouraged the Southern fladfic Company to seek to 

abandon the rail facilities involved, Thereforo-

Be it resolved that the Branch Line ComnMters1 Association now present a 

copy of this resolution to the County Board of Supervisors of Santa Clara County at 

its regular meeting to bo held in San JoSo, California on July 2, 1962 and call for 

immediate action by the Board to comply with tho terms of this resolution as follows 9 

1* That the County Board of Supervisors withdraw at once its condemnation 
~ c 

action relating to any portion of tho Southern Pacific right-of-way commonly 

California Avenue, Palo Alto to the point known as Vaaoaa Junction* 

2b That tho County Board of Supervisors iraaodlately notify the Interstate 

Commerce Cbnraission, the California fUblic Utilities Coraisaion and tho 

Southern Pacific Company that it now protests tho abandonment petition of 

the Southern Jfedfle Company as described in the X«C,C. Finance Docket 

No. 22009.1 

3» That ihe County Board of Supervisors deliver to the Branch Line 

Coimmxteri
1
 Association of Santa Clare County no later than July 5, 1962 

written/evidence of its compliance with the provisions of this resolution 

known as the Vasona Branch Line and extending from the S,P. nain line at 



• « 
This resolution is herewith adopted fey the Board of Directors of the Branch 

Line Commuters * Association of Santa Clara County and dated at Loo Altos* California 

this 29th day of June, 1962* 

Signed for the Branch Line Ckr̂ mutera, Association of Santa Clara hyi 

i i 
• i 

! i 
I i 
I 



C Q U N X Y O F S A N T A C L A R A" ' * ; ; 

: • .. . ^ O F F I C E ' o f t h e C O U N T Y E X E C U T I V E 
HDWARD W. CAMPEN 

C O U N T Y A D M I N I S T R A T I O N B U I L D I N G 
7 0 WEST ROSA STREET 
S A N JOSE 10, C A L I F O R N I A 

June 19; 1962 

Honorable Gity,Council City of Cunnyvmle .. 456 West Olive Street Sunnyvale.California 
V ' -> * ' . . ' I 1 

Gentlemen: 
It h»« been brought to my attention that the Peninsula Commuter* Association has contacted your Honorable Council in an attempt to secure support to prevent the proposed abandonment of the Southern Pacific railroad tracke between Homestead Road and A ras trader q Road in the County of Santa Clara* ' 

* ' * * It 1* respectfully requested that the matter of City Council support to this request be considered very carefully fbr the foUowing reasons; 
1) the proposed Foothill Expressway, which, as you know, was an Integral part of the Phase I Expressway Coh* struction Program authoriaed by the County electorate on March 28, 1961, will require the use of the railroad right* 

of-way between the proposed Junipero SerraFreeway on the south and Page Mill Road on fee north. 
2) The County of Santa Clara, by virtue of the approval of th* City Councils of Los Altos and Palo Alto to the alignment and location of the Foothill Expressway, has filed eminent domain proceedings against the Southern Pacific Railroad " Company to acquire the right-of-way in question. If the Foothill Expresiway cannot be constructed in the planned location, it is extremely doubtful that the present bond funde allocated to this expreesway project will be adequate and that the project could be completed in a timely manner . * 



Honorable City Council, Sunnyvale - 2 - June 19, 1962 

1) The construction of the Junipero Serra Freeway by the State of California will be measurably increased in cost unless the railroad tracks are abandoned in the Homestead Road area. 
Tour support of the effort of the City Councils of I<os Altos and Palo Alto and Hie Board of Supervisors of the County of the eminent domain proceedings against the Southern Pacific Railroad Company which has resulted in the application by said company to the Public Utilities Commission for the abandonment of the portion of the railroad in question is respectfully requested* 

Very truly yours, 

HOWARD W. CAMPEN County Executive 
HWC:mo 
cc: Supervisor Martin J. Spangler Pullan, Board Clerk 



xxxxx 
# Chairman 

March 13, 1961 

Mr. Calvin C . Flint* President 
Foothill College 
150 El Camino Real 
Mountain View, California 

Dear Mr. Flinti 

The Board of Supervisors wishes to thank you 
for your letter of February 14 and the resolution 
adopted by the Board of Trustees of the Foothill 
Junior College District supporting the Board's 
action recommending the abandonment of the Southern 
Pacific Railroad branch line through Los Altos and 
the establishment of an expressway on that route. 

• • * 

This support is greatly appreciated by the 
Board.' 

Very truly yours, 

Mrs. Eileen Owen, Secretary 



FOOTHILL COLLE 
1 5 0 EL C A M I N O REAL • M O U N T A I N V I E W , C A L I F O R N 

Y O R K S H I R E 8 - 6 5 2 1 

F e b r u a r y 14, 1961 

f M r . E d L e v i n , C h a i r m a n 
Coun ty B o a r d of S u p e r v i s o r s 
S a n t a C l a r a C o u n t y 
20 W e s t R o s a S t r e e t 
San J o s e , C a l i f o r n i a 

D e a r M r . L e v i n : 
I a m a t t a c h i n g a c o p y of a r e s o l u t i o n a d o p t e d b y t h e B o a r d of 
T r u s t e e s of t h e F o o t h i l l J u n i o r C o l l e g e D i s t r i c t a t i t s m e e t i n g 
on F e b r u a r y 6. T h i s r e s o l u t i o n s u p p o r t s t he a c t i o n t a k e n b y 
t he B o a r d of S u p e r v i s o r s r e c o m m e n d i n g t h e a b a n d o n m e n t of 
t h e S o u t h e r n P a c i f i c R a i l r o a d b r a n c h l i n e t h r o u g h L o s A l t o s 
a n d t h e e s t a b l i s h m e n t of a n e x p r e s s w a y on t h a t r o u t e . 

You w i l l n o t e t h a t t h i s a c t i o n w a s u n a n i m o u s , and I h o p e t h a t 
i t w i l l i n d i c a t e , a t l e a s t i n a s m a l l w a y , t h a t t h e r e a r e m a n y 
who s u p p o r t y o u r a c t i o n . 

S i n c e r e l y 

C A L V I N C. F L I N T 
P r e s i d e n t 

l e a 
E n c l o s u r e 

FEB 20 1961 

APPROVED... -

RE 5 CE GC PC DP W FLD 

H O : . . ABSTAINS: 





• • • 

F O O T H I L L J U N I O R C O L L E G E D I S T R I C T 
150 E l C a m i n o R e a l 

M o u n t a i n V i e w , C a l i f o r n i a 
R E S O L U T I O N # 2 - 6 0 / 6 1 

On M o t i o n of M e m b e r C h r i s t i a n s e n , s e c o n d e d b y M e m b e r 
J a c k s o n , t h e f o l l o w i n g r e s o l u t i o n i s a d o p t e d : 

W H E R E A S , i t i s e s s e n t i a l to t h e f u t u r e w e l f a r e o f ' t h e s t u d e n t s on t he 
two c a m p u s e s of t he F o o t h i l l J u n i o r C o l l e g e D i s t r i c t to h a v e a n e f f e c t i v e 
a n d a d e q u a t e a r t e r i a l of h i g h w a y s f o r s t u d e n t t r a f f i c f r o m a l l p a r t s of t he 
C o l l e g e D i s t r i c t ; and ^ 

W H E R E A S , t he m o s t i m m e d i a t e n e e d i s f o r a n e x p r e s s w a y o r o t h e r 
t h r o u g h h i g h w a y w h i c h w i l l f a c i l i t a t e t h e d i s p e r s a l of s t u d e n t t r a f f i c f r o m t h e 
E l M o n t e c a m p u s a s i t a p p r o a c h e s L o s A l t o s o n . a s i n g l e a r t e r i a l ; 

NOW, T H E R E F O R E , t h e B o a r d of. T r u s t e e s of t h e F o o t h i l l J u n i o r C o l l e g e 
D i s t r i c t of S a n t a C l a r a C o u n t y d o e s h e r e b y s u p p o r t t h e a c t i o n of t h e S a n t a C l a r a 
C o u n t y B o a r d of S u p e r v i s o r s i n r e c o m m e n d i n g t h e a b a n d o n m e n t of t h e S o u t h e r n 
P a c i f i c R a i l r o a d b r a n c h l i ne t h r o u g h L o s A l t o s b e t w e e n S i m l a J u n c t i o n a n d 
A r a s t r a d e r o R o a d , a n d c o n s t r u c t i o n of a n e x p r e s s w a y ; 

P R O V I D E D , s a i d p r o p o s e d a b a n d o n m e n t s h a l l no t t a k e e f f e c t u n t i l p u b l i c 
m o n i e s a r e a v a i l a b l e f o r the p r o c u r e m e n t of r i g h t s - o f - w a y and c o n s t r u c t i o n 
of e x p r e s s w a y s c h e d u l e d w i t h i n one y e a r a f t e r t h e e f f e c t i v e d a t e of a b a n d o n -
m e n t . 

P A S S E D AND A D O P T E D t h i s 6 th d a y of F e b r u a r y 19 61 
b y t he B o a r d of T r u s t e e s of t h e F o o t h i l l J u n i o r C o l l e g e D i s t r i c t b y t he 
f o l l o w i n g v o t e : 

A Y E S : J a c k s o n , C h r i s t i a n s e n , S m i t h w i c k , D i e s n e r , L e v i n e 
N O E S : None 
A B S E N T : None 

S T A T E O F C A L I F O R N I A ) s g 

C O U N T Y O F S A N T A C L A R A ) 
I, C a l v i n C . F l i n t , S e c r e t a r y of t he B o a r d of T r u s t e e s of t h e F o o t h i l l 

J u n i o r C o l l e g e D i s t r i c t of S a n t a C l a r a Coun ty , C a l i f o r n i a , do h e r e b y c e r t i f y 
t h a t t h e f o r e g o i n g i s a f u l l , t r u e a n d c o r r e c t copy of a r e s o l u t i o n a d o p t e d b y 
t he B o a r d a t a S p e c i a l m e e t i n g t h e r e o f h e l d a t i t s r e g u l a r p l a c e of m e e t i n g 
a t t he t i m e and b y t he v o t e s t a t e d a b o v e , w h i c h r e s o l u t i o n i s on f i l e i n t he 
o f f i c e of t he s a i d B o a r d . 

C a l v i n C. F l i n t , S e c r e t a r y 



* 



LOS AL^OS HILLS ASSOCIATION 
11030 Magdalena Avenue LOS ALTOS HILLS • CALIF. 

C t j p ' 

I •>» 

Stat© c&ti&a&ioB* State California, 

, . ffce Loo Mtoo ^Uiio of a losco 
rcsi^cnto oad< project? otaicre $ d Mioo fcaa 6c©» aoa 

la otUl, tfccpfcy concQitt^ oviefi tlfoeflltiet&m of tuo ^ mito'ifefr ̂  Js^ftggp S6M&, titocmv* cutting t£j© teost of lamimaMy attsactltec* 
ascs^ ts&th tbc ilacvita&ae ^coccrfifeiou of its natural fcesaty* *t efts*. ; cstotwiwa 6opjfccSation I00 - w t ©my to tlio aeaatary conno* tot III t&occ WjStoJf value* tMcb iod to cclecttei of tm&slmQ £0 tM© wttf&atofl*, tJiazLcuo oce-acro 
- asofc»-.v / t ^ • ...... _ ' ' , '' ' . . 

. * r t • , ' ' ' '' ' ' ! ' - -
\eax ofegiiMMtt iifcesMii^ 

. tbot ttii' fcOMce fiAe&t: of, -vsp of tlio soutkci» itacM&c tta&iroc3f£roa Siala Station to its 00 Jtootsatfoco tfccncc ocroso tbe Stanford tmd Jatoittn tsMfc guifaMa ptaJbetflmaTtift ' S e r r a ffltfbMt* - • 4̂* ^ 
• , • At t&o Cbm^oioa ^oc^cl oD scutctfcforc© 

©ajar facto** attppoae&ly fc^iiaracca tto ccioei£0*u &&O0& cslcts 

1» tb&fe. t&c SoutEioru Pacific &Mmts& o t atea £icy xasu&i toot ekaftOft ifeol* tract© alone tbo a*aa i n t i i e a m r w touofc uoo ma iioasca to one tiem-'&titift; oath tmy* ' tbcv tfaa Sosst&ora fta&lrfcad x&airoo cucfc 
Z*. tho rntoo op^cca, my .abcP^eiieciit^f ocidti jffi^t o^tr^ t^ t te Soistoco Pacific OaUEGad* .ttoWi. tÊ c City of £o oxi .irccot?d'.-iiD 

op̂ rovitjfi t&o a^andoi8apot# it pxo^bcod to sbt up oa ito ci^t o^ ̂ sy aft ccjprcamiaF, (tfeicb «GiiM I)o aotisroiy ta^ocoaoa^ i f 2̂0 'iftfoct^ tjcro 
locatca thutc). 

1 • • , • 1 • . , , . • •••• t* '' ' . $«' Vtm9 mmhtA tiiat ttio£*; litem aecoia*oio? wxm bo iocatca at a 
f^id^ swuuul tsot atiow u hcmav mlQcUm oS ' ^ t t M ^ ^ i 

haa tt^t yof tccoivca a^y gtatit md ^v&mt&t for ^ o accoloratot atal even tlbc c*ant too £ort^ccninat Ŝ ccifovC EaaD on mothog toeutios(9 coc^iotely jecaŝ cd faem £ta ^ansosiy azmmmcea oitc« It^oOT" . seen ttot te^i t^otd oliiaiaata d^s^sovai of ttso gn^ioccre1 

oric^EMA bolcictiUm tfco P^ovay t^c ssoute tbroucJa to .^saotrcy^ro •ttfi ilii^fio t&ct ptasmt Jtmis^co aotra 
to o&Mtloxi to tli4a# Staaford faoo ^ r # n^y fintcmaivo -te^iataiai ^©actai tfceia oroa tjfe^di toot W t&twca fy it ikeemy on orlcinatiy im^saS^ routo % ccato&niy nat t^o 





LOS AL^OS HILLS ASSOCIATION 
11030 Magdalena Avenue LOS ALTOS HILLS • CALIF. 

« 3 « 
Penary 28*. 

Stfctft ttt̂ frugy Ooaaicoiott 

tag t&isft* if sro to to eoastractefr fd gait 
tfea ba&Ic coca of tfcc state tm <&st&nity# eca ateeofcdon <&*cctea 
to C6QQ0&P of (Cbtmty, State izftS PoCcrai) cMataatfo© neefflw&fcD <2upl£cat£oii of 

^caption onfl aaiey « tkowa 4o absolutely no cm be 
civca tfco coot to for tfcio Mofanfti taiti ® ia^bet^bity 'cofettist you* 
recoOTid«i?atiolJ of tfi© iocattoi. 

Oa* General Cfoaoitteafcaa tmtK3rottgiy 

tMm m Dccaco# £cco£dcnt 

few toi State llicfctajy CSteiooioa* saw -fi^e&itoi 
Stata M^itay ftej>t«* Sactaothto 

<8<&*..ciaajB0 twc*. 
TOcufrO* Bcicfcei, B*C» 

Board of Snsowicars, Scrrta, Cio** Cb» 





25. Referred to Dept. of Public Works for report on "January 30, 
Boards of Supervisors of Calaveras and Amador Counties re 
recommendations to modify the Mafrb Formula. 

i 
26. Referred to Dept. of Public Works for report on February 14, 

petition of John A. Britton, et al, for control of traffic on 
Stevens Creek Road between Mt. View-Stevens Creek Road and 
Permanente Road. * 

27. Authorised execution of agreement with P G & E for installation 
of gas facilities at West Valley Courthouse Site, $115^20. 

28. Filed letter from K. G. Carney, Jr., re County*s plans for im-
provement of Dry Creek Road between Meridian Road and Leigh Av. 

29. Referred to Dept. of Public Works, petition of Dorothy Foster,, 
et al, for improved access to area of St. Joseph Avenue and 
Maryknoll Road near Los Altos= 
Directed County Executive to urge S. P. Company to file necessary 
papers for abandoning railroad tracks from ^ 
Arastradero Road. Supervisor Levin votes No 

Filed letter from Santa Clara City Manager re Boards proposed 
expenditure of funds for Highway #9. 

31. Adopted resolutions to condemn for Downtown Court Site, property 
of C. Lombardo, and Rudolph Siegenthaler. 

32. Authorized execution of agreement for purchase of J. Campoli, 
et al, property, $300, for Orchard Avenue improvement. 

33. Taken under advisement to February 6, agreement for purchase of 
R. M. Byron property, $22,500, for Stevens Creek Park Development 

34. Adopted resolution approving agreement with State Division of 
Highways for joint acquisition of properties involved on con-
struction of State Route 239, and Lawrence Station Expressway. 

35. Approved the following Change Orders: 

(a) #220-1, no increase or decrease, to raise finished grade, 
Two-Lane Road on Orchard Avenue between Church and Hale Avenues. 

(b) #2, Electrical Distribution System at Elmwood Rehabilitation 
Center, $549.99 increase. 

(c) #GC-2,'Hospital Stages XV and V, $6,724.03 increase. 
Supervisor Hubbard abstains. 

36. Approved Director of Public Works' recommendation to acquire 
Dorcich property at corner of Lawrence Station Expressway and 
Stevens Creek Road. 

37. Authorized execution of Stipulation for Interlocutory Judgment 
of Condemnation, County vs Julio F. Camacho, et al, property on 
Davina Street for Civic Center Development. 

38. Adopted Ordinance NS-1004.69 designating 2-hour parking on west 
side of Rutland Avenue between W. San Carlos Street to a point 
1 O A J — I 



RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF 
THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 

. APPROVING CONSTRUCTION OF PROPOSED SEPARATION 
>\L, OF ARASTRADERO ROAD AND PROPOSED JUNIPERO SERRA 

FREEWAY. " 

WHEREAS, the County of Santa Clara, State of California, 

(hereinafter called "County") and the State of California, 

Department of Public Works, Division of Highways (hereinafter 

called !,State,r) have executed that certain agreement dated 

October 14, 1939 providing for the location and construction 

of a portion of State Route 239 known as Junipero Serra Freeway; 

and 

WHEREAS, State desires to construct, as a part of said freeway 

project, a grade separation at existing Arastradero Road and the 

proposed Junipero Serra Freeway as shown on State Drawing No. 

35-A-D9.5; and 

WHEREAS, County has deemed the separation essential for the 

efficient circulation of traffic and has for sometime urged the 

construction of said separation. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that County hereby approves 

of the construction of the proposed separation at Arastradero Road 

and the proposed Junipero Serra Freeway in accordance with the 

illustration of said separation shown on the aforesaid drawing. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that State is respectfully urged to 

incorporate the subject construction project as an amendment to 

the aforesaid agreement between State and.County at the earliest 

opportunity. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Public Works 

be authorized and directed to forward a copy of this resolution 

to the appropriate State officials. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the 

SEP 19 1960 

i n n w , / ^ YES: 

NO: ABSTAINS:. 

ABSENT: 



County of Santa Clara> State of California> this 19th day of 

September^ 1960j by the following vote: 

0 . , hU3BAHD-UVIM -WEICHEBT-BELLA UAdGIORE-MaftrkenS 
AYES: Supervisors, 

NOES: Supervisors, 

ABSENT: Supervisors, ^ o n e 

Chairman or the Boarder ?>upc r v Is^rs 

ATTEST: JEAN PULLAN, Clerk of the 
Board of Supervisors 

JRK:raeb - 9/12/0 



D E P A R T M E N T 

CITY CLERK July 28, i960 

Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County 
First and Rosa Streets 
San Jose, California 

City of Palo Alto 
1313 Newell Road 
Palo Alto, California 

City of Los Altos 
1 North San Antonio Road 
Los Altos, California 

RE: SAN ANTONIO - ALMA RAILROAD GRADE SEPARATION. 
Gentlemen: 

The members of the City Council of the City of Mountain View requested 
that I .express their appreciation to the agencies involved, in the 
agreement recently reached on the subject project. 

The cooperation and assistance rendered by all jurisdictions in expedit-
ing a study and execution of the agreement to meet the required deadline, 
was particularly appreciated. With the number of jurisdictions involved, 
this is a good example of what can be done to correct major problems 
when our governmental bodies work together to solve them. It speaks 
very well for local control and county cooperation. 

As this city has been given the responsibility of completing the job, 
we will proceed as rapidly as possible and present our plans to each 
of you as they develop. 

Very truly Yours, 

JEAN HIXSON, CITY CLERK 





A D D R E S S A L L C O M M U N I C A T I O N S T O 
P . O . B O X 3 3 6 6 , R 1 N C O N A N N E X 

S A N F R A N C I S C O 19 

1&T-1703.3 
IV-SCl-239-Cpo,B,Uts,IAH 

Honorable Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County Court House 
San Jose, California 

Gentlemen: 

At your October 13 meeting, you received preliminary statements from 
representatives of the Southern Pacific Company, Town of Los Altos Hills, 
City of Los Altos, State Division of Highways, and other interested parties 
concerning the proposed abandonment of the Southern Pacific Railroad's" 
line between Simla Junction and Arastradero Road. 

In conjunction with the abandonment matter, open discussion was had 
on the feasibility of relocating the spur track, that serves Permanente 
Cement Company, to a location westerly of Route 239 freeway. We have 
discussed the proposed spur relocation with representatives of the Southern 
Pacific Company and have determined that the proposal is feasible. We find 
that certain benefits will result from such a relocation to County of Santa 
Clara, Southern Pacific Company and State, some of which we list as follows: 

County and Crt-ies 
1. Will make available additional length of railroad right of way 
for proposed Foothill Expressway. 

2. Will eliminate the requirement for a grade crossing or a separa-
tion structure on proposed Foothill Expressway crossing of SPRR 
track. 

3. Will eliminate the existing railroad grade crossing of Homestead 
Road. 

Southern Pacific Company 

1. Will eliminate a wye switching maneuver now required for trains 
serving Permanente Cement Company plant. 

2. Will eliminate the existing grade crossing of Homestead Road. 

3^ Will eliminate the requirement for a grade crossing or a sepa-
ration structure at proposed Foothill Expressway crossing of 
existing SPRR track. 

S T A T E O F C A L I F O R N I A 

D E P A R T M E N T O F P U B L I C W O R K S 

D I V I S I O N O F H I G H W A Y S 
DISTRICT IV 
I S O O A K S T R E E T 

S A N F R A N C I S C O 2 . C A L I F O R N I A 

U N D E R H 1 L L 3 - 0 2 2 2 

November 13, 19$9 
P L E A S E R E F E R 
T O F I L E N O . 



Honorable Board of Supervisors 
Santa. Clara County - 2 - November 13, 19$9 

State 

Will eliminate the requirement for two freeway-railroad separation 
structures. 

We are agreeable to participating in the cost of relocating the 
Permanente spur track din an amount to be determined after thorough and 
complete cooperative study of the benefits that will accrue to each of 
the agencies involved. 

When your proposal has reached the stage where there is apparent 
assurance that the various jurisdictions .involved will approve of the 
abandonment of the SPRR spur between Simla Junction and Arastradero 
Road, we will undertake a cooperative stucfcr.to determine the benefits 
that will accrue to the various agencies through relocation of the Per-
manente Cement Company spur track, as proposed. 

Very truly yours, 

J. P. Sinclair 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 



November 28, 1959 

Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County 
1st and Rosa 
San Jose, California 

Gentlemen: 

I understand that November l6, 1959 is the date when the 
Board of Supervisors of Santa Clara County will consider the approval 
or rejection of a proposal to remove the tracks and passenger service 
of the Southern Pacific line which extends from California Avenue in 
Palo Alto toward Los Gatos. If this is correct, then I wish this 
letter to be a vigorous protest on the part of one Santa Clara County 
resident against the abandonment of such service. 

As you gentlemen are well aware, the area between Palo Alto 
and Los Gatos is daily feeling the influx of an expanding population. 
Removal of rail service would obviously impair the movement of 
people to and from San Francisco and contribute to fewer people 
becoming residents when they are commuters. Nor should your group 
overlook the fact those people working in San Francisco by and large 
represent a more stable type of people than the many newcomers which 
are involved in defense-supported activities. 

It is my observation that the roads presently connecting 
the residential areas and the present main line Southern Pacific 
stations are already over-taxed. Abandonment of rail service could 
only result in additional automobiles at peak hours being on these 
roadways. 

Very truly yours 

319 Eleanor 
Los Altos, California 

Date^N0V_16J959 

Copy each Bd Member - HWC • DPW - ffi- PC -

APPROVED 

RE: CE CC PC DPW FLD 

NO: ABSTAINS: 





November 15,1959 

Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clars County Office Building 
Civic Center 
San Jose, California 

G-entlemen: 

Your letter of November 5th informing me of the date, time and 
place for the next meeting regarding the proposed abandonment of 
the Southern Pacific Railroad right of way was greatly appreciated. 

Unfortunately due to the time of said meeting, I am unable to 
attends Attached is a carbon copy of the letter sent to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission opposing abandonment of the 
branch line which I believe will be of some value to you in 
considering this matter. 

I again wish to take ray stand that removing this means of transit 
will be a detriment to the growing Santa Clara Valley. Before 
you vote I wish to submit the proposition that the proposed new 
highway along the Southern Pacific right of way between Simla 
and Arastradero Road should be a supplement to existing trans-
portation structures rather than a replacement of sorely needed 
means of transportation now found. 

I further submit that abandonment of said line would not be 
to the best interests of all Santa Clara County residents and 
respectfully request that all avenues of this transportation 
problem be fully and carefully considered and explored before 
abandonment of the line is permitted. 

If further meetings are called for discussion of this subject, 
kindly let me know. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs. S. R. Denman 

NOV 1 6 1959 
Date.., ^ ^ 

APPROVED ; 

R£: CE CC P 6 DPff FLI* 
NO: ABSTAINS 



November 9, 1959 

Mr. K. Tuggle, President 
Chairman of Interstate Commerce 
The Interstate Commerce Commission 
Interstate Commerce, Building 
Washington, D. C. 

Be: Proposal to Abandon Southern 
Pacific Rail Service Between 
Arastrodero Road (Palo Alto) 
and Simla Junction (Santa 
Clara County)* 

Dear Mr. Tuggle: 

Submitted herewith 1s photostatic copy of a Petition signed by some 
of the consutere who use the train service in question opposing 
suggested abandonment thereof. 

Tbls service has been In existence for at least twenty years and Is 
the only public carrier connecting the Los fftatos/Los Altos areas 
with the main Southern Pacific roll line to San Francisco, the 
Board of Supervisors has stated that no substitute public bus service 
to the main line will be provided (and, lndded, that, no public bus 
service will be permitted on the proposed new expressway;. 
Consequently, If the present roll service Is withdrawn, persons com 
muting or traveling to San Francisco from Los Oatos, Monte Serrlno, 
Saratoga, parts of San Jose, Cupertino, Santa Clara, Monte Vista, 
Los Altos Hills, Los Altos and parts of Palo Alto will have to depend 
upon private automobiles to carry them either to the main Southern 
Pacific line or directly to San Francisco. 

The reason advanced by the Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors 
appears to be the alleged need for an expressway to be built on the 
, Southern Pacific right -of way. It seems obvious that If an express ~ 
way Is needed, it should be In addition to existing public carrier 
facilities, and that rather than abanSonlng such service, the direction 
should be toward improving and augmenting its potential so that It will 
serve not only the traffic to San Francisco but to and from the areas 
(Stanford Industrial sectdon, etc.) which have created the necessity 
for the expressway. Thus, It would seem that If the proposed express 
way is built parallel and in addition to the present track, and a 
system of dual-directional rail cars Inaugurated with a more frequent 
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servlce between the present termini of the line In question, 
to serve not only the San Francisco commuter patrons but the 
local transit needs as veil, the purpose and future adequacy 
expressway itself vould be enhanced and the financial return 
existing facilities increased. 

Abandonment of the rail service vlll obviously greatly Increase con* 
gsstlon of all roads In the area, especially the even now over-taxed 
roads leading to the Southern Pacific main line, thereby only coaqpotndlng 
the traffic and road problems of the vest end of Santa Clara County. At 
a time when automobile freeways have demonstrated themselves to be 
veritable Sorcerer's Apprentices, the Inevitability of lnterurban public 
transit facilities is widely recognized as the only savior on the Peninsula, 
the proposed destruction of this existing track, thereby forcing more 
people Into automobiles and out onto the roads, seems sheer folly. The ' 
solution is to modify the present system so as to increase its traffic 
load, not to tear It out. Looking to the future transit problems facing 
the Peninsula as it develops, Southern Pacific, as historically and 
otherwise the main public carrier, has a responsibility which must be 
met, not shucked off. 

Very truly yours, 

scheduled 
peak load 
of the 
from the 

Mrs. S. R. Denman 
7659 Rainbow Drive 
San Jose, California 

A Commuter Instrumental in 
circulating the Petition In 
question. 



Novomber 15,1959 

Santa Zluva County Board of Supervisors 
Santa Ulars County Office Building 
Civic Center 
3an J o s e , California 

Sentlemen: 

Your letter of November 5th Informing me of the d a t e , time ana 
jlsee for the next meeting regarding the proposed abandonme nt of 
the Southern'. Pacific Railroad right" of way was greatly appreciated 

Unfortunately due to the time of said meeting, I am unable to 
a t t e n d . Attached is. a carbon copy of the letter sent to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission opposing abandonment of the 
fcrbi.cl. line which I believe w i l l he of some value to you in 
cons liering this m a t t e r . 

I egaln wis! to take my stand that removing this means of transit 
will be a detriment to the growing Santa Zlhra V a l l e y . Before 
you vote I wish to submit the proposition that the propoeea new 
highway along the Southern Pacific right of way between Simla 
and Arastradero Road should b© a supplement to existing trans® 
portetlon structures rather than a replacement of sorely needed 
means of transportation now f o u n d . 

I further submit that abandonment of said line would not :;e 
t J the best interests of all Santa Clara County realuents and 
respectfully request that all avenues of this transportation 
problem be fully and carefully considered and explored before 
abandonment of the line is p e r m i t t e d . 

If further meetings are called for discussion of this s u b j e c t , 
kindly let me K n o w , 

5 incerely, 

M r s . 3 . R . Denman 



Los Altos, California 
November 14, 1959. 

Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors, 
20 West Rosa Street, 
San Jose, California.' V ' 

Gentlemen: 

It is my understanding that a- meeting of the Board 
will be held on Monday afternoon, November 16, 1959,. 
and that at this meeting this matter of discontinuing 
passenger service on the Los Altos-Monte Vista* Vasona 
Junction-Branch Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad, 
and abandonment of this branch line, will be brought 
up for further consideration.. 

I would like to protest against the abolishing- of this 
railroad service. I am employed in San Francisco and 
regularly commute by train. • Although only one passenger 
train* each way per day operates over this branch line, 
it is scheduled at commuter hours, and I personally find 
it a very great convenience to be able to take this 
train from the Los Altos Station. By count, there are 
from thirty-five to forty or more persons who regularly 
board this train each day at the Los Altos station, and 
I would estimate about four times that number are already 
on the train- from earlier stops. Two more stops made ' 
between Los Altos and the junction with the main line add 
to the number served by this train.. 

I feel therefore that this service fills a public need 
and that its discontinuance would be an inconvenience and 
a. hardship to many regular commuters. A large part of the 
territory served by the branch line is further removed 
firom the main line thati Los Altos itself. Home-building 
is actively going on in much of this area-, and it seems-
reasonable that use of this train service would increase 
in the future if this line was continued, as these resid-
ential areas fill up. 

For the reasons stated above, it is therefore felt that it 
is in the public interest for railroad service on this 
branch line to be continued. If the decision must be 
made to abandon the railroad service,., it is hoped that: all 
means will be explored of providing suitable alternative 
service, for example by bus, for the towns and residential 
areas now served by this train. 

Respectfully yours 

• / 



1115 Seena Ave. 
Los Aj.toe, Calif. 
Nov. 12, 195* 

Santa Clara County 
Board of Supervisors 
20 West Rosa, San Jose, Calif. 

Gentleman: 

I urge you make a decision in favor of retaining the present 
Southern Pacific service on the right of way through Los Altos. 
This decision is logical and critical to^the welfare of the 
entire Peninsula population of the present and future for the 
following reasons: 

1.A "rapid transit" right of way will be needed in the 
near future. The present Southern Pacific right of 
way, if destroyed, could riot be duplicated without 
extreme additional cost. 

2. Proposed realignment of Southern Pacific right of way 
to service the Kaiser Plant wotild be extremely expensive 
and reduce value of property in the Creston Tract 
which it would bisect. 

3. A freeway through the Los Altos Area has been programmed 
and would use only a portion of the existing right of 
way if realigned. 

4. Abandonment of this service and right of way would put 
an additional burden upon the roads leading to the main 
Southern Pacific line which would necessitate immediate 
expansion of these roads to handle the additional load 
of commuters that now use the Los Altos Line ana^Would 
have to purchase cars to drive to the main line. 

5® Th© number of commuters on the Los Altos line is con-
tinually increasing. At the station where i board there 
has been about a 25$ increase in the last li years. 

6. The Peninsula is an "Ideal" area for a rapid transit 
system due to its linear dimension. From Palo Alto 
South the width is greater so as to Justify parallel 
rapid transit routes. The present Southern Pacific flight 
of way is ideally located for this purpose. 
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7. Future growth of the Peninsula is dependent upon a 
rapid transit system. There is a great need for mass 
moving of people—not cars at the commute time. 

8. The City Councils of Los Gatos, Saratoga, Cupertino 
and Los Altos voted in- favor of keeping this line. 

I located near the Southern Pacific line through Los Altos 
in 1958 fully aware of the occasional attempts to discontinue 
this service but with the above facts in mind I was confident 
that the people controlling our transportation system would be 
intelligent enough to protect this vital service. Without this 
service I would be forced to move my residence from this area 
where I prefer to live. 

Respectfully; 



November 5, 1939 

Palo Alto City Council 
City Hall 

Palo Alto, California 

Gentlemen: 
The Board of Supervisors on November 16, 1959 at 

2:00 p.m., in the chambers of the Board, 20 West Rosa 
Street, San Jose, will continue discussion of the proposed 
abandonment of the Southern Pacific Railroad right of 
way between Simla Junction and Arastradero Road for the 
Foothill Expressway alignment as proposed by the DeLeuw, 
Gather Trafficwaye Plan* 

It is respectfully requested that your City Council 
be represented at this time* 

Very truly yours, 

RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of the 
Board of Supervisors 

Same letter to: 
Los Altos City Council 
Los Altos Hills City Council 
Cupertino City Council 
J. P. Sinclair State Div of Hwys 



November 5, 1959 

Southern Pacific Company 
65 Market Street 
San Francisco, California 

Attention: Mr* Robert A* Miller, 
District Superintendent 

Gentlemen: 

The Board of Supervisors on November 16, 1959 at 
2:00 p.m., in the chambers of the Board, 20 West Rosa 
Street, San Jose, will continue discussion of the proposed 
abandonment of the Southern Pacific Railroad right of 
way between Simla Junction and Arastradero Road for the 
Foothill Expressway alignment as proposed by the DeLeuw, 
Cather Trafficwaye Plan. 

It is respectfully requested that your Company be 
represented at this 

Very truly yours, 

RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of the 
Board of Supervisors 



November 5, 1959 

Mrs. S» R* Denman 
7659 Rainbow Drive 
San Jose, California 

Dear Mrs. Denman: 

The Board o£ Supervisors on November 16, 1959 at 
2:00 p.m., In the chambers of the Board, 20 West Rosa 
Street, San Jose, will continue discussion of the proposed 
abandonment of the Southern Pacific Railroad right of 
way between Simla Junction and Arastradero Road for the 
Foothill Expressway alignment as proposed by the DeLeuw, 
Cather Trafflcways Plan. 

This notice Is In accordance with your request 
of October 13th* 

Very truly yours, 

RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of the 
Board of Supervisors 





# 

October 1, 1959 

Palo Alto City Council 
City Hall 

Palo Alto, California 

Gentlemen: 
The Foothill Expressway, as proposed by DeLeuw Gather, 

utilizes the Southern Pacific Railroad right of way between 
Simla Junction and Arastradero Road. Therefor, the Board 
of Supervisors has indicated its intention to make appli-
cation to the Southern Pacific Company to abandon this 
portion of the railroad right of way. 

It is respectfully requested that your City Council 
be represented at a meeting of the Board of Supervisors 
on October 13, 1959 at 4:00 p.m. in the chambers of the 
Board, 20 West Rosa Street, San Jose, for discussion 
of the proposal. 

Very truly yours > 

RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of the 
Board of Supervisors 

By Mrs. Jean Pullan, Deputy Clerk 

Same letter to: 
Los Altos City C o u n c i l ^ 
Los Altos Hills City Council 
Cupertino City Council 



October 1, 1959 

State Division of Highways 
P.O. Box 3366 
Rincon Annex 
150 Oak Street 
San Francisco 19, California 

Attention; J. P. Sinclair, Assistant 
State Highway Engineer 

Gentlemen: 

The Foothill Expressway, as proposed by DeLeuw Cather, 
utilizes the Southern Pacific Railroad right of way between 
Simla Junction and Arastradero Road. Therefor, the Board 
of Supervisors has indicated its intention to make application 
to the Southern Pacific Company to abandon this portion 
of the railroad right of way. 

It is respectfully requested that your agency be 
represented at a meeting of the Board of Supervisors on 
October 13, 1959 at 4:00 p.m. In the chambers of the Board, 
20 West Rosa Street, San Jose, for discussion of the 
proposal. 

Very truly yours, 

RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of the Board 
of Supervisors 

By Mrs. Jean Pullan, Deputy Clerk 



October 19 1959 

Southern Pacific Company 
65 Market Street 

San Francisco, California 

Attention: Mr. Robert A* Miller, District Superintendent 

Gentlemen: 
The Foothill Expressway, as proposed by DeLeuw Cather, 

utilizes the Southern Pacific Railroad right of way between 
Simla Junction and Arastradero Road. Therefor, the Board 
of Supervisors has indicated Its intention to make application 
to the Southern Pacific Company to abandon this portion 
of the railroad right of way. 

It is respectfully requested that your Company be 
represented at a meeting of the Board of Supervisors on 
October 13, 1959 at 4:00 p.m. in the chambers of the Board, 
20 West Rosa Street, San Jose, for discussion of the 
proposal. 

Very truly yours, 

RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of the 
Board of Supervisors 

By Mrs. Jean Pullan, Deputy Clerk 



C O U N T Y O F S A N T A C L A R A 
P L A N N I N G D E P A R T M E N T 
S A N T A C L A R A C O U N T Y O F F I C E B L O B . • C I V I C C E N T E R 

F I R B T & R O S A S T R E E T S , S A N J P S C , C A L I F O R N I A 

K A R L J. OCLSER. DIRECTOR 

September 23, 1959 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Howard W. Campen, County Executive 

Fran: Karl J. Belser, Director of Planning 

Subject: Foothill Erpressrsay right of way and realignment of 
the Southern Pacific spur line serving Permanente. 

The Foothill Expressway, as proposed by De "Urns Cather, utilizes the Southern 
Pacific railroad right of way between Simla Junction and Ar&stradero Bead. 
This would of course Involve the abandonment of the right of 'way by the Scut barn 
Pacific Company. 

This proposal and the other elements of the Tr&fficu&ys Plan wero discusoed 
with Mr. John Hope, City Adminiatrator for the City of Loa Altos, on Sepfessfcar U, 
1959° Mr« Hope was in coaaplete agreement with the proposal and had inforan.1 ly 
sounded out the Southern Pacific Company in thio regard. He reported that 
Southern Pacific representatives were also in agreeaaant with the proposal, but 
firm in their position that the application for abandonment Bust originate 
with public representatives. 

In addition, Mr. Hope pointed out an area of conflict between the Southern 
Pacific spur line serving Permanent© and the interchange of the Junlpero Serra 
Freeway and the Foothill Expressway- He gave ua a print of the State Division 
of Highways design proposal for this interchange« 

The State design proposal calls for the Junlpero Serra Freeway to have two 
railroad underpasses in the iissediate area of the interchange. By a relatively 
simple realignment of the spur line, and a slight shifting of the Junlpero Serra 
Freeway, no railroad underpass would be required. (See attachment.) The 
construction savings to the State would be substantial. Also, the Foothill 
Expressway construction would require far less structure than shorn. 



# JouBty Execut ive ^ ^ , 
êptarattfer 23, 1959 ^ ^ ^ 

-Howard W. Campen, CoSKy Execut ive 

On Septanber 22, 1959, we met vlth the Southern Pacific Dlatrict Superintendent, 
Mr. Robert A* Miller, and two of hi8 engineers. They were in ccraplete accord 
'with the proposal to abandon the portion of rail line referred to and the 
desirability of the Penaanente spur realigncairt• Mr. Miller offered to assist 
in any way possible to further our proposals. H2 stressed the importance of 
public representatives originating the application for abandonoasrt. 
The Southern Pacific engineers otated that the State Divioion of Highwys have 
the Junipero Serra Freeway presently under design. For this reaoom, any proposal 
adjuetosnt of the State design must be initiated as soon as possible. It should 
be noted that the State is reluctant to change any of their deoigno once they 
are complete or on the basis of unofficial local proposals. 

For this reason it is reccaBaended that an application in tha form of a resolution 
be made by the Board of Supervisors to tho Southern Pacific Company to abandon 
the portion of the rail line in question altd to request a reallgszssat of th® spur 
serving Perraanente. The Southern Pacific Casapsny will than process the application 
for abandonment through the I.C.C. 
Mr. Miller suggested that the first step shoald be an informal naeting between 
the Board, the Los Altos City Council and City Acinictrator aad tha Southsra 
Pacific representatives. Efe felt this to bo ef groat urgency„ 
Because of the urgeacy, we suggest that the joint coating be set for Monday, 
October 1959- This will perait the results of the meeting to be Hade kno&n 
to the Trafflcways Ccaaoittee which meets cm October lU. The icattor has been 
brought to tho attention of the staff oubecsaittee of tha Trafficvayo Ccacsittee 
by Dexter Ahlgren, Los Altos City axgineer. With this action underlay, we will 
aaet with representatives of the State Division of Highways and Southern Pacific 
Company to iron out the necessary design adJuQt&ants. 

Karl J. ©eloor 

KJB:fpw 

Attaciaaent: 

Proposed Intersection of Foothill Expreofft̂ y 
with the Junipero Serra Freeway Kfop. . 
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STATE OF C A L I F O R N I A 
DEPARTMENT OF P U B L I C W O R K S 

D I V I S I O N O F H I G H W A Y S 
DISTRICT IV 
I SO OAK STREET 

S A N F R A N C I S C O 2 . C A L I F O R N I A 
U N D E R H I L L 3 - 0 2 2 2 

A D D R E S S A L L C O M M U N I C A T I O N S T O 
P. O . B O X 3 3 6 6 , R I N C O N A N N E X 

S A N F R A N C I S C O 19 
October 5, 1959 P L E A S E R E F E R 

T O F I L E N o . 

4QT1703.3 
IV-SCl-239-Cpo,B, 

LAts,LAH 

Mr. Richard Olson 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
Santa Clara County Office Bldg. 
First and Rosa Streets' 
San Jose, California 

Dear Mr. Olson: 

I have your letter of October 1st, signed by Mrs. Jean 
Pullan, Deputy Clerk, concerning a meeting on October 13 
at 4:00 p.m., to discuss possible abandonment of the Southern 
Pacific Company tracks in the vicinity of Los Altos. 

Mr. J. C. Black, Assistant District Engineer, will 
represent the Division of Highways at this meeting. 

Very truly yours, 

J. P. Sinclair 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 

B y ftd/U&A-
R. A. Hayl^f 
District Engineer 



• • 
SANTA CLARA COUNTY 

•V •• - " 1 «"» -R.-I * R » 

RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING DESIGN 
STANDARDS FOR JUNIPERO SERRA FREEWAY. 

WHEREAS since the advent of the "freeway" in California, the 
San Francisco Bay Area, and especially the Peninsula, there 
has been an ever-growing concern of many of our citizens over 
the absence of a truly creative and aesthetically satisfying 
relationship between the freeway and the land forms and 
community characteristics through which it traverses, and 

WHEREAS examples such as Bayshore, Embarcadero, and other free-
ways have set a formidably alarming backdrop for the design of 
Junipero Serra, a freeway which will pass through the most out-
standingly beautiful section of our Peninsula, and 

WHEREAS the apparent implications of this were of such magnitude 
that the formation of a Freeway Design Committee was spontaneously 
Initiated by citizens from the three Peninsula counties of 
.Santa Clara, San Mateo, and San Francisco, and the formation of 
the Peninsula Highway Policy Committee, composed of County Sup-
ervisors and City Councilmen has been consumated. This Committee 
has met and has adopted the following criteria as worthy ob 1 

J.ectives for the design and execution of the Junipero Serra 
Freeway: 

1. That the natural beauty of the area wherein the 
freeway is located is fully preserved. 

2. That the freeway be designed to follow the natural 
contour of the ground as much as practicable arid 
yet maintain grades and standards for maximum safety 
of driving, 

3o That the median area and widths of right-of-way 
vary in width to meet the unusual topographic 
conditions and to avoid drastic cuts and fills 
which will mar the natural terrain. 

4. That the project be landscaped with native plant 
materials which will obliterate construction 
grading as much as possible; screen off areas 
of incompatible use and effect other arrangement 
of planting in the interest of safe driving. 

5. That all grade separations, bridges, and other 
structures be designed to achieve an excellence 
of aesthetic appearance and that they be built 
of such materials which will blend appropriately 
with the landscape,, 

WHEREAS it is our belief that the State Highway Design engineers 
and the Bureau of Public Roads officials of the Federal Govern-
ment desire this high excellence of design, now therefore 

Boaipd of Supervisors 
BE IT RESOLVED that the Gdxboiô oisixxodd of . R f l n i : f l C j n t M > 

in regular meeting assembled on the 20 th day of April , 
19 59 , does support the general objectives as herein set forth, 
and does respectfully and urgently request the California 
Highway Commission, the Federal Bureau of Public Roads, and the 
State Highway Engineer and his staff, to find ways and means 
of accomplishing these objectives as set forth herein, and 
further \ 

U/2i|/59 Copies mailed AP^ 26 1 9 5 9 ^ V / C , 
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BE IT RESOLVED that copies of this resolution be sent to: 

Representative J* Arthur Younger 
State Senator Richard J. Dolwig 
Assemblyman Carl A. Britschgi 
Assemblyman Louis Francis 
The Federal Bureau of Public Roads 
The California Highway Commission, and to each member thereof 
State Highway Engineer George T. McCoy 
Assistant State Highway Engineer B. W; Booker 
Peninsula. Highway Policy,Committee 

Note: Santa Clara County jurisdictions should use their Con-
gressmen, State Senator and Assemblymen. 

j 

I 



PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors this 

20th day of A p r i l , 1959 by the following roll call votes 

AYES: Supervisors, BSLLA KASCRORS. HUSBAKD. LEVIN, SLAGHT WEICHERT 
NOES: Supervisors, 
ABSENT: Superv isors N o n S 
ABSTAINING: Supervisors, 

ATTEST: RICHARD^LSON, Clerk of the^Boar 



0 T A T B O P C A L I F O R N I A 

D E P A R T M E N T O P P U B L I C W O R K S 

D I V I S I O N O F H I G H W A Y S 
DISTRICT IV 
I S O O A K S T R E E T 

8 A N F R A N C I S C O 2 . C A L I F O R N I A 

U N DEftHILL 8 * 0 2 2 2 
A D P R S 8 8 A L L C O M M U N I C A T I O N S T O 

*». O . B O X 9 3 0 6 , R I N C O N A K I N B X 
S A N F R A N C I S C O 1 9 August 6, 1958 PLKASK RBFCR 

TO PIU NO. 

IV-SC1-239-B 

Honorable Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
Courthouse 

San Jose, California 

Gentleman: 
I wish to advise that on July 23, 1958* the California Highway 

Commission passed resolutions adopting the route for a portion of State 
Highway Route 239 in Santa Clara County between Saratoga Avenue and 
the San Mateo County Line and establishing a freeway thereon* 

A certified copy of the resolution adopting the route, a copy of 
the resolution establishing a freeway and a print of the signed general 
route map referred to therein are attached* 

The law pertaining to freeways prohibits connecting any new public 
road, street or highway to the freeway without a resolution of the 
California Highway Commission consenting to the sameQ The Commission 
may give or withhold its consent as in its opinion will best subserve 
the public interesto Also the State is empowered to acquire by purchase 
the rights of access to abutting properties should such action be deemed 
advisableo 

Your cooperation is requested in doing all possible to prevent the 
planning or construction of improvements which might conflict with the 
freeway, To this end may I request that this office be promptly noti-
fied of any contemplated subdivisions, applications for building permits, 
or plans for other possible conflicting developments on or near the route? 

Copies of this letter and attachments are being forwarded to the 
County Planning Commission, the Director of Public Works and the County 
Building Inspector 

Yours very truly, 

Bo Wo BOOKER 
Assto State Highway Engineer 

R 0 Ac HAYLER /f 
District Engineer 



Passed by C.H.C. 

JUL 2 3 1958 

RESOLUTION ADOPTING STATE HIGHWAY 
ROUTE IV-S CI -239 -B,SJs,SCI,Cpo,Sun v,LAts,LAH 

RESOLVED by the California Highway Commission 

that pursuant to the authority vested in it by law, 

this Commission does hereby select and adopt the 

route for a portion of State Highway in Santa Clara 

County, between Saratoga Avenue and the San Mateo 

County Line, road IV-SC1-239-B,SJs,SCI,Cpo,Sunv,LAts,LAH, 

as outlined in project reports dated January 25, 1957j 

and March 18, 1957> and as shown on a map thereof signed 

by B. W. Booker, Assistant State Highway Engineer, dated 

March 19, 1958, approved March 25, 1958, by G. T. McCoy, 

State Highway Engineer, and further identified by the 

signatures of a majority of the Commissioners, and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Commission has 

found and determined, and hereby declares, that such 

selection and adoption of the location of said State 

highway is for the best interest of the State• 

THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregoing is a full and correct copy 
of the original resolution passed by the California Highway Com-
mission af its meeting regularly called and held on the.„23r.d. 
day 19J.1 in the City dJtecrsmentp 
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and 
votina therefor. 

at its meeting regularly 
July . 19 58 

G. N. COOK 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE 

CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION 

BBT. B4J8. 34380 B-BB BM SCO 



RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A FREEWAY 

ON 
o 

ROAD IV-SC1-239- B f S Js ,SCI, Cpo, Sunv,LAts ,LAH 

RESOLVED by the California Highway CommissionJ 
I 0 

1, That the public interest and necessity require 

the laying put, acquisition and construction as a freeway 

of the section of State highway hereinafter described, 

lying within the Cities of San Jose, Santa Clara, Cuper-

tino, Sunnyvale, Los Altos and Los Altos Hills and the 

County of Santa Clara, and designated as Road IV-SC1-239-

B, S Js ,SCI,Cpo,Sunv,LA t s,LAH» 

2 e That the section of State highway hereinafter 

described is hereby declared to be and from the date 

hereof shall have the status of a freeway, as said term 

is defined in Section 23*5 of the Streets and Highways 

Code, for all purposes provided by law, 

3<> The section of State highway hereinbefore referred 

to is specifically described as follows: 

That portion of State Highway Route 239 in the 
Cities of San Jose, Santa Clara, Cupertino, 
Sunnyvale, Los Altos and Los Altos Hills and 
the County of Santa Clara between Saratoga Ave-
nue and the San Mateo County Line* as same is 
shown on the general route map thereof adopted 
by the California Highway Commission on July 23, 
1958, which general route map is on file in the 
office of the Department of Public Works at 
Sacramento, California * 

/ 

THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the fore-
going is a full and correct copy 
of the original resolution passed 
by the California Highway Commission 
at its meeting regularly called and 
held on the 23rd day of July 1958, in 
the City of Sacramento, a majority of 
the members of said Commission being 
present and voting therefor* 

Dated this 25th day of July 1958. 
/s/ Go N* Cook, Assistant Secretary of the California 

Highway Commission 
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€USTICE & fESUEU 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

W . G O R D O N E U S T I C E | 3 Q M ^ N S T R E E Y P O S T O F F I C E B O X 
J E R O M E W - F E E L E Y IZ3A LOS ALTOS, CflLlfOBnlfl 

W H I T K C L I F F 8 - 1 0 9 6 

5 May 1958 
J i 

* " 

Honorable Board of Supervisors 
" County of Santa Clara 

First and Rosa 
San Jose, California 

Gentlemen: 

Since last Monday's meeting we have been deluged with 
words but have had very few facfcs. 

In perspective, now, the point we find most distressing 
is how the Board of Supervisors could conscientiously propose 
any route for the freeway with the data it had. Insofar^ as; we 
know the Bbard accepted M r . Hubbard's; recommendation, without m o r e , 
and M r . Hubbard's recommendation w a s , so he says?, baaed almost, 
solely on the DeLeuw, Gather report. 

Why did not the Bbard of Supervisors insist upon a full 
inquiry into this vital matter before making i t s determination? 
For all we know the Board did not give this proble m the study 
it would haire an application for rezoning a 50 foot parcel from 
R=1 to R=3 in Coyote* 

W h y , OH, Why,* 

1* I s the Bbard of Supervisors unwilling to seek the 
advice of its professional Planning Department. 
This Departmentj who have also seen the DeLeuw, 
Gather report, still favor the railroad route. 
The Ghairman of this; Commission has: substantial 
holdings along the railroad route and the Bbard 
should be interested in his views. 

2 . Has not someone inquired of the Southern Pacific 
• Railroad whether it would sell its right of way. 
Highway engineers admit this would effect material * 
savings for the railroad route* EVen should the 
railroad be unwilling to sell itsslittle 2Wa-day-
commuter-gold-mine, still it could be condemned 
since a freeway likely would be d&emed a "'more 
necessary use"' than a commuter spur* 

-•one' 



Honorable Bbard of Supervisors 
5 May 1958. 

3* Is the Board so eager to accept the DeLeuw, 
Cather report as the only gospel? It is 
incomplete and inconclusive* A few people are 
allowed to see some of the charts, but m a y not 
take notes* Atir best it suggests two routesmay 
be necessary somewhere in the general area off 
Los Altos by 1985* This. is hardly a mandate for 
endorsing the foothill route in 1958* At least: 
the Bbard should defer using this report as an 
authority until it is complete and available for 
p u M i c scrutiny. 

4* Iffi the Board willing to accept an expressway, 
presumably partly at County expense, along the 
railroad tracks in preference to a modern 
freeway financed by federal and state funds;? 

5* Last week in Los Altos;, Mr* Hayler of the highway 
engineers, reported the freeway was part of the 
national road network and not primarily to semre 
local traffic* If this is sos: 

a* The DeLeuw, Cather report has little validity 
since it is primarily concerned with local 
traffic* 

b* Why route the freeway into San Jose? Keep 
it in the foothills around Saratoga and L o s 
Gatos thence south* Or betteir still use 
Skyline D*iv e* At: least build the railroad 
track expressway and by 1985 a more westerly 
route like " F m will be indicated* 

Ass an aside, why is it such a boon to San Jose 
tS push the freeway right tthrough the city, 
yet to do the same thing in Los Altos i & 
disruptive* 

c* The User Savings schedules published by the 
highway engineers are meaningless* 

Finally, what is Stanford®s. role? Obviously if Stanford 
favored the n W " then the railroad.tracks would be it* I ® Stanford 
prepared to sacrifioe the residential foothill area just to preserve 
the integrity of its industrial tract* The bulk of the traffic 
along Fremont A^anue, and it isi becoming acute, is Stanford bound* 

-two 



Honorable Board of Supervisors 
5 May 1958 

Bending a full investigation and recommendation based oxn 
all relevant factors, we request that the Board of Supervisorst 

Withdraw i t s present recommendation f o r the "'C111 route j 
Ask the Highway Commission to reserve its determination 
until after the Board has made its abudy and. 
recommendation; 

Undertake a full investigation of all facets of this 
complicated problem* If the DfeLeuw,Gather report 
is deemed pertinent, then no decision* should be made 
until the full report is complete and available for the 
public: to see* Until a full and fair examination is 
had no Supervisor is qualified to judge and no 
Supervisor tan take comfort i m h i s decision« 

WGE/si 

-three* 



i T ' l f » S T A T E O F C A L I F O R N I A 

D E P A R T M E N T O F P U B L I C W O R K S 

D I V I S I O N O F H I G H W A Y S 
DISTRICT IV 
1 B 0 O A K S T R E E T 

S A N F R A N C I S C O 2 , C A L I F O R N I A 

U N D E R H I L L 3 - 0 2 2 2 

A D D R E S S A L L C O M M U N I C A T I O N S T O 
p . o . B O X s s e e , R I N C O N A N N E X 

S A N F R A N C I S C O 10 

April 2, 1958 
P L E A B B R E F E R 
T O F I L E N O . 

IV-SCl-239-Var 

Mr. Oran L. Slaght 
Chairman of the Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
First and Rosa Streets 
San Jose, California 

Dear Mr. Slaght: 

Please refer to your letter of March 31* 1953, concerning 
conflict between the recommended line for the Junipero Serra Free-
way and property acquired by the Cupertino Union School District 
for use as a school site. This property is approximately ten acres 
in extent, located in the northwesterly corner of the £aravich 
property lying north of Stevens Creek Road and west of Lawrence 
Station Road. 

A conference was held April 1 with representatives of the 
Cupertino Union School District, the Planning Department of the 
County of Santa Clara, and the property owner, to determine how 
this conflict could be resolved. It was tentatively agreed that by 
shifting the freeway location slightly to the southwest and moving 
the school site location northerly 140 feet, it would be possible 
to minimize the conflict so that there will not be a delay in con-
struction of the school and there will be a minimum of disturbance 
to the freeway location. 

This tentative plan received the general approval of all those 
present and details for the changes are now being worked out. 

Very truly yours, 

B. W. Booker 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 

R. A. Hay Iter 
District Engineer 

APR 7 
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March 31. 1958 

State Division of Highways District IV Post Office Box 3366. RinconAnnex I5D Oak Street San Francisco* California 
Gentlemen: 

It has been brought to the attention of the Board of Supervisors of Santa Clara County that the proposed Route U-5 of the Junipero Serra Boulevard passes through a parcel of property acquired by the Cupertino Union School District for use as a school site. 
Please be advised that although this Board has hereto* fore approved Route U-5 f it is both willing and desirous that the route be altered to avoid the above mentioned school site. 

Very truly yours. 

ORAN L. SLAGHT Chairman of the Board of Supervisors 
OLSzeo cc: Cupertino Union School District Mr. Spencer Williams, County Counsel 



RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE 
C O U N T Y OF SANTA CLARA RECOMMENDING TO THE 
CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISS ION THE L O C A T I O N 
OF STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE 239 BETWEEN THE NORTH 
C O U N T Y LINE A N D SARATOGA AVENUE. 

WHEREAS, the State Highway Engineer w i l l shortly make his recommendation 

to the Cal i forn ia Highway Commits ion re lat ive to a route locat ion for State Highway 

Route 239, comrmjnly known as Junlpero Serra Freeway, between the Nor th County l ine 

and Saratoga AveAue to a junct ion wi th the previously adopted port ion of Route 239, 

and 

WHEREAS, the State Highway Engineer has requested the recommendations of 

the various po l i t i ca l jurisdictions concerned w i th the said rout ing, and 

WHEREAS, the County of Santa Clara Board of Supervisors has caused studies 

and Investigations to be made of various alternate lines for said rout ing, as developed 

by the State Division of Highways, and 

WHEREAS, said studies and Investigations have indfqfcted that l ine " A " between 

the Nor th County l ine and the v i c in i t y of Blaney Avenue and that l ine "B" between the 

Nor th County l ine and Saratoga Avenue are h ighly disruptive of community values and 

otherwise detrimental to proper development of the area, and 

WHEREAS, l ine " C between the Nor th County l ine and Simla Junct ion, l ine 

U - 5 between Simla Junct ion and the v i c in i t y of Blaney Avenue, and l ine " A " between 

the v i c in i t y of Blaney Avenue and Saratoga Avenue, as shown on the attached map, 

are less disruptive of community values and are In general conformity wi th the streets 

and highway plans of the County and the various communities, and 

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara has held a 

publ ic meeting on March 10, 1958, to discuss the alternate lines of routing w i th 

representatives of the various c i t ies, 

w « j s l i i j * !— . 
ifrPtttWfcD —• 
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N O W , THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of the County 

of Santa Clara that State Highway Route 239 between the Nor th County l ine and Saratoga 

Avenue be located along l ine " C " between the Nor th County l ine and Simla Junct ion, 

l ine " U - 5 " between Simla Junct ion and the v i c i n i t y of Blaney Avenue, and l ine " A " 

between the v i c i n i t y of Blaney Avenue and Saratoga Avenue to a connection wi th the 

previously adopted port ion of Route 239, the abovementloned lines as developed by the 

State Division of Highways, and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Cal i forn ia Highway Commission be urged 

to adopt the general route as described above, at the earliest possible t ime, and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that , In order to reduce community disruption and 

to make freeway development compatible to adjoin ing development, the State Division 

of Highways take a l l measures to properly landscape the entire length of State Highway 

Route 239 through Santa Clara County. 

PASSED A N D ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa 

Clara, State of Ca l i fo rn ia , this day of MAR 1 7 1958 1 9 5 8 / 

by the following voter 

AYESi Supervisors, Brown, Duila ̂aggiore, Hubbard, Levin, Sla«ht 

NOESt Supervisors, N o | | 6 

ABSENT: Supervisors, „ 
None 

ATTEST: RICHARD O L S O N , Clerk of 
the Board of Supervisors 

Seal 

- 2 -
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' C O U N T Y OF S A N T A CLARA 
' k 

Office of the BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
A . W . B R O W N , I S T . D I S T R I C T 

S A M P , D E L L A M A G G I O R E , 2 N D D I S T R I C T , C H A I R M A N 

E D , R . B I L E V I N , S R D D I S T R I C T 

O R A N L . S L A G H T , 4 T H D I S T R I C T 

W E S L E Y L . H U B B A R D , STH D I S T R I C T 

R I C H A R D O L S O N , C L E R K O F T H E B O A R D 

S A N T A C L A R A C O U N T Y O F F I C E B L D G . C I V I C C E N T E R 

F I R S T A N D R O S A S T R E E T S , S A N J O S E , C A L I F O R N I A 

P . O . B O X 1 0 0 7 

March 18, 1958 

He: Juniperro Serre Freeway 

Mr* C. M« Gillie* Chairaan 
California Highway Commission 
Sacramento, California 

Dear Mr. Gillisj 

Enclosed please find three certified copies of 

resolution adopted by the Board of Supervisors on 

March 17, 1958, recommending location of State Highway 

Route 239 between the Worth County Line and Saratoga 

Avenue in Santa Clara County. 

The California Highway Coiamission is urged to 

adopt the general route described in said resolution 

and to properly landscape th6 entire lenght of said 

Route 239 through Santa Clara County. 

Your support of these requests will be greatly 

appreciated. 
Very truly yours* 

BOARD OP SUPERVISORS 

B y _ 
Clerk of the Board 

COPV 



March 18, 1958 

Rot Juniperro Serra Freeway 

Mr« C« ia« Gillis, Chairman 
California Hiehway Cosnmission 
Sacramento, California 

Dear Kr. Gilliss 

Enclosed please find three certified copies of 

resolution adopted by the Board of Supervisors on 

March 17$ 1958, recoaimending location of State Highway 

Route 239 between tho North County Line and Saratoga 

Avenue in Santa Clara County. 

The California Highway Gonimisoion is urged to 

adopt the general rout© described In eaid resolution 

ond to properly landscape tho entire lenght of said 

Route 239 through Santa Clara County. 

Your support of those requests will be greatly 

appreciated. 
Very truly yours, 

BOARD OF SUPEJWXC08S 



RESOLUTION OF THE SO Aft D OF SUPERVISORS OF THE 
COUNTY Of SANTA CLARA RECOMMENDING TO THE 
CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION THE LOCATION 
OF STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE 239 BETWEEN THE NORTH 
COUNTY LINE AND SARATOGA AVENUE* 

WHEREAS, the State Highway Engineer will shortly moke his recommendation 
to the California Highway Commission relative to a route location for State Highway 
Route 239, c own awl y known at Junipero Serra Freeway, botwoon the North County lino 
and Saratoga Avenue to a junction with tho previously adapted portion of Route 239, 
and 

WHEREAS, tho Stete Highway Englnoor hot requested tha losooanondutloni of 
tho various political |urttdletlem concerned with tha said routlf*, *id 

WHEREAS, tho County or Santa Clara Board of Supervisors hat caused studies 
and Invotflgatlens to bo made of various alternate linos for said routing, at davolopod 
by tho Stoto Division of Highways, and 

WHEREAS, sold studios and Investigations havo Indleutcdthat lino "A" botwoon 
tho North County lino and tho vlalnlty of llanay Avonuo and that lino "B* botwoon tho 
North County Una and Saratoga Avonuo oro highly disruptive of community valuas and 
otherwise detrimental to propgf dovolopamnt of tho OTOQ, and 

WHEREAS, lino "C" botwoon tho North County lino and Simla Junction, lino 
U-fl botwoon Simla Junction and tho vicinity of Bianoy Avonuo, and lino "A" botwoon 
tho vicinity of Bianoy Avonuo and Saratoga Avonuo, as shawm on tho attached map, 
oro loss disruptive of community values and oro In gei^fal conformity with the streets 
and highway plans of tho County and tho various oooanunltlos, and 

WHEREAS, the Boord of Supervisors of tho County of Santa Clara has hold a 
public meeting on March 10, 199ft, to dhcum the alternate lines of routing with 
representatives of tho various cities, 
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•I IT FIKTH0L IIJOiVID HmI, Iw i^we wwmlfy An^lw eii 

! • M h a Itmmmf imriifmiw* • • • p f t h U to H m S W t D M a t o n 

N||lMijfl M M oil MMMMI ti pflîGfly IMAN^c AI wllni IĈJJHI cf SMt Mfkwiy 

Utfto 239 S«*to Ctm C«w>y. 

PASSID A N D A D O T T F O by H m I o m H W S W P » R V B O W W H m C*m*y W S — t o 

C L M , S t o t o » * C « l l f « » J O F H * ' M A R 1 7 1958 1 f 9 g y 

B Y T H E Mltwki| V T T O T 

AYISi • Brown, Delia 14a$«iore, Hubbard, Levin, Slaght 

NOfSi Sepwvhm, Hone 
AiSINTt iywvhari , Moii* 

ORAN L. SLAGHT 

A T T K S T I MCMAkD O L S O N , CUrk of 

S M I 
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NOW, THPIfOM, M tT KlSOiVIP by tbo ol i^mrkmn of tbo Coowty 

of Sflild elm tbot SMi H I | I M ^ I I N N 239 bitwNM Ifci M M Hi County lino oii 

Avmoe bo loootarf eJof« IIM X" UNmen HM North County lino and Sholo Jintlon, 

Ibo M M " botwoon Sbolo J U M H M and tbo vUWty of Monoy Avenue, and lint "A** 

prwAmMy \itfUi pmtkm of loota W , H K ntlwd Itnoi 01 dwl^td by tbo 

II If PtfffWD USOiVIP tbiI tbo CWlfrftdo H&wy Ummtutm bo wfd 

taofcpttbofMmlflMtaoidMHborfobir* o» tbo o«llo# jmftlo HIM, ond 

MITFUnrHOt USOtVID MM*, bi m4m to ••••unity d^lon ood 

to «obo Irtowy iwprflblo to dovolopotnt, tbo Stato PbMw 

O F ttigbwoyt tabo oil O M M M I to ptapoHy tondtt̂ o lbs owtlfo lonftb of Stato Mflbwoy 

toota 23f tbvoopb Santa CJoro County* 

PASSC0 AMD ADOPTID by tbo loffrf of Suporvboa of Ibo County of Sonta 

Cloro, Stata of Collfaa**, tbb 4m* of MAR 17 1958 
L„ H _ * . -
wy im mmrao wni 

AYISl SvpotvltMft, Brown, DeliaMaegiore, Hubbard, Levin, Slaght 

NOISi fc*trvb«v Hon^ 

AISINTt Soporvlion, Hot* 

botwoon tbo vlobklty of Hooey Avonoo ond Sofotoyo Awoo too 

OKAN L. SLAGHT 

ATTISTi IICMAftD OtSON, Clo* of 
tbo loorf of Soptrvboit 
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RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE 
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA APPROVING THE LOCATION 
OF STATE HIQHWAY ROUTE 239 BETWEEN ROUTE 5 AND 
SARATOGA AVENUE AND V A X V U O FURTHER PUBLIC 
HEARINGS RHOARDINO SAID LOCATION 

WHEREAS, the California Highway Cosstf-ssion on October 23, 

1957* has Indicated its intention to adopt a looatlon for State 

Highway Route 239# between Route 5 end Saratoga Avenue aa shown 

on the attaohed Map and the establishment of a freeway thereon; 

and 

WHEREAS, publlo meetings regarding the proposed loeation 

were held on April 4, 1957, June 17* 1957, July 10, 1957* August 

9» 1957 and August 15* 1957* after due notice of such nestings 

in the loeal newspapers, and at whioh meetings members of the 

press were present; and 

WHEREAS, no opposition to the proposed looatlon, as shown 

on said map, was evident at said meetings; and 

WHEREAS, early determination of said looatlon will be a 

benefit to the development of adjacent areas; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors 

of the County of Santa Clara that the proposed loeation of State 

Highway Route 239 between Route 5 and Saratoga Avenue, as 

presented at said public meetings, is hereby approved, and that 

the early adoption of said location is considered to be in the 

public Interest; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors hereby 

determines that further public hearing on this matter is not 

necessary; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the California Highway 

Commission be urged to adopt the general route, as presented 

11/5 ? dups retd to John Kennedy 
4 - m 7 ROLL CAtLs 



at said public meetings, at the earliest possible tine, 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the 

County of Santa Clara, State of California, this *+th day 

of November ^ ^ ^ followli* rote: 

AYES: Supervisors, .£ro*n, kella Maggiore, Hubbard, Levin, Slagt 

NOESt Supervisors, None 

ABSENT: Supervisors, None 

ATTEST: RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of 
the Board of Supervisors 

JHK:»eb - 11/1/57 



B E G I N N I N G OF ROUTE ADOPTION END OF ROUTE ADOPTION 

4sst . S t a t e H ighway Engr. 
Appiovjl Kci nmmenjed: 

Approved : 

PL*NNM$ HNGMRRR 

IV 

SLTTF HTFHUJY FNGINRTR 
Civil Engineer—Liiens« No. 

DIRE, TUR OF PUBLIC TURK I ANI F.X O/FUIO 
MEMBER JNJ CHAIRMAN OF IHT CSLLFORNA 
HLJLHTT MY C.OMMILLION 

I hereby c c r t i f y that by resolution of the Cal i fornia H i g h w a y 
Commiss ion adopted the route marked 
"Proposed State H i g h w a y " on this m a p was selected and adopted as 
the route for a port ion of State H i g h w a y R o u t e 239 /n Son fa C/ar4 
County between Route 5 and Saratoga Avenue 

Attest: ... . 
S*vrr/<ir> 

C jlifornt* Highway CorrmiMum 
M k M B F R S U! C a I If ORNIA H k . M W A Y COMMISSION 

0 S E 

S T A T E OF C A L I F O R N I A 

D E P A R T M E N T O F P U B L I C W O R K S 

D I V I S I O N O F H I G H W A Y S 

DIST. IV S C I - 2 3 9 - S Js,B 
M A P S H O W I N G 

ROUTE OF PROPOSED 
S T A T E H IGHWAY 

IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY 
BETWEEN 

R O U T E 5 
A N D 

S A R A T O G A AVENUE 
S c a l e in F e e t 

O C T O B E R 1957 
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C O U N T Y - OF S A N T A C L A R A 
S P E N C E R M . W I L L I A M S 

' A S 

C O U N T Y C O U N S E L 

R O B E R T E . H A L E Y 

A S S I S T A N T C O U N T Y C O U N S E L 

D E P U T I E S : 

RODNEY R. A T C H I S O N 
J O H N R. K E N N E D Y 

ROBERT P. M c N A M E E 
ROBERT S. BTURQES 

JOAN A. S Y M O N 

W Office of the COUNTY COUNSEL 
H A L L O R R E C O R D S 

S A N J O S E 1 3 , C A L I F O R N I A 

T E L E P H O N E C Y P R E S S 5 - I O S C T 

November 4, 1957 

Mr* Richard Olson 
Clerk, Board of Supervisors 
Civic Center Building 
San Jose, California 

Dear Dick; 

Ve have prepared for adoption by the Board of Supervisors 
on November 4, 1957* two Resolutions which have been requested 
by the State Division of Highways. One Resolution Involves the 
relocation and improvement of State Highway Routes 239 and 114 
between Route 2 and existing Route 114 north of Azule. The 
other Resolution pertains to the location and Improvement of 
Route 239 between Route 5 and Saratoga Avenue. 

By virtue of these Resolutions, the Board of Supervisors 
waives any further hearings on the looatlon of the two high-
ways due to the faot that several hearings have been held on 
their location without apparent opposition* 

The State Division of Highways has requested three copies 
of the Resolutions. If you will return them to this office, 
we will see that they are forwarded to the proper person. We 
suggest that you keep the copies of the Resolutions whioh have 
attached thereto the strip maps indicating the looatlon of the 
highways. We will forward the Resolutions that do not contain 
the strip maps and request the Division of Highways to attach 
thereto the required number of copies. 

Very truly yours, 

/JOHN R. KENNEDY 
Deputy County Counsel 

JRKsmeb - encl. 
cc— R. Sorensen 



0 
RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF 
THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA APFWIltt TEE 
LOCATION 07 STATE HHIHWAY ROUTE 239 AND 
114 BETWEEN ROUTE 2 AND EXISTIW ROUTE 114 
NORTH OF AZULE AND WAIVU® FURTHER PUBLIC 
H»wpffg wtmm mww 

WHEREAS, the California Highway Commission on October 23, 

1957, hasindioated its Intention to adopt a looatlon for State 

Highway Routes 239 and 114, between Route 2 and exietii* Route 

114 nortb of Asule, as ahownon tbo attaohod nape, and the 

MtakXlilaent of a freeway thereonj and 

WHEREAS, publlo aootlnga regarding tbo propoaod looatlon 

were hold on April 4, 1957# June 17, 1957* JwUr 10, 1957, and 

August 9» 1957, after duo notloo of auoh meetings m tbo looal 

newspapers, and at whloh meetings members of tbo presa wore 

present; and 

WHEREAS, no oppealtlon to tbo propoaod looatlon, aa ahown 

on said Maps, waa evident at aald meetings; and 

WHEREAS, early determination of sild looatlon will bo a 

benefit to tbo development of adjaeent areas; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE If RESOLVED, by tbo Board of Suporviapra 

of tbo County of Santa Clara that the propoaod looatlon of Stato 

Highway Routes 239 sad 114 between itouie 2 and oxlatU* tout* 

114 north of Asule, aa presented at oald publlo nobtli^a, lo 

hereby approved, and that ^ho oarly adoption of aald looatlon la 

oonaldorod to bo in the publlo interest! and 

BE XT FURTHER RESORTED that tbo Board of Supervisors hereby 

detonalnos that further publlo hearing on this natter la not 

neoeaaaryi and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that tbo California Highway 

Commission bo urged to adopt the general route, aa presented 

yf 
3 dups to John Kennedy , 

*0V4- ,957 ̂ iti^tSi *SS 



at said publle Meetings, at the earliest possible ti««. 

PASSED AND ADOPTKD by the Board of Supervisors of the 

County of Santa Clara, Stat* of California, this 4th day of 

November , 1957# by the following vote: 

AUBSi 

NOBSi 

ABSENT: 

Supervisors, Brown, Delia Magglore, Hubbard, l r , . •'Mar: 

Supervisors, N o n e 

Supervisors, None 

• 

ATTK3T: HICHABD OLSOM, Clerk of 
the Beard of Supervisors 

JJUCtmeb - 1 1 / V 5 7 
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BEGINNING OF ROUTE ADOPTION END OF ROUTE ADOPTION 

Route 5 as adopted 10-22-52 Jssf State, rtdffiway Engr. 
Approvaf Recommended: 

Plan mi % Engintf* 

Approve J : 

Y'j/f Ihghu jy F.n^mrrr 
Civs! Fnginccr L i n i w N o . 

thm-tut nf Public B orki *nd Ex Ufa to 
Shtibt* an J o? thf or* i* 
IftX^tt JV i.'ommiitw* 

% \ <5* 
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I hereby cer t i fy that hv resolution of tho Cal i fornia H i g h w a y " 
Commiss ion adopted the route marked 
"Proposed State H i g h w a y " on this map was selected and adopted as 
the route for a portion o f State H i g h w a y Route 239 in Sonta Clara 
County b«+w«ffr-t Pou + e 2 ond Route. 5 

S T A T E O F C A L I H O H N I A 

D E P A R T M E N T O F P U B L I C W O R K S 

D I V I S I O N O F H I G H W A Y S 

DIST. IV SCI~ 239 - A .SJs 
M A P S H O W I N G 

ROUTE OF PROPOSED 
S T A T E H IGHWAY 

IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY 
BETWEEN 
ROUTE 2 

AND 
ROUTE 5 

Attest: 
V crr/jr> C jiiliiriiu H>i;li w jv ( .immiMH'ti 

M l M H I K V O I C A I I I O K N I S I I K . I I » » C O M M I S S I O N 

S c a l e i n F e t t 

2 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 8000 
O C T O B E R 1 9 5 7 
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A s s t . S t a t e H i g h w a y Engr. 
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ApproveJ: 

Sfstr Hithmy logitutT 
Civil Engineer I.ictn«No. 
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C O U N T Y OF S A N T A C L A R A 
S P E N C E R M . W I L L I A M S 

COUNT.Y C O U N S E L 

R O B E R T E . H A L E Y 

A S S I S T A N T C O U N T Y C G U N S C L 

' D E P U T I E S : 

RODNEY R. A T C H I S O N 

' J O H N R. K E N N E D Y 

R O B E R T P. MCNAMEE 

/ R O B E R T B. S T U R G E S 

'. J O A N A . S Y M Q N 

^ O f f i c e of the COUNTY COUNSEL 
H A L L OF RECORDS 

S A N J O S E i3, C A L i r O R N I A 
T E L E P H O N E C Y P P C S B S - 1 0 5 0 

November 4, 1957 

Mr. Richard Olson 
Clerk, Board of Supervisors 
Civic Center Building 
San Jose, California 

Dear Olcks 

We have prepared for adoption by the Board of Supervisors 
on November 4* 1957* two Resolutions which have been requested 
by the State Division of Highways*, One Resolution Involves the 
relocation and improvement of state Highway Routes 239 and 114 
between Route 2 and existing Route 114 north of Azule. The 
other Resolution pertains to the location and improvement of 
Route 239 between Route 5 and Saratoga Avenue* , 

By virtue of these Resolutions, the Board of Supervisors 
waives any further hearings on the location of the two high-
ways due to the fact that several hearings have been held on 
their location without apparent opposition* 

the State Division of Highways has requested three copies 
of the Resolutions* It you will return them to this office, 
we will see that they are forwarded to the proper person* We 
suggest that you keep the copies of the Resolutions which have 
attached thereto the strip maps indicating the location of the 
highways* We will forward the Resolutions that do not contain 
the strip maps and request the Division of Highways to attach 
thereto the required number of copies. 

Very truly yours, 

JOHN fU KENNED? 
Deputy County Counsel 

jRKimeb * enel* 
eo»«R« Sorensehj 

Enclosed are the tw 
directed to the Board of 
regarding the above subj 

the Division of. Highways 
d dated October 30, 1957 



A D D R E S S A L L C O M M U N I C A T I O N S TO 
P . O . B O X 3 3 6 6 , R I N C O N A N N E X 

S A N F R A N C I S C O I S 

S T A T E O F C A L I F O R N I A 

D E P A R T M E N T O F P U B L I C W O R K S 

D I V I S I O N O F H I G H W A Y S 
DISTRICT IV 
1 5 0 O A K S T R E E T 

S A N F R A N C I S C O 2 . C A L I F O R N I A 

U N D E R H I L L 3 - 0 2 2 2 

October 30, 1957 P L E A S E R E F E R 
T O F I L E N O . 

IV-SGl-239-SJs,B 

Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
County Court House 
San Jose, California 

Gentlemen: 

The California Highway Commission has before it for con-
sideration the matter of the location and improvement as a freeway 
of a portion of State Highway Route 239 in Santa Clara County, Road 
IV-SCl-239-SJs,B, between Route 5 and Saratoga Avenue. 

The State Highway Engineer, in accord with established 
practice, has recommended to the Commission that the route be 
located as shown on the attached map, 

A copy of the "Notice of Intention on Freeway Location11 

resolution as adopted by the Commission on October 23, 1957, is-
also attached* 

The Commission desires to have before it for consideration 
all pertinent data in order that it may act for the best interest 
of the state. 

That the Commission may be informed as to local interest, 
it requests that your Honorable Board advise it as to whether in 
your opinion a public hearing in this matter is necessary. 

If your Honorable Board considers that a public hearing 
in the matter of this proposed location is necessary, the Commission 
will hold or cause to be held such a hearing. If your Honorable 
Board considers that a public hearing in the matter is unnecessary, 
will you please so advise by regular resolution of your Board, 

If further presentation or explanation of this matter is 
required, please so advise this office so that a representative can 
be present at the next regular meeting of your Board. 

Your cooperation in this matter will be appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 

G. T. McCoy 
State Higjiway Engineer 

Attachment By v y 
B. ¥. Booker 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 



^ O c t . 23, 1957 

NOTICE OF INTENTION ON FREEWAY LOCATION. ROAD IY-SCl-239-3JsfB' 

WHEREAS, memorandum dated October 14, 1957, by 

G. T, McCoy, State Highway Engineer, reporting to the 

California Highway Commission that studies for a freeway 

along a revised location of State Highway lV-SCl-239-SJs,B 

between Route 5 and Saratoga Avenue have been completed and 
« 

submitting therewith a map showing the location which is 

recommended for adoption; having been read and discussed, 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the State Highway 

Engineer be authorized and directed to give public notice 

of the Commission's intention to consider the adoption of 

a location of a freeway on State Highway IV-SCl-239-SJs,B 

between Route 5 and Saratoga Avenue and also to give written 

notice to the Board of Supervisors of Santa Clara County 

and the City Council of San Jose of such intention. Such 

notice to the Board of Supervisors of Santa Clara County 

and the City Council of San Jose shall specify that if 

either of these bodies considers a public hearing on the 

matter necessary, the Commission will hold or cause to be 

held such hearing, if requested by such local legislative 

body within thirty days after the first regular meeting 

of such local legislative body following receipt of 

written notice by the State Highway Engineer 



B E G I N N I N G OF ROUTE ADOPTION END OF ROUTE ADOPTION J 
S t a f e Highway Engr. 

Approval Recommended: 

Approved: 

PUnnsng hngtnter 
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I hereby c e r t i f y that by resolution of the Cal i fornia H i g h w a y 
Commiss ion adopted the route marked 
"Proposed State H i g h w a y " on this m a p was selected and adopted as 
the route for a port ion of State H i g h w a y R o u t e 239 /n Santa C/ar<j 
County between &oute 5 and Saratoga Avenue 

Attest: 

S T A T E O F C A L I F O R N I A 

D E P A R T M E N T O F P U B L I C W O R K S 

D I V I S I O N O F H I G H W A Y S 

DIST. IV S C I - 2 3 9 - S Js,B 
M A P S H O W I N G 

ROUTE OF PROPOSED 
S T A T E H IGHWAY 

IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY 
BETWEEN 

R O U T E 5 
A N D 

S A R A T O G A AVENUE 
V I TFT*R> 

C a l i f o r n i a H i g h w a y C o m m i s s i o n 
M K M I I I I S D I C A I I I O R N I A I ! K , M V A V C O M M I S S I O N 

S e o l c in F e e t 

300 6 0 0 1200 
O C T O B E R 1957 



STATE O F C A L I F O R N I A 
D E P A R T M E N T O F P U B L I C W O R K S 
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DISTRICT IV 
I S O OAK STREET 

S A N F R A N C I S C O 2 , C A L I F O R N I A 
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A D D R E S S A L L C O M M U N I C A T I O N S T O 
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IV-SC1-239 ,,llij.-A, S Js; 
A,LGts,Sar,SJs 

Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
County Court House 
San Jose, California 

Gentlemen: 

[The California Highway Commission has before it for con-
sideration the matter of the relocation and improvement as a freeway 
of a portion of State Highway Routes 239 and 111}, in Santa Clara 
County, Road IV-SCl-239,lllj.-A,SJs;A,LGts,Sar,SJs, between Route 2 
and existing Route 111\. north of . Azule. 

The State Highway Engineer, in accord with established 
practice, has recommended to the Commission that the route be re-
located as shown on the attached maps. 

A copy of the "Notice of Intention on Freeway Location" 
resolution as adopted by the Commission on October 23, 1957, is-also 
attached. 

The Commission desires to have before it for consideration 
all pertinent data in order that it may act for the best interest of 
the state. 

That the Commission may be informed as to local interest, 
it requests that your Honorable Board advise it as to whether.:,in 
your opinion a public hearing in this matter is necessary. 

If your Honorable Board considers that a public hearing in 
the matter of this proposed relocation is necessary, the Commission 
will hold or cause to be held such a hearing. If your Honorable 
Board considers that a public hearing in the matter is unnecessary, 
will you please so advise by regular resolution of your Board. 

If further presentation or explanation of this matter is 
required, please so advise this office so that a representative can 
be present at the next regular meeting of your Board. 

Your cooperation in this matter will be appreciated. 

Very truly yoursJ 
> 

G. T. McCoy
 1 

State Highway Engineer 

Attachment By J ^ h T V 
B. Booker 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 



jfct. 23, 1957 

m • 
NOTICE OF INTENTION ON FREEWAY LOCATION, 

ROAD IV-5Cl-239»114-A,SJs;A«LGts.3ar,SJs. 

WHEREAS, memorandum dated October 14, 1957, by 

G. T. McCoy, State Highway Engineer, reporting to the 

California Highway Commission that studies for a freeway 

along a revised location of State Highway IV-SC1-239,114-
» 

A,SJs;A,LGts,Sar,SJs, between Route 2 and existing Route 

114 north of Azule have been completed and submitting 

therewith two maps showing the lo.cation which is recommended 

for adoption; having been read and discussed, . 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the State Highway 

Engineer be authorized and directed to give public notice 

of the Commission's intention to consider the adoption of 

a location of a freeway on State Highway I/-SC1-239,114-A, 

SJs;A,LGts,Sar,SJs, between Route 2 and existing Route 114 
/ 

north of Azule and also to give written notice to the Board 

of Supervisors of Santa Clara County and the City Councils 

of Los Gatos, Saratoga and San Jose of such intention. Such 

notice to the Board of Supervisors of Santa Clara County and 

the City Councils of Los Gatos, Saratoga and San Jose shall 

specify that if any of these bodies considers a public 

hearing on the matter necessary, the Commission will hold 

or cause to be held sucfr hearing, if requested by such local 

legislative body within thirty days after the first regular 

meeting of such local legislative body following receipt of 

written notice by the State Highway Engineer. 
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RESOLUTION ~ATTROVTNG~A~ 
PORTION OP THE PROPOSED 
ROUTE "B" OP THE JUNIPERO 

SERRA FREEWAY 

WHEREAS, the State of California proposes to construct 

the Junipero Serra Freeway through the County of Santa Clara, 

and 

WHEREAS, this Board of^Supervisors has reviewed the 

alternative routes proposed for that portion of the construction 

that will extend from Route 9 in the vicinity of the City of 

Cupertino, southerly to the vicinity of the intersection of 

Ford Road and Highway No. 101 in said County, and finds that 

a route along, or proximate to, proposed route "B" for said 

portion of construction will best serve the needs of the 

County of Santa Clara and its residents; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Super-

visors of the County of Santa Clara does hereby recommend that 

the State of California construct that portion of the Junipero 

Serra Freeway from Route 9"to"the"Intersection of Ford Road 

with Highway No. 101, along or in the general proximity of 

the proposed Route MB" as heretofore adopted by the Highway , 
/ 

Department of the State of California, and 

' BE IT"FURTHER RESOLVED that the Clerk of this Board be, 

and he is, hereby directed to transmit certified copies of this 

Resolution to George T. McCoy, State Highway Engineer, and 

to B. W. Booker, Assistant State Highway Engineer, District IV. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the 

AUG o 1957 



County of Santa G l a r a , S t a t e of California, -this--5th-day of 

August, 1957, by the following vote: 

AYES: Supervisors, BROWN, HUBBARD, SLAGHT, DELLA MAGGIORE 

1 
NOES: Supervisors, NONE 

J 

ABSENT: Supervisors, LEVIN 

ATTEST: RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of 
the Board of Supervisors 

i 

SMW:ms 
8-9-57 

I 
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August 1, 1957 

Honorable Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County Courthouse 
San Jose, California 

Re: Junipero Serra Freeway 

Gentlemen: 

We have had the privilege of appearing before you on two separate 
occasions concerning the proposed routing of the Junipero Serra 
Freeway. On both occasions we appeared representing a very sub-
stantial number of property owners who reside in the area between 
Route 9 at Cupertino and the Monterey Highway. 

On each occasion we appeared for the purpose of opposing Route A 
and favoring Route B from Route 9 to the Monterey Highway. 

By resolution you have expressed yourselves as opposed to Route A 
and by implication, at least, you have favored Route B. 

On August 9th the District Engineers will be holding their first 
hearing on that portion of the highway from Route 9 near Cupertino 
to the Monterey Highway. We feel it is particularly important 
that your Board, before that time, by resolution go on record 
favoring Route B as recommended by your Planning Commission. 

Route B is the overwhelming choice of the municipalities in this 
county, as is evidenced by their resolutions and recommendations 
on file with your clerk. With the exception of Los Altos and 
Cupertino, who like neither Route A or B, the following munici-
palities have approved and favor Route B and are opposed to Route 
A: Mountain View, Sunnyvale, Santa Clara, San Jose, Saratoga, 
Monte Sereno, Los Gatos and'Campbell. 

Route B coincides with the planning and development of these com-
munities and the county as a whole. It follows more closely 
existing roadways and, therefore, is less damaging than Route A. 
This is acknowledged by the District Engineers. Route A is 
supposed to be less expensive, but this is open to considerable 

DATE AUG 5 - 1957 
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Honorable Board of Supervisors 
August 1, 1957 
Page Two 

doubt, in view of the very substantial development along Route A 
since the State commenced its studies• District Engineers have 
repeatedly stated that for all practical purposes, the difference 
in cost is insignificant in view of the over-all expenditure 
anticipated, and therefore should not be considered in making the 
choice, other items being of more importance• 

Having these matters in mind, we urge you at your meeting of 
August 5th, 1957, to pass a resolution favoring Route B from Route 
9 near Cupertino to the Monterey Highway, and further that you 
direct appropriate representatives of the county to appear at the 
hearing in the Civic Auditorium on Friday, August 9th at 2:00 P«M« 

We will appreciate your considered attention to this matter.. 

Respectfully, 

RVRjvmg 



S T A T U O F C A L I F O R N I A 

D E P A R T M E N T O F P U B L I C W O R K S 

D I V I S I O N O F H I G H W A Y S 
DISTRICT IV 
1 5 0 O A K S T R E E T 

S A N F R A N C I S C O 2 . C A L I F O R N I A 

U N D E R H I L L 3 - 0 2 2 2 

A D D R E S S A L L C O M M U N I C A T I O N S T O 
P . O . BOX 3 3 0 6 , R 1 N C O N A N N E X 

S A N F R A N C I S C O 19 
July 24, 1957 P L E A S E R E F E R 

TO F I L E N o . 

IV-SM,SCl-239-A,A 
2fQTU03*l-R 

Honorable Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara . 
Court House 
San Jose, California 

Gentlemen: 

An invitation is extended to your Honorable Board of Super-
visors to attend a public hearing to be held at the Montgomery 
Theatre in the San Jose Civic Auditorium at Market and San Carlos 
Streets in San Jose at 2:00 p.m. Friday, August 9, 1957, for the 
purpose of receiving comment by officials and interested individ-
uals on proposed locations for portions of the Junipero Serra 
Freeway project in Southern Santa Clara County. 

The locations to be discussed at this hearing will involve 
portions of Highway Routes 114, 42, and 239, and will cover vari-
ous alternate locations of these routes which have been studied in 
the County south of an east-west, line in the vicinity of Prospect 
Avenue and Hamilton Avenue. 

Studies of these freeway locations were first announced April 4, 
1957, and subsequently many informational meetings have been held 
in the area to acquaint officials and interested individuals with 
the results of our studies. 

Section 75*5 of the Streets and Highways Code, as enacted by 
Chapter 69, Statutes of 1956 Special Session, provides that at any 
public hearing before the department of the selection of any free-
way route at which comparative estimates are presented of the bene-
fits that would accrue to drivers of motor vehicles in the use of 
alternate routes, there will also be presented upon; request of any 
city or county affected, estimates for the same period of the effect 
that the selection of any alternate may have upon community values, 
including but not limited to property values, state and local public 
facilities and city street and county highway traffic. 

DATE JUL 2 9 1957 
i & —— 
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Honorable Board of Supervisors 2' July 24, 1957 

Attached is a copy of Section 75*5 together with a resolution 
of the California Highway Commission which was adopted on June 20, 
1956, setting forth the interim procedure of the department. 

As is noted in the Statute, these estimates are only required 
if requested by an affected city or county which transmits with its 
request such information relative to the estimates as it may wish 
to have represented. 

If the County of Santa Clara desires to avail itself of the 
provisions of Section 75*5, it is requested that such information 
be filed with this office immediately in order that it may be made 
a part of the public hearing on August 9, 1957* 

Another hearing covering the portion of these highway routes 
in the northern part of the County will be held soon at a time and 
place to be announced. 

Yours very truly, 

B. W. BOOKER 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 



Assembly Bill No. 65 

< 'I.J AI'TK'U 
A,ix act to add find ion 75.5 io the Streets and llvihways Code, 

rclaiivfj to stale highway and free,waif routes. 
I A|»j»r<ivcri by < ;<>\'i'ni"OI;iy I KM»:i wii \\ Hc-ri-'iriry nfSwu*: .\iuy I, IV-.ti.) 

The people of the State of California do enact as follows: 
SECTION 1. Section 75.5 is added to the Streets and High-

ways Code, to read: 
75.5. A t any public hearing or meeting before the commis-

s ion'or department on the selection of any state highway or 
freeway route at which comparative estimates are presented 
of the benefits that would accrue to drivers of motor vehicles 
in the use of alternative routes, on request, of .any city or 
county affected, estimates for the same time per iod, and based 
on similar assumptions, as the driver benefit estimates sha.ll 
also be presented of the effect that the selection of cither route 
would have upon cum in unity values, including but not limited 
to property values, stale and local public facilities, and city 
street and county highway traffic. Such estimates are required 
only if requested by an affected city or comity which transmits 
with'its request such information relative to the estimates as it 

'may wish to have presented. The department, whenever it an-
nounces that a public. I ma ring or meeting is to be held on the 
selection of any state highway or freeway route, shal l -not i fy 
any affected city or county that it may make such a request. 
Fai lure of the department or the commission to comply with' 
the.requirements of this section shall not invalidate any action 
of the commission as to the adoption of a.routing for any state 
highway, nor shall such failure be admissible evidence in any 
litigation for the acquisition of rights of way or involving the 
allocation of funds or the construction of the highway. 



June 20, 1956 

Upon motion of Commissioner Chase, seconded 

by Commissioner Bishop, the following action was unani* 

mously taken: 

WHEREAS, a revision of the policy of the-

California' Highway Commission in regard to the adoption 

of freeway routes for the inclusion of a section to 

conform to the provisions of Chapter 69, Statutes of 

1956 Special Session, was informally discussed; and 

WHEREAS, such a revision is postponed until a 

later date due to the absence of three members of the 

Commission; 

NOW, THEREFORE,' BE IT RESOLVED that the State 

Highway Engineer is requested to proceed in the interim,, 

pending adoption of a revised policy of procedure, by 

notifying the City Council or Board of Supervisors, or 

both such Council and Board, of the provisions of Section 

75.5 of the Streets and Highways Code as enacted by 

Chapter 69, Statutes of 1956 Special Session, as a part 

of the usual notification when it is proposed to locate 

or relocate a state highway as a freeway. 



Recommendations for the (Submitted in Brown cover and entitled as follows:) 
• Junipero Serra Freeway f k ^County of Santa Clara 
,« I P ^Planning Department 

Submitted to the Board of Supervisors June 5* 1957 
by the County of Santa Clara Planning (Revised June IO0 1957) 
Commission, June 10, 1957• 

J U N I P E R O S E R R A F R E E W A T 

Io CONCLUSIONS 

A 0 A statement of policy* When the Master Plan of Streets and Highways 
of the County was prepared, the County adopted a policy that freeways 
should become community separators performing the function of bypassing 
traffico This was a conscious consideration on the part of the technical 
staff in the location of designated freeways on that plan« 

Bo In general, within Santa Clara County, the "A" (green) route is detri« 
mental to community investment, development and integrity, and should 
be opposed0 

Co In general, the "B" (red) route closely approximates the proposals of 
the County of Santa Clara "Streets and Highways Piano" It follows the 
best thinking of this department as well as that of most cities and 
special service districts along the route<, We believe it will best 
serve the needs of the area^ with certain modifications aa noted be lows 

Changes in the "Federal Loop* portion of the Freeway (Simla Junction 
to San Jose)s To preserve the community values mentioned in the 
above statement of policy,, either one of two alternates should be 
followedo 

&o One separates Cupertino and Sunnyvale in the vicinity of 
Homestead Roado 

b* The other separates San Jose and Cupertino in the vicinity 
of ttbClellan Road « Moor park Avenue« 

Adjustments in the Junipero Serra (Southern lag)~Route #5 inters 
change should be recommanded on the basis of community design and 
integrity so that Junipero Serra will enter Branham Lane as near 
to San Jose«Los Gatos Road as possible0 

Do In general, the "C* (blue) route and Its alternate (dashed blue) do 
not provide the traffic service which the route along the railroad 
provideso 

E 0 Whichever route is chosen should be fully depressed through all present 
residential areas, as shown in the sketch attached at the end of this 
raporto Such depressed freeways have proven very satisfactory in Detroit 
and elsewhere, and have enhanced community values rather than decreasing 
them* The nuisance value is eliminated9 for noise from the roadway is no 
problem.. Interchanges are easily handled p as all city streets can cross 
without changing lave 1 0 

BOARD O F SUPERVISORS 
OFFICE COPY 
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• • 
The State should give serious consideration to the possible abandon® 
ment of the Southern Pacific tracks north of Simla Junction through 
Los Altos a This would mean that far fewer improvements would be re« 
moved, thus protecting Los Altos" tax base* Construction and 
acquisition costs would be much lesso 

If it Is decided th.it the railroad should remain or should be con« 
verted to rapid transit, the tracks could be placed in tha center 
strlpo Passenger stations could be located at street crossings for 
easy access© Landscaping could make such a treatment more like a 
strip parkway rather than a bare ribbon of concrete o 

IIo GENERAL 

The State Division of Highways has proposed two alternate primary free® 
way systems, with alternates, in connection with the proposed Junipero 
Serra Freeway In Santa Clara County® A portion of the Stevens Creek 
Freeway is included in these proposals 0 The Stevens Creek Freeway 
alignment from Bayshore Highway to Saratoga«Sunnyval© Road was officially 
adopted by the State Highway Commission on October Hi, 19560 'Jherefore* 
that portion of the Junipero Serra Freeway which utilizes the Stevens 
Creek Freeway alignment would be difficult to change0 In the area from 
the San Mateo County line to Cupertino none of the alternate proposals 
has met with local approval,* This situation illustrates an obvious 
need for a comprehensive freeway network in this County which is into® 
grated into the Bay Region network0 Adequate consideration of the bast 
land use planning practices will provide a highway system of greatest 
service to both the local community and the Region* 

Although the Division of Highways apparently does not agree, one of the 
cardinal principles of good community planning is a balanced, compact, 
and orderly neighborhood,, This neighborhood area operates most effi® 
clently when contained within natural or man«*nade boundaries, such as 
distinct lines of hills, drainage channels, railroad beds, major streets 
or thorofares, or freewayso Penetration of a planned neighborhood can 
only result in division of the community feeling with ultimate unbalance 
of tla neighborhood and breakdown of the advantages gained through plan® 
nine* 

Our evaluation of the various State proposals for this route is based 
upon existing and proposed plans and various studies within the County, 
school districts, and municipalities, and also Includes the State0s 
analysis of alignment length, construction cost, user benefits and im® 
provement displacement* 
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III* THE "A" (GREEN) ROUTE 

The "A" route is tha most controversial of the State proposals; it has 
a direct effect on virtually every city and most of the school districts 
in the northwest section of the county* Although this line has a "user 
benefit" index considerably higher than the other proposals, the impact 
on community planning and development and school planning is almost 
disasterousi 

1<, No part of this route has been included as a freeway in the 
County Streets and Highways Master Planc 

2 0 It divides Stanford University lands in such a way as to cause 
unfavorable isolation of very important planned areaso 

3o Between £1 Monte Avenue and Grant Road it passes through a 
fully built-up area and Isolates a small segment of the City 
of Los Altos o 

Uo Easterly of Stevens Creek Freeway to Homestead Road9 it courses 
diagonally through built-up and agricultural lands and Isolates 
a portion of the City of Sunnyvale* 
&o Several planned neighborhoods in Sunnyvale are bisected or 

otherwise unfavorably divided« 
5o Between Homestead Road and Saratoga Avenue this alignment stays 

within open land and follows a line which may be satisfactorily 
utilized (See below)0 

6® Easterly of Saratoga Avenue the nA* route disrupts the neighbor^ 
hood pattern of the City of San Jose to an extent that is difficult 
to put into words o 
So Very expensive residential areas in the vicinity of Meridian 

Road and Willow Glen are disruptedo 
bo The existing spotty street pattern Is such that access across 

tha freeway will, in the future^ cost the City very large 
sums of money, with the only alternative being virtual dis« 
membermsnt of certain areas due to the lack of freewqy 
crossings* 

7o The Southerly branch of the WA" route from Prospect Roadp south® 
easterly through Saratoga, Monte Sereno and Los Gatos, also 
causes serious consnunity disruption* 
a D Virtually one®third of the City of Saratoga would b® isolated0 

b 0 The City of Monte Sereno would be bisected, with only one 
existing possibility for a freeway crossing« 

Co The City of Los Gatos would be adversely effected® 
d 0 Due to the character of land development and the topography 

easterly of the terminus of this branch at Route it would 
be extremely difficult to connect easterly to Monterey Road, 
. a link which would someday be mandatoryD 



• • 
The "A" route does not follow any "natural" boundary line in moving 
from area to area* The greatest amount of damage is accrued in school 
districts and it disrupts school locations to an unprecedented degree® 
Four existing schools, three purchased sites and five proposed school 
sites are directly effected and the alignment passes within 1000 feet 
of three more existing schoolso 

Many school districts have been carrying on intensive planning programs 
in an effort to catch up with their phenomenal growth® The nA n align® 
want, since it was laid down without regard for school district boundaries^ 
adversely effects every one from Los Altos to San Jose* 

1» Los Altos Elementary School District 
2 0 Cupertino Elementary School District 
3o More land Elementary School District 
ho Campbell Elementary School District 
So Oak Grove Elementary School District 
6<» Mountain View Union High School District 
7o Fremont Union High School District 
do Campbell Union High School District 
9o San Jose Unified School District 

Likewise several cities and unincorporated areas have been adversely 
effected with reference to their general plans: 

lo City of Los Altos 
2 0 City of Sunnyvale 
3o City of Sari Jose 
Uo City of Campbell 
So City of Cupertino 

60 A general plan for development was established by the County 
Planning Consnlssion (6Uth Unit of the Zoning Plan) prior to 
incorporation as a basis for County Zoninga Since incorporation 
tiie City has perpetuated the County zoning and used the plan 
as a developmental .guideo 

60 The City of Saratoga 
a® Same as Cupertino 

To Town of Los Gatos and environs 
a* Area outside the City studied by the County in conjunction 

with ths City area0 

On the basis of community disruption alone it is not conceivable that 
the County Planning Commission could recommend the nA" (Green) route, 
with the exception of a small segment of the main route between Hon&stead 
Road and Saratoga Avenue® This part of the freeway will be treated in 
detail in the next section® 



THE ttB" (RED) ROUrE 

Various portions of this route have caused considerable controversy® 
However, in general the alignment follows the best thinking of planners 
within the county,. There are a few alterations in the line which wa 
believe will provide the County as a whole and certain specific 
communities with far superior ultimate utility than the "A" route® 
These are in line with the statement of policy at the beginning of this 
report® They will be outlined belowo 

The County "Streets and Highways Flan Revisions" shows the Junipero 
Serra Freeway alignment basically as the state has proposed in the "BP1 

route, with the exception of the Easterly branch along Stevens Creek 
Roade This department has long recognized the need for such a link, 
but has never pinpointed it® 

The proposed route across Stanford University lands Is substantially as 
we have proposed® 

The area of most intense opposition has been between the cities of L03 
Altos and Los Altos Hills® It is the aim of planning to nurture orderly 
growth within geographical areas® Tha salient feature separating these 
two cities is tha Southern Pacific Railroad trades which is utilized by 
the ttBn proposal easterly of University Avenue to Honsstead Road® 
Portions of this line will be depressed to remove most of the nuisance 
value® We are assured by the state that ample crossings and access points 
will be provided, and this matter can be Insured at the time the freeway 
agreement between the State and the communities, is executed® VJe believe 
this route, adjacent to the railroad, will ultimately work to the best 
advantage of both Los Altos and Los Altos Hills 0 An important factor 
which has not bsen publicized Is the fact that the State will provide 
grade separations across not only the freeway, but also the railroad, 
at every present grade crossing® Conrounity disruption certainly will 
be no greater than it is today® In fact, it should be lass than at 
present, particularly if the freeway is depressed® In addition, a much 
safer crossing over the tracks will be constructed by the State, and 
not by the cities or the county® 

The dashed
 n
B" route paralleling University Avenus is perhaps more 

ddslrable than the route which follows the tracks through downtown 
Los Altos a However, a fully depressed right«of«way along the tracks, 
including a depressed railroad, should not prove objectionable 

The State proposal for the Easterly branch of Route B, parallel to 
Stevens Creek Road, does considerable harm to the City of Cupsrtlno© 
As a small, newly incorporated city, Cupertino contains considerable 
undeveloped land® Tha freeway line parallel to and approximately 1000 
feet Northerly of Stevens Creek Road would bisect the City and isolate 
the largsst residential area from the community center0 Tha lack of 
through streets in the City would mean a definite Isolation of this area® 
The State proposal shows two grade separations, one at Stelling Road and 
one at Blaney Avenue, a half mile East and West from the interchange at 
Saratoga^Sunnyale Road® Once ths freeway was constructed, the City 
would have to stand the cost of any further crossings, a very difficult 
financial burden far a small city of this type® 



However, If the freeway were relocated along Home a tend Road it would 
form a positive division between the cities of Sunnyvale and Cupertino 
and would leave thB central area of Cupertino free to develop*, This 
Easterly branch should then turn along the "A* (green) route near 
Blaney and follow the green route to Saratoga Avenue at Moorpark Avenue 0 

This line goes through open land, for the most parto At Stevens Creek 
Road this route could be so designed as to solve a serious problem* 
The Lawrence Station and Doyle Road connection could be included in 
tho interchange design. 

If the freeway (Eastern Branch) were located along KcClellan Road ® 
Moorpark Avenue it would separate the cities of San «*ose and Cupertino,, 
and would preserve community values in a like mannerQ 

East of Saratoga Avenue either alternate of this branch would follow 
the State proposal for the nB" Route0 

The Southerly branch of Juniporo Serra from Saratoga«Sunnyvale Road to 
Monterey Road follows the line that has been put forth by the County far 
many years* Various planning area and School District studies and plans 
have bean based on this alignments 

lo Saratoga Preliminary General Flan* 
2 o Saratoga Elementary School Districto 
3o Cambrian Elementary School Districto 
Uo Los Qatos Planning and Zoning Study o 
5o Union Elementary School District** 
6* Almaden Wanning Study© 
7o Eastside Interim General Flan 

a 0 Oak Grove Elementary School Districto 

The only exception that we take with the State proposal is that the 
Interchange between Junipero Serra and Route 5 ba modified to permit 
Juniparo Serra to enter Branham Lane as near to San Jose»Los Gatos Road 
as possible in order to preserve the neighborhood pattern in the Union 
Elementary School Dls trict plan0 

The remainder of tha line from Branham Lana to the Monterey Road passes 
through undeveloped land and will not cause any particular difficulties© 

Tha precise msthod for Joining the Juniparo Serra Freeway with the 
Monterey Road and tha Bayshore Freeway will have to be the subject of 
a separate study© 

THB »C» (BLUE) ROUTE 

This alignment is undesirable from the same standpoint as the Easterly 
branch of ths routej it divides tha City of Los

 A
ltos Hills in half0 

The State®s "User Benefit11 index of this road is approximately half of 
the "A" alignment, and the topography makes the construction expensive,. 
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WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the County of Santa 

Clara, State of California, hae heretofore approved the pro-

posed looatlon of a segment of the tfunlpero Serra Froewaqr in 

the County of Santa Clara beginning at Vasona Junetion on the 

Santa Clara-Lot dates Road and extending along the i approximate 

line of Burton Avenue and Branham Lane to an interteetion with 

the Monterey Highway near Ford Road; and 

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisor* of the County of Santa 

Clara, State of California, find and believe that the looatlon 

of said segment of said proposed highway in said wanner will 

be for the greatest good for the greatest number of the resi-

dents of the County of Santa Clara, State 'of California; and 

WHEREAS, this Board of Supervisors wishes to apprise the 

State Division of Highways and the eleeted representatives of 

the County of Santa Clara in th» Legislature of the State of 

California of their approval of this proposed looatlon; 

visors of the County of Santa Clara, Stat^ of California, do 

hereby reoowsnd and approve the looatlon of the Junlpero Serra 

Freeway in the manner hereinabove described, and doi further 
i ! 

direct the Clerk of this Board to transmit certified copies of 

this Resolution to the State Division of Highways and to the 

Honorable Messrs* Clark L. Bradley and Bvuoe F. Allen, Assembly 

men from this County, and the Honorable John F. Thompson, State 

NOV, THEREFORE, BE XT RESOLVED that the Board of Super 

Senator* 

i' 

01:0.12 1955 
o 

V 



PASSED AMD ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the 

County of Santa Clara, State of California, this 12th day of 

Deoember, 1955* by the following vote: 

Aims: Supervisors, Delia Maggiore, Levin, McKinnon, Gaapar 

NOBS: Supervisors, None 

ABSENT: Supervisors, Brown 

Chafman of the Boar* ofySuperfrifcors 

ATTEST: RICHARD OLSON, Cleric of 
the Board of Supervisors 

SMV:haf 
12-12-55 
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RESOLUTION 330, 2188 
PROPCSE^JUNIPERO SERKA1 FREEWAY 
APPROVAL OF C W R C O T S E 60UTE FROM VASOHA JUICTXOH TO mmrnez mrnxz 

WHEREAS, the County of Santa Clara Planning Commission has for many years 

studied the routs called the extension of JUnipero Serra Boulevard through 

Santa Clara County, and 

WHEREASj, the County Planning Ctommissicn di& recommend and the Board of 

visors did adopt by resolution on January 2&p 1953 a Streets and Slgtoays Flan 

for Santa Clara County <m uhich plan a portion of this route la shown and design 

nated as a freeway, and 

1 

WHEREAS, the State Division of Higways is currently, ̂ : direction of the 1955 

session of the State legislature, studying such general *oute in order to re* 

port upon feasible alignment to the 1957 session of the legislature, and 

WHEREAS, the County Planning Commission by Resolution SO* 20^3 of August 17* 

1955 and the Cities of Ssrn Jose, Campbell and L O B Gatos did formerly support 

a Lark Avenue location for the point of interchange of such route in the vicinity 

of Vasona Junction with the Route #5 Freeway nou under construction, 

the understanding that the most desirable and already partially alioeated'idca^ 

tion for such route is a southerly manner lay parallel and adjacent to the 

Mstcalf • Monta Vista higft tension power line as such extends toward Bienvale, 

and 

WHEREAS, the State Division of Highways has demonstrated opposition to such 

southerly location citing the cost of 0*8 additional miles of construction and 

has proposed instead a more northerly location cutting diagonally through the 

City of Campbell and many present and prospective residential neighborhoods, 

and 

jk t , 
e/ 



2-SESGLUTXOn ISO. 2108 

i • 
WHEREAS, the Planning Comieaions of tha County of Santa Clara and the City 

of Sea Jose have assembled In Joint meeting for the purpose of considering 

the merits of the various alternative routes for the portion of such proposed 

freeway between Vasona Junction end a junction with the Monterey Highway in 

the vicinity of Ford Boad with respect to: 

1. Coordination with power lines 

2* Damage to residential neighborhoods 

3* Costs of improvements at intersections 

k* Conflict with railroad lines 

5* Capability of being protected from encroachment 

EOT, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that, the County of Santa Clssra Planning Commis-

sion hereby approves, as an acceptable compromise the location at .approximately 

the line of Burton Avenue and Branham Lane for that portion of the proposed 

Junipero 8erra Freeway between Vasona Junction and a Junction with the Monterey 

Highway near Ford Road, and the staff of the Planning Department is hereby dl« 

rected to proceed with preparation of maps for the establishment of official plan 

lines for the preservation of such route location from encroachment. 

PASSED ASS) ADOPEED by the County of Santa Clara Planning Commission, State of 

California, this day of November, 1955, toy the following roll call vote: 

AXES: ROOT, RUIZ, WELCH, WESTQEJ, WILDER 
KOES: (none) 
ABSEOT: CURH38ER, WEOTZ 

KOTE: fy regular motion and at the same place and date, the City of San Jose 
Planning Comission adopted a similar resolution* 
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