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B\ _TRAFFICWAYS COMMITTEE

Room 524

A CDUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
'b* 70 WEST ROSA BTREET, SAN JOBE 10, CALIFORNIA

"COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA

December 14, 1962

o
)
tigo g 2

Z0 S 9,

- C o

>Z S ¢gnm

oX 2 33

Honorable Board of Supervisors »O = 5
County of Santa Clara amm o 9
70 West Rosa Street > ™~ @

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,

80
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.

P

Very truly yours,
TR;Z?ICWAY COMMITTEE
Fre j?yLéZ:n, Chairman
FJL:kb i
Encl.
CC: Campbell Union High School District

,/// g

Date_-_-

_----------------

RE: C& ¢C PC OP® FLD
Meniber - HWC - DPW - CL - Peorel
Cooy each Bd Meniber NO: o ..__ABSTAINS: svassnea



o DISTEIEJ SUPERINTENDENT ’ ‘
. Wm, C. Henley
*  ASSISTANT SUPERINTENDENT ‘

Noal Royer , AMPBELL UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT

DIRECTOR of INSTRUCTION ‘ 155 North Third Street
Mrs, Helen Potersen
' CAMPBELL, CALIFORNIA
BUSINESS MANAGER

C. E. Bradley P FRankiln 8-3405

L/// October 11, 1962

County Traffic Ways Committee
.Beard of Supervisors Office

lst and Rosa Streets

San Jose, California

Gentlemen:

Mrs.

TRUSTEES

PRESIDENT
Howard Atkinson

CLERK
Roy Howard

Eleanor Graham-Armstrong
Howard E. Guilbert
Gragor D. MacGregor

The Board of Trustees of Campbell Union School District notes
with interest and concern the now proposed extension of the Junipero
Serra Freeway east from Highway 17. This is to express their desire
to discuss with you and your staff the ramifications of this highway,
its accesses and separations as they relate to the safe passage of

thildren to and from the schools of the Campbell Union (Elementary)

School District.

The district's Moorpark School falls right into the southeast
curner of the connection of Highway 17 and Junipero Serra Freeway
which may be complicated by the traffic interchange ramps, etc.

The safety of children crossing to and from the Moorpark School and
many of the children attending the Monroe School in the seventh and
eighth grades will be also vitally effected by this traffic concentration
point. Many children living north of this proposed extension must some-

how get to the southside ot this highway to school.

Many other children living north of this proposed extension of
Junipero Serra Freeway and east of Bascom Avenue must be able to
cross both of these major thoroughfares in some safe manner to attend

school.
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May we have opportunity to discuss this matter further with
you before agreements are made by the cities and county of Santa
Clara with the State Highway Department relative to these crossings.

Yours truly,

'BOARD OF TRUSTEES
Campbell Union School District

By I/?/W£7 '

Wm. C. Henley
Secretary

WCH:jb

cc: Myron Hawks
James Enochs
Louis Solari
Gene Burgess

District Engineer, San Francisco -
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Are;

December 14, 1962

Mz, Euomet G, Cameron, President
Palo Alto Chanber of Comerce
725 University Avenue :
Palo Alto, California

Ret Policy s;tta’temm; re Southern Pacific

Dear My. Cameron:

. Please be advised that the Board of Suporvisors

a¢ ito regulorly scheduled nmeeting en Doecember 3,
1962, considexed the Policy Statemont of the Palo

- Alto Chamber of Commerce relating to tho Southern
Pacific Rightesf=Yay botween Palo Alto and lLoso

Gatos, ' ' .

The Board took no immedlate action upon cthis ctatement
but chose to have it incorporated with other velated
nateriel on this subjcst.

The Board wishes to thank for these thoughtful
ideas and your interest 1ny?:§n projcet,

Very truly youxs,
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Mre. Jean Pullan
Clerk of the Board
JP:DMR: hm

ce-Trafficways Committee, Secretary
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® CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

1 v I G A S S DCGCTIATTIDODN

725 UNIVERSITY AVENUE
PALO ALTO, CALIFORNIA
DAVENPORT 2-4618

November 23, 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 1, 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 1s taken.

Sincerely yours,

SN o) AP

Emmet G. Cameron

President

EGC:1h
Enc.
cc: Howard W, Campen

8 ~'\:.A 3 o -;"

(‘:: ‘ o Y
1962
Huﬁ Sg 8 ﬁ& H'lJ é . Date-_.--.D...E-Q-? ----------- - ll.‘
yb -da -
i APPROVED .. .. l.
Copy oach Bd Merbzr '(”WC) DPW:- CC - REIOE, e o AIEOB2 RE: CE CC PC CPW FLD - <
¥ *IE!A!},J . J

--------

P ALOGO ALTO...THE HOME 0 F S TANFORD U N.,1 VERSITY
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PALO ALTO# CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

‘1 G A S S O0CIATTIUON

P.O.BOX 1321 « 322-4618
725 UNIVERSITY AVENUE
PALO ALTO, CALIFORNIA

November 1L, 1962
STATEMENTQF POLICY -.

FUTURE USE OF S.P. RIGHT-of-WAY
BETWEEN
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;X%EE2225§22222£252552£;§%2ai1 line between Palo Alto and Los
Gatus. 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 track grade separated rail facilities having the most modernm
standards of service. Where adequate space now exists this shall be
preserved by the county and not digppsed of,.., Where present space is
not sufficient, consideration. sh&lY‘bé given to:gie possible future
application of grade separated sti)€tiives. - o

The Chamber is aware of thfMiffted fhhqs| gyilable for the
Expressway program and that this recommendation can only be followed
to the extent that funds are avabd¥ableiand ihe2psssent law allows.

’ BECEIAED

PALTGO ALTO...THE H 0O ME 0 F 8 TANTFUORTD U N1 V ERSITY
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THe BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AT
REFERRED THE ATTACHED COMMUNICATION TO:

ITS MEETING OF
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, 18 ga

DEP ARTMENT - C:;1nzagy/
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, 1967

DIRECTIVE:
‘g}uov AND RECOMMENDATION
REPORT
"ATTEND MEETING
PREPARATION OF NECESSARY PAPERS
Power 10 ACT | .
APPROPRIATE ACTION
NOTIFY WRITER OF ACTION
CONSIDERATION
RECONSIDERATION

SENEREENERR

REPLY TO WRITER
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CITY OF SAN JOSE

CALIFORNIA
City HAaLL

TELEPHONE CYPRESS 2-3141

CITY MANAGER October 11, 1960

1

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 Junipero Serra between Route 5 and the Bayshore Highway along the Moorpark
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 1ncluded with our
exhibit material,

Enclosed is a map showing the Junipero Serra Freeway’extenslon 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, Vlne Street-Almaden
Avenue, First Street and Tenth Street.

Sincerely,

Mg

City Ma 960
ity Manager pate ocT 17 1

P e L L

APH:1w appRovER: M 220
Enc. RZ: CE CC PC DPW.FLD
Copy each Bd Member.- HWC - DPW - 0K - PC - S5 A o __ABSTAINS: ..._.__
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October 18, 1962

File Mo. LVeiCle3-3J8
62-00T09H-2084,0
: 56=06T09H-1466.0
California State Division of #Higmays
Distriot 1V _
150 Qak 3Street
San Franoisco 19, California

Attention: Mr, J. P. Singlair
Assistant State Highway B

taking mire school district site and Bulldings
thareon, lting in. the relocation of the school,

As & result of the above meeting and further study Yy school dist-
rict officials, the Hoard of Trustess of the Franklin-NoKinley
School Distrist recomsends the rgéma . .
, LTV HY
(1) Purchase or acquisition @3 -school sile at ths
Antersection of Applan lane and Maoredes Avemue
0cLss g e Ty

30750 Ci 2Lk I
i ,h/\]ao
EECEIAED 42
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'Ibur gomments on o\

Ootober 18, 1962
Div of Highways
Page 2

as most desirable because of its central location,
reduced walking distance for shildren, and proximity
to the greatest eonsentration of students.

(2) Continuance of present soning, residential im charscter,
for properties north of the propesed route extending teo
the Distriet boundary on the north.

(3 ‘ prioperties lying
route.
(b) Provision of equivalent f: ed by the
State Department of Rduoatio use

Planning} State Dep:

of Architeoture; and St Loeal
Allocations Board, aepérdin standards of design,
quality, and cost a plasenent,

(%) lon b Raciiix{es as approved by the
various bureaus \ Pirgraph (4) to be ready for
ocoupancy prior-te-i) bragtion ot the present plant.

Furnished for yo study of the distribution

of the ohildren ap
tion of the schoc

g the area and the desired loca-
¥l bo appmhted.
sa.ncortly

/c’() ~</ﬂ 7 Z-LC{'/

T. W. Palltrick
District Superintendent

tﬂl‘:h

Enocs. -~ Area distribution study
Rough map of area

Hamans oYLy Ul THY
ces Mr. A, P. s City Manager COlH'.iv""' .
City Planning Commission e
County Board of Supervisors QCL SS ‘8 il 55
com, o dot &= '-”'iui.?::.:\lzoue

Mr. J. Orsburn, Bureau of Schoolhouse nannw“ SECEAED
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MoKINLEY SCHOOL 10/17/62
Area Distribution Survey

East of LeLsughlin

Walnut Yoode mm Hw . w Hw m_ % w . MWME
Bonita-E. William 1 23 12 16 100 8 10 90
Palipe 7 1 13 16 8 7 10 72
Story-North 0 2 2 3 6 1 .0 14 »
SUB-TOTAL - 34% 46 - 35 48 35 27 29 254
Vet of MelLaughlin
Molro Carden 18 23 21 1 20 21 18 139.
w%s%wwuw%wmmo 6 15 5 3 2 2 5 38
Appien Lano Project 16 6 0 4 1 3 3 23
SUB=TOTAL 200t 44 26 25 23 26 26 200
ToPAL &4 90 6L 13 8 55 55 BE

% Kindergarten ﬂﬁ.e»sm M»mw = 9 not included in the ab ove totals.
_3 Kindergarten waiting 1ist = 5 not imcluded in 2o abovo toials.
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sy . — STATE OF CALIFORNIA -

A DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS .

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

DISTRICT IV '
180 OAK STREET L
BAN FRANCISCO 2, CALIPORNIA o o o ' ‘ co
UN DERHILL 3-0222 ;

!

ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICAYTIONS TO : '
P, O. BOX 3364, RINCON ANNKX L Augm t . 3 R 1 962 - . :;KFA:-: RNGOFII
E - . : v

SAN FRANCISCO 18 ) :
IV-SCl=239-SJs
Mr. James B,, Enochs : g :
: Director of Public Works of " .
.- Santa Clara County - ‘ : L
© 20 West Rosa Street ' o : ;
San Jose, California : : ; E
‘yf : ﬂ,' _ Dear Mr, Enochs: S 4
Attached, for the files of tiue County of Santa L
. Clara, is one fully executed copy of an Agreement : o ’
- between the State and the County to provide for the i .
.j construction of a box culvert at San Tomas Creek, on ! 3
. ' Road IV-SCl1-239-SJs, N é
v 3 - . : i
.~ . Also attached is Division orf Highways Bill No. 4647 D4 E
iin the amount of $58,300.00, the advance deposit due - ) i
. from the County in accordance with the terms of the §
Agreement. . S S : :

» {

The County's coopération.in this matter is appreciated

* by the Department.,
) ) I Yours very truly, Lo
SO 'Lt Assistent State Highway Engineer . .-
_ '.:4:‘ ‘ By ‘”'4/ ,/VI/ V4 ’t ,Z/Léc ‘. ‘ B
S e . | Allen” i, Fortney - k
DR | i City and County S
PR . | Cooperative Projects Engineer-< 7 '
o A ¥ ' AL b
. I | :I
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AGREEMENT

Thé County of Samta 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 1s constructing a freeway on a portion
of State Highway Route 239, between 0.1 mile north of Forest
Avenue and Steveng Creek Road; and

WHEREAS, State's plans for the San Tomas Expressway
connection, were designed on the basis that San Tomas Creek'at
the freewd& crossing would be enclosed in a box culvert, sald
culvert to have been constructed by County at County expense
prior to State's construction: and

WHEREAS, sald San Tomas Creek box culvert has not been
constructed by County,and-County now requests and Statec is
willing at the sole expense of County that sald culvert construc+
tion within State's freewayr ight of way be included by Contract
Change Order in State's contract for the aforesaid Route 239
improvements:

Néw, THEREFORE, IT IS AGREED AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION T |

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. 63-4T13CL0-IP I-280-1(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 adjJustments of the inlet and outlet channels to the‘
existing San Tomas Creek Channel, and the filling of the exlst-

ing channel throushout the limits of sald construction work, ‘

DUPLICATE ORIGINAL
¢ Pubdie &Af?t/é;azf

62E3CT
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approval of County.

S 9

sald Contract Change Order to be subject to the review and

2, To perform all necessary construction engineerlng
and inspection required to complete the work to be covered by
gald Contract Change Order, |

3. Upon completion of the work to be performed under
sald Contract Change Order, to furnish County with'a detalled
report of expenditures made by State to complete said work and
to refund to County any reslidual amount of Countyffuhds deposi-
ted by County, as set forth hereinafter, remainiﬁg after
deducting the actual costs to be provided by Colnty ad‘provided
herein.

SECTION IT

For and in consideratlion of the covenants and
conditions to be kept and pérfarmed 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_est1mated costg of the work to be performed by
State fdr County. The actual amount of County costs will be
determined after completion of the Contract Change Order and
wlll be calculated as follows:

(a) Construction. - Construction costs to Coimty
shall be the actual amount pald by State to State's
Contractor to complete the aforesald Contract Change
Ordger,

(b) Construction Engineering and Inspection. -
Construction Engineering and Inspection shall be a flat
charge of 10% of the aforesaid construction costs, whic
sald charge includes assessments for indirect charges.
2. To pay State promptly, any amount over and above

2e

h
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the aforesaid deposit required to complete the actual amount of
costs to be borne by County, as set forth hereln,

3. To save State, its officers and employees harmless
from any claim or claims for damages alleged to have resulted
from alterations in previously existing drainage patterns due
to the construction of the facilitles referred to in the
Agreement.

4, To maintain or cause to be maintained, the storm
draingge facilities to be constructed in accordance with the
Agreement, and to make no claim against State for any portion
of such expense,

IN WITNESS WHERECF, the Parties hereto have caused thig
Agreement to be executed by their respective Officers, duly
authorized: By the County, this __ day of JUL 301982 , 1962,
and by the State, this g__{”_:’;_day of Clugual 1962,

APPROVAL RECOMMENDED: DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
Acting through the
, b Division of Highways
' - ‘ State of California

siric neer
: J. C. Womack
State Highway Engineer

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND
ty State H% Engineer

Attorney, Department of COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA
Public Works T R

3e




RECEIVED
DEPT. OF PUBLIC WORKS

AUG 8 1962

COUNTY ENGINEER
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RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF AN
AGREENENT BETVEENR THE COUWTIY OF BARTA
CLARA ARD THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA RELATING
TO A BOX CULVERT CONSTRUCTION WITHIN THE

JUNIFPERO SERRA FREEWAY

WHEREAS, the County of Santa Clars (hereinafter
called "County") and the State of Californis, Department of
Public Works, Division of Highways (hsreinafter called "State")
desire to execute an agreement providing for the comstruction
of a box culvert within State's freevay right of way for the
purpose of carrying and conveying ths waters of San Tomas
Creek, _

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of
Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara hereby asuthorize
the Chairman to sxecute 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 agreemant and that the ssme be forwarded
forthwith for executiom by State.

‘ PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the
County of S8anta Clara , State of California, om July 30, 1962,
by the following vote:

AYES ; Supervisors, adnd Della Maggiore Spangler Mehrkens Welehert

NOES ¢ Supervisors,

ABSENT: Supsawhaokss,icia:lavin %(/M/’ L/W

IS
vt ¢ 5thaimm of the Board of Supervisors
DEbL Ok EMBFIC MALEKE
ATTEST: JEAN PUREANE I8EdYk of the
Board of Supervisors The foregoing instrument is a

caircet copy of the original
,7Q4¢_-../ f%_ w&ST: JEAN PULLAN
s

G

JRK:meb - 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 gogtrgss Della Maggiore Spangler Mehrkens Weichert
NOES: Supervisors, None

ABSENT: Supervisors, Lovin

Ve ! Y
/ S s
AL S AR ) 7

Chairman of the Board of Supervisors

ATTEST: JEAN PULLAN, Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors

Zf;;242:sza:iiijgieﬁiéZZznga_____ .4‘ 1£ﬁisz?j;;g§2221f:jf~

gt
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July 31, 1962

J. P. S8inclair

Assigtant State Highway Engineer
Diviston of Hicghways, District IV
150 Oak Street :
San Francisco 2, California

RE; Agreenment between the State of California and the
County of Santa Clara relating to the construction
of a concrete box culvert at San Tomas Craek Cioseing
at State Highway Rpute 239,

ATTENTION: . Allen M. Fortney

Dear Mr, Sinclair:

Enclosed .you will £ind the original and thrce 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 Suparv1aora at its
regularly scheduled meeting on ‘July 30, 1962, approving
this agreement and authorizing its execution on the

. behalf of the County of Santa Clara.

We would appreciate the return of a fully axecuted copy
after completion on bshalf of the State of California.

Very truly yours,
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Mrs. Jean Pullan
Clerk of the Board
JP$1DMR:sb

encls
cc: Public Works
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~ ETATE OF CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

DISTRICT IV

180 OAK STREET
8AN FRANCISCO 2. CALIFORNIA
UN DERHILL 3.0222

ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO
P. O, BOX 3366, RINCON ANNEX July 26 3’ 1962 PLease REFER

To FILE No.
BAN FRANCIBCO 18

Iv-8Cl1-239-8Js
Mr., James B.-Enochs
Directorof Puyblic Works
20 West Rosa Street
San Jpse, California

Dear Mr,., Enochs:

Attached are the originel and 5 copies of a proposed Agreement
between the State and 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 Fridsy, July 27, 1962, in which will be
detalled the estimated costs fo the County.

If the attached Agreement issatigfactory to the County, and upon
- County approval of the Change Order, please have the appropriate
County Officials execute the original and 3 coples and return them
to this office for exscution by the State.

Also, please furnish L certified copies of a Resolution adopted

by the Board of Supervisors approving the Agreement end authorizing
its executicn.

To enable State's Contractor to start his construction work at
the earliest opportunity, expeditious handling and hand delivery

of the executed Agreement on Tuesday, July 31, 1962, will be
appreciated.

Yours very truly,

J. P.Sinclair

Asi2i2222¢ifate Highway Engineer
By 574, Mv

Allen M.Fortney
City and County
N Cooperatlve Projects Engineer

w(/
\ HM T ) -

—
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RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY
OF SANTA CLARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, REQUESTING AN
ALIGNMENT MODIFICATION IN A FRONTAGE ROAD FOR STATE
ROUTE 239 IN THE 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 Supérvisors of the County

of Santa Clara, State of California, this AUG ] 3 1962 , by
the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors Levin Della Maggiore Spangler Mehrkens Weichert
NOES: Supervisgors None

ABSENT: Supervisors None

ATTEST: JEAN PULLAN, Clerk
-Board of Supervisors
M

[

JRK:ig-8/15/62

1. ommes Bls

2. Cuivy 083 (Cuax)
3 w

¢ o0

S Cevuage

Chairman, Boar

of Supervisors
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SAN 1OSE, CALIFORNIA

Auguét g9, 1962

M#. §. P, Sinclair
Assistant State Highway Engineer

{50 Ok Birest

Bin Frahcigco,; California

Dear M, Hinciair:

On behalf of the Mother Butler Memorial High School

d5id the Heligious of the Sacred Heart of Mary, I hereby declare
ot willlnghieas to exchange, with the State of Califomia, the
d¥eas fieéeded for the proposed revision for the frontage road,
with ré#pect to our property in Santa Clara County.

Sincerely,

L oL AT spm
mdwh PA..,Z,.,.\M—A,S}M
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RESOLUTION OF THE GOWNGEL OF THE Yy
REQUESTING AN ALIGNMENT
MODIFICATION IN A FRONTAGE ROAD FOR
STATE ROUTE 239 IN THE VICINITY OF
SARATOGA AVENUE.

WHEREAS, the

has

approved a freeway agreement for the Junipero Serra Freeway,
State Route 239, with respect to alignment, interchanges,
grade separations and frontage roads; and

B/S
WHEREAS the Gouneil—of-theCity—of-San—Jose now finds

that the realignment of_a frontage road on the north side

of State R&ute 239 eaSE of Saratoga Avenue, as shown on

the attached map, would better serve the needs of the G%%{ag
and the abutting property.

NOW, THEREFORE, the € £ e
does hereby requeat the California StateAHighway Commission
to realign sald 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:

s S\ Vi



RESOLUTION OF THE COUNTY OF SANTA
CLARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, APPROVING

. MODIFICATION OF PLANS FOR ROUTE 239
tE 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 1in the vicin}ty of Doyle
Road, lawrence Expressway and Stevens Creek Road; and

U@ERBAS, this Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa
Clara has been advised of the aforesald plans and of the parti-
cipation therein by the County of Santa Clara;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that this ﬁoard of Supervisors
of the County of Santa Clara does hereby approve of the aforesald
Plan C and that this Board of Supervisors fully intends that it
shall construct, or cause to be constructéd, elther prior to or
concurrently with the construction of State Route 239, so much
of lLawrence Expressway between app;oximately 1500 feet northerly
or Stevens Creek Road and approximately 700 feet southerly of
Route 239,

BE IT FURTHER ﬁESOLVED 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 coples of this resolution to the State of California,

Department of Public Works, Division of Highways.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the cdgnty

o ARy APR 10 1961
Ot cemneri L aooPTiz2 ¥ % ves LWl
) NO: ABSTAINS;

ABSENT:




of Santa Clara, State of Californla, this 10th day of April,
1961, by the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors,p.1y, gaggiore Hutbard Mehrkens Levin Weichert
NOES: Supervisors, None
ABSENT: Supervisors, None
=
\
CHa n o e 'Board o upervisors

ATTEST: JEAN PULLAN, Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors

The foregoing inctrument is 3
correct copy of the oripinz|
ATTEST: JEAN PULLAN
Clerk Board of Sipérvisors
ay Rt

Oated: mlz j ’961
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April 12, 1961

J. P, Sinclair

State Div. of Higlways

P.0. Box 3366

‘Rincon Amnex

~ 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
aﬁproving modification of plans for Route 239 interchange in
; edviciuity of Doyle Road, Lawrence Road and Stevens Creek
oad.
'Very truly yours,

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

(Mrs.) Jean Pullan
Clerk of the Board

JP:mb

'Enclosure

Y
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Holloway Jones LE: cg oo’ PC DPW FLD
Jack M. Howard WD -- ABSTAINS:
Joseph F. DeMartiny 7T Tmvesees
Roger Anderson

Attorneys for Plaintiff

369 Pine Street

San Francisco &, California

Telephone: YUkon 2-3130

IN THE SUPFRIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, IN AND FOR THE

COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA

HARRY W. FELDMAN, et al.,

Defendants.

- - -- - - - - - = - lki?1;;(;
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, %
acting by and through the Deparfment No.
of Public Works, g
Slaintiff, {
vs. "
SUMMONS

THE PEOPLE CF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA SEND GREETING TO:

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

corporation {formerly Berkeley Investment & Development Company),
a8 Trustee,PIONEER INVESTORS SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION, a
corporation, DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS OF THE STATE OF
CALIFOﬁNIA, 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

NEW YORK, a corporation, SANTINA BALDASSINI, REGINALD A. BROWN, SR.;

MABEL K. BROWN, MATT ELICH, JANE DOE ELICH, RUSSELL CAPRINC, also
known: as Russell S. Céprino, 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. P . , ;ZZ;CZ' Z
? s . 6,/526/.
MJWMW

e e
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July 23, 1962

Mr., Philip 8, Flint, Chairman
Citizens Comnittee for Public
Transportation of Santa Clara County
2256 Santa Ana Street

Palo Alto, California

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

Deaxr My. Flint:

Your letter of July &, 1962, was placed on the
agenda of the Board of Supervisors at its regu-
larly scheduled meeting of July 16, 1962. No

immediated action was taken regarding the abane
donment of the West Valley Branch Line and the
Board chose to have this correspondence incore

porated in with other material on this subject.

Very truly yours,
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
Mrs. Jean Punan
Clerk of the Board

JP:DMR:cd
ce: Public Works



le

P @ ¢

- REcavso .
BOARD OF SUPERV'SORS
Ji 5 12 16 PH g7 - Tuly ¢, loez.
T -~ COUNTY OF S |
Mr. Howard Weichert SANTA CLARA
" Chairman = . o : .
Board of Supervisors . - . ' _ o . :
" Senta Clara County . - ' | - Date__JUL 1 61962
70 Rosa St. : B o , RY. V4 ey aanrer -
' San Jose, Cal. - | . S APPROVED%--------_ =
R : . PC DPW FLD

Dear Mr. Weichert: ABS"‘AINS

- In the courss of ny . presentation of the matter of saving the

. m— - ———

f-West Valley Branch Line of ‘the Southern Pacific Railroad at the
- Board meeting on July'Z, 1962 ‘Superviser- Della 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 and have found that Mr.,

Della Magglore is in error., The facts are as follows. After several

hearings on the General Plan the Board adopted the plan on April
25, 1960. There was some disagreement at that time concerning the

E 1nclusion of rapid transit in the plan., Neither Mr. Della Magglore
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 ims

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 reglonal rapid transit in existence here by

'~ 1985, The vote for adoption of the plan wasg 4-1. Mr. Della Maggiore

voted for the plan; Mr. Hubbard cast ‘the one dissenting vote.

. The suggested routes which the county planners gave for the

<"'rapid transit~trunk -lines were-as follows: - (1) a line adjacent- to-

the present Southern Pacific main line from Palc 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 thelr projected
. population densities for 1985, the c¢riterion 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 the community anymore than necessary.

It would seem to us, however that one must consider also 1aying
transit routes between areas' of high population density when the

- speed and volume of traffic are important.considerations. In the case
- of the West Valley Branch Line alignment, we believe that it is vital

to link Pale ‘Alto, the major commercial and industrial . center of the .
Peninsula, directly.to the future high density residential areas in
Sunnyvale {southern end), Cupertino, Monta Vista, and environs, It
was for this reason and the fact that the route utilized en existing -

’ . A&s;r-!rescﬁ 8d Memﬁcr qwc - ppw’- CC- H‘
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transportatiou right of-way that the orlginal Bay Area Rapid Transit ‘
,Commission chose 1t as early as 1954 for a future rapid transit route.

: It is &lso clear that in no sense of the word are we moving in o
" the direction of implementing our General Plan with any detailed = .
plans for future rapid transit or feeder transit in this county at .
this time. The Stevens Creek Freeway l1s being designed by the State
as usual with no thought of provision for future rapid transit rails
~or special lanes for buses in the median strip. The same can be said
for the Junipero Serra Freeway. Worse than that, we are intending to o
~ tear out an existing rail facility, strategically located and the po~ -
tential of which has been ignored, and replace it with'a costly ex-
pressway of lesser oapaclty. 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 bulld
.another giant single-purpose route zJunipero 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. Della Maggiore's claim that "thls 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. Della Maggiore has mede on transit are
liable to be misconstrued by the public, and we feel that clarification
~1s necessary for the benefit of both the public-and the press, This
becomes particularly important since we sense an increasirg publiec
support for the cause of public transportation in this county, more
than some govermment officials are aware of, and we are looking for-
ward - expectantly to some real action in this regard in‘the near future.

Very truly yoﬁrs,-

%zf,/ 7
Phillp S. Flint
Chairman, Citizens Committee
. for Public Trarportation of
- ,Santa Clara County
Philip S. Flint .
~ 2256 Santa Ana St., .
Palo Alto, Cal.
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. Crestgn Improvement Assc'n, Woodland Acres Assc! 'nm, Order of: ‘Railway

 June 25, 1962,

| Mr. Howard:Weichert .

Chairman o . . R
Board of Supervisors '
Santa Clara County

70 West Rosa St.,-

‘San’ Jose 10, Cal.
Dear Mr. Weichert:

The proposed abandonment of the Southern Pacific West-Valley;

+Line between Simla and Alta Mesa for the futdre Foothills 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 coh- .. -
ducted a public meeting at Foothill College on June 22nd at which o
time the entire problem was discussed. Members of ‘local government,

" both of this Board and of the. affected city counclls did not accept

our invitation to attend.

The basic fault here lies with the county which has refused to S
recognize the value of this rail right-of-way for future mass. tran- o
sit needs and is now condemning the property. I would remind yow
that this same right-of-way is designated for rapid transit ‘on the
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 the number
of vehicles on highways in the lower Peninsula if both government '
and the railrodd really wanted to do something about trafflc problems.

We, therefore, request that the Board of Supervisors reconsider :

- 1ts plans to .condemn this right-of-way for highway use and,- instead
preserve a single or double track right of-way in the median strip

placed on the agenda for your meeting of July 2, 1962, so that we .
can present our case in person. I am authorized in this regard, to’

- speak for the following organizations: Citizens Committee for Public

\
of the expressway for future transit use. To this end, we gsk to'be" §
¥
i

Transportation of Santa Clara County, Branch Line Commuters. Assc'n,

Conductors & Brakemen, and the Committee for Green ‘Foothills. The City !

1y

Council of Los Gatos and two Council Members of the City of Sunnyvale,
Mr. Mark Russell and lirs. Maureen McDaniels have also indicated their L
opposition to the abandonment. : '

- a;r-.;;f-.» d

JUF-z 1962 ' VengptrulyAfpurs,'"
T Date . ceocvmmmmmm T h%il é“?
APPROVED ----- it gh i . Cit C itt . f )
_ - FLD airman, izens Cérmmittee for
RE: CE CC PC Public Transportation Santa Clara
Phllip S.. Fling,. ABSTAINS:......- County ,
2256 Santa Ana %t:;‘"

Palo Alto, Cal.

Copy each Bd g\an&)‘ch;‘ C ) m c; b .M
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o | RECENEMWISORS Mrs. John B. Rutherford
S ' . BOﬁRD 13150 East Sunset Drive
' TR el . Los Altos Hills, Calif. -
Jml A , - June 27, 1962 .
Santa Clara County - SANTA \JLARA

Board of Supervisors
San Jose, Californla

L

Dear Sir: =

Sometime during the jpast year both the Palo Alto and the Loa 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 fronm 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 number
of commuters living between Palo Alto and Los Gatos.

"It 1s true that there are not 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 rallroad.

-, In addition it 1is 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 townsa

west of the El Camino such as Monte Vista, Sunnyvale, Cupertino, Saratoge
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 1s too fear away.

This area has a current and growing need for rall passenger service
and it is not in the public interest to abandon this line as the Southern
Pacific Railroad 1s planning to do. Rather plans should be formulated
for. educating commuters to avail themselves of rall transport instead of
using auntomobile transport; and some attention given the possibility of
re-establishing ithe complsete 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,

' Copy sach Bd Member - HWCQDPW CC-PC- W JUL 2 196%/

p\-‘“\lﬂﬁ B 1.3 7- e
: .. APPROVED _._..... S
L RE: CE CC PC DPW FLD

ABSTAINS: oo




T BRANGH LINE COMMUTERS! ASSOCIATION
COoF

SANTA CLARA COUNTY

Los Altos, California
23596 Arbor Avenue

e BESOLUTION

thereas the Santa Clara County Board of Supervicors has instituted condem-
nation proceedings against the radl fad lites used by 148 members of tho Branch
Line Commuters' Agsoointion for transportation to and frem their wurk, and wioreas.
the Santa Clare County Bacrd of Supervisors initisted this action with neither the
imowledge nor consent of the citizens directly affected, end Whercas the action of
said Board of Supervisors thus encowaged the Southern Pacifie Company to seck to .
abandon the mu facllities involved, 'l‘heretoro-

Be 1t roaolvad that the Branch Line %mm' Aasociation now present &
copy of this resolution to the County Boan‘. of Supervisors of 3anta Clara County at
1ts regular maating to be held $n San ;Ip;,!e, Q&Qif_omu on July 2, 1962 and ¢all for
dmmediate aeﬁj.on by the Board to comply with tho terms of this resolution as follows! ‘

1. That the Comnty Board of Supervisors withdraw at once its condemmtion

action relating to ony poruon of the Southern Pacific right-of-way commonly

knmmaa the me&mchmeaulmndingn'OmthoS P, main line at

Qalifomi.a Avenue, Palo Alto to the point known as Vasona Junction.

2. That tho Couney Board of Suparvisors immdiatoly notify the Interstate

Commerco Gbmiasion, the California Public Utilities Commission and the

Southern Paciﬁo Company that it now pmteota the abandonmemt petition of

the Sout.hem Pcciﬁc Compamr as deneribed in the I,0,C, Finance Docket

No- 22009.1 !

3s That tha County wa'd or Supewiaors delivar to the Branch Line

Conmnxbarb' Agsoeintion of Sanm Clare County no later than July 5, 1962

written ovidencs of 1ta complddncs with the provisions of this rosolubion .

aa 7eaqmaed in /1 and {2 above, o

s



.....

. @ o )

: oo
This resolution is herewith adopted by the Board of Diroctors of the Branch

Line Commters' Aasociation of Santa Clara County and dated at Loo Altos, California
this 20th day of June, 1962,
S4gned for the Branch Line Commters' Associatien of Santa Cire bys

- /ﬁ’{/‘/f \//-p é%/’&

President

PR
! .

A\ ~~
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f i Glrsen

Director




COUNT’Y OF SANTA CLARA e LT

o B - 2 o kOFFICE of the COUNTY EXECUTIVE

v ,HDWARD.W .QAMPE‘N

. COUNTY AowanTnATmN Buu.uma .
70 WEST RDSA BTREET . -

S BAN JOSE 10, CALIFURNIA “

o -T\m 19;,°1962 ..

R Hcmouble City Councu
City of Sunnyvale
456 West Olive Street.
Sunnyvale. Canfornu

"Oannemen- o

It hn been brougl\t to my attenﬁon that the p.nj_ncuu oL
" Commuters Association has contactéd your Honorable Counetl =~ ©
. in an attempt to secure support to prevent the proposed
s+ sbandonment of the Southern Pacific raflroad tracks betwsen
e Homua_ud Road nud Auntnderg aud in the County cl smn
S lau. o

o It 48 rcspectfuny uqunted that the mttor of cuy
RS cmmcu support to this request be com!dorea very caufuny
| '..ior tlx. followlng uaconﬂ i
e o - Rik ‘i'ha wopuaed Fooaun Expteuway. which. a8 you
©.t 0 know, wWas an'integral part of the Fhase 1 Expressway Coh- -
_ "o struction Program authorised by the Céunty electorate on” .
© ' Match 28, 1961, will fequire the uee of the railroad right- - - =
‘.og-wgy betwsen the proposed Junipero Serra Freemy on tho
.on:h and p.gg Mm Rodd en tho north. '

z) ‘l‘he County of Santa Chn. by vlrtue of the approval
of thb City Councils of Los Altos and Palo Alto to the‘:lggnment
. and Jocation of the. Foothill Expressway, has filed eminent -
domain proceedings against the Southern Pacific Rafltoad = = . -
. Company to acquire the rlnht-&«-way in.question. Ifthe g co
S Poothill Lxpressway cannot be constructed in the planned- | |
17 location, itis extramely doubtiul that the present bond. funde
L allocated to this expressway project will be adequate and thnt
VUL .tha pmject cduld be completed tn a umely mumer. S

v




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

3) The c_.:cnutrm:tioa~ 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.

‘ Your support of the effort of the City Councils of Los
Altos and Palo Alto and the Board of Supervisors of the County
of the eminent domain proceedings against the Southern Pacific
Raiiroad Company which has resulted in the application by said
company to the Public Udlities Commission for the abandonment
of the portion of the railroad in question is respectfully
requested,

Very truly yours, -
HOWARD W. CAMPEN
County E:‘:_oeuuv'o
l{wc:mo

Supo or Martin J. Bpungln
M&n Pullan. erd cl"k

)



» Chairman
' Maxch 13, 1961

G e 2!

Mr. Calvin C. Plint, President
Poothill College

150 El Camino Real

Mountain View, California

Dear Mr. rlinta

The Board o! Bupe:viaors wishes to thank you
for your letter of February 14 and the resolution
adopted by the Board of Trustees of the Poothill
Junior College District supporting the Board's
action recommending the abandonment of the SOuthern
Pacific Railroad branch line through Los Altos and
the establlahment of an expressway on that route.

This support 13 greatly appreciated by the
Board.”

Very truly yours,

Mrs. Eileen Owen, 8ecretary



150 EL CAMINO REAL + MOUNTAIN VIEW, CALIFORNIA

YORKSHIRE 8-652)

February 14, 1961

W Mr, Ed Levin, Chairman

County Board of Supervisors
Santa Clara County

20 West Rosa Street

San Jose, California

Dear Mr. Levin:

I am attaching a copy of a resolution adopted by the Board of
Trustees of the Foothill Junior College District at its meeting
on February 6., This resolution supports the action taken by
the Board of Supervisors recommending the abandonment of

. the Southern Pacific Railroad branch line through Los Altos .
and the establishment of an expressway on that route.

You will note that this action was unanimous, and I hope that
it will indicate, at least in a small way, that there are many
who support your action,

Sincerely,

Q.. O~

CALVIN C, FLINT
President

lea
Enclosure

APPROVED __ . ococnmmen R
RE: CE CC PC DPW FLD

~

;
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FOOTHILL JUNIOR COLLEGE DISTRICT
150 E1 Camino Real
Mountain View, California

RESOLUTION #2-60/61

On Motion of Member Christiansen , seconded by Member
Jackson , the following resolution is adopted:

WHEREAS, it is essential to the future welfare of the students.on the
two campuses of the Foothill Junior College District to have an effective
and adequate arterial of highways for student traffic from all parts of the
College District; and Y

WHEREAS, the most immediate need is for an expresswéﬁy or other
through highway which will facilitate the dispersal of student traffic from the
El Monte campus as it approaches Los Altos on a single arterial;

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of Trustees of the Foothill Junior College
District of Santa Clara County does hereby support the action of the Santa Clara
County Board of Supervisors in recommending the abandonment of the Southern
Pacific Railroad branch line through Los Altos between Simla Junction and
Arastradero Road, and construction of an expressway;

PROVIDED, said proposed abandonment shall not take effect until public
monies are available for the procurement of rights-of-way and construction
of expressway scheduled within one year after the effective date of abandon-
ment.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 6th day of February 19 61
by the Board of Trustees of the Foothill Junior College District by the
following vote: ,

AYES: Jackson, Christiansen, Smithwick, Diesner, Levine
NOES: None
ABSENT: None

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA )

I, Calvin C. Flint, Secretary of the Board of Trustees of the Foothill
Junior College District of Santa Clara County, California, do hereby certify
that the foregoing is a full, true and correct copy of a resolution adopted by
the Beard at a Special meeting thereof held at its regular place of meeting
at the time and by the vote stated above, which resolution is on file in the

office of the said Board.

Calvin C. Flint, Secretary

SS
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- Los Al®os HILLS ASSOPIATION

11030 Magdalena Avenue LOS ALTOS HILLS * CALIF.
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Los alos HiLLs AssORIATION

11030 Magd_élena Avenue : LOS ALTOS HILLS ¢ CALIF.
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25.

26.

27..

28,

29.

N .

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

" 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.

Authorized execution of agreement with P G & E for 1nstallation
of gas facilities at West Valley Courthouse Site, $115.20.

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

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
= f

e =y

Directed County Executive to urge S. P. Company to file necessary
papers for abandoning railroad tracks from Simla Junction to
Arastradero Road. Supervisor Levin votes No.

32.

33.

34,

35.

- 36,

37.

38.

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

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

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

Taken under advisement to February 6, agreement for purchase of

R. M. Byron property, $22,500, for Stevens Creek Park Development.

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.

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 IV and V, $6,724.03 increase.
Supervisor Hubbard abstains.

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

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

Adopted Ordinance NS~1004.69 designating 2-hour parking on west
side of Rutland Avenue between W. San Carlos Street to a point

1" Loami Lm LY m .
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RESOLUTICN OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF

THE CCUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA,

APPROVING CONSTRUCTION OF PROPCSED SEPARATION
([, : OF ARASTRADERC ROAD AND PROPOSED JUNIPERC SERRA

FREEWAY, s

As>

WHEREAS, tne County of Santa Clara, State of California,
(hereinafter called "County") and the State of Califcrnia,
Department of Public Works, Division of Highways (hereinafier
called "State") have executed that certain agreement dated
October 14, 1959 providing for the location and construction
of a portion of State Route 239 known as Junlpero Serra Freeway;
and _

WHEREAS, State desires to construct, as a part of sald freeway
prpject, a gpade Separation at exlsting 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 nas for sometime urged the
construction of said separation.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that County hereby approvés
of the construction of the proposed separation at Arastraderc Road
and the proposed Junipero Serra Freeway in accordance with the
1llustration of sald separation shown on the aforesald drawing.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that State is respectfully urged to
incorporate the subject construction project as an amendment to
the aforesald agreementbetween State and County gt the earliest
opportunity.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Public Horkﬁ
be authorizeq and directed to forward a copy of this resolution

to the appropriate State officlals.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the

’ 2 SEP 19 1960
£ e mac-b . ‘f
2. glie & Tad. lda RDOPT: Z£- L~ VES: HA-SD
NO: ABSTAINS:___

ABSENT:
ngéﬂi;*>7;“14¢t/‘¢; tav Lraetiectoce 2. fod |
\ H TS ‘
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County of Santa Clara; State of California; tnis 19th day of
September; 1960; by the following vote:
BARD - LEV -WEICHERT-DELLA MAGGIORE -Mehrkens
AYES: Supervisops, TUBBARD-LEVIN WEICHERT-DE Mehrken
| P,
> NOES: Supervisors, rone
ABSENT: Supervisors, None
i ’ "‘ k \
..\::‘.-' < « CeA
-~ Chalrman T BupCrv.scrs
ATTEST: JEAN PULLAN, Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors
g D
_()Z,I_g,,,w )—',.((._(,(d—*—r\_—f
=7
JRK:meb - 9/12/6p -



CITY CLERK | July 28, 1960

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
1l North San Antonio Road
Los Altos, California

RE: SAN ANTONIC - AIMA RATLROAD 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, .

HIXSON, CITY CLERK
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- STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
DISTRICT IV

150 OAK STREET
SAN FRANCISCO 2, CALIFORNIA
UN DERMILL 3-0222

ADDRESS ALL COMMUNIGATIONS TO November 13’ 1959
P. O. BOX 3386, RINCON ANNEX PLEASE REFER
SAN FRANCIBCO 19 Yo FILE No.
L4QT-1703.3

. IV-501-239-Cpo,B,IAts,LAH

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

Gentiemen:

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 Railroadt!s™
line between Simla Junction and Arastraderc 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 Cties

l. Will mske available additional léngbh of railroad right of way
for proposed Foothlll Expressway.

2. Will elinﬂnate the requirement for a grade crossing or & separa-

tion structure on proposed Foothill Expressway crossing of SPRR
track, .

g. Will eliminate the existing railroad grade crossing of Homestead
oad,

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 croésing or a sepa-

ration structure at proposed Foothill Expressway cross of
existing SPRR track, v 1oe




Honorable Board of Supervisors

Santa. Clara County -2~ November 13, 19.59
- State

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

We are agreesble to participating in the cost of relocating the
Permanente spur-track in 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 Junctlon and Arastradero
Road, we will undertake a cooperative study.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

v

R. A. Hayler
District eer



Copy each Bd Member - HWC - DPW - £55- PC - Nk NO:_ ______ ABSTAINS:.

November 28, 1959

Board of Supervisors
Santa Clara County
lst and Rosa

San Jose, California

Gentlemen:

I understand that November 16, 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 snd 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 sbandonment of such service.

~ As you gentlemen are well aware, the area between Palo Alto
and los Gatos is daily feeling the influx of an expending 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 aress and the present main line Scuthern Pacific
stations are already over~-taxed. Abandonment of rail service could
only result in additionel automobiles at peak hours being on these
roadways.

Jeck H. Canvin

319 Eleanor
Los Altos, California

-~ -
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" November 15,1959

Santa Clarsa GCounty Board of Supervisors
Santae Clars County O0ffice Bullding
Clvioc Center

San Jose, California

Gentlemen:

Your letter of November 5th informing me of the date, tlme and
place for the next meeting regarding the proposed abandonment of

the Southern Pacific Railroad right of way was greatly appreclated.

Unfortunately due to the time of said meeting, I am unable to
attend. Attached 1s a carbon copy of the letter sent to the
Interstate Commerce Commission opposing abandonment of the
branch line which I belleve will be of some valus to you 1in
considering this matter.

I again wish to take my stand that removing this means of transit
wWwill 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 8imla
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 18 permitted.

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

Sincerely,

Z o Ao

Mrs. S. R. Denman

NOV 16 1959
Date _.______

APPROVED_-_----- ...........
RE: CE CC PC OPW FLD
NO: _.._ . _ABSTAINS:
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November 9, 1959

Mr. X. Tuggle, President

Chairman of Interstate Commerce
The Interstate Commerce Commission
Interstate Commerce, Building
Washington, D. C.

Ba: Proposal to Abandon Southern
Pacific Rail Service Batween
Arastredero Road (Palo Alto)
and 8imla Junction (Santa
Clara County).

Dear Mr. Tuggle:

Submitted herewith is photostatic copy of a Petition signed by some
of the comsuters who use the train eervica in question opposing
suggested abandonment thereof.

This service has been in existence for at least twsnty years and is
the only public carrier connscting the Los Batos/Los Altos areas
with the main Bouthern Pacific rail line to San Francisco. The

Board of Supervisors has stated that no substitute pudblic bus service

to the main line vill be provided (and, indded, that.no public bus
service vill be permitted on the proposed naw expressway).
Consequently, if the present rail service is withdrawn, persons com-
muting or traveling to San Francisco from Los Gatos, Monte Berrino,
Saratoga, parts of S8an Jose, Cupertino, Santa c:l.a.ra, Monte Vista,

Los Altos Rills, 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 8an Francisco.

The reason advanced by the Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors
appears to be the alleged need for an expressway to be dbuilt on the
Southern Pacific right-of-way. It seems obvious that if an express-
vay is neseded, it should be in addition to existing public carrier ‘
facilities, and that rather than aebandoning 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 -
vay is bdbuilt parallel and in addition to thes present track, and a
system of dual-directional rail cars inaugurated with a more frequent



-2-

gervice between the present termini of ths line in question, scheduled
to serve not only the San Francisco comanuter patrons but the peak load
local transit needs as well, the purpose and future adequacy of the
expressvay itself would be enhanced and the financial return from the
existing facilities increased.

Abandonment of the rail service will obviously greatly increase con-

gestion of all roads in the area, especially the even nov over-taxed

roads leading to the Southern Pacific main line, thereby only compotnding

- the traffic and road problems of the vest end of S8anta Clara County. At

a time wvhen automobile freeways have demonstrated themselves to be

veritable Sorcerer’s Apprentices, the inevitability of interurban public
transit facilities is widely recognized as the only savior on the Peninaula,
the proposed dsstruction of this existing track, thereby forcing more o
peopls into automobiles and out onto the roads, seems sheer folly. The '
solution ia to modify the present system so as to increase ite traffic

load, not to temr it out. Looking to ths future transit problems facing

the Peninsula as it develops, Southern Pacific, as historically and
othervise the main public ca.rr:l.or, has a responsibility which must be

met, not shucked off.

Vei-y truly yours,

Mrs. 8. R. Denman
7659 Rainbow Drive
San Jose, California

A Commuter instrumental in
circulating the Petition in
question.
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Novomber 15,1959

Santa Zlura GCounty Boerd of Supervisors
Sante Ulars County Office Bullding
Clvic Center

3an Jose, Csalifornis

Jentlemern:

Your letter of lovember 5th informing me of the dete, time ana
2lzre for the next meeting regarding the proposed abandonment of
the southern 2ecific ilallroad right of way was sreatly appreclated.

Unforturately due to the time of seid meeting, I am unable to
atrerd. Attacled 1s a carbon copy of the letter sent to the
Interstate Conmerce Commission opposing abandonment of the
trzi.ct. line whiceh I btelieve will be of some value to you in
corsiiering Lrls matter.

I epsin wis! to take my stearnd that removing this means >f transit
will be & aetriment to the »rowing Santa Jlara Valley. Before
you vote 1 wish to submlt the proposition Llaml the propogea new
hish~ay slong the Jouthern Pacifiz rigit of way bLetwesn B8imia

end Areastrudero Rowd should be a supplement to existing trense
portation structures rather tiLan a replscement of sorely neeuied
means of tranus_.ortation now found.

I further submit thet abandonment of said line would notl e
ts the best intercats of all Santa Ylara County resiuents snd
raogpectfuliy regquest that all avenues of this trensportation
protlem e fully end carefullvy cunsidered and exulored veflore
abandonment of tre line 1s permitted.

I1{ furtter meatinFs sre called for aiscussion of thia subject,
kindly let me knowe.

3Sincerely,

: >

Yrs. 3. n. Denman




Los Altos, Cslifornis
November 14, 1959, -

Santa Clara County Board of Supervisora,
20 West Rosa Street, :
San Jose, California.

Gentlemen:

It is ' my understanding that & meeting of the Board
will be held on Monday afternoon, November 16, 1959,
and that at this meetling the matter of dlscontinuing
passenger service on the Los Altdg-Monte Vista= Vasona
Junction Branch Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad,
‘and abandonment of this branch llne, will be brought
up for further condideration,. _

I would like to protest against the abolishing of this
rallroad service, I am employed in San Francisco and
regularly commute by traln, - Although only one passenger
train-each way per day operates over this branch line,

it 1s scheduled at commuter. hours, and I personally find
it a very great convenience to be able to take this
train from the Losg Altos Station., By count, there are
from thirty-five to forty or more persons who regularly
board thls train each day at thé Los Altos station, and

I would estimate about four timea 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 1ts dlscontinuance would be an inconvenience and
a hardshlip 40 many regular commuters. A large part of the
territory served by the branch line 1s further removed
Prom the main line than Los Altos itself., Home-building
is actively going on in much of this ares, and it seems.
reasonable that use of this train service would increase
in the future if this line was continued, as these resid-
entlal areas fill up.

For the reasons stated above, it 1s 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 ralillroad service, 1t ia hoped that. all
means will be explored of providing sultable alternative
service, for example by bus, for the towns and residential
areas now gerved by this trailn,

Respectfully yours,

ke S
. Frederic R.. Kelley
I , 437 Panchita Way, Lo¥ Altos.
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1115 Seena Ave.

Los Altos, Calif.
Nov. 12, 195y

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

Gentleman:

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

1.4 "rapid transit" right of way will be needed in the

5

Ui

near future. The present Southern Pacific right of
way, if destroyed, could not be duplicated without
extreme additional cost.

Proposed realignment of Southern Pacific right of way

to service the Kaiser Plant wotld be extremely expensive
and reduce value of property in the Creston Tract

which it would bisect.

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

Abandonment of this service and right of way would put

an additlonal burden upon the roads leading to the main
Southern Pacific line which would necessitate immediate
expansion of these roads to handle the additioné} load

of commuters that now use the Los Altos Line and,Would

have to purchase cars to drive to the mailn line.

The 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 1% years.

The Peninsula is an "lIdeal" area for a rapid transit
system due to 1ts linear dimension. From Falo Alto

South the width 1s greater so as to Jjustify parallel
rapld transit routes. The present Southern Pacifilc Right
of way 1s 1deally located for this purpose.
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a Seewe Ave
Los AlTss , CalE.
Nov/2-59 -

7. Future growth of the Peninsula 1s dependent upon a
rapld transit system. There 1s 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 wlth 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 1 prefer to live.

Respec tfully,




November 5, 1959

Palo Alto City Council
City Hall
Palo Alto, California

Gentlemen:

The Board of Supervisors on November 16, 1959 at
2:00 pem., 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 18 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 Wes: 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 Trafficways Plan.

It is respectfully requeated that your Company be
represented at this tic.

Very truly yours,

RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors



November 5, 1959

Hra; 8. R. Denman
7659 Rainbow Drive
San Jose, California

Dear Mrs. Denman:

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 Trafficways Plan,

This notice is in accordance with your request
of October 13th,

Very truly yours,

RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors



SO0~r 3 -5 é‘

Lt ettt Ctni et 7 P, /é/

Pr itz DZ/




October 1, 1959

Palo Alto City Council
City Hall
Palo Alto, California

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 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 Council“” P
Los Altos Hills City Council
Cupertino City Council _~




October 1, 1959

State Division of Higlways
P.0. 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 Cacher;

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 Supervismrs on
_October 13, 1959 at 4:00 p.m. in the chambers of the Board,
20 West Rosa Street, 8an Jose, for discussion of the
proposal.

Very truly yours,

RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of the Board
of Supervisors

By Mrs. Jean Pullan, Deputy Clerk



October 1, 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
8imla 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 chambexrs 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
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COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA

, S 25 agpncla_ B\ PLANNING DEPARTMENT
.%/(/b W M SANTA CLARA CounTY OfFFicE BLOB. ¢ Civic CENTER

FIREY & ROSA S5TREtLTs, SAN JosSE, CALIFORNIA

KARL J. QELBER. DiRECTOR

September 23, 1959

MEMORANDUM
To: Howard W. Campen, County Executive
From: . Karl J. Belser, Director of Planning

Subject: Foothill Expressvay right of way and realigmmsnt of
the Southern Pacific spur line serving Permanente.

The Foothill Expressway, as proposed by De Lewiv Cather, utilizee the Southern
Pacific railroad right of way betveen Simla Junction and Arastredero Road.

This would of course involve the abardonment of the right of way by the Socutharn
Pacific Company.

This proposal and the other elements of the Trafficways Plan were discusoed

with Mr. Jobn Hope, City Administrator for the City of Los Altoc, om Septciar b,
1959. Mr. Hope was in complete asgreememt with the proposal and had informlly
sounded out the Southern Pacific Campany in this regard. He reported that
Southern Pecific representatives were also in agreemont with the proposal, but
firm in their position that the application for abandomment must originate

vith public representatives,

In addition, Mr. Hope pointed out an area of conflict betweem the Southern
Pacific spur line serving Permanente and the interchange of the Junipero Serra
Freevay and the Feothill Expressway. He gave us a print of the State Division
of Highways design proposal for this interchange.

The State design proposal calls for the Junipero Serra Freeway to have two
railroad underpasses in the imrediate area of the interchange. By & relatively
simple realigmrent of the spur line, and a slight shifting of the Junipero Serra
Freeway, no railroad underpass would be required. (See attachment.) The
construction savings to the State would be substantial. Also, the Foothill
Expressvay construction would require far less structure tham showm,
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2--%ovard W. Campen, C Yy Executive
Septembar 23, 1959

On September 22, 1959, we met with the Southerm Pecific District Supsrintendeamt,
Mr. Robert A. Miller, and two of his engineers. Thney vere in completa accord
“with the proposal to abandon the portion of rail line referred to and the
desirability of the Permanente spur realigncent., Mr. Miller offered to assist
in any way possible to further our proposals. Hz2 stressed the importance of
public representatives originating the spplication for abandomaemt.

The Scuthern Paciflc engineers otated that the State Divigcion of Highways have
the Junipero Serra Freeway presedtly under design. For this rescon, any propossd
adjustment of the State design must be imiticted as scon as possible. It should
be noted that the State is reluctant to chnange any of their designo once they

are complete or on the basis of unofficial local proposals.

For this reascn it is recozmended that an application in tbke form of a resolutica
be made by the Board of Supervisors to tho Bouthern Pacific Cozpony to abanden

the portion of the rail line in question end to requast a realigmeamt of the spur
serving Permanente., The Southern Pacific Company will then process the application
for abandonment through the I.C,C,

Mr. Miller suzgzested that the first step shuvuld be an informal meeting batween
the Board, the Los Altos City Council and City Adminiotrutor amd tha Southorn
Pacific representatives. Rz felt this to bo ef great urgsacy.

Because of the urgeacy, ve suggest that tha Joint mocting be set for NMonday,
October 5, 1959. This will permit the results of the meeting to be mnde knowm
to the Trafficways Cammittee which meets am October li., The mattor has been
brought to tha attention of the staff subcezaittee of the Trafficvays Cozmittee
by Dexter Ahlgren, Los Altos City Emnginecer. With this ection undorvay, ve will
meet with representatives of the State Divisiom of Highways and Socuthern Pocifiec
Company to iron out the necessary design adjustmznts.

yfwf R P

Lo = ‘\,,_,-a//" C/u«.,d
Karl J. Elser

KJB: fow

Attachment:
Proposed Intersection of Foothill Expressvay
with the Junipero Serra Froeway Map.
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: . STATE OF CALIFORNIA .

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
DISTRICT IV -

180 OAK STREET
SAN FRANCISCO 2, CALIFORNIA
UNDERHILL 3-0222

ADDRESS ALLL COMMUNICATIONS TO

P. O. BOX 3366, RINCON ANNEX October 5 » 1959 PLEASE REFER
SAN FRANCISCO 10 7o FILE No.
4LQT1703.3
IV-SC1-239-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 1lst, 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

- R. A. ﬁayl
District Ergineer




Junipero Serra, a freeway which will pass through the most out-

”_ment desire this high excellence of design, now therefore

- - -

SANTA, CLARA COUNTY o

o -t ...u..xL
o

RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING DESIGN.
STANDARDS FOR JUNIPERO SERRA FREEWAY,

WHEREAS since the advent of the "freeway" in Californila, the
San Francisco Bay Area, and especlally the Penlnsula, 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 i1t traverses, and

WﬁEREAS examples such as Bayshore, Embarcadero, and other free-
ways have set a formidably alarming backdrop for the design of

standingly beautiful sectlon of our Peninsula, and

WHEREAS the apparent implicatlons of this were of such magnltude
that the formatlion of a Freeway Design Committee was. spontaneously
initiated by citizens from the three Peninsula counties of

Santa Clara, San Mateo, and San Franclsco, 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-
Jectives for the design and executlion of the Junipero Serra
Freeway:

1, That the natural beauty of the“area whereln the
freeway 1s located 1s fully preserved.

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

3. -That the medlan area and widths of right-of-way
vary-in width to meet the unusual topographlc
conditions and to avoid drastic cuts and fills
which will wmar the natural terrain. '

4, That the projJect be landscaped with native plant
materials which will obliterate construction
grading as much as possible; screen off areas g
‘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 achleve an excellence
of aesthetic appearance and that they be buillt
of such materials which will blend appropriately
with the landscape..

WHEREAS 1t 18 our belief that the State Highway Deslgn engineers -
and the Bureau of Public Roads officials of the Federal Govern—

Boakd of Supervisors

BE IT RESOLVED that the GixborxGounoddl of . Santa q;ana Caunty ’
in regular meeting assembled on the 20th day of April

1959 , does support the general obJectives as hereln set fbrth
and does respectfully and urgently request the Callifornia
Highway Commission, the Federal Bureau of Public Roads, and the’
State Highway Engineer and his staff, to. find ways and means

of accomplishing these obJjectives as set forth herein, and
further

L/24/59 Copies mailed ‘AVPR 20 1959%;({




BE IT RESOLVED that copies of this resolution be sent to:

Representatlive J. Arthur Younger
State Senator Richard J. Dolwilg
” Assemblyman Carl A. Britschgil

V/// Assemblyman Louls Francis
The Federal Bureau of Publié Roads
The California Highway Commission, and to each member thereof
State Highway Engineer George T. McCoy .
Asslstant State Highway Engineer B. W. Booker
Penlnsula. Highway Policy,Committee

v

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




PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors this

20th day of April, 1959 by the following roll call vote:

AYES: Supervisors, DILLA [ASGIORE HUBBARD, LEVIN, Y
NOES: SUPervisors, N‘!nna - SLAGHT, VEIGHERT

ABSENT: Supervisorsygp
ABSTAINING: Supervisors,

Chaiman d of .‘nrervisors

ATTEST: RICHARD" quon, Clerk of the Boar )

il po—e

a
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ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO

'the San Mateo County Line and establishing a freewqy thereono.._

OTATE OF CALIFORNIA
? . DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHVVQAYS

DISTRICT IV

150 OAK STREET X
SAN FRANCISCO 2, CALIFORNIA
UN DERHILL 3-0222

P. O. BOX 3366, RINCON ANNEX PLEASK REFER

SAN FRANCIGCO 19 Augus t 6 Py 1958 TO FiLg No.

IV-SCl-239-B

Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of Santa Clara
Courthouse

San Jose, California

Gentlembn:
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

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 pertalning 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 same. The Commission
may give or withhold its consent as in its opinion will best subserve

. the public interest. Also the State 1s empowered to acquire by purchase

the rights of access to abutting properties should such action be deemed
advisable,

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 taildi ng permits,
or plans for other possible conflicting developments on or near the route?

Coples 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,

B, W, BOOKER '
Asst. State Highway Engineer

'B’/ﬁ ' :
attaqhment . '//

R, A, HAYLER

S District Englnéer ' ’;3}/2”

'k DAL A
b "
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Passed by C.H.C.
JUL 23 1958

RESOLUTION ADOPTING STATE HIGHWAY

ROUTE IV-SCl1-239-B,SJs,SCl,Cpo,Sunv,LAts,LAH

RESOLVED by the California Highway Commission
that pursuant to the authority vested in it by law,
this Commisslon 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 Llne, road IV-3Cl-239-B,SJs,SCl,Cpo,Sunv,LAts,LAH,
as outlined in proJject reports dated January 25, 1957,
and March 18,h1957, 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 identifled 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 sald 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 at its meeting regularly called and held on the. 23 xd.
dayol_July _ 19 58, in the Cily of_Sacramenta

a majority of the members of said Commission being present and
voting therefor.

Dated this 28t);_¢g—j\ﬂ}¥\ /\—\:B wjﬁ.

G. N. COOK
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE
CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION

EST. B4i6. 34380 B-86 BM 4PC




FESOLUTION ESTAELISHING A FREEWAY
ON
FOAD IV-SC1-239-B,S8Js,SCL,Cpo,Sunv,LAts ,LAH
RESOLVED by the California Highway Commission:

1, That the public interest and nec;ssiti require
the laying out, 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-SCl-239-
B,8Js,8C1,Cpo,Sunv,LAts ;LAH,

2. That the section of State highway hereinafter
described 1s 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 sectlion of State highway hereinbefore referred

to 1s specifically described as follows:

That portion of State Highway Route 239 in the
Citiesa 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 mep 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 1s 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,

/a/ G. N, Cook, Assistant Secretary of the California
Highway Commission
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EUSTICE & FEELEY

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

W. GOR .
DON EUSTICE 190 MAIN STREET POST OFFICE BOX
JEROME W. FEELEY . ' lzaaa

LOS ALTOS, CALIFORNIA

5 May 1958

Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of Santa Clara

Firast and Rosa

San Jose, California

Gentlemen:

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

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, Insofanr as: we
know the Bbard accepted Mr, Hubbard'!s; recommendation, without more,
and Mr, Hubbard's recommendation was, so he says; based almost
solely on the Deleuw, Cather report.

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

Why, OH, Why,s

l. Is the Bbard of Supervisors unwilling to seek the
advice of its professional Planning Department.
This Department, who have also seen the DeLeuw,
-Cather report, still favor the railroad route.

" The Chairman of this: Commission has: substantial
holdings along the railroad route and the Bbard
should be 1nterested in his wiews.

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 its: little 2~a-~day-
commuter=gold-mine, still it could be condemned
since a freeway likely wonld be deemed a '"more
necessary use™ than a commuter spur,

=OII O
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Honorable Bbard of Supervisors

5 May 1958.

3.

4.

5.

Is the Board so eager to accept the Deleuw,
Cather report as the only gospel? It is
incomplete and inconclusive., A few people ane
allowed to see some of the charts, but may not
take notes, Al best it suggests two routesmay
be necessary somewhere in the general area of’
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 awailable for
pulllic scrutiny,

Iss 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?

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 serve
local traffic. If this is so:

a. The DeLeuw,'Chther report has little wvalidity
since it is primarily concerned with local
traffic,

b. Why route the freeway into San Jose? Keep
it in the foothills around Saratoga -and Los
Gatos thence south, Or better still use
Skyline Driv e, At least build the railroad
track expressway and by 1985 a more westerly
route like "F"™ will be indicated,

Ass an aside; th is it such a boon to San Jose

t8 push the freeway right through the city,
yet to do the same thing in Los Altos is
disruptive. '

¢, The User Sawings schedules published by the
highway engineers are meahiﬁgiess.

Finally, what is Stanford!s: role? Obviously if Stanford

favored the "B" then the railroad.tracks .would be it. .
prepared to sacrifice the residential foothill ‘area just to preserve

the integrity of its industrial tractt, The bulk of the traffic
along Fremont Ageaue, and it is becoming aeute, is Stanford bound,

=tWo=-
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Honorable Board of Supervisors
5 May 1958 ‘

Pending a full investigation and recommendation based om
all relevant factors, we request that the Board of Supervisors:

Withdraw its present recommendation feor the "C" route;

Ask the Highway Commission to reserve its deéermination
until after the Board has made its study and.
recommendation;

Undertake a full investigation of all facets of this
complicated problem. If the Deleuw,Cather report

is deemed pertinent, them no decisiom 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 ban tiake comfort im his decision,

-

| 7 tru]%
‘///?ééé |

Gordon Ewustice

WGE/ sd
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- _,.7 . STATE OF CALIFORNIA .

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

DISTRICT IV

180 OAK STREET
B8AN FRANCISCO 2, CALIFORNIA
UN DERHILL 3-0222

ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO Aprll 2 ’ 19 58

P. O. BOX 3366, RINCON ANNEX PLEASE REFER
BAN FRANCISCO 19 7o FiLk No.

IV-8Cl1-239~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, 1958, 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 :Zarevich

property lying north of Stevens Creek Road and west of Lawrence

Station Road. 4 -

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

w pﬁ%
R. A. Haylér

District Engineer

" '

-
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March 31, 1958

State Division of !-ughwayo

District 1V

Post Office Box 3366, mncon Annex
150 Oak Street ,

San Francisco, California

G.ntlemen*

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 Eoulevard passes through a parcel
of property acquired by the Cupertino Union School District
for use as a school site, '

Please be advised thh although this Board has hereto- .
fore approved Route U5, it {s both willing and desirous that
the route be altered to avoid the abovementionsd school site.

Very truly yours,

ORAN L. SLAGHT
Chairman of the Board of
Supervisors

OLS:e0
cc: Cupertino Union School District
Mr, Spencer Willlams, County Counsel



RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD 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 make his recommendation
to the California Highway Commission relative to a route location for State Highway
Route 239, commanly known as Junipero Serra Freeway, between the North County line
ond Saratoga Avolue to a junction with the previously adopted portion of Route 239,
ond

WHEREAS, the State Highway Engineer has requested the recommendations of
the various political jurisdictions concerned with the sald routing, and

WHEREAS, the County of Santa Clara Board of Supervisors has caused studies
and investigations to be made of various alternate lines for sald routing, as developed
by the State Division of Highways, and

WHEREAS, said studles and investigations have indlqited that line "A" between
the North County line and the vicinity of Blaney Avenue and that line "B" between the
North County line and Saratoga Avenue are highly disruptive of community values and
otherwise detrimental to proper development of the area, and . ..

WHEREAS, line "C" batween the North County line and Simla Junction, line
U-5 between Simla Junction and the vicinity of Blaney Avenue, and line "A" between
the viclnity of Blaney Avenue and Saratoga Avenue, as shéwn on the attached map,
are less disruptive of community values and are in general conformity with 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

public meeting on March 10, 1958, to discuss the alternate lines of routing with

representatives of the various citles,

pare IR 17 1958
APPROVED, o
RE: CE CC PC ENG .

- —— g

DOLL CALL: Y&s ML R BN 8O .



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of the County
of Santa Clara that State Highway Route 239 between the North County line and Saratoga
Avenue be located along line "C" between the North County line and Simla Junction,
line "U-5" between Simla Junction and the vicinity of Blaney Aven;.:o, and line "A"
between the vicinity of Blaney Avenue and Saratoga Avenue to a connection with the
previously adopted portion of Route 239, the abovementioned lines as developed by the
State Division of Highwoys, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the California Highway Commission be urged
to adopt the general route as described above, at the earllest possible time, and

BE IT FURYHER RESOLVED that, In order to reduce community disruption and
to make fresway development compatible to adjoining development, the State Division
of Highways take all measures to properly landscape the entire length of State Highway
Route 239 through Santa Clara County.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Sonta
Clara, State of California, this day of MAR 17 1358 . 1958,

by the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors, Brown, Della sagglore, Hubbard, Levin, Slaght
NOES: Supervisors, Nous
ABSENT: Supervisors, None

ATTEST: RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of
the Board of Supervisors

}

A

Seal



- JCOUNTY OF SANTA CLARA
I%Ofﬁce of the BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

A. W. BrowN, 18T, DISTRICT - SANTA CLARA COUNTY OFFICE BLDg. Civic CENTER
Sam P, DeLLA MAGGIORE, 2ND DISTRICT, CHAIRMAN . FIRST AND ROSA STREETS, SAN Josk, CALIFORNIA
Eo, R.ElLeviN, 'SRD DIBTRICT P. O. BOX 1007

OraN ‘L. SLAGHT, 4TH DISTRICT
WesLey L. HusBarDp, "8TH DISTRICT
RicHARD OLSBON, CLERK OF THE BOARD

March 18, 1958

Ret Juniperro Serrs ?reeuay

Mr. C., M, G1114s, Chairman |
California Highway Commission
Sacramento, California
Dear Hr. Gilliss

| Enclossd pleaae find three certified coples of
resolution adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
March 17, 1958, recommending location of State 5ighway'
Route 239 between the Horth County Line and Saratoga
Avenue in Santa Clares County.

‘fhe California Highway Commission is urged to
adopt the general route.ﬂeacribed in said resolution
ond to properly landscape thé entire lenght of seid
Route 239 tbrough Senta 01ara County.

Your aupport of these requests will be greatly

appreciated,
Very truly yours,

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Cierk of the Board

[,
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March 18, 1958

Re: Juniperro Serra Freowuay
ire Co M¢ CG111lis, Chairman
Californla Highway Commission
Sacramento, California

Dear Mr, Gilliss

Enclosed please find three certifiod copios of
resolution edopted by tho Board of Buporvisors on
Mareh 17, 1958, rccommending location of State Hiphway
Route 239. botween tho lorth County Line and Saratoga
Avonue in Santa Clars County;

The California Highway Commission is urged to
adopt the goneral route deserided in sald reeoclution
ond to propeorly landsoape the entire lenght of coid
Route 239 through Santa Clara County,

Your support of those requests will be 5reatly

appreociated, '
Very truly yours,

BOARD OF SUPERVICORS

By
Clork of the Loard



RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF W'!lViSORS OF THE

COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA RECOMMENDING TO THE

CALIFORNIA NIGHWAY COMMISSION THE LOCATION
OF STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE 239 SETWEEN THE NORTH

COUNTY LINE AND SARATOGA AVENUE.

WHEREAS, the S'o;o Highway Englnaer will shortly moke his recommendation
to the tclllemlc Highway Commissien relative to a rovts lecation for State Highway
Route 239, commonly known a8 Junipere Serra Freswey, between the North County line
and Saratoga Avenus fo a junctien with the previewly adopted portion of Rovte 239,
“ .

WHEREAS, the Stete Highway Engineer has requested the resemmendations of
the varlows political jurlsdictions cencarned with the sald routing, and

WHEREAS, the County i Sunta Clara Soard of Supervisors has cowed studies
and Investigatiens te be made of various clternate lines for sald routing, as developed
by the Stote Division of Mighweys, ond

WHEREAS, sold studles and Investigations have indiested that line "A" between
the North County line and the visialty of Blaney Averwe und that line “D* between the
North County line and Saratega Avenue ore highly disruptive of community valves and
otherwise detrimental te proper development of the areq, ond

WHEREAS, line “C" between the North County line snd Stmla Junction, line
U5 between Simla Junction end the vicinity of Bleney Avanus, and line “A” betwesn .
the visinity of Blaney Avenue and Saralega Avenus, of shown on the atteched mep,
are |ess disruptive of community valuss ond ere In Q;wu_l conformity with the streets
and Mghway plons of the County and the varlews communities, and

WHEREAS, the Dourd of Superviton of the County of Santa Clara has held o
public meeting on Mareh 10, 1958, te dissuss the alternate lines of routing with

reprasentativas of the veriews cities,



NOW, THERIPORE, B IT-RESOLVED by the Soard of Supervisers of the County
demMMMMMM&MMIhﬁm
Avenva be losated aleng line “C* betwaen the North County line and Simle Junetion,
ine “U-5" between Simie Junetion and the vieinity of Blaney Avanve, and line *A*
between the vieinity of Blaney Avenve ond Saratege Avenvs fe & conneetion with the
pwuya.umdmm.uumwmaum.uwm
MW%JM)‘.-‘ ‘

BE §T FURTHIER RESOLVED thet the Califomia Nighway Commiien be wged
o adept the genercl revte e duseribed chove, of the serliest pemible Hime, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED thet, In order to reduse csmmunity diwvpiion and
te meks freswey development computibie te edjeining develepment, the Sate Divisien
dmhpmdlmhm’mh-ﬂnlﬂdwouuw

Raute 239 through Sents Clers Counly.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Bowrd of w&mdhwydu
Clers, Stutn of Callfornia, thls dayot _ MAR1TIS8 g,
by the follewing vete:
AYES: Supervisers, - Brown, Della Masgle;'e. Hubbard, Levin, Slaght
NOES: Supervisen, ) lione

ABSENT: - Syporvleons,  None

?"ORAN L. SLAGHT
Chalrman of the Beard of Supervicens

ATTEST:  RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of
the Boerd of Supervisen

g,w@z«»———/




RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THS
L oh st Camsae T oo
OF STATE MIGNWAY ROUTE 239 BETWEEN THE NORTH
COUNTY LINE AND SARATOGA AVENUL :
WHEREAS, the'Stete Mighwey Englnser will shartly meke his recammendetion
bthdMoWCnﬂ.lauldlnbaMmM“ow '
Rewte 339, --gdym.mmm. HMNMMI&.
dsm-Ambdlmﬁ&hWyM’uﬂndMﬁ’a
and ' | .
WIHEREAS, hMWWMWNMd
the veriows palitical jurisdictions concerned with the sald reuting, end
WHEREAS, the County of Sante Clera Boerd of Supervisers has coveed shidles
and lovestigations 1o be mede of veriews eltarnate lines for seid reuting, o doveleped
s,u-su.uvnudnu-p. -
WHEREAS, mmuwmwunmu-m
the North Cownty line end the vialaity of Bleney Avemve end thet fine “3° hetwoen il
MMIM-&WAﬂmMym&MMd
otherwise detrimental 1o preper dovelepment of the erea, end |
WHIREAS, Hine “C* hotwesn the North County line and Simie Junction, line
wmsu-muhmuqdummm. ond lins *A" botween’
hvhmdﬂmﬁmﬂmm ot showm on the siteshed mep,
-.s-mamw-a-.u..ﬂd«-m-mma.u
and highway plans of the County and the vorlews semmunlitiss, and
WNEREAS, the Board of Supervisen of the County of Sente Clare has held o
public mosting en Mareh 10, 1953, to disswns the aitamate Iinas of revting with
Wdivucﬂbnhl‘iﬂ‘c

Lgernt - . >
IO . Dy .



NOW, THEREFORE, B4 IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervien of the County
of Savto Clare thet Shate Highwey Route 239 betwoen the North County iine end Saretogo
Avenus be lesated cleng line “C* between the Narth County iine and Simle Junetion,
line “U-5" betwoen Simle Junetion and the visinity of Sleney Avenve, ond line “A*
betweon the vicinity of Blaney Avenue end Saretege Avenus 1o o conneetion with the
proviewsly adepted pertien of Routs 339, the abovementioned lines as develaped by the
Stade Divisien of Nighways, end | .

B2 IV PURTNER RESOLVED thet the Callfernic Mighwey Comminien be wyged
to adept the general reute s deseribed shave, o the cerllest pemible time, and

BE IV FURTHER RESOLVED thet, in arder bo reduce community dirvption and
te meke freowey develepment conputible to adjoining dovelopment, the Siate Divislen
of tighweys tahe ol messures to praperly lendscape the entire longth of Sate Nighwey

Revte 237 through Sante Clare Coundy. -

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Suparvisers of the Cownty of Sente
Clara, Stute of Californio, this duy of MAR 171958 yggy
by the lellowing vete: |
AYES) Supervieers, Brown, DellaMaggiore, Hubbard, Levin, Slaght
NOES: Supervioens,  Nop -

ABSENT: Suporvisen,  None

ORAN L. SLAGHT -
Thalrman of the Soard of Supervicen

ATTEST:  RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of
the Board of Supervhers
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} 7 g RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA APPROVING THE LOCATION
OF STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE 239 ERTWEEN ROUTE 5 AND
SARATOGA AVENUE AND WAIVING FURTHER PUBLIC
HEARINGS REGARDING SAID LOCATION

WHEREAS, the California Highway Commission on October 23,
1957. has indicated 1ts intention to adopt a location for State
Highway Route 239, between Route 5 and Saratoga Avenue as shown
on the attached map and the establishment of a freeway thereon;
and

WHEREAS, public meetings regarding the piopoud location
were held on April 4, 1957, June 17, 1957, July 10, 1957, August
9, 1957 and Auguast 15, 1957, after due notice of such meetings
in the local newspapers, and at whioch meetings members of the
press ware present; and '

WHEREAS, no opposition to the proposed location, as shown
on said map, was evident at said meetings; and

WHEREAS, early deteraination of said location will be a
benefit to the development of adjacent irsn;

NOW, THEREPFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Superviaors
of the County of Santa Clara that the proposed loeation of State
Highway Route 239 betwesn Route 5 and Saratoga Avenue, as '
presented at said public meetings, is heraeby approved, and that
the early adoption of said location is considered to be in the
public interest; and : - . .

BE IT FURTHER RE3OLVED that the Board of Supervisors hereby
determines that further publie hearing on this matter is not
necessary; anad

BE IT PURTHER RESOLVED that the California Highway
Comaission be urged to adopt the general route, as presented

-
. -

Z
- WOV 4 - 1357 ROLL Call: Yﬁ@//zyﬁ’//m_____._
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at said public meetings, at the earliest posasible time.
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the
County of Santa Clara, State of California, this 4th  day

of November , 1957, by the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors, Bro:i:, lella Maggiore, Hubbard, Levin, Slaght
NOES: Supervisors, None

ABSENT: Supervisors, None

ATTESY: RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of
the Board of Supervisors

JRK:meb - 11/1/57
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COUNTY- OF SANTA CLARA

I\ Office of the COUNTY COUNSEL
SPENCER M. WILLIAMS DEPUTIES:

{ CoOuNTY CounaeL RODNEY R. ATCHIBON LL OF RECO -
HA R RDS
3 ?/ JOHN R. KENNEDY '
ROBERT E. HALEY SAN JOSE 3, CALIFORNIA

AQ818TANT COUNTY CDUNBEL ROBERT P. MCNAMEE . o ciron!
REQS S+
ROUOBERT 8. STURGES TELEPHONE PREAS

JOAN A. SYMON

November 4, 1957

Mr. Richard Olson

Clerk, Board of Supervisors
Civic Center Building

San Jose, California

Dear Dick:

We have prepared for adoption by the Board of Supervisors
on November 4, 1957, two Resolutions which have been requested
by the State Divislion 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 pertalns to the locatlon and improvement of
Route 239 between Route 5 and Saratoga Avenue.

By virtue of these Resolutions, the Board of Supervisors
walvés 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 coples
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 coples 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 atrip maps and request the Division of Highways to attach
thereto the required number of copies.

Very truly yours,

/-/JOHN R. KENNEDY
Deputy County Counsel

JRK:meb « enecl.
cc=-=R., Sorensen
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RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF
THE COUNTY OF SANTA OLARA APPROVING THEB
LOCATION OF STATE KIGHWAY ROUTE 239 AND
114 BETWEEN ROUTE 2 AND EXISTING ROUTE 114
mmwmmvmmmmc

VHEREAS, the Galifornia Highway Ocmmission on Ostober 23,
1957, has‘indicated its iatention to adopt a location for State
mmmu- 239 and 114, between Route 2 and existing Route
114 north ef Asule, as shown on the sttached maps, and the
establiaslment of a freeway thereon; and

WHEREAS, public mestings regerding the proposed losatien
were held on April ¥, 1957, June 17, 1957, July.-10, 1957, amd
August 9, 1957, after due notioce of such mestings in the locsl
nevspapers, and at whioh meetings members of the press vere
present; and ,

WHERRAS, no opposition to the propesed location, as showm
on said maps, was évident at said meetings; and ° ‘

WHEREAS, early determination of sald location will be a
benefit ¢ the development of adjacent areas;

Now, THERKPORE, BX IT ERSOLVED, by the Board of Supervisors
of the County of Santa c:.ara}ﬂut the pyopoud 1ocation of State
Highway Noutes 239 and 114 beSween Route 2 and exissing Route
114 north of Asule, as pﬁouﬁ“d" 8t sald publioc mestings, is
hereby approved, and that the early adoption of said losatien is
oconsidered to be in ﬂu pubnc Muﬂu and o

B 1‘! FURYHER mvn tlnt the bn'd ot Supervisors hor-by
detemines that further pubno heariag on thu.nttpr is not
necessary; and

nnmmmmc the California Ilm
Commission be urged to adopt the generel route, as pmonud

N

3a to John K d . . id i § ‘ O
A | PR R T P 77 ¢ S



at said public meetings, at the earliest possible time,

PASSED AND ADOPYRD by the Board of Jupervisors of the
County of Santa Clare, State of California, this Lth day of

November , 1957, by the following vote:
AYES; Supervisors, Bbro¥n. DellaMagglore, Hubbard, lc, ». “iasik
NOES: Supervisors, yone
ABSENT:  8upervisors, nope

ATTEST: RICHARD OLSON, Cleric of
the Board of Supervisors

JRKimed » 11/1/57




I hereby certify that by resolution of the California Highway *

Commission adopted the route marked
“Proposed State Highwav™ on this map was selected and adopted as
the route for a portion of State Highway Route 239 in Santa Clara
County between Route 2 ond Route 5

Attest:

Moretary
Cabitorna Highwav Commission
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1 hereby cerufy that by resolution of the California Highway 4 rx
Commission adopted the route marked =
“Proposed State Highway™ on this map was selected and adopted as X
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of dzule. ‘

Altest: - =

Screfary
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Plenning Engincer

Approved: 19

State Highuay Engincer
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COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA o

kOfﬁce of the ¢ COUNTY COUNSEL

. . BRENGER M. WILLIAMS. o ‘' DEPUTIES:
Couwry Counser - : RODNEY R. ATCHISON R ; )
ROBERT E. MALEY " . ¢ JOWN R. KENNEDY - R . HALL OF. RECORDS :
A“.STA : éou. iy CUUN'S(AL' . ROBERT P. MCNAMEE - S . SAN JDSE i3, CALIFORNIA .
bl L:3:1] N ~N L . . B
. ) . o . ,‘RGBERT 8. aTURGES TELEFHQNE CYaa:as 5-1050
. JOAN A, SYMON
te . B . ' N JETR
. - November 4, 1957
Richard 0130n

:clerk, Board of Superviaore
- Civic Center Building -
. San Joso, california

Daar lnok: ’

- ‘We have prepared for adoption by the Board.of Superviaora )
on November 4,. 1957, two Rezolutions which have been requested -

by the State Division of Highways, One Resolution involves the

- pelocation and improvement of State Highway Routes 239 and 114
betwesn Route 2 and existing Route 114 north of Azule. .The

" other Resolution pertains to the location and 1mprovement or
Rbute 239 between Rbute 5 and Baratosa Avenue., :

L virtua ol these nusolutions. the Board of Suporvieors
waivea an{ further hearings on the losation of the two highe
ways dQue to the faot that several hearings have been hald on

Acheir looation without apparent oppos:tion. N

' The Stato Division of hways haa requeated throe oOpiea

' 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 coples of the Resolutions whioh have -
attached.thereto the strip maps indicating the losation of the .
" highways. We will forward the Resolutions that do not contain -

. the strip maps and request the DMvision of Hiehways to attaoh
:v-thereto tho requirld numbar of oopies."

VCrw truly yours,

‘Jozmn.xsmm »
: nopucy County counsel

" JRKimeb < enol, —
ace--R. Sorenaon

Enclosed are the tw the D&vision of. Highways S
. directed to the Board of d dated. October 30, 1957 L
’ ;'regarding ‘the above subj L
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- . STATE OF CALIFORNIA ‘I

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
DISTRICT IV

160 OAK STREET
SAN FRANCISCO 2, CALIFORNIA
UNDERHILL 3-0222
APDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TGO

P. O. BOX 3366,
BAN :::Nz::t::TeANNEx October 30 ’ 1957 * PLEASE REFER

TO FILE No.
IV-3C1-239-8Js,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 locatlon and improvement as a freeway
of a portion of State Highway Route 239 in Santa Clara County, Road
IV-SC1-239-SJs,B, between Route 5 and Saratoga Avenue.

The State Highway Engineer,uin 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 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 Commigsion may be informed as to local interest,
- 1t requests that your Honorable Board advise it as to whether in
your opinion a public hearing in this matter 1s necessgary.

If your Honorable Board considers that a public hearing
in the matter of this proposed location 1s 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 ls unnecessary,
will you please so advise by regular resclution of your Board.

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

Your cooperation in thls matter will be apprecilated.
Very truly yours,

G. T. McCoy
State Highway Engineer

Attachment BY 2 Yy ,/Eéairﬂr,?qL,,_\_ﬂ

B. W. Booker
Asst. State Highway Engineer




¢ . F‘Oct. 23, 1957

NOTICE OF INTENTION bN FREEWAY LOCATION, ROAD IV-SC1-239-3Js,B

WHEREAS, memorandum dated October 14, 1957, by
G. T. McCoy, State nghway Engineer reporting to the
California Highway Commission that studies for a freeway
along a revised location of State Highway IV-5C1-239-SJs,B
bestween Route § and Saratoga Avenue have been completed and
submitting therewith.a map showing the location which is
recommended fo£ 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’phese 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
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA '
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

DISTRICT IV
150 OAK STREET
SAN FRANCISCO 2, CALIFORNIA
UN DERHILL 3-0222
ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO
P. O. BOX 3366, RINCON ANNEX PLEASE REFER
SAN FRANCISCO 19 October 30 s 1957 TO FILE NoO.
IV-5C1-239,114-4,SJs;
A,LGts, Sar,SJds

Board of Supervisors
County of Santa Clare
County Court House
San Jose, Californlia

Gentlemen:

The Callifornia Highway Commlission has before 1t for con-
gideration the matter of the relocation and improvement as a freeway
of a portion of State Highway Routes 239 and 11l in Santa Clara
County, Road IV-SCl1-239,11l-A,SJs;A,LGts, Sar,SJs, between Route 2
and existing Route 11l 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
thé state.

That the Commisgsion may be informed as to local interest,
1t 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 relocatlion is necessary, the Commlssion
wlll hold or cause to be held such a hearing. If your Honorable
Board considers that a publlc hearing in the matter is unnecessary,
will you please 80 advise by regular resolution of your Board.

If further presentatlion 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 Highway Engineer

Attachment By /7/):)
E 2 lﬂ:EDGU’VQJ«./(__

B..W. Booker
Asst. State Highway Englineer



. ¥ , ct. 23, 1957 :
1"' ‘ii I T

NOTICE OF INTENTION ON FREEWAY LOCATION,

ROAD IV-SC1-239,114-A,8Js8;A,1Gts,5ar,Sds.

WHEREAS, memorandum dated October 14, 1957, by
G. T. McCoy, State Highway Engineer, reporting to the
Califbrnia Highway Commission that studies for a freeway
along a revised location of State Highway IV-SCl-239,1lh-
A,SJs;A,LGts,3ar,5Jds, beéween Route 2 and existing Route
114 north of Azule have been completed and submitting
therewith two maps 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 Qf a freeway on State Highway IV-8Cl-239,114-A,
SJs;A,LGts,Sar,SJs, between Route 2 and existing Route 11k
north of Azule and élso to give written notice to the Board
of Bupervisors of Santa Clara County and the City Councils
of Los Gatos, Saratoga and San Jose of such intention. Such
notice té 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 tu be held suchr 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 ndpice‘by the State Highwéy Engineer.
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I hereby certify that by resolurion of the California Highway ™

Commission adopted the route marked
“Proposed State Highwav™ on this map was selected and adopted as
the route for a portion of State Highway Route 239 in Sonta Clara
County between Route 2 ond Route 5

Attest: .

Sorelary
Cahitornia Highwav Commission

Route 5 as adopted 10-22-52
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MNractor of Public Works end Ex Qfficie
Member and Choirman of the Cdlifornia
Highuay Commissson 7

I hereby certify that by resolution of the California Highway
Commission adopred the route marked
“Proposed State Highway™ on this map was selected and adopted as
the route for a portion of State Highway Route 7/« /7 Sonrta Cloro
County between Rovte 8aond Ex/sting Rovtea /14 north
of dzu/e. ,
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Secretary
California thghway Caommision
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"RESOLUTION APPROVING A S T
PORTION OF THE PROPOSED :
ROUTE "B" OF THE JUNIPERO

SERRA FREEWAY

WHEREAS, the State of California proposes to construect !
the Junipero Serra Freeway through the County of Santa Clara, a

and

WHEREAS, this}Boafd ofdéupervisors 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 thevinterabbemon of
Ford Read and Highway No. 101 in said Courity, 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 theé~ 1ntersection of Ford Road’
with Highway No. 101, along or in the general proximity of |
the proposed Route "B" as heretofore-adopted by the Highway PR
Debartment ofvthe.Staﬁe_of Califofnia,Aénd | ’

~ BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Clerk of this Board be,
and he 1s, hereby directed to trahsmit certified coples of this
Resolution to George T._McCoy,‘Staté Highway Engineer, and
to B. W. Booker, Assistant State Highway Engineer, District IV.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the

AUG © 1957




County of Santa~GlararqStétewofwcalifofnia,wthisnsth«daympf
August, 1957, by the following vote:

© AYES: Supervisors, BROWN, HUBBARD, SLAGHT, DELLA MAGGIORE
NOES: Supervisors, NONE

ABSENT: Supervisors, LEVIN

ATTEST: RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of
“» the Board of Supervisors

e D
==

\.

SMW:ms
8-9-57
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ROESSLER & HOFVENDARL
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
1114 BANK OF AMERICA BUILDING
; 3 CYPRESS 3-DEB44 CYPREBE 5-1385

i : SAN JOSE, CALIFORNIA

RUBBELL L. HOFVENDAML
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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

paTE_ AUG 5- 1957 T
_APPROVED_ A A Lo T [P //
RE: C2 6C PO BMO__ a7/
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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,

RVR:vmg
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o STATE OF CALIFORNIA
| ' DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
DISTRICT IV
180 OAK STREET
BAN FRANCISCO 2, CALIFORNIA
UN DERHILL 3.0222
ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO
P. O. BOX 33668, RINCON ANNEX J\lly 21}, 1957 PLEASE REFER
BAN FRANCIBCO 18 TO FILE No.

IV~3M,SCl-239-4,4
4QTLL03.1-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 publiec
facilities and city street and county highway traffic.

A
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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

Byﬂd_

R. A+ HAYLER
District En eer



Assembly Bill No. 65

TATTER 69

An act to add Seclion 75.5 to the Streels anwld IHylicays Code,
relating lo .sln/.c Iugh way and frecucay roudes,

' Appravet by Covernor™ilay 4, 106 Tiled winl:
Secrelarey of State May o, T9a6]

The people of the State of California do enact as follows:

Secrion 1. Seclion 75.5 is added to the Streets and High-
ways Code, to read:

75.5. At any publie hearing or wceling before the commis-
sion”or dopartmcut on the seleetion of any state highway or
freeway route af which ecomparative estimates ave presented
of the benefits that wonld acerue to drivers of motor vehicles
in the use of allernative rouloes, on request of any city or
connty aflceted, estimates For the same time period, and based
o1 simjlar assumptions, as the driver benefit estimates shall
also be presenied of the effect thal the selection of cither route
would have npon commumity values, including but not limited
to property values, stnfe and local public facilities, and city
street and connty highway traflie. Such estimates arve requived
only if requested by an affeeted city or county which transmits
with*its request such information rolative to the estimates as it

“may wish to have presentedd. The department, whenever it an-

nounces that a publie hearing or meeting is to be held on the
selection of any state highhway or flecway route, shall: notify
any affected c¢ity or connty that it may make suvh a request.
Failure of the d(*p(ul,nu‘nf or the comniission to comply with ™’
the requirements of this section shall not invalidate any action
of the commission as to the adoption of a.vouting for any state
highway, nor shall such failure be admissible evidence in any
litigation for the acquisilion 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 HighwayncbmmiSSibn in regard to ﬁhé édoption

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 absénce.of phreé'members of the
Commission;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVEthhgt the State
Highway Engineer is requested to proceéd in'tﬁe 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
Chapﬁer 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 . County of Santa Clara
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by the County of Santa Clara Planning (Revised Jume 10, 1957)
Commission, June 10, 1957.

JUNIPERDO SERRA FREEWAY

.I°

CONCLUSIONS

Ro

B,

C.

D,

A gtatement of policy: When the Master Plan of Streets and Highways

of the County was prepared, the County adopted a policy that freeways
should becoma community separators performing ths function of by-passing
traffic, This was a conscious consideration on the part of the technical
staff in the location of degignated freeways on that plan,

In general, within Santa Clara County, ths "A" (green) routs is detri-
mental to community investment, development and integrity, and should
be oppoged,

In general, the "B" (red) route closely approximatas the proposals of
the County of Santa Clora "Streets and Highways Plan." It follouws the
best thinking of this department as well as that of most cities and
spacial gservice districts along the route, We belisve it will best
serve ths nseds of the area, with certain modifications as noted below:

1. Changes in the "Federal Loop® portion of the Freeway (Simla Junction
to San Jose): To preserve the community values mentioned in the
above statement of policy, either ons of two alternates should be
fonwedo

8, One separates Cupertino and Sunnyvale in the vicinity of
Homestead Road,

b. The other geparates San Joss and Cupartino in ths vicinity
of McClellan Road = Moorpark Avenus,.

2, Adjustments in the Junipero Serra (Southern lesg)-Route #5 inter-
change should be recommonded on the basis of community design and
integrity so that Junipesro Serre will enter Branham Lane as near
to San Jose~log Gatos Road as possible, '

In general, the "C" (blue) route and its altornate (dashed blue) do
not provide ths traffic service which the route along the railroad
provides,

Whichsver route is chosen should be fully depregsed through all present
residential areas, as shown in the sketch attached at the end of this
report. Such depressed freeways have proven very satisfattory in Detroit
and elsewhare, and have enhanced community values rathar than decreasing
them, The nuisance value is eliminated, for noise from the roasdway is no
problem, Interchanges are easily handled, as all city streets can cross
without changing level,
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The State should give serious consideration to the possible abandon-
ment of the Southsra Pacific tracks north of Simla Junction through
los Altes., This would mean that far fewver improvements would be rg-

" moved, thus protecting Los Altos? tax base, Congtruction and
acquisition costs would be much less,

If 4t is decided that the railroad should remain or should be con-
verted to rapid transit, the tracks could be placed in the center
gtrip. Passenger stations could bs located at street crossings for
easy access, Llandscaping could make such a treatment mors liks a
strip parkway rather than a bare ribbon of concrete.

II, CENERAL

The State Division of Highways has propoged 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
Freewsy is included in thess proposals, The Stevens Creek Fraeeway
alignment from Bayshore Highway to Saratoga=-Sunnyvale Road was officially
adopted by the State Highway Commission on October 1k, 1956, Therefore,
that portion of the Junipero Serra Freoway which utilizes the Stavens
Craek Froeway alignment would be difficult to change. In the asrea from
the San Mateo County line to Cupertino nons of ths alternate proposals
hag met with local aoproval, This situation 1llustrates an obvious

med for a comprehensive freewsy nstwork in this County which is inte-
gratad into ths Bay Reglon natwork, Adequate consideration of the bast
lard use planning practices will provide a highway system of graatest
gervice to both the local community and the Reglon, :

Although the Division of Highways apparently does not agree, one of the
cardinal principles of good community planning is a balanced, compact,
and orderly neipghborhood. This neighborhood area operates most effie
clently when contalned within natural or man-made boundaries, such as
distinct lines of hills, drainage chamnels, railroad beds, major streets
or thorofares, or frseways. Penetration of a plannad neighborhood can
only result in division of the community feeling with ultimate unbalance
oin the neighborhood and breakdown of ths advantages gained through plane
ninge ’ ’

Our evaluation of the various State proposals for this route is based
upon existing and proposed plans and various studiss within the County,
school districis, and municipalities, and also includes the State's

analysis of alignment length, construction cost, user benefits and im-
provement displacement.
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IITI, THE "A" (GREEN) ROUTE

The "A" route is thes mogt controversial of the State proposals; it hag
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
disasterouss - :

1, No part of this route has been included as a freeway in ths
County Streets and Highways Master Flan,

2. It divides Stanford University lands in such a way as to cause
unfavorable isolation of very important planned areas,

3, Betwoen E) Monte Avenue and Grant Road it passes through a
fully builteup area and isolates a small segment of the City

. of los Altos. 4

k. Easterly of Stevens Creek Fresway to Homsstead Road, it courses
diagonally through built-up and agricultural lands and isolates
a portion of the City of Sunnyvale,

8, Several planned nsighborhoods in Sunnyvals are bisected or
otherwise unfavorably divided,

S, Between Homestead Road and Saratoga Avenue this aligmment stays
within open land and follows a lins which may be satisfactorily
utilized (See bslow).

6. Easterly of Saratoga Avenus the "A" route disrupts the neighbore

- hood pattern of the City of San Jose to an extent that is difficult

: . to put into words,

| 8, Very expensive residential areas in the vicinity of Meridian

Road and Willow Glen are disrupted,

b, The sxisting spotty streset pattern is such that access ascross
ths freeway will, in the future, cost the City very large
sums of money, with the only alternative being virtual dis-
memberment of certain sreas due to the lack of freeway
crogsings,

7o The Southerly branch of the ®A" yroute from Prospect Rosd, south=
easterly through Saratoga, Monte Sarsno and los Gatos, also
causes serious community disruption, - '

a, Virtually one=third of the Uity of Saratoga would be isolated,

b, The City of Monte Sereno would be bisected, with only ons
existing possibility for a freeway crossing.

¢. The City of los Gatos would be adversely effected,

do Due to tha character of land development and the topography
easterly of the termims of this branch at Routs #5, it would
ba extremsly difficult to connect sasterly to Monterey Road,
.8 link which would someday be mandatoxry.
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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 degres.
Four existing schoola, three purchased sites and five propossd school
gites are directly effected and the alignment passes within 1000 feet
of three more existing schools, .

Many school districts have been carrying on intensive planninfg programs

in an effort to catch up with their phencmsnal growth, The "A" alipgn-
ment, since it was lald down without regard for school district boundaries,
adversely effects every one from Los Altos to San Joses '

1.

Los Altos Elementary School District
Cupertino Elsmentary School Digtrict

" Moreland Elementary School District

Campbell Elementary School Piatrict

Qak Grove Elemsntary School District
Mountain View Union High School District
Fremont Union High School District
Campbell Union High School District

San Jose Unified School District

Likewise several citles and unincorporated areas have been adversely
effected with reference to their general plans:

1,
2,
3

]

5o

7o

City of Llos Altos

City of Sunnyvals

City of San Jose

City of Campbell

City of Cupertino :

8, A peneral plan for development was establishsd by ths County
Planning Commission (6Lth Unit of the Zoning Plan) prior to
incorporation as a bagis for County Zoning. Since incorporation
ths City has perpatuated the County zoning and used the plan
a3 a developmental ‘guide, :

The City of Saratoga '

8, Same as Cupertino

Town of Los Gatos and environs

a, Area outside the City studied by the County in conjunction
with the City area, ‘

On the basis of community disruption alone it is not conceivablzs that
the County Planning Commission could recommend the "A" (Green) route,
with the excaption of a small segment of the main route betwesn Homsstead
Road and Saratoga Avenue. This part of the fresway will be treated in
detail in the next section.
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IV, THE "B" (RED) ROUCE

Vardious 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 statemsnt of policy at the besginning of this
report. Thsy will be outlinsd bolow,

The County "Streets and Highways Plan Revisions" shows the Junipero
Serra Freeway alignment basically as the state has proposed in the "B"
route, with the exception of the Easterly branch along Stevens Creek
Road, This department has long reccgnized the need for such a link,
but has never pinpointed 1t,

The proposed route across Stanford University lands is substantially as
we have proposed,

The area of most intense opposition has been between ths citiss of lLog
Altos and Los Altos Hills, It is the aim of planning to0 nurture orderly
growth within gesographical areas. The salient feature geparating thesse
two cities is ths Southern Pacific Railroad tracks which is utilized by
the "B" proposal easterly of University Avenw to Homestead Rond,
Portions of this line will be depressed to remove most of the nuisance
valus, !/e are agsured by the gtate that ample crossings and access points
will be providad, and this matter can ba insured at the times the freeway
agreemsnt between tho State and the communitiss.is executad, e belisve
this route, adjacant to the railroad, will ultimately work to the best
advantage of both los Altos and los Klt.os Hills, An important factor
which has not bsen publicized is ths fact that the State will provide
grade separations across not only the freeway, but also the railrosad,

at every prasent grads crossing., Community disruption certainly will

be no greater than it is today. In fact, it should be less than at
present, particularly if the fresway is depressed, Iln esddition, a much
safer crossing over the trecks will be constructed by the State, and

not by the cities or ths county.

The dashed "B" route paralleling University Avenus is perhaps more
désirabls than the route which follows the tracks through downtown
Los Altos. However, a fully depressed right-of=way along the tracks,
including a depressed railroad, should not prove objectionable,

The Stats proposal for the Easterly branch of Rowte B, parallel to
Stevens Creek Road, doss considerabls harm to the City of Cupsrtino,

As a small, newly incorporated city, Cupertino contains considerable
undevelopsd land, The freeway lins parallel to and approximately 1000
feet Northerly of Stevens Creek Road would bisect the City and isolate
the largest residential area from ths community center. The 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 Blanoy Avenue, a half mile East and West from the interchange at
Saratoga=Sunnyvale Road, Once ths freswsy was constructod, ths City
would have to stand the cost of any further crossings, a very difficult
financial burden far a small city of this type.
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However, if the freeway were relocated along Homestesd Road it would
form a positive division batween the citles of Sunnyvale and Cupertino
and would lsave the central area of Cupertino free to develop. This
Easterly branch should then turn along the "A"™ (green) route near
Blaney and follow ths green route to Saratoga Avenue at Moorpark Avenus.
This line poss through open land, for the most part. 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

ths interchanpe design.

If the freeway (Eastern Branch) were locatsd along licClellan Road «
Moorpark Avenve it would separate the cities of San Jose and Cupertino,
and would preserve community values in a like manner,

East of Saratoga Avenue either alternate of this branch would follow
the State proposal for the "B" Route.

The Southerly branch of Juniporo Seryra from Saratoga=Sunnyvale Road to
Yonterey Road follows the 1lina that has been put forth by the County for
many years. Various planning area and School District studies and plans
have bean based on this alignments

1, Saratoga Preliminary Consral Plan.
2, Saratoga Elsmentary School District,
3. Cambrisn Elemsntary Schoel District.
o Llos Gatos Planning and Zoning Study.
5. Union Elementary School District.
6, Almsden Planning Study.
7. Eastgide Interim General Plan
a, 0Oak Orove Elgmantary School District,

The only exception that we take with ths State proposal is that tha
interchangs btatween Juniparo Serra and Route § bz medified to parmit
Junipsro Serra to enter Branham Lane as near to San Jose-los Gatos Road
as possible in order to preserve the najighborhood pattern in the Union
Elsmentary School District plan,

The remainder of the line from Branham lans to the Momterey Road passes
through undevelopad land and will not cause any particular difficultiss,

The precise method for joining the Junipero Serrs Frasway with the
Monterey Road and the bayshore Freeway will have to be ths subject of
& separate study.

THE ®C* (BLUE) ROUTE

This alignment is undesirable from the same standpoint as the Easterly
branch of ths "A" routs; it divides the City of los Altos Hills in half,
The State’s "User bBenefit" index of this rosd is approximately half of
tha "A" alignment, and ths topography makes the construction expensive,
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RESOLUTION
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of ths County of Santa
Clars, State of California, has heretofore approved the pro-
posed location of a segment of the dunipero Serrs Freeway in
the County of Santa Clare bogmnins.at Vasona Junetion on the
Santa Clars-Los octog Road and extending along the approximate

1ine of Burton Avenus and Eranham Lane to an intersection with

the Monterey Highway near Ford Road; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors of the County of 3anta

‘Clars, State of California, find and believe that the location

of said segnent of said proposed highway in said manner will
be for the greatest good for the greatest number of the resi-
dents of the County of Santa Clare, State 'of California; and

4

WHERRAS, this Board of Supervisors wishes to apprise the
State Division of Highways and the elected representatives of
the County of Santa Clare in the legislature of the State of
Oalifornia of their approval of this proposed location;

NOW, THEREPVORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board ;f Super-
visors of the County of Santa c;;_u, Statq of Oalifornia, do
hereby recormend and approve the location |or the Mpm Serra
Freeway in the manner hereinabove described, and do; further
direct the Clerk of this Board to transait sertified ecopies of
this Resolution to the Stats Division of Highways and to she
Honorable Messrs. Clark L. Bradley and Bruce F. Allen, Assembly-
men from this County, and the anonblo John 7. Thompson, 3tate

Senator.
'
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the
County of Santa Clara, State of California, this 1l2th day of
December, 1955, by the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors, Della Maggiore, Levin, McKinnon, Gaspar
NOES: Supervisors, None

ABSENT: Supervisors, Brown

ATTEST: RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of
ths Board of Supervisors

SMW ; hnt
12-12-55
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. RESOLUTION N0, 2188

* PROPOSED JUNIPERO SERFA FREEWAY

APEROVAT, OF COMPRGMISE ROUTE FROM

VASONA JUNCTTON TO MONTEREY HIGHWAY
WHEREAS, the County of Sante Clars Planning Comnission bas for many years
studied the route called the extension of Junipero Serre Boulevard through

Sants Clara Cousty, and

WHEREAS, memmypmmgmmasmuammammmwm

» vism's 41é edopt by resolution on Jenuary 25, 1953 a Stregts and m Plan
for Santa CIAmCOunganwhit:hnlanaportionoi’thismteiashmmzmddesig-
nated . a.s a rreeway, and '
WHEREAS, the State Division of Highways is currently, &y divection of the 1955
session of the State legislature, studying éuch general mu'ée in oxder to re |
port upon feasible alignment‘fo .the 1957-sassion of the legisiature, and

WHEREAS, the County Planning Commission -by Resolwtion No. 2043 of August 17,
1955 and the Cities of San Jose, Cempbell and Lob Gatos did formerly suppdi-t

a Lark Avenue location for the point of interchange of such route in the vieinity
of Vagona Junction with the Route #5 Freeway nov under construction, basddén

the understanding that the mbat deairable and already partially allocated lgcae
. tion for such youte im a southerly manner lay parallel end adaaéént to the
Matcalf - Monta Vista high tension powar line so such extends vovard Blenvale,
ol

WEERRAS, the State Division of Highways hes demonstrated oppositicn to such
southerly loeation citing the cost of 0.8 afditicnal miles of comstruction and
bas proposed ingtend & more northerly loeation cutting diagonally through the
City of Campbell and many present and prospective residential neighborhoods,
and

4 I/V
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2-RESOLUTION NO, 2188

VHEREAS, the Flanning Commissions of the County of Sgta Clara and the City
.of San Josa have assembled in joint meeting for the purpose of .coneidering
the merits of the various alternative routes for the portion of such proposed
freeuay between Vesona Junction and 6 Junction with the Monterey Highuay in
the vicinity of Ford Road with regpect to:

1. Coordination with power lines

2. Damage t0 residential neighborhoods

3. Costs of improvements at intersections

L, Conflict with railroad lines

5. Capability of being protected from encroachment

KW, TREREFORE, BE YT RESOLVED that, the County of Ssnta Clira Planning Commise
sion hereby spproves, as en acceptable compromise the location at epproximstely
the line of Burton Avemue and Brashem Lane for that portion of the proposed
Junipero Serrs Freeway between Vasona Junction end e Junction with the Monterey
Highuay near Ford Road, and the staff of the Planning Department is hereby di-
rected to proceed vith proparstion of meps for tha establistment of officlal plan

lines for the presarvation of such route location frem emachment.

PASBED AND ADOPTED by the County of Santa Clara Planning Comxission, State of
California, thies 3vd day of November, 1955, Ly the following roll call vote:
AYES: ROOT, RUIZ, WELCH, WESTON, WILDER

NORS: nong) _

ABSEND: CURTNER, WENTZ

NOTE: By regular motion end at the same place and date, the City of San Jose
Planning Commission adopted & gimilar resolutiom.
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