
D I V I S I O N O F H I G H W A Y S — D I S T R I C T IV 
P. 0. BOX 3366 — RINCON ANNEX 

„ , > a 150 OAK STREET, SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF. 
Telephone: UNderhill 3-0222 

STAFF ORGANIZATION - MAY 1. 1959 

Assistant State Highway Engineer J. P. Sinclair 
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B. C. Bachtold, Design Engr. L. C. Gaberel, Design Engr. 
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D. Elder, Design Engr. E. J. Stewart, Design Engr. 

Senior Highway Engineer - Administration fc Public Relations A. C. Birnie 

(Vacancy) District Personnel Analyst Paul Cowgill, Chief Clerk 

Assistant District Engineer - Hydraulics fc Special Services T. E. Ferneau 
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Assistant District Engineer - Maintenance - R. D. Kinsey 
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Assistant District Engineer - Planning C. F. Greene 

C. E. Back, Planning Engr. J. H. Smith, Planning Engr. 

B. N. Crowell, Planning Engr. H. A. Summers, Advance Planning Engr. 

Assistant District Engineer - Traffic J. F. 0'Shea 

G. Dillon, Traffic Engr. R. L. Richardson, Traffic Engr. 
C. R. Nordfelt, Traffic Engr. H. Skootsky, Electrical Engr. 

Metropolitan District Right of Wav Agent J. S. Daniels 
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H. L. Kagan, Senior Agent, Negotiations F. 0. Gibbons, Senior Agent, Condemnation 
H. B. Smith, Supv. Agent, Appraisals J. L. Kergel, Sr.Hwy.Engr., R/W Clearance 
N. A. Grover, Senior Agent, Appraisals E. D. Hovde, Supv.Hwy.Engr., R/W Engineering 
E. J. McKenney, Senior Agent, Appraisals H. C. Farris, Sr.Hwy.Engr., Condemnation Engr 

J. Olayos, Sr.Hwy.Engr., R/W Engineering 

Equipment Superintendent
f
 Shop U F. L. Vacher 

Office: 1112 - 29th Ave., Oakland 1 
Telephone: KEllogg 4-3322 
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THE PROPOSED 

MOORPARK AVENUE - STORY ROAD 

FREEWAY 

MAY 23, 1958 



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

T E L E P H O N E : C Y P R E S S 2 - 3 1 4 1 

C I T Y H A L L 

CITY M A N A G E R 

The City of San Jose Is proposing a freeway, for your 

consideration and adoption into the State Highway System, 

that would extend from the intersection of the Route 5 

Freeway and Moorpark Avenue to the intersection of the 

Bayshore Freeway and Story Road. 

The proposed route on a State level, will directly 

connect into the newly adopted Junipero Serra Freeway; 

provide a direct connection to Route 5 Freeway and Bayshore 

Freeway; and link the three freeways at the core of the 

metropolitan area of the City of San Jose. 

The proposed route would provide access from the 

residential areas on the west and the east to the Central 

Business District and industrial areas. In addition, it 

would provide continuity of travel across the valley and 

would directly connect the cities of San Jose, Campbell 

and Cupertino. 



In proposing this route, it is the City of 

San Jose's contention that certain portions of existing 

State Highways, now transgressing the City, might be 

abandoned in favor of the proposed route. The existing 

system of State Highways, now located in the City, is 

totally inadequate to take care of future needs, . and is 

in areas where economically it would not be practicable 

to widen these facilities. 

In the transfer of State Highway mileage in the City, 

it is proposed that 3.3 miles of existing highway system 

be abandoned and 5.3 miles of new routing be added to the 

highway sys tem. 

While the new routing adds an additional two miles 

to the State System, it provides a means of increasing 

the capacity to eight lanes. 

Because we realize the need for the proposed highway, 

the City of San Jose is willing to contribute financial 

assistance to the project, but due to the magnitude of 

this project, San Jose cannot practically or economically 

build this facility without State support. 



Enclosed herewith are maps showing the following: 

Proposed Route 

Major Street and Highway Plan 

Traffic Flow Map 

Segments of Existing State Routes to 
be Abandoned 

In addition we are enclosing data relative to: 

Growth 

Population 

Traffic 

Resolutions of the San Jose City Council and the City 

Planning Commission are included herewith and are made a 

part of this report. 

Respectfully submitted for 

The City of San Jose, 

A . P. Hamann 
City Manager 

APHtNRT 



GROWTH IN AREA 

The City of San Jose's accelerated annexation program 

is increasing the area of the City by five to ten square 

miles annually. The present area of the City is 41 square 

miles. Based upon logical planning areas and annexations 

already consummated, San Jose can be a city of 125 square miles. 

Metropolitan San Jose serves an area of 270 square miles. 

This is six times the area of the City and County of 

San Franciscoo It Is through the core of this metropolitan 

area that we are proposing that a freeway be constructed. 

GROWTH IN POPULATION 

The present population of the City of San Jose Is 

estimated at 160,000 persons. Based upon our annexation 

program in our planning areas, the population of the City 

increases by 10% each year« By the year 2000 San Jose will 

be, at the minimum, a City of 851,000 persons„ 

Of even greater significance is the growth of the 

Metropolitan San Jose Area. Migratory increases are account-

able for 36,000 persons annually. Conservatively speaking, 

the metropolitan area will have a population of 1,500,000 by 

the year 2000. The established daily rate of population 

growth for the County of Santa Clara is 100 persons per day. 

- 1 -



GROWTH BY CONSTRUCTION 

Further growth in San Jose is evidenced by the amount 

of building permits issued in the past three years
0
 Many 

of the new homes recently constructed lie within the areas 

to be directly served by the proposed freeway
0
 The 

following table gives a brief recapitulation of the increase 

in residential construction. 

YEAR NUMBER OF HOMES AMOUNT 

1955 2,728 $39,002,944 

1956 2,936 $56,554,790 

1957 4,493 $57,845,289 

EXISTING MAJOR STREETS 

The existing major streets serving the San Jose 

Metropolitan Area do not provide a continuity of travel 

between existing cities, residential areas, industrial 

areas, and the Central Business District, The existing 

volumes of traffic on major thoroughfares far exceed their 

capacities. Widening of street facilities would not provide 

the continuity of travel nor the capacity to meet our growing 

needs. Wherever possible one-way systems have been placed 

in operation. 

- 2 = 
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TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

As indicated on the attached flow map, San Carlos Street, 

a four-lane arterial, is carrying 34,000 vehicles per day. 

There are no other existing streets that can be utilized for 

through traffico It is anticipated that facilities will be 

required to serve 90,000 additional motor vehicles in the 

West sector of the City by the year 1980. 

San Carlos Street's maximum widened capacity would be 

accomodation for six lanes. This would provide a capacity 

for an additional 20,000 vehicles; however, facilities would 

still be required for 70,000 more vehicles
0 



1 PLANNING AREA 
123.000 POTENTIAL POPULATION 



1 • 

1 

: 7 T7 



/ 
\ 

/ V 

v 

\ / X 
/ / ; "V. / 
/ V/ 

/ / 
£ y • ^ 

J f j ' o 

/ \ 
/ r* 

?? . 
V 

/ ^ ^ ' ' x y ' / K / 

/ X \J / ^ / 
4- .. V / . 

-v • / ' / 

r ' 

/ 

w 

S A N 
G A L I F O R . N • I A 

C I T Y P L A N N I N G C O M M I S S I O N 
MICHAEL H ANTONACC I - D I R E C T O R OF PLANNING 

lOOO o IOOO -2000 3000 4000 rooo feOOO 7000 eooo 

a & 
fl \ \ 

W ^ l i X l f V 

J 

// 

/ fl 

jjSMSV" 

• // / 

• W 

Hit J is 11 l U ^ 1 ^ O T i F l . a \ 

ii\ 

f% f 

A 
V / 

.J)! 

ir: 

/ / / 

/ 

/ 

•r < 

/ rr / > A 

/ X x v///
 s 

# 

- / ^ j 

: i! 

J \ 
/ 

TiilDDDFin̂ -

'I
 1

 Ji ': '"Ĥ iZ]
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STATE HIGHWAY-TO REMAIN 
^ ^ STATE HIGHWAY TO BE ABANDONED 

PROPOSED AS STATE HIGHWAY 



EXCERPT OF MINUTES OF 
ADJOURNED MEETING OF THE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION 

OF THE CITY OF SAN JOSE, CALIFORNIA 

PROPOSED MOORPARK AVENUE - STORY ROAD FREEWAY. 

City Manager A . P . Hamann appeared before the 
Planning Commission to speak in regard to a proposal 
by the City of San Jose recommending to the State 
Division of Highways, the State Highway Commission 
and the appropriate legislative bodies of the State 
for the inclusion in the State Freeway System that 
portion of the Major Street and Highway Plan extend-
ing between Route 5 Freeway and the Bayshore Freeway 
along the route of Moorpark Avenue, Virginia Street, 
and Story Road. M r . Hamann explained the need 
for this Freeway Unit in terms of traffic needs 
based on the DeLeuw - Cather Co, report which indi-
cates a future traffic potential of 126,000 cars 
per day by the year 1985. 

It was moved by Commissioner Caputo, seconded 
by Commissioner Appleton, and carried, that the 
proposed Moorpark Avenue-Story Road Freeway section 
from Route 5 Freeway to Bayshore Freeway be recom-
mended for approval as a part of the State Freeway 
System, and that said plan and report be submitted 
to the City Council for adoption. 

Ayes: Commissioners - Appleton, Caputo, Santana 
Noess Commissioners - None 

Absent: Commissioners - Butcher, Mise 

Thursday, 29 May, 1958 

Michael H , Antonacci 
Director - Secretary 
City Planning Commission 



R E S O L U T I O N N O . Il;955 

RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN JOSE 
APPROVING RECOMMENDATION FOR INCLUSION OF THE 
MOORPARK AVENUE - STORY ROAD FRELWAY CONNECTION IN 
THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM. 

W H E R E A S , the City Planning Commission and the City Manager of the 

City of San Jose have recommended the inclusion of the Moorpark Avenue -

Story Road Freeway Connection in the State of California Highway System 

as the same is shown in a report entitled: "The Proposed Moorpark Avenue -

Story Road Freeway
1

', dated May 23, 1956* 

NOV/, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN 

JOSE: 

That said recommendation be approved and the City Manager is 

hereby authorized to submit the proposal to the State of California for 

consideration. 

A D O P T E D T H I S 2nd day of June, 1958, by the following vote: 

AYES: Councilmen - Delmas, Hathaway, Moore, Solari, 

Starbird, Watson and Doerr. 

NOES: Councilmen - none» 

ABSENTt Councilmen - none
Q 

R . C . D O E R R , M A Y O R 

AT', E S T 

F R A N C I S L . O R E I K E R 

C I T Y C L E R K 

The foregoing instrument is a 
correct copy of the original 

on file in this office. 
Attest: jun 191958 

F R A N C I S L. G R E I N E R 
City Clerk and 

County ' 
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December 7, 1959 P L E A S E R E F E R 
TO F I L E N O . 

U t . 0 . 1 0 

County of Santa Clara 
County Courthouse 
Santa Clara, California 

Attention: County Clerk 

Dear Sir: 

The Collier-Burns Act of 1947 provides that under certain 
circumstances the cost of relocating privately owned utility 
facilities to accommodate construction of a freeway must be 
paid from highway funds. These funds are allocated by law in 
a fixed proportion for each county. Any funds expended for 
relocating utilities results in a reduction in funds available 
for actual highway construction within the county. 

Whether the State or the utility company must bear the cost of 
relocating utilities could be determined by the provisions 
contained in franchises granted to the utility by the county. 

When your county is considering granting a franchise to a 
privately owned utility or railroad, it would be appreciated 
if you would examine the possible effects of such a franchise 
on future State highway developments. When such franchises 
are being considered, will you please advise the Department 
of the date of the hearing and furnish this office with a copy 
of the proposed Notice of Intention. This copy could be 
similar to, that which is published in the newspaper. 

This would give the Division of Highways opportunity to review 
the Notice of Intention and appear at the hearing if we so 
desire. 

This request was originally sent to all cities and counties in 
District IV in December 1950, and annually thereafter as the 
Division of Highways feels this is an important statute. 

Yours very truly, 

J. P. SINCLAIR 
A eer 

I N F O R M A T I O N O N V i 

CC & DPW 



J . W . V 1 C K R E Y 
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P . O . B o x 1 4 8 0 

S A C R A M E N T O 7 

E D M U N D G . B R O W N 

G O V E R N O R O F C A L I F O R N I A 

t « 
S T A T E O F CALIFORNIA 

department of public Works 
S A C R A M E N T O 

November 13, 1959 

R O B E R T B . B R A D F O R D 

D I R E C T O R 

P L E A S E R E F E R T O 

F I L E N O . 

IV-SC1-68-A 

Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
San Jose, California 

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO RELINQUISH 
. PORTION.OF STATE HIGHWAY 

Gentlemen: 

It is necessary to relinquish the portion of frontage road 
as described in the attached proposed Vote of Relinquishment to 
County jurisdiction as a result of the relocation of the State 
highway. 

As required by Section 73 of the Streets and Highways Code, 
the Department of" Public Works hereby gives notice, to the County 
of Santa Clara of the Department's intention to request the 
California Highway Commission, on or after ninety days from the 
date of your receipt of this notice, to relinquish the portion 
described in the attached proposed Vote of Relinquishment and as 
shown on the attached set of three prints. 

The relinquishment when voted will not.be effective until 
it is.filed with the County Recorder and our District Office 
will inform you of the recording. 

Very truly yours, 

Attach. 

J. W . Vickrey 
State Highway Engineer ̂  

By S L . 
Deputy State Highway Engineer 

N O V 2 3 1959 

APPROVED. 

CEJ CO PC DPW FU5 

ABSTAINS 



• t 
RELINQUISHMENT OF STATE HIGHWAY IN THE 
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA., ROAD IV-SCL-68-A 

WHEREAS, the California Highway Commission on May 18, 1944, adopted 
a resolution declaring certain sections of State highway in Santa Clara 
County between San Mateo County line and Santa Clara Street in San Jose, 
road IV-SCl-68-A,B,SJs,Sunv, to be a freeway; and 

WHEREAS, the State of California has acquired right of way for and 
has constructed a certain frontage road in the County of Santa Clara 
between Moffett Boulevard and 1/8 mile east of Whisman Road, road 
IV-SC1-68-A, in connection with said freeway; and 

WHEREAS, by freeway maintenance agreement dated December 15, 1958, 
the County of Santa Clara agreed to accept control and maintenance over 
and title to said frontage road upon relinquishment thereof to said 
county by the State of California; and 

WHEREAS, this
1

 Commission has found and determined, and does hereby 
find and determine, that it is desirable and in the public interest 
that said frontage road be relinquished to the County of Santa Clara 
for use as a county highway; 

N O W , THEREFORE, IT IS VOTED by the California Highway Commission 
that it relinquish, and it does hereby relinquish to the County of 
Santa Clara, effective upon the recordation of a certified copy hereof 
with the Recorder of Santa Clara County that portion of said frontage 
road in said county, together with the right of way and appurtenances 
thereof, described as follows, s 

A portiop of a frontage road which lies on the southerly side of 
the main traveled ways of State freeway, road TV-SC1-68-A, and extends 
southeasterly from Moffett Boulevard (66 feet wide) to Ellis Street, 
said portion being bounded on the southerly side by the northerly city 
limits line of the City of Mountain View (said limits being, along the 
southerly line of the existing State highway, road IV-SC1-58-A) and 
being more particularly described as follows: 

COMMENCING at the northwesterly corner of that parcel of land 
conveyed to the State of California by deed recorded June 28, 1957 
in Volume 3832, at page 4 2 0 , Official Records of Santa Clara County, 
said corner being on said northerly city limits line; thence along 
last said line S

c
 73°43

,

38" E * , 28B0
o
45 feet; thence the following 

courses and curvess N„ .65®36'27" WD, 230,63 feet, along a tangent 
curve to the left with a radius of 1005 feet, through an angle of 
8°06

i

36", an arc length of 142.25 feet, N . 73®43
,

03
r t

W., 1469.57 feet, 
No 72*50'27

l ?

 W O , 1 3 0 . 7 2 feet, N
e
 73°43'03

H

 W0, 467o40 feet, -N. 75'°23
J

56
n 

Wo, 3 7 9 d 3 feet, along a tangent curve to the left with a radius of 
130 feet, through an angle of 25°06

B

22
? t

, an arc length of 56.96 feet 
and So 79°29'42" WC, 44.51 feet to said northerly city limits line; 
thence along last said line So 73°43

f

38
n

 E . , 30.80 feet to the point 
of commencement. 

The length of State highway hereby relinquished is 0.55 of a mile, 
more or less. 



• * 
EXCEPTING AND RESERVING to the State of California any and 

all rights of ingress to and. egress from the frontage road hereby 
relinquished, in and to the adjoining freeway lying northerly of 
said' relinquished frontage road, except at such points ,as now are 
or may be established by resolution of this Commission. 

The bearings and distances used in the above description are 
on the California Coordinate System, Zone 3. Multiply the above 
distances by 1.0000546 to obtain ground level distances. 

The purposes of this resolution is to vest in the County.of 
Santa Clara as a county highway all of the State of California's, 
right, title and interest in and to the portion of the State high-
way hereby relinquished. 
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j 

PLEASB REFER 
TO F I L B N o . 

IV-SC1, SM-107-MLp, PA 
4QT2107-R" 

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

Gentlemen: 

The Division of Highways has scheduled a public meeting at 
the Menlo.Park City Council Chambers on November 23, 1959 at 2:00 p.m. 
for the purpose of announcing that planning studies are commencing to 
determine the location of the new freeway, Route 107, between the 
Dumbarton Bridge and generally following Willow and Sand Hill Roads 
to the vicinity of 'Whiskey Hill Road* 

The Council Chambers are located at 701 Laurel Street, Menlo 
Park* 

The meeting will be exploratory in nature. Representatives 
of local governments, civic groups and interested individuals will 
be encouraged to present their views regarding factors which could 
influence the location of the freeway. Since studies are just 
commencing, alternate,route studies are not available for presenta-
tion at this meeting.

( 

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 
freeway route at which comparative estimates are presented of the 
benefits that would accrue to drivers of motor vehicles in the 
use of the 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 alternates may have upon community 
values, included but not limited to property values,'State and local 
public facilities and city street and county highway traffic.. 

Attached is a copy of Section 75*5 together with a resolution 
of the California Highway Commission which was adopted on February 
26, 195&, 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 transmit s with it s 
request such information relative to-the estimates as it may wish 
to have presented.,

 N Q V 2 8 
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Honorable Board of Supervisors November 13, 1959 

If the County of Santa Clara desires to avail itself of the 
provisions of Section 75«5> an opportunity will be afforded the 
County at subsequent public meetings to have such information made 
a part of the record. 

This meeting will be announced in the public press. 

You are cordially invited to attend. 

Yours very truly 

Attachment 



Assembly Bill No. 05 

diAi'TKli 

A.n net, to add Section 75.5 to the Street* and, liiyhways Code, 
relating/ to slate hirjlucny and frrewn>/ routes. 

The people of the State of California do c-nacA as follows: 

SECTION 1. Section 75.5 is added to the Streets and High-
ways Code, to r e a d : 

75.5. At any public hearing or inhaling before the commis-
s ion 'or department on the .selection of any state highway or 
freeway route at which comparative estimates are presented 
of the benefits that would accrue to drivers of motor vehicles 
in the use of alternative mules, on request; of any city or 
county affected, estimates Tor the same time period, and based 
on similar assumptions, as the driver benefit estimates shall 
also be presented of the effect that the selection of cither route 
would have upon community values, including but not limited 
to property values, stale, and local public facilities, and city 
street and county highway traffic. Sueh nst.imates arc required 
only if requested by an n.fleeted city or county which transmits 
with'its request such informal ion relative to the estimates as it 
may wish to have presented. The department, whenever it an-
nounces that a public, lien ring or meet ing is to be held on the 
selection of any state highway or freeway route, shall- notify 
any affected city or county I hat it may make such a request. 
F a i l u r e of the department or the commission to comply with 
the.requirement,s of this section shall not invalidate any action 
of the commission as to the adoption of a . rout ing for aViy state 
highway, nor shall such fai lure be admissible evidence in any 
lit igation for the acquisition of rights of way or involving the 
allocation of f u n d s or the construction of the highway. 

I A p|"'1 -v<'<i hy ' ;<i wni'ir^l y •), 1 foil, Ki |t;. I wii I; 
S o ' M T - i n r y <>f S i : t ,U : , \ i s iy I, 

O 
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RESOLUTION RESTATING PROCEDURE RELATIVE TO ADOPTION OP FREE-
WAY LOCATIONS BY THE CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY .COMMISSION. 

RESOLVED, by the California Highway Commission, that the 
following procedure shall be followed in the adoption of freeway 
locations in the State highway systerm: 

1. When it is proposed to locate or relocate any portion 
of a State highway as a freeway, the State Highway Engineer, or 
his authorized representative, shall: 

(a) At the initiation of the studies necessary to 
determir? the possible locations to be presented to the Commission 
for consideration, and from time to time thereafter, confer with 
the appropriate local governing bodies, and other agencies that may 
be affected thereby and with their technical and planning personnel, 
obtaining where available any master or general plan of the area; 

(b) Call to the attention of the appropriate local 
governing body, in writing, the provisions of Section 75-5 of the 
Streets and Highways Code; 

(c) When sufficient information has been accumulated to 
permit intelligent discussion,/publicize and hold such public 
meeting, or meetings, as may be reasonably necessary to acquaint 
interested individuals, officials and civic or other groups with the 
studies made and the information developed, and to obtain their views 
with respect thereto. 

In conducting any such meetings where major controversy 
appears probable, the State Highway Engineer may arrange for a 
Division of Highways Employee, not employed in the District Office 
involved, to act as presiding officer. 

2. The State Highway Engineer shall submit to the Commis-
sion a written report, covering the results of such conferences and 
meetings, the relationship between all proposed locations and any 
master or general plans of the affected local agency.or agencies, 
any information submitted pursuant to Section 75-5 of the Streets 
and Highways Code, the studies made, and a recommendation as to the 
location or the freeway. 

3. When authorized so to do by the Commission, the State 
Highway Engineer shall notify the appropriate local governing body, 
which notice shall be publicized, of the intention of the Commis-
sion to consider the location of the freeway. Such notification ' 
shall include a statement that the Commission or designated members' 
thereof will hold a public hearing on the proposal, if requested to 
do so by the local legislative body within thirty (30) days after 
the first regular meeting of such body following receipt of such 
written notification; provided, however, that if, prior to receipt. 
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of such notification from the Commission, the local legislative 
body or bodies shall have, by resolution, declared that no public 
hearing by the Commission is necessary, then the notification by 
the State Highway Engineer shall advise such local body only of 
the intention of the Commission to consider the matter. 

4. If any such legislative body requests-such hearing, 
the Commission, or a designated member or members thereof, will 
hold a hearing, after public notice given in such manner as the 
Commission may determine, at which time and place all persons, 
and official bodies and other organizations interested in the 
matter, shall be afforded an opportunity to be heard. The 
Commission may also, on its own motion, call a public meeting or 
hold such hearings as it may deem appropriate. 

5. After the expiration of such period of thirty (30) 
days, if no hearing is requested, or after such meetings or hear-
ings as the Commission may hold, the Commission will adopt a 
location for the freeway between the limits under considerations 

6 . The authorization referred to in numbered paragraph 3 
of this resolution, to give public notice of the Commission's 
intention to hold a hearing, shall be by resolution of the 
Commission relating to each specific freeway location proposed to 
be considered. In all other respects, this resolution authorizes 
the'State Highway Engineer, without further resolution or order of 
this Commission, to do such things and take such action as may 
appear to him to be necessary or proper to comply with the above 
specified procedure. 

L • ' / 
7. At any public meetings held by the State Highway 

Engineer, or his authorized representative, any material trans-
mitted by an affected city or county pursuant to Section 75.5 of the 
StreetB and Highways Code shall be presented at the meeting by the 
person conducting the meeting or hearing, if so requested by the 
affected city or county, or shall be received in such manner as the 
affected city or county requests. 

8. It is recbgnized that, in addition to the foregoing, 
the State Highway Engineer, through his representatives, may hold 
any additional meetings or hearings required to qualify any highway 
project for the use of Federal funds pursuant to any Federal 
statute or rule or regulation promulgated thereunder. 

9 . The resolution of the Commission regarding the subject 
matter hereof, adopted on February 18, 1955* i3 hereby rescinded. 

This resolution is hereby adopted by the California Highway 
Commission at Sacramento, California, this 26th day of February, 
1958. 
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October 15, 1959 

Mr. J; B. Enochs 
Director of Public Works 
County of Santa Clara 
Civic Center Building 
San Jose, California 

Attention: Mr. Myron Jose 

Dear Jay: 

R e :

 County v . Manuel T . Preitas et al» 

Title to the above-identified property has been 
acquired by the County of Santa Clara, and the escrow 
is closed except for payment of title insurance fees. 

Enclosures listed below are being forwarded to 
the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors. . 

Original Deed 

Resolution Accepting Dead* , , 
v -o truly yours, 

SPENCER M . WILLIAMS 
County Counsel 

By ^ 
Robert P. McNamee 

R P M
:
b n Deputy County Counsel 

E n d s * . 

cc; Mr. Richard Olson 
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No. 20940-DD 

D I R E C T O R ' S D E E D 

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: 

That the STATE OF CALIFORNIA, acting by and through its Director of Public Works, does hereby grant to 

' ' o COUNTY OP SANTA CLARA 

all that certain real property situate, lying and being in City Of Sunnyvale 

County of. Santa Clara State of California, described as follows, to-wit: 

All of PARCEL 2 described in Deed No. 20940 to the State of 
California; recorded October 10, 1958 in Volume 4198, page 222, 
Official Records of the County of Santa Clara, more particularly 
described as "follows: 

COMMENCING- at the southwesterly corner of said PARCEL 2, said 
corner being on the curve described in PARCEL 1 of said Deed No. 20940 
with the length of 527.48 feet; thence along.the boundaries of said 
PARCEL 2:from a tangent that bears N. 8l°ll

,

57
n

' E.,along said curve 
to the right with the radius of 640.00 feet, through an angle of 
9°22

,

4l
tt

, an arc length of 104.75 feet; N. 13°00
,

27
ca

 E., 286.84 feet; 
along a.tangent curve to the left with a radius of 1200.00 feet, 
through an angle of 38°00

,

27
n

, an arclength of 796.03 feet;. 
N. 25°00

,

00
n

 W., 98.31-feet,.along a tangent curve to the right, with 
a radius of 1100.00 feet, through an angle of 40°45

l

l8
n

, an arc length 
of 782.44 feet; N. 74°l4'42

w

 W., 50.00 feet; S. 15°45
,

l8" W., 342.78 
feet; from a tangent that bears S. 0°50

l

34
n

 E.,along a curve to the 
left with a radius of 1200.00 feet, through an angle of 24°09

,

26
t1

, an 
arc length of 505.95 feet; S . 25

0

00
1

00" E., 98.31 feet; along a tangent 
curve to the right, with a radius of 1100.00 feet,_/through an angle 
of 38°00

t

27", an arc length of 729.69 feet and S. 13°00
,

27
n

 W., 317.64 
feet to the point of commencement. 

CONTAINING 4.282 acres, more or less. 

EXCEPTING AND RESERVING unto the State of California any and 
all rights of ingress to or egress from the land herein conveyed over 
and' across the southerly line thereof. 

It is the purpose of the foregoing exception and reservation 
to provide that no easement of access shall attach or be appurtenant 
to the property hereby conveyed, by reason of the fact that the same 
abuts upon a State highway, provided, however, that- the above described 

1 



real property shall abut upon and have access to'Mathilda Avenue,-
as relocated,"whichwill-pass under said'freeway, / 

The bearings and distances used In the kbove description are 
on the California Coordinate System, Zone 3. Multiply the above 
distances'by 1.00005^6 to obtain ground level distances, , \<s •••.-.,• 



' * Subject to special assessments if afl^estrictions, reservations, and easements of rec^^ 

AND BE IT FURTHER KNOWN: 
FIRST, the Director of Public Works has heretofore found and determined and does hereby find and determine, that the 

said lands were acquired for State highway purposes and are no longer necessary, and are not now being used for highway 
uses or purposes; 

- SECOND, that this conveyance is executed pursuant to the authority vested in the Director of Public "Works by law 
and, in particular, by the Streets and Highways Code. 
* • 

WITNESS the hand of the Director of Public Works, and the seal of the Department of Public Works of the State of 

California, this day of ^ ' : , 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS * 

ROBERT B
b / 

D I R E C T O R O F <?traijc W O R K S 

D®put y^/Diz^'^or -n 

A P P R O V E D A S T O F O R M A N D P F I O C G D U R S 

OtMBtMtNT 0P/U6LIC WftftKJ 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF S ^ R A M E N T O 
ss. 

On this 
M I A G. CAlcte°

f

' 

SEP 8 - 1959 
in the year 19. before me, 

a Notary Public in and for the County of Sacramento,.State of 
California, residing therein, duly commissioned and sworn, personally appeared rfHrlrS. Fj WRIGHT — » 

lie Works o? the DEPUTY -Director of the Department of Public the State of California, known to me to be the 
described in and that executed the within instrument, and also known to me to be the person who executed the same on behalf 
of the State of California therein named and he acknowledged to me that the State of California executed the same. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal at my office in said county and State 
aforesaid, the day and year in this certificate first above written. 

Alpha G. Catching 
Notary Public in and for the County of 

Sacramento, Sure of California 
MV Commission cipirca AprU 3 0, 1961 
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R E S O L U T I O N 

RESOLVED by the California Highway Commission that, it having approved the manner and terms and conditions of 

the transaction, the execution by the Director of Public Works on behalf of the State of California of a deed conveying to 

COUNTY OP SANTA CLARA all of PARCEL 2 of the parcels of land described 

in Deed N o . 20940 to the State of California .dated June 18, 1958 and 

recorded in Volume 4198, page 222, Official-Records of the County of 

Santa Clara, and being 

in th* City of Sunnyvale 

V . . —, T' • „ . 

is hereby authorized and approved. 

*• » I 

' * I 

" » ig 
A " V 

< » < V 
» V - \ 

•• / M I 
I>-.\ " * * O> 

. - V ^ V 

• *
 k 

County of_ Santa'Clara State of California, 

THIS IS TO CERTIFY Thai the foregoing Is a full and correct copy 
of the original remlution pawed by fre California Hinhway Com-
mission aHfs meeting reauSarly c.-;)lfld an'5 he'd on the 
day of A u g u s t . ; 1 9 5 9 , in tho GMy o f S a c r a m e n t p 
a majority of me members of jarj.fpmmi^ion-being; present.and, 
voting therefor. 

Dated 

G. N. .COOK 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY Of THE 

CALIFORNIA' HIGHWAY COMMISSION 

4 
• AT. BOOO. 7B8S4 7-M 7M 0 IPO 



RESOLUTION ACCEPTING DEED BOOt. 

WHEREAS, STATS OP CALXEOffillA 

h a ^ tendered to cmm fiP flftffftft CLftftA 

a Grant Deed, which Deed is sufficient in form to convey good and 

merchantable title to that certain real property situate and being 

in the County of Santa Clara, State of California, more particularly 

described hereinbelow, to said COPHTY Off WITA CLflftA — 

All of PARCEL 3 described In Eoed No. 20040 to the Stat© Of 
California, recorded October 10, 195© In Voluno 4l$8, pager 222, 
Official ftoeords of tho County of Santa Clara, acre #ai^icularly 
deacribed &3 followa: 

COIMSHCINO at tto oouthtteatorly cornor of oaid PARCEL 3, said 
corner beino on ths c u w described in PARCEL 1 of Oaid Deed No. 2G940 
with the lonsth of 527*48 foot$ thonco along tho boimaariao of said 
PARC3L 3*froa a tangent that bears K. 8l° 11* 57" B ^ d o n s said curve 
to tho r&rfht with tho radiuo of 640.00 feet, through on angle of 
9 £C

f

 4 1 % an arc leneth of 104.75 feet* ». 13° CO
1

 27
n

 B„286<84 foot; 
alone a t^nfjont curve to the loft ttith a radius of 1200*00 foot, 
through an angle of 38° 00 • S7"# an ore length of 7SS.03 f&ot* N* 
85 00

1

 00" W*, 93.31 feet, along a tangent erne to the right, with 
a radius of 1100*00 foot, through an onsle of 40° 45 • 18% an arc length 
of 782.44 foefcj N. 74* 14* 42* 50.00 foot; S* 1§° 45* 18" 11., 
342.78 foots from a tangent that bearo S. 0° 50* 34" B*

#
 alons a curve 

to tho loft with a r&diuc of 1 SCO.00 feet, t h m g ^ m k g k ' o f 
24° 09* sS*

#
 ah arc length of 505,95 feetj 3. ^ W ^ O O

8

 E«V 
98.31 fcotj alone a tangont curve to tho right, with a radius of 
1100*00feet, fchroush ah ofigle of 38° 00» 97 % on are length of 759*69 foe 
and a. 13 00 • 27 V** 317^4 foot to tho point off ̂ ^^ncomfimt. 

CGHIiAiBXBO 4.282 acres, &oro or leoa. 

atCBT?Tli:o AHD HESGKtfltlG unto tho State of California any and 
oil rights of ingreoo to or egroos from tho land horoin convoyed ovor 
and across tho aauthorly lino thereof. 

It la the purpose of tho foregoing exception and reservation 
to provide that no eooement of acccoo ohall attach or too appurtenant 
to tho property hereby oonvoyod, by r$aoon of tho foct that tho oamo 
obuta upon a State highway, provided, however, that the above described 
real proporty shall abut upon and have ao&oo to Hathlldo Avenue, 
B3 rolocatod, which will paas undor said frooway. 

The boarinoe and diotancoa ̂ uaed in tho above deacription are 
on the California Coordinate fiyatem, 3ono 3* nultiply tho above 
diotancoa by 1.0000546 to obtain g r o u n d level diotancoa. 
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NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED that said Board of 

Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara accept said Deed so 

tendered to Is; and 

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk of the Board of 

Supervisors be, and he is hereby authorized to record said Deed. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County 

of Santa Clara, State of California, on foptfrfrfrfrfr ftfl, Iggg > 

by the following vote:• 

AYES: Supervisors, D E L L A M A S G I O R E , H U B B A R D , L E V I N . S L A G H T , W E I C H E R T 

NOES: Supervisors, N o n e 

ABSENT: Supervisors, j^one 

W E S L E Y L , H U B B A R D 
Chariman of the Board of Supervisors 

ATTEST: RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of 
the Board of Supervisors. 

By ^ 

r w v CI.A ot iho Board of Supcvioo* 

^ S k i ^ Q r ^ ^ ^ g , instrument Is a 
i^^cTtfrrecfc^d'Sfey-'of the original on 
j^M^file in t^is^pffice. 

V , ' 

) 
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C O M M I S S I O N E R S 

EVERETT C. H C K E A C K . P R M I D S N T 
PETER E. M I T C H E L L 
M A T T H E W J . D O O L E Y 
C. L Y N FOX 
T H E O D O R E H . J E N N E R 

p h t i r -Utilities ©flmmiBBintt 
S T A T E O F C A L I F O R N I A 

October 14, 1959 

ADDRESS A L L C O M M U N I C A T I O N S 
TO T H E C O M M I S S I O N A 41008 

C A L I F O R N I A STATE B U I L D I N G 
S A N F R A N C I S C O a , C A L I F . 

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

Gentlemen: 

We enclose a copy of a First Amendment and Substitution 
of Exhibits to Application No. 41008 of the State, Department of 
Public Works,for authority to construct certain grade separations 
and grade crossings and to eliminate an existing grade crossing 
involving an improvement project of State Route No. 68, U.S. Highway 
101 at the Moffett Field rail line in the vicinity of Mountain View, 
Santa Clara County. A copy of the original application was mailed 
you on April 21, 1959. 

You are being provided with copies of these filings so 
that the county may be cognizant this is now a matter before the 
Commission, 

If you have any representations, an early reply will be 
appreciated 

Yours very truly 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

v 

Enclosure 

OCT 2 6 1959 
Date 

APPROVED 

R E T C E C C P C D P W FLD 

NO: ABSTAINS: 



COPY 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF 

Application of the State of California, 
Department of Public Works, for an order 
authorizing construction of a crossing 
at separated grades whereby State Route 
IV-SC1-68-A will be carried over the 
tracks of the Southern Pacific' Company 
and the construction of four new cross-
ings at grade, the elimination of an 
existing crossing at grade, in Santa 
Clara County, sometimes referred to as 
"Moffett Field Overhead". 

FIRST AMENDMENT OF APPLICATION AND SUBSTITUTION OF EXHIBITS 

The First Amendment of Application of the State of 

California, Department of Public Works, respectfully shows that: 

1. The application in the above-entitled proceeding, 

No. 41008, was filed April 6, 1959;. that after the filing of said 

application, it was found that it contained several technical 

errors, that in order to correct those errors, Exhibit
 U

A
, ?

 has been 

revised and Sheet 2 of Exhibit "B" and Sheet 2 of Exhibit "C" have 

been revised. 

2. Said revisions have been properly incorporated in 

Exhibit "A
u

, dated April 2, 1959. revised September 30, 1959; 

Sheet 2 of Exhibit
 M

B
n

, dated December 4, 1958, revised September V\ , 

1959; and Sheet 2 of Exhibit "C", dated November 25, 1958, revised 

September 14, 1959* and are herewith substituted for said exhibits 

attached to the original application and by this reference are made 

a part hereof. 

3. In all other respects, said application remains the 

same as originally filed. 

WHEREFORE, applicant requests the Public Utilities 

Commission of the State of California to issue its order authorizing 

THE STATE W ^ C A L I F O R N I A 
i, : 
\ -.* r • > 

2 1959 

G A N FUAITC::CC C 7 

,N.o. 4 1 0 0 8 



construction of the Moffett Field Overhead, and related work, as 

shown in applicant's original application and as herein revised. 

DATED at Sacramento, California, this 30th day of 

September, 1959. 

STATE OP CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS (SEAL) 
G. T. McCoy, State Highway Engineer 

By /YXi'iy1^! II -. 
orney 

y J^iy1^! - • J'l 
toOSGt: q. Mot:, M l 

ROBERT E. REED, WARREN P. MARSD]ON 
GEORGE D. MOE, EMERSON W. RHYMER 

By -/Jw. 
GEORGE D. MOE 

Attorneys for Applicant 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
 c 

ss 
County of Sacramento 

GEORGE D. MOE, being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 

That he is an attorney for the Division of Contracts 
and Rights of Way, Department of Public Works of the State of 
California, applicant in the proceedings entitled as above, that 
he has read the foregoing First Amendment of Application and 
Substitution of Exhibits and knows the contents thereof, and that 
the same is true of his own knowledge, except as to matters which 
are therein stated on information or belief, and that as to those 
matters, he believes it to be true. 

iioria'E b. MOE 

Subscribed and sworn to before me 
this 30th day of September, 1959 
(SEAL) 

NotaiVkublic in and f6r the Coupty 
of Sacramento, State of California 

My Commission expires July 1962. 

- 2 -



AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
ss 

County of Sacramento 

DEANE N. PALMER, being first duly sworn, deposes and 

says: 

That affiant is a citizen of the United States, over the 

age of eighteen years, a resident of the County of Sacramento, and 

not a party to the attached First Amendment of Application and 

Substitution of Exhibits; that affiant's business address is Public 

Works Building, Sacramento, California; that on the 30th day of 

September, 1959, affiant served a copy of the aforementioned 

document upon the persons or parties listed below, by mailing a 

copy thereof to those persons or parties, properly addressed and 

with postage prepaid, and that there is delivery service by United 

States mail at the place so addressed: 

Mr. W. M. Jaekle, Chief Engineer 
Southern Pacific Company 
65 Market Street 
San Francisco 5, California 

Subscribed and sworn to before me 

My Commission expires July 5, 1962. 

o 
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Moffett Field Overhead 

Revised Sept, 30, l ^ b 

EXHIBIT
 n

A'* 

I. GENERAL INFORMATION 

The State of California, Department of Public Works, proposes 

to construct State Route 68 as a freeway southerly of the Moffett 

Field Naval Air Station and in connection therewith proposes: 

A. To construct a crossing at separated grades by 
means of an overhead between State Route 68 and 
the spur track of the Southern Pacific Company, 
sometimes referred to as "Moffett Field Overhead". 

B. To construct four grade crossings across the 
spur track of the Southern Pacific Company. 

C. To eliminate existing grade crossing No. E-38.27-C 
across the spur track of the Southern Pacific 
Company. 

II. SPECIFIC DATA 

(A) NEW CROSSING TO BE CONSTRUCTED AT SEPARATED GRADES 

1. Crossing of Southern Pacific Company's spur 
track at approximate Railroad Milepost 38.0 
and Highway Station C302+08.39; as shown on 
Exhibit "B , sheet 2. 

(a) The proposed overhead will consist of two parallel 

bridges. Each bridge will be four-span with open-end reinforced 

concrete abutments, reinforced concrete bents and reinforced concrete 

deck, supported on piles. Each bridge will be 1 9 5 ' l o n g and will 

provide a width of 49' between curbs. Initial construction will 

provide for three traffic lanes each way with a 36' median. Ulti.nate 

construction will provide for an additional 12
1

 traffic lane on the 

inside of each bridge. 

(b) The easement area over railroad right of way is 

delineated on Exhibit
 n

B
n

, sheet 2. 

(c) The nearest existing westerly public grade 

crossing is No. E-37«9> and the nearest existing easterly public 

grade crossing is No. E-38.6. 



(d) The proposed freeway will alleviate the inadequate 

vehicular traffic capacity of the present highway. Railroad traffic 

will consist of one movement each way per day. The estimated average 

daily traffic will be 44,080 vehicles in 1980. 

(e) Plan, elevation, typical section and railroad-

highway profiles are shown on Exhibit "B". 

(f) Minimum clearances for the proposed permanent 

structure will be not less than specified in PUC General Order 

No. 26-D. 

(g) Railroad traffic will use the relocated spur 

track during construction. 

(B) NEW CROSSINGS TO BE CONSTRUCTED AT GRADE 

1. Crossing of Southern Pacific Company's spur 
track at Railroad Station 16+21.71 and VP2 

Frontage Road Station 3+38.01. 

(a) The proposed grade crossing will be located 

approximately 400' southerly of the proposed overhead. 

(b) The proposed crossing construction will conform 

with Standard No. 2-B, PUC General Order No. 72, or equal. The 

proposed grade crossing will provide a crossing width of 32', con-

sisting of a concrete curb on the left, a 24' pavement and an 8' 

shoulder on the right. 

(c) The nearest existing westerly public grade 

crossing is No. E - 3 7 . 9 J and the nearest existing easterly public 

grade crossing is No. E - 3 7 . 6 . 

(d) Visibility will be good and the design speed at 

the proposed grade crossing will be 33 miles per hour or lesa. 

(e) The proposed crossing at grade at this location 

is required to handle interchange traffic. 

(f) The estimated traffic will be approximately 

200 vehicles per day. Rail traffic will consist of one train 

- 2 -



movement each way per day. The recommended protection for the 

crossing will consist of two Standard No. 8 flashing light signals, 

PUC General Order No. 75-B. 

(g) Plan of proposed crossing, typical sections and 

profiles are shown on Exhibit
 n

C
M

, sheet 2. 

2. Crossing of Southern Pacific Company's spur 
track at Railroad Station 17+94.24 and V4 
On-Ramp Station 2+82.19. 

(a) The proposed grade crossing will be located 170' 

southerly of the proposed overhead. 

(b) The proposed crossing construction will conform 

with Standard No. 2-B, PUC General Order No. 72, or equal. The 

proposed crossing will provide a crossing width of 42
1

 with a 

traffic island and concrete curbs on either side of the roadway. 

(c) The nearest existing westerly public grade 

crossing is No. E-37.9, and the nearest existing easterly public 

grade crossing is E-38.6. 

(d) The proposed crossing at grade at this location 

is required to handle on-ramp traffic. 

(e) The estimated traffic will be approximately 1,250 

vehicles per day. Rail traffic will consist of one train movement 

each way per day. The design speed at the grade crossing will be 

35 miles per hour or less. Visibility will be good at the crossing 

and the recommended protection will consist of two Standard No, 8 

flashing light signals, PUC General Order No. 75-B. 

(f) Plan of the proposed crossing, typical sections 

and profiles are shown on Exhibit "C", sheet 2. 

3. Crossing of Southern Pacific Company's spur 
track at Railroad Station 21+32.43 and V2 
Off-Ramp Station 10+32,28. 

(a) The proposed grade crossing will be located 

approximately 100' northerly of the proposed overhead. 

-3-



(b) The proposed crossing construction will conform 

with Standard No. 2-B, PUC General Order No. 72, or equal. The 

proposed crossing will provide a crossing width of 14'. 

(c) The nearest existing westerly public grade 

crossing is No. E-37.9* and the nearest existing easterly public 

grade crossing is No, E - 3 8 . 6 . 

(d) The proposed crossing will be constructed on 

new alignment and will provide good sight distances at the point 

of crossing, 

(e) The proposed crossing at this location is 

required to handle interchange traffic, 

(f) The estimated traffic will be approximately 200 

vehicles per day. Rail traffic will consist of one train movement 

each way per day. The design speed at this grade crossing will be 

35 miles per hour or less with good visibility. The recommended 

protection for the crossing will consist of one Standard No, 8 

flashing light signal, PUC General Order No. 75-B. 

(g) Plan of the proposed crossing, typical section, 

and profiles are shown on Exhibit
 11

C", sheet 2. 

4. Crossing of Southern Pacific Company's spur 
track at Railroad Station 21+92.56 and V5 

Roadway Station 12+03.62. 

(a) The proposed grade crossing will be located 

approximately 225' northerly of the proposed overhead. 

(b) The proposed crossing construction will conform 

with Standard No. 2-B, PUC General Order No. 72, or equal. 

(c) The nearest existing westerly public grade 

crossing is No. E-37«9> and the nearest existing easterly public 

grade crossing is No. E-38.6. 

(d) Good sight distances will be provided for at 

the point of crossing. 

-4-
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(e) The proposed crossing at this location is required 

to handle traffic to and from the proposed south entrance to Moffett 

Field Naval Air Station. 

(f) The estimated traffic will be approximately 5*500 

vehicles per day in 1980. Rail traffic will consist of one train 

movement each way per day. The recommended protection for the 

crossing will consist of one Standard No. 8 flashing light signal 

and one Cantilever No. 8 flashing light signal. The Cantilever 

No. 8 flashing light signal with a 12' mast arm and a vertical 

clearance of 17' is to be located on the left side of approaching 

traffic in the center island on Ellis Street for northbound traffic. 

(C) EXISTING GRADE CROSSING TO BE ELIMINATED 

1. Crossing of Southern Pacific Company's spur 

track at Highway Station 3 0 6 + 8 5 . 

(a) The assigned number of the crossing to be 

eliminated is No. E-38.27-C. 

(b) The crossing is located near the South Gate 

entrance to Moffett Field Naval Air Station. 

(c) The grade crossing will be relocated as shown 

on Exhibit
 n

C
n

, sheet 2, and the overhead constructed over the 

relocated track. The present traffic is approximately 30,000 

vehicles per day. 

(d) The Southern Pacific Company is agreeable to 

the elimination of this crossing. 

(e) Vicinity map illustrating location of crossing 

to be abandoned in relation to other crossings, existing and pro-

posed, in the vicinity, is shown on Exhibit
 1 1

C
M

, sheets 1 and 2. 

-5-
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G . T . M c C O Y 
I T A T I HIGHWAY CNOINKEK 

E D M U N D O . B R O W N 
G o v EH NOR OR CALIFORNIA 

R O B E R T B . B R A D F O R D 
DIRECTOR 

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

P. O. BOX I 4 P 0 

S T A T E O F CALIFORNIA 

©cpartment of l̂ ublir ̂ orks 
S A C R A M E N T O 

September 29, 1959 

• A C R A M I N T O 1 

Board of Supervisors 

Santa Clara County 
County Office Building 
San Jose, California 

Gentlemen: 

P L E A S ! REFER TO 
F ILE NO. 

Policy of California 
Highway Commission in 
Allocation of State 
Highway Funds to Cities 
and Counties Under 
Provisions of Section 
143.3 of the Streets 
and Highways Code 

For your information, attached are copies of a 

resolution adopted by the California Highway Commission 

on September 24, 1959* relating to policy of the Commission 

in the allocation of State Highway Funds to cities and 

counties under provisions of Section 143.3 of the Streets 

and Highways Code. At the 1959 Session of the State 

Legislature, Section 143.3 was added to the Streets and 

Highways Code so as to permit the California Highway 

Commission and the Department to include allocations of 

State Highway Funds for projects on extensions of federal-

aid secondary highways within utfban areas. 

Very truly yours, 

y j ^ r a ^ 

G. T. McCOY 
State Highway Engineer 

Attach . 

OCT 1 3 1959 

Copy each Bd Member - HWC 

Date 

APPROVED 

R E : CE GC PC DPW FLD 

MO: ABSTAINS: 



Policy and Procedure of California Highway Coimnlaslon 

In Allocation of State Highway Funds to Cities and 

- Counties Under Provisions of Section 143.3s 

Streets and Highways Code 

WHEREAS, At the 1959 Regular Session of the Legis-

lature Section 143.3 was added to the Streets and Highways 

Code, reading as follows: 

"The commission and the department may include in 
the annual budget prepared under Section 143.1 
amounts not to exceed the equivalent of the amounts 
made available by the Federal Government annually 
for projects on extensions of federal-aid primary 
or federal-aid secondary highways within urban areas 
for allocation to cities or counties for the con-
struction of city streets or county roads within 
urban areas which would qualify as extensions of 
federal-aid secondary highways. The design stand-
ards of such projects shall be such as would qualify 
the project for the expenditure of such federal funds. 

Upon the written request of any city or county, 
the commission and the department may include an 
allocation for the city or county in the next succeed-
ing annual budget. Not more than five hundred thousand 
dollars ($500,000) shall be allocated for such purpose 
to any city or county in any one year. Any amounts 
allocated to a city or county shall be paid from the 
State Highway Fund and shall be included in the com-
putation of compliance with the requirements of 
Sections 188 and 188.4. No allocation shall be made 
to a city or county for any project unless the city 
or county has made provision, to the satisfaction of 
the commission and the department, for the expendi-
ture on such project of amounts from any other sources 
available for such purpose at least equal to the 
amounts to be allocated by the commission and the 
department.. 



• — • 
- 2 -

The projects for which funds are made available 
pursuant to this section may be constructed by 
the local agency or agencies concerned, or, by 
agreement between the local agency or agencies 
and the department, the department may acquire 
the necessary rights-of-way in the name of the 
local agency or agencies, and perform all other 
acts to complete the project. Construction work 
by the department shall be subject to the^State 
Contract Act. Agreements between the department 
and local agencies are authorized relative to 
the handling and accounting of funds, including 
the making of advancements so as to permit prompt 
payment for the work accomplished, and relative 
to any other phase of the work." and 

WHEREAS, In the opinion of this Commission the purpose 

of the statute was to permit the completion of Federal-aid 

Secondary highways without regard to the boundary lines 

of urban areas and to permit the construction with State 

funds of the necessary portions of Federal-aid Secondary 

highways within urban areas, and 

WHEREAS, It is deemed advisable to indicate to the 

local agencies of government the types of projects which 

this Commission will consider for allocations of such funds, 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That allocations of 

such funds will be considered only where all the following con-

ditions are met: 

(1) The project would qualify as an extension 

of a Federal-aid Secondary highway; 

(2) The necessity for the project within the 

limits of the urban area is occasioned by 

traffic conditions created or to be created 

by completed, under contract or budgeted 

improvement of a Federal-aid Secondary high-

way in the contiguous rural area; 



(3) That the proposed project will be of the 

extent and type of construction that would 

meet the requirements of the Federal Govern-

ment for the expenditure of urban funds; 

(4) That the plans, specifications and estimate for 

any proposed project be approved by the Depart-

ment before advertisement and that no contract 

be awarded before allocation of funds by the. 

Commission pursuant to Section 143.3* Streets 

and Highways Code. 

(5) That the allocations will not exceed the 

permitted amounts set forth in the statute. 

And, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the State Highway 

Engineer is requested to send a copy of this resolution 

to all counties and cities. 
i 

This resolution is hereby adopted by the California 

Highway Commission at Sacramento, California, this 24th 

day of September, 1959. 



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

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

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

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

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

A D D R E 0 8 A L U C O M M U N I C A T I O N ! * T O 
P. O . BOX 3 3 B S , R I N C O N A N N E X 

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

September 29, 1959 
P L K A « S R E F E R 
TO F I L E N O . 

IV-SC1-68-A 
Relinquishment 
No. 22096 

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

Gentlemen: 

Attached for your files is a copy of the resolution 
of the California Highway Commission, as recorded on 
September 8, 1959, relinquishing to the County of Santa 
Clara a portion of a frontage road just south of the 
San Mateo County Line, Road IV-SC1-68-A. 

Copies of this resolution are also being transmitted 
to the County Planning Commission, the director of Public 
Works and the County Building Inspector. 

Yours very truly 5 

J. P. SINCLAIR 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 

L . A . WEYMOUTH 
District Engineer 

Attachment 
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RELINQUISHMENT OP STATE HIGHWAY IN THE 
COUNTY OP SANTA CLARA, ROAD IV-SCL-68-A 

WHEREAS, the California Highway Commission on May 18, 19^4, 
adopted a resolution declaring certain sections of State highway 
in Santa Clara County between San Mateo County line and Santa 
Clara Street in San Jose, road IV-SCl~68-A,B,SJs,Sunv, to be a 
freeway; and 

WHEREAS, the State of California has acquired right of way 
for and has constructed a certain frontage road east of said freeway, 
lying partly In the County of Santa Clara and partly in the City 
of Palo Alto between San Francisqulto Creek and 1/4 mile south, road 
IV-SC1-68-A, In connection with said freeway; and 

WHEREAS, by freeway maintenance agreement dated April 21, 1958, 
the County of Santa Clara agreed to accent control and maintenance 
over and title to said portion of said frontage road lying in said 
county; and 

WHEREAS, -this Commission has found and.determined; and does 
hereby find and determine, that it is desirable^and in the public 
interest that said portion of said frontage road be relinquished 
to the County of Santa Clara for use as County highway; 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS VOTED by the California Highway Commission 
that it relinquish, and it does hereby relinquish to the County 
of,.Santa Clara, effective upon the recordation of a certified copy 
hereof with the Recorder of Santa Clara County that portion of 
frontage road in said county, together with the right of way and 
appurtenances thereof, described as follows: 

A portion of that frontage road which lies on the northeasterly 
side of the main traveled ways of State freeway, road IV-SC1-68-A, 
which portion Is bounded on the northeasterly side by that Palo Alto 
city limits line which is the northeasterly line of the old Bayshore 
highway (125 feet wide) and being more particularly described as 
follows: 

COMMENCING, at a point in the above said city limits line distant 
thereon N„ 5 2

0

3 7
t

2 5 " W., 70.30 feet from the southeasterly terminus 
of that cdurse described as "N. 52°37

,

25
,t

 W„, 129.67 feet* in the 
deed to the State of California recorded June 2^, 1957 in Volume 
3828, at page 444, Official Records of Santa Clara County; thence 
along said city limits line S„ 5 2

0

3 7
!

2 5
n

 E., 7 0 . 3 0 feet and along a 
tangent curve to the right with a radius of 5062*22.feet,- through 
an angle of 12

0

28'53", an arc length of 1102,76 ^eeifflshence 
N . •45

o

27
f

20" W., 484*59 feet; thence along a tangent curve to the 
left with a radius of 4994 feet, through an angle of 7°10

,

05
H

, an 
arc length of 624.78 feet; thence N . 52°37

,

25
lf

 W., 54.60 feet; thence 
^ / N . 2 1

0

l 8
l

3 5 " E . , 20.96 feet to the point of commencement. 

A length of 0.22 of a mile, more or less. 



BOO* 4538 PACE 406 
EXCEPTING* AND RESERVING to the State of California any and 

all rights of ingress to and egress from the portion of frontage 
road hereby: relinquished in and to the adjoining freeway lying 
southwesterly of said relinquished frontage road portion, except 
at such points as now are or may be established by resolution of 
thiB Commission. 

The bearing and distances used in the above description are 
on the California Coordinate System, Zone 3. Multiply the above 
distances by 1.00005^6 to obtain ground level distances. 

The purpose of this resolution is to vest in the County of 
Santa Clara as a county highway all of the State of California's 
right, title and interest in and to the portion of the State 
highway hereby relinquished. 

A V ^ ' V / , 

L V* . • • f-

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 t h e „ . £ 6 i i L 
day of. August in the City oLS^craraentp 
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and 
votina therefor. 

• ̂  • .. * 

O. N. COOK 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OP THE 

CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION 

j 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Bepartment of public Works 
SACRAMENTO 

September 10, 1959 

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

Gentlemen: 

Relinquishment of 
Superseded State 
Highways to Local 
Authorities 

For your information, attached is copy of a resolution 

adopted by the California Highway Commission on August 27, 

1959 relating to policy and procedure in the relinquishment 

of superseded State highways to local authorities^ At the 

1959 Session of the State Legislature, Section 73 of the 

Streets and Highways Code was amended to include a revision 

in the procedure where protests are received from Boards of 

Supervisors or City Councils. 

The resolution sets forth the full procedure followed 

by the State Highway Engineer and the California Highway 

Commission with respect to the relinquishment of superseded 

State highways. 

Very truly yours, 

Q. T. McCOY 
State Highway Engineer 

SEP 21 1959 
Date 

APPROVED 

CE GC PC DPW FLO 

NO:.. ABSTAINS: 

Attach. 

Cppy each Bd Member - HWC - DPW. -
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Policy and Procedure 

of California Highway Commission 

in Relinquishing Superseded State Highways 

WHEREAS, in accordance with the provisions of 
Section 73 of the Streets and Highways Code, the Depart-
ment, through the State Highway Engineer, advises each 
affected city or county of the intention to relinquish 
any portion of a state highway at least 90 days in advance 
of proposed relinquishment, and the notice of intention 
to relinquish specifies either that the highway is in a 
state of good repair or that it will be placed in a state 
of good repair prior to the date of relinquishment; and 

WHEREAS, the Commission subsequently receives the 
recommendation of the State Highway Engineer in respect 
to relinquishment and thereafter takes appropriate action; 
and 

WHEREAS, Chapter 1799, Statutes of 1959, added the 
following requirement to Section 73 of the Streets and 
Highways Code relative to relinquishment of superseded 
State highway: 

"Within the 90-day period the board of 
supervisors or the city council may protest in 
writing to the commission statinn; the reasons 
therefor, including, but not limited to, objec-
tions that the highway is not in a state of good 
repair or is not needed for public use and should 
be abandoned by the commission. In the event 
that the commission does not comply with the 
requests of the protesting body it may proceed 
with the relinquishment only after a public hear-
ing given to the protesting body on 10 days 
written notice." 

IT IS RESOLVED, that the Department, through the 
State Highway Engineer, shall continue to give notice of 
intention to relinquish in accordance with existing pro-
cedure, except that reference shall be made to the require-
ments of said Section 73 as amended, and if protests are 
received by the Commission, they will be referred to the 
State Highway Engineer for a report on the circumstances 
involved and his recommendations. 



If, after consideration of a protest and the recom-
mendation of the State Highway Engineer, it appears to the 
Commission that compliance with the request of a protesting 
body would be contrary to law or not In the best public 
Interest, the Commission will set a date of public hearing 
for the protesting body, with written notice given not less 
than 10 days in advance. 

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED, that after information as to 
the grounds of protest are received at the public hearing, 
the Commission will proceed with its determination as to 
relinquishment, Including consideration of the state of 
repair of the highway. 

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED, that copies of this resolution 
shall be transmitted to the Boards of Supervisors and City 
Councils of this State. 

This resolution is hereby adopted by the California 
Highway Commission at Sacramento, California, this 27th day 
of August, 1959. 
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September 11, 1959 P L E A S E R E F E R 
T O F I L E N O . 

IV-SC1-68-A 
Relinquishment 
No. 22096 

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

Gentlemen: 

This is to advise that the relinquishment to the Qpunty 
of Santa Clara of a portion of a frontage road just south 
of the San Mateo County Line was recorded on September 8, 
1959, under Recorder's Serial N o . 1690982. 

With this recordation all of the S t a t e d right, title 
and interest in this road vests in the County of Santa Clara. 

A copy of the recorded document will be forwarded for 
your file. 

Although this frontage road serves only areas within the 
City of Palo Alto the portion covered by this relinquishment 
lies in County territory and it was therefore necessary that 
it be relinquished to the County. Remaining portion of the 
road have been relinquished to the City. 

Yours very truly, 

J. P. SINCLAIR 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 

By ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

L . A. WEYMOUTH 
District Engineer 
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TO F I L E N O . 

IV-SM, SCl-107-Varioua 

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

Gentlemen: 

I am writing to advise you of the -inclusion, by Senate Bill 
480, qf„,_State^Highway- Route lQ?, jthe Dumbarton Bridge Road, in 
the California Freeway and E x p r W ^ ^ ^ y s t e m i The"bill becomes 
effective"on September 17V '1959* "" 

The new legislative description is "From Route 56 (the Coast 
Highway) to Sunol..." (in Alameda County). This removes the 
former restrictions which specified that the route must be via 
Redwood City and Woodside and thereby makes possible its relocation 
on a more direct route such as, for example, the Willow-Sand Hill 
Road location which has been locally discussed for some years. 

Although we have as yet undertaken no formal studies to 
determine best location, type of facility, number of lanes, etc., 
it seems apparent that the Willow-Sand Hill Road routing may 
offer a practical solution. It is expected that our route studies 
will be started within the next sixty to ninety days. 

Although final Highway Commission action on adoption of a 
route, subsequent to the customary public hearings, may not be 
for a year or more we shall be in a position to plan with you with 
much greater assurance that at present some months after the studies 
get underway. 

In the interim period before definite route determination it 
would be to our mutual advantage and in the best public interest 
to cooperate closely in the planning problems affecting land uses 
which could affect a location. To this end it is requested that 
all plans for new subdivisions, rezonings or other physical planning 
matters along the general study area of Willow-Sand Hill Roads be 
referred to this office for study and comment aimed at minimizing 
future conflicts and needless costs. 

It is felt that this type of cooperative planning can assist 
greatly in minimizing future problems and in so doing expedite the 
ultimate realization of this needed traffic facility. 

£opy each Bd Member - H W C - D P W - 0S~~PC -
ABSTAINS: 



Santa Clara County Board 
of Supervisors 

Your cooperation and that 
sincerely appreciated* 

Yours 

4 . P y 
Asatv 

-2- September S, 1959 

of your staff members will be most 

very truly, 

SINCLAIR 
State Highway Engineer 
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TO F I L E N O . 

IV-SC1-5-B 
Relinquishme nt 
No. 22085 

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

Gentlemen: 

Attached for your files is a copy of the resolution 
of the California Highway Commission, as recorded on August 
3, 1959, in Book 4501, at Page 624, Official Records of 
Santa Clara County, relinquishing to the County the 
superseded sections of State Highway Route 5 between the 
north town limits of Los Gatos and Stevens Creek Road, 
Road IV-SC1-5-B. 

Copies of this resolution are being transmitted to 
the County Planning Commission, the Director of Public 
Works and the County Building Inspector. 

Yours very truly, 

J. P. SINCLAIR 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 

L. A. WEYMOUTH / 
District Engineer 

Attachment 
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RELINQUISHMENT OF SUPERSEDED STATE HIGHWAY 
IN THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA,, ROAD IV-SCI,-5-B 

WHEREAS, portions of the State highway within the 
County of Santa Clara, between the north city limit of 
Los Gatos near Caldwell Avenue and, Stevens Creek Road, 
road IV-SC1~5-B, hereinafter, particularly described, have 
been superseded by a change in the location of said highway; 

WHEREAS, thiB Commission has found and determined, 
and does hereby find and determine, that it is desirable 
and in the public Interest that said portions of the 
State highway so superseded be relinquished to the County 
of Santa Clara for use as county highways; 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS VOTED by the California Highway 
Commission that

:

it- relinquish, and it does hereby relin-
quish to the County of Santa Clara, effective upon the 
recordation of a certified copy hereof with the Recorder 
of Santa Clara County, those portions of superseded State 
highway in said county together with the right of way and 
appurtenancesthereof, described as follows: 

PARCEL 1: 
11 " * ) 
That portion of the superseded State highway, Route 5, 

known as San Jose-Los Gator* Road, which is , bounded on the' 
southwesterly end by that Los Gatos city limit line which 
crosses said highway approximately 100 feet northeasterly 
of Caldwell Avenue in the City of Los Gatos and on the north-
easterly end by that course described in the Los Gatos City 
Ordinance No. 399 as "thence southeasterly along the north-
easterly line of Parcel One as described in. Deed from San 
Jose Abstract and Title Insurance Co..to Bernice Rylatt, 
recorded 2-28-46 in Book 1339 OR, Page 40, Santa Clara Co. 
Records, and along the.southeasterly prolongation thereof to 
the southeasterly line of the San' Jose-Los r

Y
atos Road as it 

now exists", said road being the herein relinquished State 
highway, Route 5. 

A length of 1.39 miles, more or less. 

PARCEL 2:' 

That portion of the superseded State highway, Route 5, 
which is bounded on the southwesterly end by that course de-
scribed in the Los Gatos. City Ordinance No. 428 as "thence 

and 

/ / 



B o y<4oGi pace625 

along the southwesterly line of Lot 9 (etc.) and along the 
northwesterly prolongation thereof, northwesterly to the 
northwesterly line of the San Jose-Los Gatos Road", said 
road being the herein relinquished State highway, Route 5, 
and on the general northeasterly end by the westerly and 
northwesterly line of San Jose City Ordinance, No. 5562, 
(said northwesterly ±ine being along the center line of said 
highway) and by the Southerly line of San Jose City Ordinance 
N o . 5470 (being along the center line of Shelley Avenue), 

A length of 0.85 of a mile, more or less, full width and 
a length of 0.39 of. a mile, more or less, in half width being 
that portion of B a l d highway lying immediately adjacent to 
and northwesterly of said northwesterly line of Ordinance 
5562 and terminating at said southerly line of Ordinance 5^70, 

. A total length of 1.24 miles, more or less, 

PARCEL 3; 

That portion of the superseded State highway, Route 5, 
at Foxworthy Avenue, as said portion is bounded on the 
southwesterly end, northwesterly si.;:e an;ii northerly end by 
the boundary line of Sari Jose City Or'inanee No. 55^0, said 
northwesterly side being the center line of said highway, 

A length of 0.05 of a mile, more or less, in half width 
being the southeasterly half of sai£ highway. 

PARCEL 4s_ 

That portion
1

 of the superseded State highway. Route 5, 
at Jewell Drive

5
 said portion being composed of two portions2 

(a) the southeasterly half of said highway bounded, on the 
southerly end and northwesterly side by the general easterly 
boundary line of San Jose Oity Ordinance No. 5 5 ^ and the 
northerly end by the southerly line of San Jose Oity Ordinance 
No. 5166, said northwesterly side being the center line of 
said highway, and ffc) the northwesterly half of said highway 
bounded on the southerly end by the said general easterly 
boundary line of San Jose City Ordinance No, 55^-0, on the 
northerly end by the southerly line of San Jose City Ordinance 
No. 6182 (recently annexed) and on the southeasterly side by 
the northwesterly line of San Jose City Ordinance No. 5166, 
last said line being the center line of said highway, also said 
ordinance lin^a common to said highway center line are extended 
northeasterly in (a) and southwesterly in (b) to meet the end 
limits of portions v*) and (b). 

R 
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The total length of portions (a) and (b) being 0.23 of a 
mile, more or less, half width of highway, 

PARCEL 5: 

That portion of superseded State highway, Route 5, which Is 
bounded on the general southwesterly end by the northerly line of 
San Jose City Ordinance NOi 6l82 (recently annexed), bounded on 
the southeasterly side by the northwesterly lines of San Jose City 
Ordinances Nos. 5166, 5Q35 and 5552 (said northwesterly lines 
being along the center line of said highway) and bounded on the 
general northeasterly end by the westerly line of San Jose City 
Ordinance No.„ 6483. : ' - • 

A length of 0.28 of a mile, more or less, in half width,, 

PARCEL 6: 

That portion of the- superseded State highway, Route 5, which 
is bounded on the general' southerly end by the easterly and south-
easterly lines of San Jose City Ordinance No* 6483 and by the 
northeasterly line of San Jose City Ordinance No, 5969 and bounded 
on the northerly end by southerly city limits of the City ^ Jampbell. 

A length of 0.08/of a mile, more or less,.in half width of 
50 feet, being that portion lying southeasterly of said Ordinance 
No, 6483 and a length of 0.72 of a mile, more or.less in full width. 

PARCEL 7: ' 

That portion of the superseded State highway, Route 5, which 
is bounded on the' southerly end by the northerly city limits line 
of the City of Campbell and on the general northerly end by the 
southeasterly and general westerly boundary lines of San Jose City 
Ordinance No. 5920. 

A length of 0.20 of a mile, more or less, full width, measured 
along the center iine of said highway from said northerly city 
limits line to the most southerly corner of the annexed triangular 
parcel described in said Ordinance 5920 and a length of 0.22 of a 
mile, more or less,, half width, measured along that portion of the 
westerly line of said annexed parcel which is common to said high-
way center line. 

A total length of 0.42 of a mile, more or less. 

PARCEL 8: 

That portion of th's superseded State highway, Route 5, which 
is bounded on the southerly end by the general northerly boundary line 
of San Jose City Ordinance No. 4810 and on the northerly end by the 
general southerly boundary line of San Jose City Ordinance No. 5403o 
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A length of 0
o
1 5 of a mile, more or less, full width, 

PARCEL 9: 

That portion of the superseded State highway, Route 5, 
which is bounded on the general southerly end by the general 
northerly boundary line of San Jose City Ordinance No, 5403 and 
on the northerly end by the southerly line of Stevens Creek Road„ 

A length of 0,09 of a mile, more or less, half width being • 
that portion of said highway lying immediately adjacent to and 
westerly of the general westerly boundary line of said Ordinance 
5^03 and terminating at its northerly end by the easterly pro-
longation across said highway of the southerly line of Fruitdale 
Avenue, and a length of 0*88 of a mile, more or less, full width

0 

A total length of 0*97 of a mile, more or less
Q 

The sum total mileage of the above relinquished PARCELS 1 
•through 9 being 5.53 miles, more or less. 

The purpose of this resolution is to vest in the County 
of Santa Clafra as county highways all of the State of California's 
right, title and interest in'and to the portions of the State 
highway hereby relinquished„ 

r 0 < i j „ ' 

ffr \ 

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 theJ?2nd_. 
day oL J u l y , 1959U in the City o f L o ^ n & e J ^ : 
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and 
voting therefor. 

Dated this..29.th.day;6f.-i._:..rJuly„ . 1 9 5 - 9 . 

O. N. COOK 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE 

CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION 

CCT. 1068. «OSB2 1-9<> SM QPO 
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August 5 , 1959 
P L E A S E R E F E R 
TO F I L E N O . 

I V - S C 1 - 5 - B 

M r , James B . Enochs 
Director of Public Works 
First and Rosa Streets 
San Jose, California 

Dear Sir: 

This is to advise your office that Relinquishment 
N o . 22085 was recorded on August 3 , 1959 under Recorder's 
Serial N o . 1673109, Official Records of Santa Clara County, 

This relinquishes to the County all superseded 
portions of State highway Route 5 (San Jose-Los G-atos Road). 

With the recordation of this relinquishment, the 
maintenance of this superseded highway became the respon-
sibility of the County and the State will no longer 
maintain this highway. 

Yours very truly, 

J . P . Sinclair 
A s s t . State Highway Engineer 

AUG 1 7 1959 
Date ^ 

a p p r o v e d . 

R E : CE CC PC DPtV FLO 

ABSTAINS: 
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July 27, 1959 P L E A S E R E F E R T O 
F I L E N o . 

IV-SC1-5-B 

Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
San Jose, California 

RELINQUISHMENT OF PORTIONS OF STATE HIGHWAY 

Gentlemen: 

In conformance with Section 73 of the Streets and Highways Code, 
there.is hereby filed with your county the attached certified copy of 
the vote of the California Highway Commission relinquishing described 
portions of State highway• . 

Relinquishment of these portions of superseded State highway 
becomes effective upon the recordation of a certified copy thereof. 
Our district office in San Francisco will immediately upon recorda-
tion of the relinquishment inform your board thereof, giving you 
recordation data. 

Section 2121 of the Code requires the Department to certify to 
the State Controller the mileage relinquished, with the further re-
quirement that it be added to the maintained mileage in the county. 
This procedure is mandatory upon the Department. 

Under Section 2004 of the Streets and Highways Code, y>u may 
request revisions in the county's primary road system at any time. 

Your attention is also directed to the requirements of Section 
100.9 of the Code, that where State highways are relocated in such a 
manner as to bypass a city or business district, the directional and 
other signs erected by the State on the old highway must be left in 
place when such highway is relinquished, and must thereafter be main-
tained by the local agency or agencies which have jurisdiction over 
the relinquished roadway. 

Very truly yours y 

Attach 



RELINQUISHMENT OF SUPERSEDED STATE HIGHWAY 
IN THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, ROAD IV-SCL-5-B 

WHEREAS, portions of the State highway within the 
County of Santa Clara, between the north city limit of 
Los Gat03 near Caldwell Avenue and Stevens Creek Road, 
road IV-SC1-5-B, hereinafter, particularly described, have 
been superseded by a change In the location of said highway; 
and 

WHEREAS, this Commission has found and determined, 
and does hereby find and determine, that it is desirable 
and in the public Interest that said portions of the 
State highway so superseded be relinquished to the County 
of Santa Clara for use as county highways; 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS VOTED by the California Highway 
Commission thatit- relinquish, and it does hereby relin-
quish to the County of Santa Clara, effective upon the 
recordation of a certified copy hereof with the Recorder 
of Santa Clara County, those portions of superseded State 
highway in said county together with the right of way and 
appurtenancesthereof, described as follows: 

PARCEL 1: 

That portion of the superseded State highway, Route 
known as San Jose-Los Gatos Road, which is.bounded on the 
southwesterly end by that Los tfatos city limit line which 
crosses said highway approximately 100 feet northeasterly 
of Caldwell Avenue in the City of Los Gatos and on the north-
easterly end by that course described in the Los Gatos City 
Ordinance No. 399 as "thence southeasterly along the north-
easterly line of Parcel One as described in Deed from San 
Jose Abstract and Title Insurance Co, to Bernice Rylatt, 
recorded 2-28-46 in Book 1339 OR, Page 40, Santa Clara Co. 
Records, and along the southeasterly prolongation thereof to 
the southeasterly line of the San Jose-Los Gatos Road as it 
now exists", said road being the herein relinquished State 
highway, Route 5. 

A length of 1,39 miles, more or less. 

PARCEL 2 g 

That portion of the superseded State highway, Route 5, 
which is bounded on the southwesterly end by that course de-
scribed in the Los Gatos City Ordinance No. 428 as

 r,

thence 



along the southwesterly line of Lot 9 (etc.) and along the 
northwesterly prolongation thereof, northwesterly to the 
northwesterly line of the San Jose-Los Gatos Road", said 
road being the herein relinquished State highway, Route 5* 
and on the general northeasterly end by the westerly and 
northwesterly line of San Jose City Ordinance, No. 5562, 
(said northwesterly line hieing along the center line of said 
highway) and by the Southerly line of San Jose City Ordinance 
No. 5470 (being along the center line'of Shelley Avenue). 

A length of 0.85 of a mile, more or less, full width and 
a length of 0.39 of a mile, more or less, in half width being 
that portion of said highway lying Immediately adjacent to 
and northwesterly of said northwesterly line of Ordinance, 
5562 and terminating at said southerly line of Ordinance 5*170. 

A total length of 1.24 miles, more or less. 

PARCEL 3: 

That portion of the superseded State highway, Route 5, 
at Foxworthy Avenue, as said portion is bounded on the 
southwesterly end, northwesterly side and northerly end by 
the boundary line of San Jose City Ordinance No, 5540, said 
northwesterly side being the center line of said highway, 

A length of 0„05 of a mile, more or less, In half width 
being the southeasterly half of said highway, 

PARCEL 4; 

That portion of the superseded State highway, Route 5 , 
at Jewell Drive^ said portion being composed of two portions; 
(a) the southeasterly half of said highway bounded on the 
southerly end and northwesterly side by the general easterly 
boundary line of San Jose City Ordinance No. 5540 and the 
northerly end by the southerly line of San Jose City Ordinance 
No, 5166, said northwesterly side being the center line of 
said highway, and (b) the northwesterly half of said highway 
bounded on the southerly end by the said general easterly 
boundary line of San Jose City Ordinance No. 5540, on the 
northerly end by the southerly line' of San Jo&e City Ordinance 
No, 6182 (recently annexed) and on the southeasterly side by 
the northwesterly line of San Jose City Ordinance No, 5166, 
last said line being the center line of said highway,- also said 
ordinance lines common to said highway center line are. extended 
northeasterly in (a) and' southwesterly in (b) to meet the end 
limits of portions (a) and (b). 



The total length of portions (a) and (b) being 0.23 of a 
mile, more or less, half width of highway. 

PARCEL 5: 

That portion of superseded State highway, Route 5* which is 
bounded on the general southwesterly end by the northerly line of 
San Jose City Ordinance No

0
 6182 (recently annexed), bounded on 

the southeasterly side by the northwesterly lines of San Jose City 
Ordinances Nps. 5166, 5035 and 5552 (said northwesterly lines 
being along the - center line of said highway) and bounded on the 
general northeasterly end by the westerly line of San Jose City . 
Ordinance No.,.6483. 

A length of 0,28 of a mile, more or less, In half wldtho 

PARCEL 6t 

That portion of the..superseded State highway, Route 5* which 
Is bounded on the general" southerly end by' the easterly and south-
easterly lines of San Jose City Ordinance No." 6483 and by the 
northeasterly line of San Jose City Ordinance No. 596-9 and bounded 
on the northerly end by southerly city limits of the City of 0ampbell

o 

A length of 0.08,of a mile, more or less, in half width of 
50 feet, being that portion lying southeasterly of said Ordinance 
No, 6483 and a length of 0.72 of a mile, more or less in full width* 

PARCEL 7: 

That portion of the superseded State highway, Route 5, which 
is bounded on the southerly end by the northerly city limits line 
of the City of Campbell and on the general northerly end by .the 
southeasterly and general westerly boundary lines of San Jose City 
Ordinance No. 5920. 

A length of 0.20 of a mile, more or less, full width, measured 
along the center line of said highway from said northerly city 
limits line to the most southerly corner of the annexed triangular 
parcel described in said Ordinance 5920 and a length of 0,22 of a 
mile, more or less, half width, measured along that portion of the 
westerly line of said annexed parcel which is common to said high-
way center line. 

A total length of,0.42 of a mile, more or less. 

PARCEL 8: 

That portion of the superseded State highway, Route 5, which 
is bounded on the southerly end by the general northerly boundary line 
of San Jose City Ordinance No. 4810 and on the northerly end by the 
general southerly boundary line of San Jose City Ordinance No

0
 5403. 



A length of 0.15 of a mile, more or less, full width* 

PARCEL 9: 

That portion of the superseded State highway, Route 5* 
which is bounded on the general southerly end by the general 
northerly boundary line of San Jose City Ordinance No

0
 5^03 and 

on the northerly end by the southerly line of Stevens Creek Road, 

A length of 0.09 of a mile, more or less, half width being 
that portion of said highway lying immediately adjacent to and 
westerly of the general westerly boundary line of'said Ordinance 
5^03 and terminating at its northerly end by the easterly pro-
longation across said highway of the southerly line of Fruitdale 
Avenue, and a length of 0

o
88.of a mile, more or less, full width, 

A total length of 0*97 of a mile, more or less„ 

The sum total mileage of the above relinquished PARCELS 1 
through 9 being 5.53 miles, more or less. 

The purpose of this resolution is to vest in the County 
of Santa Clara as county highways all of the State of California's 
right, title and interest in and to the portions of the State 
highway hereby relinquished

0 

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 theJ2j2&<SL_ 
day of_.JuIy_ 19-59, in the City o fLQSLJmeM* 
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and 
voting therefor. 

O. N. COOK 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE 

CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION 

EST. toes. 90002 1 -59 3M SPO 



6 T A T B O F C A L I F O R N I A 

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

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

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

U N D E R H I U . a-oaaa 
A D D R I I P A L L C O M M U N I C A T I O N S T O 

P . O . B O X S 3 « « , R I N C O N A M N K X 

• A N f R A N C I S C O t O May 6, 1959 
PLIMI RinN 
TO FILI NO. 

CERTIFIED MAIL 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED IV-SCl-5-LGts 

Deed No. AF-117^2 
PSR 3267 Board of Supervisors 

Santa Clara County 
County Courthouse 
First and Rosa Sts. , 
San Jose, California 

Gentlemen: 

The Division of Highways proposes to dispose of certain land 
by auction sale/, the terms and conditions of which are described 
in detail in the enclosed Notice of Sale to Bidders. 

This land is excess to our highway requirements, and in 
accordance with our established policy, we propose to sell this 
property and return it to the tax rolls. 

Therefore, we would appreciate it if you would place a copy 
of this Notice on your public bulletin board and forward a copy 
to your Engineering Office, Planning Office, the Board of Super-
visors, or Council, and any other interested departments. 

If there ib* any 1 anticipated need or requirement of this by 
the local government and you wish to purchase this property, we 
would, appreciate hearing from you within the next fifteen days* 

We shall be glad to furnish you with additional copies of 
this Notice and answer any questions that you may have. 

Very truly yours, 

J. P. SINCLAIR 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 

Right of Way Agent 

Attachs 



IV-SCl-5-LGts 

A U C T I O N S A L E 

NOTICE TO BIDDERS OF SALE OF LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 

Ah AUCTION SALE will be conducted by'the State of California, 
Department of Public Works, Division of Highways,150 Oak Street, 
San Francisco^ California, for the sale of"one parcel of land, with 
improvements on TUESDAY* JUNE 9, 1959o Bidding will begin at 
lis00 AoMV The^sale will be held ON ^ K PlFffiMI'SlSS located at 
226 Edelen Avenue in the City of Los Gatos. , . 

Property to be sold to the highest responsible bidder® 

SALE UNIT NO, 1 (PSR 3267 — Deed NOo AF 1 1 8 

A sloping, irregular shaped parcel of land, together with a one-
story wood frame house, a barn, a tool shed, smoke house, aviary and 
pump house, containing 2

o
8 0 5 acres, more or less, located at 226 Edelen 

Avenue in the City of Los Gatos. (SEE ATTACHED- SKETCH)
0 

This parcel was zoned Residential as of June 25, 1958o Prospective 
purchasers should determine with the local" Planning and Zoning offices, 
the uses to which this property may be developed« 

The State will start the bidding on this parcel at $13,500
o
00

o 
A deposit of $1,300«00 in CASH. CASHIER'S CHECK or CERTIFIED CHECK 
must be in the hands of all potential bidders upon their*arrival on 
the premiseso PERSONAL CHECKS WILL NOT BE ACCEPTED UNDER ANY CIR-
CUMSTANCES o

 :

 : " 

SIXTY DAYS' TIME WILL BE GIVEN TO THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER TO PAY 
THE BALANCEo 

Property is rented on a month-to-month rental agreement
e
 This 

rental agreement may be terminated by a thirty-day written notice 
from purchaser at any time after recordation of the deedo 

It is understood and agreed that all rents will be prorated as 
of the date of recordation of the Director's Deedo 

This property will be open for inspection on June 8, 1959 from 
llgQO A oM» until 1§00 P

f
Mo It will also be open for inspection from 

10:00 A
0
m T until llsOO A

0
M

0
 on the morning of the sale. 



IV-SCl-5-LGts 
Sta. "CH" 8 5 • ' 
No. 11742-Left 

'EXCESS PROPERTY DESCRIPTION 

All that real property situate, lying and being In the Town of' 
Los Gatos, County of Santa Clara, .State of California described as 
follows: 

COMMENCING at the most westerly corner of that certain
1

tract of ' ' 
land conveyed to the State of California by deed dated January 24, 1955 
and recorded In Volume 3108, page 109, Official Records of'the County ' • 
of Santa Clara; thence S. 29°49

,

24
n

 W., 617.05 feet; S. 37°25'03
H

 W., 
.79,12 feet and N. 72°26'42" W., 27.39 feet to the general westerly line 
of Parcel 2 of that certain tract of land' conveyed to the State of 
California by deed dated March 23, 1953 and recorded in Volume 2639, 
page 270, Official Records 'of the County of Santa Clara; thence along 
said general westerly line from a tangent that bears M.'3°l6

,

48" W., 
along a curve to the left with a radius of 955.00 feet, through an 
angle of l8°02'52

n

, an arc length of 300.82 feet and N, 21°31
1

37"E., • 
36.23 feet to the easterly line of said Parcel 2; thence along said ' 
easterly line from a tangent that bears S, 22°52

r

50" E., along a curve 
to the right with a radius of 980.00 feet, through an angle of 
1

0

4 1 ' 48", an arc length of 29.02 feet to the easterly line of Edelen 
Avenue; thence along last said easterly line N. 21

0

31'37
M

 E., l4lJ4l 
feet to the southerly line of Lot 6 in Block 9, as said lot and block 
are shown on that certain . map entitled "Map of Vineyard Lots in the 
Town of Los Gatos" which map was filed for record in the Office of the 
County Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State of California, 
on April 21, 1888 in Book "C" of Maps, page 87; thence along said south 
erly line of Lot 6 and the easterly line of said Block 9: S.68°28

,

23" E 
"120.00 feet and N. 21°31

,

37" E., 292.89 feet, respectively, to the most 
northerly line of said State's tract (2639 OR 270); thence along last . 
said line S. 65°05

,

03
n

 E., 1 6 5 .11 feet to the point of commencement. 
. 1 • 1 1 • » 

' CONTAINING 2.805 acres, more or less..'. • 

EXCEPTING AND RESERVING unto the State of California any and all 
rights of Ingress to or egress from the land herein conveyed over and • 
across the courses described above with lengths of 617.05 feet, 79.12 
feet and 27.39 feet. 

It is the purpose of the foregoing exception and reservation to 
provide that no easement of access shall attach or be appurtenant to 
the property hereby conveyed, by reason of the fact that the.same abuts 
upon a public way and upon a State highway, with access only to the 
State highway being restricted. 

The bearings and distances used in the above description are on 
the California Coordinate System, Zone 3. Multiply ""the above distances 
by 1,0000478 to obtain ground level distances. 

SUBJECT TO special assessments, if any, restrictions, reservations and 
easements of record. 



1 

It is the buyer's responsibility to pay for documentary 
stamp tax fees, if required, escrow fees, if applicable, and 
policy of title insurance, if desired. 

It is the buyer's responsibility to determine all building, 
planning, and zoning regulations relative to the property and the 
uses to which it can be put. 

The Division of Highways will not pay any brokerage fees, 
real estate fees, or commissions of any kind in the sale of the 
subject property. 

The Division of Highways does not guarantee the condition of 
the property nor does it assume any responsibility for the con-
formance to codes or permit^ regulations of the City and/or County 
in which the property is located. The property will be sold on 
an

 ,!

as is" basis• . 

All bids shall be submitted orally. 

Bidders must be prepared to deposit the amount indicated 
either in C A S H , by CASHIER'S CHECK or by CERTIFIED CHECK AT THE 
CONCLUSION OF THE AUCTION SALE. PERSONAL CHECKS WILL NOT BE 
ACCEPTED. 

The successful bidder will be required to execute the usual 11

 BID FORM AND AGREEMENT" at the completion of the Auction. 

The successful bidder is required to deposit with the Division 
of Highways, 1?0 Oak Street, San Francisco, California, within the 
above-mentioned specified period of time, either C A S H , a CASHIER'S 
CHECK or a CERTIFIED CHECK in the amount of the balance of the bid, 
plus a deposit in the amount of $7*00 to cover the cost of recording 
the Director's Deed to be delivered by the State; the difference 
between the actual recording fee and the $7.00 deposit will be 
refunded to the successful.bidder. 

Upon full payment to the Division of Highways as aforesaid, 
the Assistant State Highway Engineer will, through regular depart-
mental procedure, request that a Director's Deed be prepared o o n

r 

veying the land referred to above to'the successful bidder. 
Delivery of the Director's Deed will be delayed until the necessary 
departmental procedure can be compiled w i t h . 

Time is of the essence on this Agreement. The Division of 
Highways Reserves the right to declare a forfeiture of any and all 
rights of the successful bidder, in the event of his default or 
failure to perform this Agreement in whole or in part, and all pay-
ments made by h i m , including the proposal guaranty, may be for-
feited and become the property of the State of California. 



In the event of a default or .failure to perform the terms and 
conditions of this Agreement, the Division of Highways m a y , at its 
discretion, advertise for other bids and resell the property for the 
account of the original successful bidder, and out of the proceeds 
of said sale retain a sufficient amount to pay the difference between 
the original bid prloe and the second bid price, if any, together 
with all reasonable oost, charges and expenses incurred in so doing. 

The Division of Highways reserves the right to reject any or 
all bida at any time prior to written notification by letter 
specifically stating a bid has been aocepted. The acceptance of 
final payment by the Division of Highways shall not be oonstrued 
as final acceptance of any b i d . Delivery of said Director's Deed 
aud/or.letters shall be considered accomplished when directed by 
mail to the address of the bidder as shown on the'"BID FORM"; 

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS, DISTRICT IV 

By J. P. SINCLAIR 
Assistant State Highway Engineer 
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^ S T A T E O F C A L I F O R N I A 

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

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

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

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

ADDRESS A L U C O M M U N I C A T I O N S TO 
P. O . BOX 3 3 0 8 , R I N C O N A N N E X 

B A N FRANCISCO I B 

April 17, 1959 

PLHAFLB R E F E R 
TO F I L E N O . 

IV-SCl-5,42-LGtB,D, 
Cmb,SJs;LGts 

Contract 58-4TC20-FI 

Board of Supervisors 
Santa Glara County-
San Jose, California 

Gentlemen: 

Please refer to our letter of March IS, 1959> regarding the 
opening of the Route 5 Freeway between Saratoga Avenue in 
Los Gatos and Baecom Avenue in San Jose. 

The firm date for this opening has been set for April 30. 
Dedication ceremonies will be held on that date, sponsored 
try the Chambers of Commerce of Los Gatos, Campbell, Santa 
Clara and Greater San Jose. 

Yours very truly, 

B. V. BOOKER 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 

L. A. Weymouth 
District Engineer 

cc: James B. Enochs 
Director of Public Works 
Santa Clara County 

APR 2 0 1959 
Date 
APPROVED. 

RET: CE CC PC DPS FLD 

tfO: - ABSTAINS: 



STATE O F C A L I F O R N I A ^ F 
DEPARTMENT OF P U B L I C W O R K S 

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

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

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

B A N F R A N C I S C O I B April 8, 1959 P L E A S E R E F E R 
T O F I L E N o . 

IV-SCl~5~SJs,B 

Honorable Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
Santa Clara County Office Building 
San Jose, California 

Gentlemen: 

I wish to advise that on March IS, 1959, the 
California Highway Commission passed a resolution adopting 
a traversable route for a portion of State Highway Route 5 
in the City of San Jose and the County of Santa Clara on 
Stevens Creek Road between the new Route 5 freeway at 

..Stevens .Cre_ek_Road Overcrossing^and_t£e_junction of Basco'm 
, Avenue with

w
 Lo s. Gato s r$an . J o s e R o a d . 

This action was taken by the Highway Commission to 
establish a continuous routing for this highway pending 
the completion of the freeway between Bascom Avenue and 
Route 6o* 

Copies of this letter and attachment are being for-
warded 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 

-MfLA 
R . A . H A Y L E R / 
District Engineer 

Date.... A P R - l J L 1 2 5 a ^ 

APPROVED -
FL2: CE CC PC DP V? FLD 

ttO: ABSTAINS:,.^ 



Passed by C.H.C. 

MAR 18 1959 
RESOLUTION ADOPTING TRAVERSABLE HIGHWAY IN THE CITY . 
OF SAN JOSE AND THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA AS A STATE 

HIGHWAY, ROAD IV-SCl-5-SJs,B 

WHEREAS, Route 5 has been constructed on revised alignment 
between Los Gatos and Bascom Avenue in San Jose, and 

WHEREAS, the northerly terminus of this.new construction does 
not connect with existing State highway Route 5, and 

WHEREAS, this Commission has found and determined that there 
exists a traversable highway along Stevens Creek Road which 
traversable highway should, in the public interest, be taken over 
as a temporary connection and maintained as a State highway; 
now therefore 

BE IT RESOLVED by the California Highway Commission that 
pursuant to the authority vested in it by law and in particular 
by Section 8l of the Streets and Highways Code it hereby adopts and 
designates as a State highway and a part of said Route 5 the 
existing traversable highway in the City of San Jose and the County 
of Santa Clara, State of California, described as follows: 

Stevens Creek Road from the new Route 5 freeway at Stevens 
Creek Road Overcrosslng easterly to the junction of Bascom Avenue 
with Los Gatos - San Jose Road. 

V 

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 l £ t f a i 
day oLManch , 195SL, in the City of Sacrament^ 
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and voting therefor. 

Dated this_2Ir. 

O. N. COOK 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE 

CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION 

M T , B410, I f l s a o • - • E BM two 



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

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

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

A D D R E S S A L L C O M M U N I C A T I O N 0 T O 
P . O . BOX 3 3 6 0 , R1NCON A N N E X 

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

PLEASB RBMR 
TO FILK NO. 

March 18, 1959 IV-SC1-5,4-2-LGts,D,Cmb, S Js; LGts 
Contract 5S-4TC20-FI 

Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County-
San Jose, California 

Gentlemen: 

The Division of Highways wishes to announce that the portion of 
the Route $ Freeway between Saratoga Avenue in Los Gatos and 
Bascom Avenue in San Jose will be opened to traffic about the 
first of May. Two weeks' notice will be given when a firm date 
for the opening has been set, 

Mr. Jay Kramer, Manager, Civic Affairs Department of the Greater 
San Jose Chamber of Commerce, has expressed a desire to have his 
organization sponsor a celebration commemorating the opening. 
If this is satisfactory with you, it is suggested that you com-

y raunicate with Mr. Kramer and also notify this office of your 
* decision. 

Yours very truly, 

B. w. Booicer 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 

cc: Mr. Jay Kramer 
Mr. James B. Enochs, Director of Public Worics, 

Santa Clara County 

Date MAR 2 3 1959 

CE GC PC DFW FLD 

NO: -ABSTAINS:..^*. 



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

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

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

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

A D D R E S S A L U C O M M U N I C A T I O N S T O 
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S A N F R A N C I S C O 10 TP <-» •V.^T T O C ' O T O F I L E N O . February 16, 1959 

IV-SCl-2-SJs 
14.QT1711R 

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

Attn: Wesley L . Hubbard, Chairman 

Gentlemen: 

The Division of Highways has scheduled a public hearing^on 
Wednesday, March 18, 1959, for the purpose of presenting the results 
of studies which have been made for the future development of U . S. 
101 (State Highway Routf^jQ Monterey Highway, between Ford Road and 
Tully Road in San Jose. * = 

The hearing will be held at 3:00 p.m. in the Andrew. Hill 
High School, 13000 Senter Road, south of San Jose. 

You are invited to attend this hearing and make such comment 
as you may desire concerning the development proposed for this 
highway. 

This hearing has been announced in the public press. 

Exhibits will be displayed for public review prior to the 
hearing between the hours of 3:00 p.m. and 9:00 p.m. on March 11, 
1959 at the Andrew Hill High School. 

Yours very truly, 

B. W . BOOKER 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 

n t f i b 9 

Date 

0 K 1959 

APPROVED — 

R E , CE ee PC ru> 

H0: ABSTAINS: — 



% 
CDUNTY OF SAN MATED 

OFFICE OF THE COUNTY MANAGER 
' JUST ICE A N D RECOR 

E M B R B O N 

January 16, 1959 
H A L L O F JUST ICE A N D RECORDS • R E D W O O D CITY, CAL IF . 

E M K R B O N 9 - 1 4 4 t 

The Honorable Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
Court House 
San Jose , California 
Gentlemen: 'i 
Subject: Addition of Sand Hill-Willow Road 'Connection to State Highway System 
For your records T am;venclosing copy of resolution adopted by the Board of 
Supervisors of the; C o & t y ^ ^irging, the,addition of Sand Hil l -
Willow Road corinecWpn ^o t h e ^ C ^ i ^ System as a new 
State Highway Jroute. y^e know tliat yo;u apj^recia.te; the necess i ty of having 
this accomplished:, lancl we are^ii^ormed that your hpnorable body has taken 
s imi lar action: ' • ' ••••''' i or 

It i s my understanding* that the legis lat ive representatives from San Mateo 
County have introduced legis lat ion to effect the action called for in the 
resolution, and we are pleased to know of your support in this very import ant 
undertaking. ' r : v. ^ V; 

Very truly yours 

/ / 
E . R . STALLINGS 

ERS:jm County Manager 
Encl . Resolution #13524 
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Regularly passed and adopted this ifitk day-of 

19^5, 

Ayes and in favor of said resolution: 

Supervisors: THOMAS J. CALLAN 

M. A
t
 POSS 

W . F*. VJERDSR 

ALVBJ S. HATCH 

2S* R . ncBGBALD 

Noes and against said resolution: 

.Supervisors: KOflE 

Absent Supervisors mm 
ALVIK HATCH 

Chairman, Board of Supervisors 
County of San Mateo, State of 
California 

ATTEST: 

(SEAL) JOH& A* BKUKIMO 
Clerk of said Board of Supervisors 

(ENDORSED) 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

F I L E " 
C1S58 DEC 1 . - -

JOHN A. BRUN1NG, Clerk 

BK.. PAGE 

on rh OF CAL~ORN:A » 

C O U N T Y OF SAM M A T E O > JOHN A. BRUNIf'iS. County Clerk of tha County of 3as 
ivfirtco, State of California, and ex-offldo Cork of tho 
Board of Supervisors thereof, docs horoby cortify that tha 
above crnd foregoing 1B a full, trua and correct copy of 
~ ~ — 

entered in the mhntttw of said board. 
l a Witness Whereof, I hove hereunto set my hand and tto 

csal of said Board t t i i s l f i t f a day U t i l ' ^ ' Q ' 
JOt^yBRUNlNG^ 



W" S T A T E O F C A L I F O R N I A 
£ /VCtsys, 

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

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

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

U N D K R H I L L 3 . 0 2 2 A 

ADDRESS ALL CO MM UNI CATIONS TO P. O. BOX 8MB. RINCON ANNEX NOVeillber 19 . 1958 PLEAS* RlFU 
•AN FRANCISCO 10 ' ' ' TO P|UI NO. 

CERTIFIED MAIL I V-SCl-5-LGts 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED Deed No. AF 117^2 

County Clerk
 P S R 3 0 3 3 

Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County 
County Courthouse 
First and Rosa Sts. 
San Jose, Califs 

Gentlemen: 

The Division of Highways proposes to dispose of certain land 
by auction sale

1

, the terms and conditions of which are described 
in detail in the enclosed Notice of Sale to Bidders. 

This land is excess to our highway requirements, and in 
accordance with our established policy, we propose to sell this 
property and return it to the tax rolls. 

Therefore, we would appreciate it If you would place a copy 
of this Notice on your public bulletin board and forward a copy 
to your Engineering Office, Planning Office, the Board of Super-
visors, or Council, and any other interested departments. 

If there i& any anticipated need or requirement of this by 
the local government and you wish to purchase this property, we 
would appreciate hearing from you within the next fifteen days* 

We shall be glad to furnish you with additional copies of 
this Notice and answer any questions that you may have. 

Very truly yours, 

B . W . BOOKER 
Asst. State Highway. Engineer 

Agent 

Attachs. 



IV-SCl-5-LGts 

A U C T I O N S A L E 

NOTICE TO BIDDERS OF SALE OF LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 

An AUCTION SALE will be conducted by the State of California, 
Department of Public Works, Division of Highways, 150 Oak Street, 
San Francisco, California, for the sale of one parcel of land with 
improvements on THURSDAY* DECEMBER 18, 1958. Bidding will" begin 
at-11:00' A.M. The sale will be held ON THE PREMISES located at 
226 Edelen Avenue in the City of Los Gatos. 

Property to be sold to the highest responsible bidder* 

SALE UNIT NO. 1 (PSR 3033 — Deed FTo. AF 117^2) : 

A sloping, irregular shaped parcel of land, together with a one-
story wood frame house, a barn, a tool shed, smoke house, aviary and 
pump house, containing 2.805 acres, more or less, located at 226 Edelen 
Avenue in the City of Los Gatos. (SEE ATTACHED SKETCH) 

This parcel was zoned Residential as of June 25, 1958. 

The State will start the bidding on this parcel at $19,300.00. 
A deposit of $1,750.00" in CASH, CASHIER'S CHECK or CERTIFIED CHECK 
must be in the hands of all potential bidders upon their arrival 
on the premises. PERSONAL CHECKS WILL NOT BE ACCEPTED UNDER ANY 
CIRCUMSTANCES. 

SIXTY DAYS' TIME WILL BE GIVEN TO THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER TO PAY 
THE BALANCE. 

Property is rented on a month-to-month rental agreement. This 
rental agreement may be terminated b y a thirty-day written notice 
from purchaser at any time after recordation of the deed. 

It is understood and agreed that all rents will be prorated as 
of the date of recordation of the Director's Deed. 

This property will be open for inspection on December 17", 1958 
from 11:00 A.M. until IrOO P.M.* It will'also be open for inspection 
from 10:00 A.M. until lis00 A.M. on the morning of the sale

0 



-2- t 

i v - sc i -5 -Lats 
Sta. "CH" 85 
No. 11742-Left 

g 

EXCESS PROPERTY DESCRIPTION 

All that real property situate, lying and being in the Town of 
Los Gatos, County of Santa Clara, State of California described as 
follows: 

COMMENCING at the most westerly corner of that certain tract of 
land conveyed to the State of California by deed dated January 24, 1955 
and recorded in Volume 3108, page 109, Official Records of the County 
of Santa Clara; thence S. 29°49'24" W., 617.05 feet; S. 37°25

,

03" W., 
79.12 feet and N. 72°26»42" W., 27.39 feet to the general westerly line 
of Parcel 2 of that certain tract of land conveyed to the State of 
California by deed dated March 23, 1953 and recorded in Volume 2639, 
page 270, Official Records of the County of Santa Clara; thence along 
said general westerly line from a ta.ngent that bears N. 3°l6'48" W., 
along a curve to the left with a radius of 955.00 feet, through an 
angle of l8°02

,

52", an arc length of 300.82 feet and N . 21°31
!

37
n

E., 
36.23 feet to the easterly line of said Parcel 2; thence along said 
easterly line from a tangent that bears S. 22°52

f

50
n

 E., along a curve 
to the right with a radius of 980.00 feet, through an angle of 
l°4li48

M

, an arc length of 29.02 feet to the easterly line of Edelen 
Avenue; thence along last said easterly line N. 21°31

,

37
n

 E., l4l.4l 
feet to the southerly line of Lot 6 in Block 9, as said lot and block 
are shown on that certairu. map entitled "Map of Vineyard Lots in the 
Town of Los Gatos" which map was filed for record in the Office of the 
County Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State of California, 
on April 21, 1888 in Book "C" of Maps, page 87; thence along said south-
erly line of Lot 6 and the easterly line of said Block 9: S.68°28

I

23
M

 E., 
120.00 feet and N. 21°31

,

37" E., 292.89 feet, respectively, to the most 
northerly line of said State's tract (2639 OR 270); thence along last 
said line S. 65°05

,

03
n

 E., 165.11 feet to the point of commencement. 

CONTAINING 2.805 acres, more or less. 

EXCEPTING AND RESERVING unto the State of California any and all 
rights of ingress to or egress from the land herein conveyed over and 
across the courses described above with lengths of 617.05 feet, 79.12 
feet and 27.39 feet. 

It is the purpose of the foregoing exception and reservation to 
provide that no easement of access shall attach or be appurtenant to 
the property hereby conveyed, by reason of the fact that the.same abuts 
upon a public way and upon a State highway, with access only to the 
State highway being restricted. 

The bearings and distances used in the above description are on 
the California Coordinate System, Zone 3. Multiply the above distances 
by 1.0000478 to obtain ground level distances. 

SUBJECT TO special assessments, If any, restrictions, reservations and 
easements of record. 



It is the buyer
5

s responsibility to pay for documentary stamp 
tax fees, if required, escrow fees, if applicable, and policy of 
title insurance, if desired. 

It is the buyer
1

s responsibility to determine all building, 
planning, and zoning regulations relative to the property and the 
uses to which it can be put. 

The Division of Highways will not pay any brokerage fees, real 
estate fees, or commissions of any kind in the sale of the subject 
property. 

The Division of Highways does not guarantee the condition of 
the property nor does it assume any responsibility for the con-
formance to codes or permit regulations of the City and/or County 
in which the property is located. The property will be sold on an 
"as is" basis<, 

All bids shall be submitted orally
0 

Bidders must be prepared to deposit the amount indicated either 
in CASH, by CASHIER'S CHECK or by CERTIFIED CHECK AT THE CONCLUSION 
OF THE AUCTION SALE. PERSONAL CHECKS WILL NOT BE ACCEPTED. 

The successful bidder will be required to execute the usual 
"BIP FORM AND AGREEMENT" at the completion of the Auction. 

The successful bidder is required to deposit with the Division 
of Highways, ISO Oak Street, San Francisco, California, within the 
above-mentioned specified period of time

5
 either CASH, a CASHIER

T

 S 
CHECK or a CERTIFIED CHECK in the amount of the balance of the bid, 
plus a deposit in the amount of $7.00 to cover the cost of recording 
the Director's Deed to be delivered by the State; the difference 
between the actual recording fee and the $7.00 deposit will be 
refunded to the successful bidder. 

Upon full payment to the Division of Highways as aforesaid, the 
Assistant State Highway Engineer will, through regular departmental 
procedure, request that a Director's Deed be prepared conveying the 
land referred to above to the successful bidder. Delivery of the 
Director's Deed will be delayed until the necessary departmental 
procedure can be complied with. 

Time is of the essence of this Agreement. 'The Division of 
Highways reserves the right to declare a forfeiture of any and all 
rights of the successful bidder, in the event of his default or 
failure to perform this Agreement in whole or in part, and all pay-
ments made by him, including the proposal guaranty, may be forfeited 
and become the property of the State of California. 



In the event of a default or failure to perform the terms and 
conditions of this Agreement, the Division of Highways may, at its 
discretion, advertise for other bids and resell the property for the 
account of the original successful bidder, and out of the proceeds 
of said sale retain a sufficient amount to pay the difference 
between the original bid price and the second bid price, if any, 
together with all reasonable cost, charges and expenses incurred 
in so doing. 

The Division of Highways reserves the right to reject any or 
all bids at any time prior to written notification by letter 
specifically stating a bid has been accepted. The. acceptance of . 
final payment by the Division of Highways shall not be construed 
as final acceptance of any bid. Delivery of said Director's Deed 
and/or letters shall be considered accomplished when directed by 
mail to the address of the bidder as shown on the "BID FORM". 

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS, DISTRICT IV 

By B. W . BOOKER 
Assistant State Highway Engineer 







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

C O U N T Y C D U N B E L 

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

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

D E P U T I E S : 

J O H N R . K E N N E D Y 
J O A N A . S Y M O N 
R O B E R T S . S T U R C 3 E S 
R O B E R T P. M c N A M E E 
P E T E R • . Y O U N G 
R I C H A R D B . H A R R I S O N 

B O N O & T A X C L E R K 

D P R O T H Y V . F A N N I N G 

^ Office of the COUNTY COUNSEL 
C O U R T H O U B E 

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

T E L E P H O N E C Y P R E S S 5 - 1 Q 5 D 

November 14, 1958 

Mr. Oran L. Slaght 
Chairman, Board of Supervisors 
Civic Center 
San Jose, California 

Re: Billboards on Landscaped Freeways, Request 
of Palo Alto Chamber of Commerce 

Dear Mr. Slaght: 

Recently you deferred to U3 the request of the Palo Alto 
Chamber of Commerce that we review our ordinances to determine 
whether the County regulations would be effective in preventing 
billboards along state freeways where landscaping is desired. 

This review is unnecessary since there is authority within 
the framework of the State statutes to control billboards along 
landscaped freeways in the unincorporated areas. 

California Business and Professions Code Section 5291 
simply provides: ". . . n o advertising display shall be placed 
or maintained on property adjacent to a section of freeway which 
has been, or hereafter may be, landscaped as defined herein, if 
the advertising display is designed to be viewed primarily by 
persons traveling on such landscaped section of a freeway.

1 1 

We inquired of the State IUvision of Highways and were 
informed that as to unincorporated areas, the prohibition in the 
cited statute is sufficient to permit landscaping freeways as 
far as that department is concerned. 

They feel that the statute is inapplicable in cities and 
that it is necessary for cities to enact adequate zoning measures 
before billboards can be banned or regulated along freeways 
within their boundaries. 

SMW: RSS:meb 

Very truly yours,
% 

IPENCER M. WILLIAMS 
County Counsel 



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

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

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

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

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

DISTRICT IV 

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

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

P L E A S E R E F E R 
TO F I L H N O . 

October 7, 1958 

IV-SCl-113-A,MVw 

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

Gentlemen: 

I wish to advise that on September 17, 1958, the California 
Highway Commission passed resolutions adopting the route for a 
portion of State Highway Route 113 in Santa Clara County between 
Route 2 and Route 68 and establishing a freeway thereon. 

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

The law pertaining to freeways prohibits connecting any new 
public road, street or highway to the freeway without the consent 
of the Department of Public Works. The Department may give or 
withhold its consent as in its opinion will best subserve the 
public interest. Also the State is 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 notified of any contemplated subdivisions, applications for 
building permits, or plans for other possible conflicting developments 
on or near the route? 

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

Yours very truly, 

B. W . BOOKER 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 



Passed by CH.C. 

SEP 17 1958 

RESOLUTION ADOPTING STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE IV-SCl-113-A,MVw 

RESOLVED by the California Highway Commission that 

pursuant to the authority vested In it by law, this Commission 

does hereby select and adopt the route for a portion of State 

highway in Santa Clara County, between Route 2 and Route 68, 

road'IV-SCl~113-A,MVw, as outlined In project reports dated 

July. 29, 1957, February 11, 1958 and March 3, 1958 and as 

shown on a map thereof signed by B. W . Booker, Assistant State 

Highway Engineer, dated August 21, 1958, approved August 22, 1958 

by G, T. McCoy, State Highway Engineer, and further identified 

by the signatures of a.majority of the Commissioners, and this 

Commission does hereby alter and change the location of said 

portion of State highway from the existing location thereof to 

the location marked "Proposed State Highway" on said map, 

provided, however, that the existing traversable highway shown 

on said map as the existing State highway shall remain as the 

State highway until such new portion is constructed and available 

for traffic and the existing State highway has been relinquished 

as provided by law, and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Commission has found 

and- determined, and hereby declares, that such alteration or 

change of the location of said State highway is for the best 

interest of the State. 



THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregoing is a full and correct copy 
of the original resolution passed by the California Highway Com-
mission at its meeting regularly called and held on the_.lZ^l_ 
day of Sept, , 1 9 i n the City of Sacrament 
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and 
voting therefor. 

Dated this_£2n&=daofc3^ I1 

O. N. COOK 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OP THE 

CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION 

H O T . 041€« H I I O •O 



Passed by CH.C 

SEP 17 1958 

RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A FREEWAY 

ON 

ROAD IV-SCl-113-A,MVw 

RESOLVED by the California Highway Commission* 

lo That the public Interest and necessity require 

the laying out, acquisition and construction as a freeway of 

the section of State highway hereinafter described, lying 

within the City of Mountain Viow and County of Santa Clara, 

and designated ae Road fWw
0 

2
0
 That the section of State highway hereinafter 

described is hereby declared to be and from the date hereof 

shall have the status of a freeway, as said term is defined 

in Section 23o5 of the Streets and Highways Code, for all 

purposes provided by law* 

3o The section of State highway hereinbefore referred t , 
to is specifically described as followsa 

That portion of State Highway Route 113 in the City 
^ ' 'Of Mountain View and County of Santa Clara betweeh 

Route 2, and Route 68, .-as same is shown on the 
general route map thereof adopted by the California 
Highway Commission on September 17> 1958* which 
general^route map is on file in the office of the 
Department of Public Works at Sacramento, California* 

\ 

day In the City o f J § 2 £ S E I £ t 3 
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and 
voting therefor. 
Dated this J!® 

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 J k Z & L . 

0. N. COOK 
ASSISTANT QBCMTAFTY OP THE 

CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION 



BEGINNING OF ROUTE ADOPTION ROUTE 114 
"Adopfd Oct. 17,1956 

END OF ROUTE ADOPTION dvfvsf /9S<9 

Asst. State Highway Engr. 
Approval Recommended: 

PlaMfi/ng tngtneer 

Approved: . d u y v s / 

SUte FF I JUTT^ Engineer 
Civil M n m — L i e cast No. £084 

<2 

Adopted Oct. /7, /956s3%g> 

I hereby certify that by resolution of the California Highway 
Commission adopted September /3SS the route marked 
"Proposed State Highway" on this map was selected and adopted as 
the route for a portion of State Highway Route //3 in Santo C/ara 
County between Qoute 2 Qpct Goute 68 

* u ^ k Oh X 
r. i f j 

Attests A * '// .V<>"> 
Secretary 

California Highway Commission 

| Ft ' 

M E M B E R S O F C A I I V O R N I A H K H V A Y C O M M I S S I O N 
September /7. /S53 

/ 

) 

Director of Public Works end Ex Officio Member *ni Chtirmtn of lb* Cslifomu Higbwty Committton 

STATE OF C A L I F O R N I A 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

D I V I S I O N O F H I G H W A Y S 
j J ) I ST. IV SCI-113-A.MVw 

MAP SHOWING ' 

ROUTE O F PROPOSED 
S T A T E H I G H W A Y 

IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY 
BETWEEN 

R O U T E 2 
AND 

R O U T E 68 
Seals in Feet 

1000 2000 
AUGUST 1958 

CST. ]M1 19*02 4-fJ 9O0 «PO 



C O U N T Y OF S A N T A C L A R A 
H O W A R D W . C A M P E N 

OFFICE of the COUNTY EXECUTIVE 
S A N T A C L A R A C D U N T Y O F F I C E B L D G . • C I V I C C E N T E R 

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

October 1, 1?58 

M r . George T . M c C o y , Chief of 
Division and State Highway Engineer 

Division of Highway a ' . 
State Department of Public Works 
Sacramento, California 

Dear M r . McCojn 

Enclosed herewith you will have certified copy of a resolution 
6f the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara regularly 
pfrseod and adopted the 15th day of September, 19GB, urging the State 
Division of Highways to include within the State Freeway System in 
the County of Santa Clara tho. Moorpark Avonae-Story ^oad Connection, 
vfaich, io m o r e particularly dcecribcd in the report attached to said 
resolution* 

Very truly yours 

H O W A R D W . C A M P & N 
County Executive 

H W C i m o 
Encloiuro 

B . W . Booker, Aatt* State 
Highway Engine or, District IV 



RESOLUTION OF THE B O A R D OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY. OF 
SANTA.CLARA APPROVING RECOMMEI® ATION F O R INCLUSION OF : 
THE' MQORPARK AVENUE-STORY' ROAD-FREEWAY CONNECTION, IN THE 

" . STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM • " 

' . WftEftEAS-,.
1

 the City Council of-the. City.of San'JoSe has adopted •' 

the Moorpark Ayenue-Story Road Freeway- Connection and, Is recommend-

ing\said Freeway as shown ln-a report, entitled: • "The ' ' 

Prbpos.ed^lioorpark^Avenue-Story Road Freeway, ** dated: May -23, 1958, 

for inclusion in the State, of California Highway.System;, and. 

WHEREAS,.this freeway is needed for the following.reasons;. 

. * (1); .Said freeway will provide continuity of travel from th& • / 

West foothills to the East foothills, thus..serving the cities ,qf 

Cupertino/ Campbell, San 'JOse, and the County of Santa 'Clara;' 

(2) Future traf f i c volumes, as predicated by the.. City of San 

Jose and by. the DeLeuw, Cather Company, anticipate-126,000 vehicular 

movements in this area by the year .1958; 

(3) Said freeway will serve major residential and. industrial 

areas; 

N0W>, T P R E F O R E , BE IT RESOLVjlD that; this Board of Supervisors 

of the County of Santa Clara.does .hereby'approve the recommendation 

of the City.Council of th$,City of.Sari Jose and does hereby direct' 

the County Executive of Santa .Clard County to submit said proposal 

to the Division of Highways, State of California, for consideration; 

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

Santa Clara,, State of California, this-l'gtJi day of. September, 1958>-

by the following vote: . ... " • 

AYES: Supervisors, Browny Delia Maggiore, Hubbard, ;Leyin, Slaght 

NOES: .Supervisors, .None.; . A ,-V . . ' • * • V, 

ABSENT: ' Supervisors,, None ' 

ATTEST: RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of 
the Board of Supervisors 

/fT -p 
O 

SMWVf a
 (
 . . • 

9715-58 * A < 

cc: Co Exec 
• "

 :

 City of San Jose 



» • 
September 24, 1958 

Mr* A* P. Hamann, Manager 
City of San Jose 
City Hall 
San Jose, California 

Dear Mr* Hantaan: 

In accordance with your request of July 10, 1958, 
the Board of Supervisors adopted the enclosed resolu-
tion favoring the inclusion of the proposed Moorpaxit-
Story Road Freeway in the State Highway System* 

Yours very truly, 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Mrs. Jean Pullan, Deputy Clerk 
of the Board 

End* 1 
cc: County Executive 



City of Suni^vale 
CITY HALL — SUNNYVALE, CALIFORNIA — REgent 9-0531 1 i 

September 5, 1958 

Mr, Wesley L. Hubbard 
Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors 
First and Rosa Streets 
San Jose, California 

Dear Mr. Hubbard: 

The City Council of Sunnyvale has considered the request to 
support a freeway connection between Route 5 and Bayshore as 
proposed "by the City of San Jose. It is our view that this 
request is premature and is designed to give the City of San 
Jose a heads tart in promoting those portions of the overall 
County system that are within their city limits. 

Our Councilmen are quite concerned about the fact that Lawrence 
Station Road has for many years been proposed as an addition to 
the State Highway System and that there is no concerted effort 
to push this program at this time. We think that the Board of 
Supervisors should carefully weigh all projects and not endorse 
a specific one at this time. 

Once the DeLeuw Cather findings are before us it is the unanimous 
recommendation of the City Council that we jointly develop in this 
County a formula for financing the total program over the long 
haul. It is our suggestion that we establish a formula for the 
expenditure of gas tax monies on a pro rata basis established on 
population. 

We would be happy to meet with the Board of Supervisors to discuss 
this further at the appropriate time. 

Yours very truly, 

SEP 1
 C
 , ^ Y U ^ ^ / ^ ^ C ^ 

DATE ® 19§G Ernest N. Stout 
Chairman 

ENS:cm APPROVED // Council Highway Committee 

RE: CE CC PC SMS ^ 



Howard: 

How should this be handled. 

Thanks - Dick 

jJcP-*^ ^Clii dS^J^JU^/ 

V 



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

c 

T E L E P H O N E : C Y P R E S S 2 - 3 1 4 1 

July 10, 1958 

C I T Y H A L L 

CITY M A N A G E R 

Board of Supervisors 
1st and Rosa Streets 
San Jose, California 

Gentlemen: 

It is respectfully requested that the Board of Supervisors 
adopt a resolution favoring the inclusion of the proposed 
Moorpark-Story Road Freeway from Route 5 to Bayshore Highway 
in the State Highway system. 

The City of San Jose has had preliminary conversations with 
the State Highway engineers and has also sent out a brochure 
to all highway and legislative officials concerning this 
project. It is now desirous of securing the support of your 
Honorable Body for this vitally needed project. 

Sincerel; 

A. P. Hamann 
City Manager 

A P H : K 

JUL 21 1958 



« 



RESOLliTION NO. 

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY 
OP SANTA CLARA APPROVING RECOMMENDATION FOR INCLUSION 
OF THE MOORPARK AVENUE -STORY ROAD FREEWAY CONNECTION 

IN THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM 

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of San Jose has adopted 

the Moorpark Avenue-Story Road Freeway Connection and is recommending said 

Freeway as same is shown in a report entitled: "The Proposed Moorpark Avenue-

Story Road Freeway/' dated May 23, 1956 for inclusion in the State of 

California Highway System, and 

WHEREAS, this freeway is needed for the following reasons: 

(1) Said freeway will provide continuity of travel from the West 

foothills to the East foothills thus serving the cities of 

Cupertino, Campbell, San Jose and the County of Santa Clara; 

(2) Future traffic volumes, as predicated by the City of San Jose 

and by the DeLeuv, Cather Company, anticipate 126,000 vehicular 

movements in this area by the year 1985; 

(3) Said freeway will serve major residential and Industrial areas; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE 

COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA: 

That it approves the recommendation of the Council of the City of 

San Jose and that the County Executive be authorized to submit the proposal 

to the Division of Highways, State of California for consideration. 

JUL 21 1958 



O F F I C E O F T H B 
D I R E C T O R O F P U B L I C W O R K S 

(ftoobfom 3J. pitfgift 

C H A I R M A N O F T H E 
C A L I F O R N I A H I O H W A Y C O M M I S S I O N 

California |Mtgl}ftrag (Emramsstatt 

S A C R A M E N T O 7, C A L I F O R N I A 

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

Gentlemen: 

Enclosed for your information is 
copy of a Resolution passed by the California 
Highway Commission at its regular monthly 
meeting held in Sacramento on June 25> 1958. 

P . O . B O X 1 4 9 0 

Road IV-SCl-5-SJs 

July 2 , 1958 

Enc 



RESOLUTION OP CALlfcOKHIA HIQWWAT COtOTSSIOW 

dHRRSAS, on April 19, the California Highway 
Consaioslon formally adopted a frooway routo In Santa Clara 
County on Houto 5 from Rout© 42 in Los Gotoo to the Bayohor© 
Preset? ay, and 

WHEREAS, on October 21, 195*, following oxtondod 
negotiation© botwoon tho City of San Jooo and tho Divlolon of 
Highway©, a frocway asroraont trao approved by tho City Council, 
and 

WHEREAS, on C&poh 23* 1993 tho City Council rcquootod a 
codification in tho Ppocwdy O^roc^mt to proviso a po^ootrion 
os^ooIns at Poroofe Avqbiuo, whiah po^uaofe vao not gisantod fo? tho 
season that it xjao fiofcorainod that a pcxetoatrlan CPOOOIA G crao not 
warranted efc tico, and 

t/nBRBAS, on Boocnbor 36, 1956, by Rooolution Bo. 12911, 
tho City Couaoll of San Jooo roquoofco<fi that a vohicular orooolna 
on Rrnato 5 Ofc E*>?=oDt hvonvo bo ot>B*atj

c

\aoto&, and 

O P ^ B A g , on January 23* 1957 tho California KLl©ftsray 
Gocnloalon QFQn^ofi tho rcqvLOst of tho City of Oan Jooo for a 
tfohieular o p o o o i m ofc P®root Avonuo with piano and opocifiao-
tlono oo non la offoot, fop IToroot Avonuo to paoo 
\aa3or tho ProotjQ& aitd fco q w f v q to tho Dorth, tho Proovrc^ to 
ross&lii at q f q & o , with tho Ofcato aooialna tho eoot of tho oopara-
tlon ©fts^oSus^o tho ©Ifcy of OGSI Jooo aoovains tho ooot of th® 

tho California OlGtooy Ctesznioelon a p p s ^ r k a t s g 
$13*C£&#O0d la fefco l§57-58 flocal ^cas? burf&ot for rt^ht of cray 
©e^ section on 8.6 olios f^csi Essteo In Loo Gatoo to 
gooA v c X f O f i © la Oaa jooo, 1e&<s1c&1Le3 Ofco Popoot Avemao ooofclon, 
and 

ca J w 13, 199? a contFaot oao atrar^o^l for 
of fehlo P^gcv^j fefco vonz la boo oeins foroajevi 

©a eeho&ulo ostd will bo ©c^lotc^l an̂ fi roady for public \aoo u&thln 
oin ^onthe, catS 

feho City Council of Son Jooo, by lfco Rosolwtion 
B?o. c^optcd April S3, 1950 prooonfced to tho California 
R l g h m y 0©53&iooiea& on £057 22, 195© h&o s ^ w o p t o d otopp^s© of worU 
C3i tho pff^Joete ofe Poroot Avonutf; r e n v o i ©f tho frpow&y otjru©tur9» 
f^sj In plQoo Ca^ tho rot&ulldlng to provlds> for doppoaolng of tho 
f n m v m j construo^loa of Poroot A v o n u o at srado, 

VSfflQR^S, Ros^lutlon £k>. above roforrod to In 
BSrt M follo^et it further Steaolvod that tho City of 
J 0 M harfby og?oos to ansuaa nuoh c^Mltlor^l ooot as cay be 
involved to th® ^lty of Squi Jo®o vrt&/or to tho Bivision of 



- d -

Highwayo la de^reselng Mioute V tc paao under Poreot Avenao 
/rv&intainod at grade cad extended without a curve", and 

WHEREAS, tho Department or Public 'aorKA, oy lettor 
d&tod Juno 1956, addreoaod to tho San Jooe City Council, a 
copy of whlcn lo attaohod, outlined oortain baolc conditions 
whioh would have to DE agrood to including asouiaptiox; by tho 
City of Saa Jooo all ooote lnvolvod, and particularly any 
looc tfhioh ai&ht r^oult through withdrawal of Podorai-aid 
b«oau»# of the n^ceooary doniolitlon of ojclotln^ otructuroo In 
whiah th® Podoral govornEorit hnD partlcipatod to the axtont of 
92% of tho coot, beforo tho Stato could Gi

y

o further oon-
sidaratton to tho roquoatod chango, and 

tfHt5H£AS, tho City of San Jooa, by ito lottor clatod 
Juno id, 1 ) a oopy of which io attaoh©4, hao indicated lte 
unwlllingneeo to ooioply with all of tho roquiroiEantQ which tho 
St&t© fool a m&ot bo cot to Juotify oonoidoration of tho propoood 
change, opoclflcally otatins that tho City of San Jooo would 
not a$roo to aooumo ooot of docolition of cariotinG otruoturoo or 
aosuBKD liability for any poooiblo withdrawal of Podoral 
financial participation, 

BOW THEREFORE BB IT RESOLVED that tho propooal 
oontaJned in Keoclutlon Co. 14830 of tho City Coimcll of 
San Jooo bo daniod, ond 

BB rF FUM
7

HER RSfiJOLVBD that a oopy of thio fiooolution 
b<& n n t to tho City Council of San Jooo aftd all ofchor filvic 
and publio cvsonctoo and lndividualo who havo ohocm an imtoroot 
In thio cattor. 

M o p t o d thio 23th day of Juno, 1938. 



September 8, 1958 

Division of Highways, Dis t r ic t IV 
G # T. McCoy, State Highway Engineer 
150 Oak Street 
San F ranc i sco 2, California 
Attention: Mr. J . P . Sinclair 
Reference: IV-SCUU3-A, MVw 
Gentlemen: 

In reply to your communication dated September 2, 
1958, relat ive to relocation and improvement a s a f reeway 
of a portion of State .Route 1,13_in Santa Clara County, located 
between Route 2 and Route 68, the Board of Supervisors 
today resolved that a public hearing by the California Highway 
Commission is unnecessary . 

Yours ve ry t ruly. 

RO:eo 

RICHARD OLSON 
Clerk of the Board 



P L K A B E R E F E R 
T O F I L E N O . 

IV-SC1-113-A,MVW 
Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
County Court House 
San Jose, California 

Gentlemen: 

The California Highway Commission has before it for consideration 
the matter of the relocation and improvement as a freeway of a portion 
of State Highway Route 113 in Santa Clara County, Road IV-SCl-113-A,MVw, 
between Route 2 and Route 68« 

The State Highway Engineer, in accord with established practice, 
has recommended to the Commission that the route be relocated as shown 
on the attached m a p . 

A copy of the "Notice of Intention on Freeway Location" resolution 
as adopted by the Commission on August 27, 1958* Is also attached* 

The Ccanmission desires to have before it for consideration all 
pertinent data in order that it m a y act for the best interest of the State. 

That the Commission m a y be informed as to local interest, it requests 
that your Honorable B

0
a r d advise it as to whether in your opinion a public 

hearing in this matter is necessary. 

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

If further presentation or explanation of this matter is required, 
please so advise District IV office in San Francisco so that a repre-
sentative m a y be present at the next regular meeting of your Board. 

Your cooperation in this matter will be appreciated. 

SEP g - )95g, 

APPROVE;, . , , 

RE: CE CC PC E M Q 

enclosure 

hf I 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

September 2 , 1958 

Sincerely, 

G . T . McCOY 
State Highway Engineer 

SINCLAIR 
district Engineer 



AUG 2 7 1958 

ff iff-sci-: NOTICft OP INTENTION OH FREE17AY LOCATION. ftOiUJ Iff-SCl.»il3-A»Mw 

WHEREAS, momorandum dated August 22, 1953» by 

G. ?• McCoy, State Highway Engineer, reporting to the 

California Highway Commission that studioa for a freoi^ay 

along a revised location of State Midway IV-SCl-113-A,t$rw, 

between Rout© 2 and Boute 6S, hav© been completed and sub-

mitting therewith a map showing the location which is 

racoramendod for adoption; having been read and discueaod, 

HOB, THEREFORE, BE IT IffiSOLTBD that the Stato 

Highway Engineer be authorised and directed to give public 

notice of tho Commission^ intention to consider tho 

adoption of a location of a freeway on Stato Highway 

OT-SCl-113-A,SflTw, between Routo 2 and Route 68, and aloo 

to givo written notice to tho Board of Supervisors of 

Santa Clara County and tha City Council of Bfountain View 

of ouch intention* Such notice to the Board of Super-

visors of Santa Clara County and tho City Council of 

Plountain View shall specify that if oithor of those bodies 

conoiders a public hoaring on tho matter necossary, the 

Coznraiooion will hold or causo to bo hold ouch hearing, if 

requested by such local logislative body within thirty daya 

after tho firdt regular meeting of such local legislative 

body following recoipt of written notic© by the Stato High-

way Knginoer* 



r n- R 

BEGINNING OF ROUTE ADOPTION END OF ROUTE ADOPTION 

Approval Recommended: 
District Engineer 

Asst. State Highway Engr. 

Approved: L ; 19 

State Highway Engineer 
Civil Engineer—Licetue No. 

Adopted Oct. 17, I956j'g 

I hereby certify that by resolution of the California Highway 
Commission adopted the route marked 
"Proposed State Highway" on this map was selected and adopted as 
the route for a portion of State Highway Route /AJ in Santo C/ara 
County between Qouf2 and Qoute 66 

Attest: 
Secretary 

California Highway Commission M E M B E R S O P C A L I F O R N I A H I G H W A Y C O M M I S S I O N 

Director of Public Works and Ex Officio 
Member and Chairman of the California 
Highway Commission 

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

DEPARTMENT'OF PUBLIC WORKS 

D I V I S I O N O F H I G H W A Y S 
DIST.IV SCI-113-A.MVw 

MAP. SHOWING 

ROUTE O F PROPOSED 
S T A T E H IGHWAY 

IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY 
BETWEEN 

R O U T E 2 
AND 

R O U T E 6 8 

Scale in Feet 
500 1000 2000 

A U G U S T . 1 9 5 8 
E S T . > e e i . 1S602 4-SB t o o »PO 



C O U N T Y OF S ^ T A CLARA 
Office of the BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

D A T E 

T h e B o a r d o f S u p e r v i s o r s a t i t s m e e t i n g o f , 
R E F E R R E D THE A T T A C H E D C O M M U N I C A T I O N T O : 

£ 
, 195L£L 

M PARTMENT 

D i r e c t i v e : 

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

A T t e n d M E E T i N G 
P r e p a r a t i o n o f n e c e s s a r y p a p e r s 
P o w e r TO' AC T 
N e x t b u d g e t 
R e c o n s i d e r a t i o n 
N o t i f y w r i t e r o f a c t i o n 
VER I FY SI GNATURES 
CONS IDERATI ON 

R e m a r k s : 

1 0 - SP • B« A . r e V - 4 - 8 7 



4* ^ 
V J 

JEAN AND/OR EILEEN: ' 
t' 

ATTACHED IS ORIGINAL DOCUMENT WHICH, 
I BELIEVE, SHOULD BE K E P T IN YOUR F I L E S . 

MR. CAMPEN MADE ORAL REPORT ABOUT 
THIS MATTER AT BOARD MEETING HELD ON 
MONDAY, S E P T E M B E R 8TH - - RE ITEM NO. 14. 

MARILYN 



Co 
C L A S S O F SERVICE 

T h t » ii a f a i t m e n a g e 
u n l c i s i t jm le fc r r ed c h a r -
ac ter i i i n d i c a t e d by t h e 
p r o p e r l y m b o l . 

W K S T E R N U M I O N 
1 TELEGRAM 

W . P . M A R S H A L L . P H U I O C N T 

SF-1201 

J S Y M B O L S ^ 
DL = D a y L e t t e r 
N L = N i g ' u Let te r 

L T \ 
^ . I n t e r n a t i o n a l 

Let ter T e l e j f r a n ^ 
T h e filing t i m e i h o w n in t h e d a t e l ine o n dome»r ic t c l c j r o m i U S T A N D A R D T I M E at p o i n t of o r ig in . T i m e of receipt l i S T A N D A R D T I M E at p o i n t of d e s t i n a t i o n 

OB 282 

0 SXA437 LONG PD FAX SACRAMENTO CALIF ¥2f" 1958 AUG 27 PM 12 29 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 

C&UNTY COURT HOUSE"SANJOSE CALIF 

TRE CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION REQUESTED THE STATE HIGHWAY 

ENGINEER TO ADVISE THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF SANTA CLARA 

COUNTY OF THE COMMISSIONS INTENTION TO CONSIDER THE ADOPTION 

OF A FREEWAY ROUTING IN SANTA CLARA CONTY^ ROAD IV-SCL-113-A,MVW, 

BETWEEN ROUTE 2 AND ROUTE 6 8 , THE STATE HIGHWAY ENGINEER HAS 

BEEN REQUESTED TO CONSULT WITH YOUR HONORABLE BODY PRIOR TO 

FURTHER ACTION N THIS MATTER BY THE COMMISSION. EXPLANATORY
 S E P 

LETTER-FROM THE DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS WILL FOLS&liF-

G T MCCOY STATE HIGHWAY ENGINEER APPROVED. 

(58). fiy-.fir A^ ^ RE-. C S C C PO 
Road #113- between El Qflmitw §L 7T 

Bayshore Hwy #68) 
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O F F I C E o r T H E 
D I R E C T O R O F P U B L I C W O R K S 

C H A I R M A N O P T H K 
C A L I F O R N I A H I G H W A Y C O M M I S S I O N 

(Baobfom Pniglft 
( S o t a c r w o r 

(Ealttetta Olommtsgicm; 

P . O . B O X 1 4 9 0 

S A C R A M E N T O 7, C A L I F O R N I A 

September 3, 1953 

M r . Richard Olson 
Clerk of the Board 
County of Santa Clara 
Santa Clara County Office Building 
Civic Center 
First and Rosa Streets 
San Jose, California 

Dear M r . Olson: 

Receipt is acknowledged of your letter of 
August 27, 1958, addressed to the California Highway 
Commission, enclosing certified copy of resolution re-
questing the California Highway Commission to make a 
commitment for the construction of a grade separation 
structure across the Bayshore Highway at Brokaw Road 
when and if a traffic survey and the traffic flow at 
the intersection of Bayshore Highway and Brokaw Road 
justifies such construction. 

Your resolution is being referred to M r . 
G. T. McCoy, State Highway Engineer, for investigation 
and report. Upon receipt of this report the subject 
matter of your resolution will be presented to the 
California Highway Commission. 

Very truly yours, 

Assistant Secretary 



% * 

* . , ' . " 

• • ' • R E S O L 'U.T- I ,0 N ; '' 

. - - * i •" - i "r • '" 

- ' WffiREAS>\th$ City of Santa Clara 'has heretofore, adopted a-

resolution urging the construction of ; grade crossing structures 

at the intersections, of Bayshore Highway (State Route 101')- with 

• .
 4
 Coffin Road and.Brokaw Road..within the County'of. Santa Clara,-, it 

- and
 :
^ e n t^affice surveys . indica-te a; need for s&me> and-

. ' .v- W'HSKEAS, the • Board. of. Supervisors of Santa-Cl^ra County is ' ' • 

• apprised-of.th^s resolution of- the. City of/Santa Clara
 v
and wishes 

to express \'it$ concurrence therewith.; , * ' V-, . 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT RESOLVED that the .Board <?f Supervisors, 

of.Santa Clara County does hereby request and.urge the highway' 

Commission of the State of - CalijfoTOia- to' give favorable consiclera-

, tion to th.e construction of. gx^ade'crossing structures at the' inter-

section.pf Bays
:

ho^0 Highway ('State' Route 101) with Coffin Road 

and.Brokaw/Road in the County'of Santa Clara when and if traffic . 

s u r v e y conducted by the State • of California ihdjcate a'.nee'd for . 

s u c h structures; provided, however, that the Highway, Commission' s 

consideration of t h i 3 resolution and the structures hereby urged, 

causes no-alteration of the Commission's present programming for-

construction of grade'crossing interchanges in the''County, of. Santa 

Clara:
 1

 • - .. ; / '• • •
 :

 .. , • ' " . ' 

• ' AND 'BE IT. PimTHER, RESOLVBD^ that. the Clerk, .be and he . is hereby 

directed'to transmit>copies of this resolution tp the Highway Com- . 

mission of the State ,of California and to the'City CouhciL.of the 

City of Santa Clara. . : 
: PASSED. AND ADOPTED by • the B o ^ d of Supervisors -of the" County; 

• 

• • • • f/'fi 

BOLL CALL: ^ 





- R 8 S 0 fc U T I Q M 

WHEREAS, tha City of Santa Clarahaa heretofore ftOoptea a 

z*aolution urging the construction of grade crossing atmoturaa 

at the intarseqtiona of Bayahore Highway (State Bout* 101) with 

Coffin Hoad and &roie*w Road vlthin the Counfcyof Santa Clar**
A
 if 

and when traffic* aurvaya indicate a ne<*<3for and 
, y • •

 :

' * , / ' ' V '*:-.'..
 u

 • . * . \ '' 

WtEftZtui, the Board 6f Superviaora of Seuita Clam county i» 

apprised of thia resolution of tha City of Santa Clara and wlahea 

to ito concurrence therewith; 

* ' * ' , ' r ' ' ' . 

HOW* TlfBaP0R®
J
 BK jx HESOfcVED that the Boated of Superviaora 

of jSanta Clara County doea hereby requestand urge tha Highway 

Cotmiaalon of the State or California io give favorable oonaidera-

tion to tha construction of grade crosaing structures at the inters 

•action of Bayahore Hl^hway (State Routeioi) with Coffin head 

and Brokaw Hoad intivs County of 3anta Clara tfnen and if traffic 

aiuwo?^ oonducta<Sl by tho Btata of Calif©niia indlcatd a need for 

such ^truoturaai provided; however, tfcat ta$ Highway Commission's 

consideration of thia resolution and tha structure® hereby urged 

oauaea ho alteration of the Coamioaion'o present ptosrawfiivis for 

conatruotlon of grade croaaing intaroiiangea in the County of Santa 

Clara* \ ' 

AKD BF IT FontHRR m o L V E & that, tne Clark be He/is 

directed to tranaait copioa of thia resolution to tha Highway Com-

miaalon of tha State of California and to tha City Council of tha 

City of Santa Clara* 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the Comity 



of $*nta Olara, State of California, thlp 25th day of August/ 
t^e-fpllowina voted 

AYSSt 

HOSS* 

S u p e t * V i » O r a ^ B r a u r i j D e l i a U a g g i o r e , Hubbard, Levin, Slaght 

5up®rvl0or©,
 N o n

© 

Supervloora, 
None 

. cj^/Jii L* S L A O H T • 

of tHe of ^up^rvieor* 

ATTEST* SICHASD ©ISQH, Clork 01? 
aaidBoard of 

R I C H A R D O L S O N 

J ; , 

SKW:fst)OMj 



% 

August 27, 1958 

California Highway Commission 
Poet Office Box 1499 
Sacramento, California 
Subject: Grade Cross ing St ruc tures a t Intersect ions of 

Bayshore Highway with Coffin Road and Brokaw 
Road 

Gentlemen: 
Enclosed please a cer t i f ied copy of a resolution 

adopted by the Board of Supervisors of the County of 
Santa Clara on August 25, 1958, urging the State Highway 
Commission to give favorable considerat ion to the cons t ruc-
tion of grade cross ing s t ruc tu res a s stated there in . 

Yours ve ry truly* 

RICHARD OLSON 
Clerk of the Board 

RO:eo 
Enclosure 
cc: A. S. Be lick, City Clerk, City of Santa Clara 

( reso lu t ion attached) 



Q 
. 8-1U-58 '2 pm ^ 

Hold until w o r ^ from HWC - this PM? 

8/18 CC prepare Resol for 8/25 



uly 8 

Dick: 
Mr, Campen a s k e d to have the mat ter of City of Santa Clara re Bayshore 

F r e e w a y , Coff in Road, and Brokaw Road grade separat ion s t ruc tures 
(which w a s r e f e r r e d to h i m by the Board on July 7) p laced on the agenda 
of August 18. 



ITEM FOR JULY 7TH AGENDA - - - 10:30 A . M . 

CITY OF SANTA CLARA RE BAYSHORE F R E E W A Y - C O F F I N ROAD-
AND BROKAW ROAD GRADE SEPARATION STRUCTURES 

DATE 
JUL 7 - 1958 

APPROVED 

RE: CE CC PC M ^ 



RESOLUTION NO. 638 

. A RESOLUTION REQUESTING THE CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION 
- TO MAKE A COMMITMENT THAT A GRADE SEPARATION STRUCTURE WILL 
BE BUILT- ACROSS THE BAYSHORE HIGHWAY AT COFFIN ROAD WHEN AND 
IF A TRAFFIC SURVEY AND THE TRAFFIC FLOW AT THE INTERSECTION 
OF BAYSHORE HIGHWAY AND COFFIN ROAD JUSTIFIES SUCH CONSTRUCTION. 

Be it' resolved by the City Council of the City of Santa Clara that: 
* -

, ^ WHEREASj on or about the 17th day of August, 1954, the City Council' 

o f the City of Santa Clara, pursuant to Resolution No. 377 adopted on said 

date, $nd the Board of Supervisors of Santa Clara County consented to the 

closing of Coffin Road at Bayshore Highway when said Bayshore Highway 

• . would become a'Freeway', and 

WHEREAS, at the time of adopting said resolution it was contemplated 

by the City of Santa Clara and the County of Santa Clara that Coffin Road 

would be closed, and 

WHEREAS, since
1

the adoption of said resolution, it appears that 

areas of considerable size on both sides of Coffin Road and both sides 

of the Bayshore Highway will be developed industrially and commercially 

within the immediate future, and 

WHEREAS, the City of Santa Clara believes that when said development 

occurs, a large amount of traffic which will serve said development will 

necessarily require the erection of a grade separation structure across 

Bayshore Highway at Coffin Road, and 

WHEREAS, the City of Santa Clara is advised and recognizes that any 

attempt to make provision for these facilities under the present construction 

plans will seriously hamper the current program and result in undue delays, 

now therefore, 

Be it resolved by the City Council of the City of Santa Clara that 

the California Highway Commission be and it is hereby requested to assure 

the City of Santa Clara that when and if the traffic flow along' Coffin Road 

justifies the erection and construction of a grade separation at Bayshore 

Highway, then 

the California Highway Commission will provide for and install 

said grade separation structure. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SANTA CLARA 
t h i s 2

9 t h day of April 1953,
 b
y the following vote: 

AYES: COUNOILMEN: Kiely, Levin, Moore, Rebeiro, Salberg, Toledo 
and Mayor Nicholson 

NOES: COUNOILMEN: None 
I, A. S. Belick, City Clerk of the City of Santa 
Clara, do hereby certify that the within Ordinance 
or Resolution cop^JthiMalert None 
that same has been published as required by law. 

ATTEST: 



. * RESOLUTION NO. 639 

A RESOLUTION REQUESTING THE CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION 
TO MAKE A COMMITMENT THAT A GRADE SEPARATION STRUCTURE WILL 
BE BUILT ACROSS THE BAYSHORE HIGHWAY AT BROKAW ROAD, WHEN AND 
IF A TRAFFIC 'SURVEY AND THE TRAFFIC FLOW AT THE INTERSECTION 
OF BAYSHORE HIGHWAY AND BROKAW ROAD JUSTIFIES SUCH CONSTRUCTION. 

Be it Re-solved by the City Council of the City of Santa Clara that: 

-WHEREAS, on or about the 16th day of November, 1954, the City Council 

of the City of Santa Clara, pursuant to Resolution No.- 391 adopted on said 

da^e, consented to the closing of Brokaw Road at Bay shore Highway when 

said Bayshore Highway would become a Freeway, and 

' WHEREAS, at the time
1

 of adopting said'resolution it was contemplated 

by the cities of San Jose and Santa Clara that Brokaw Road would be closed, 

and 

WHEREAS, since' the adoption of said resolution the idea of closing 

Brokaw Road for airport development by the City of San Jose has been aban-

doned, and the City of San Jose, because of the evident need, now contem-

plates the installation of a subway or tube under the airport runway and 

that Bro.kaw'Road will not be closed, and 

WHEREAS, it now appears that an area on both.sides of Brokaw Road 

and both sides ,of the Bayshore Highway will develop industrially and com-

mercially within the immediate future, and 

WHEREAS, the City of'Santa Clara believes that when said development 
* 

occurs, the. large amount of traffic which will serve said development will 

require 'a
s
 grade separation structure across Bayshore Highway at Brokaw Road, 

and -

WHfeREAS, the City of Santa Clara is advised and recognizes that any 

attempt .to make provision for these facilities under the present construction 

plans will seriously hamper the current program and result in undue delays, 
• . * 

now'therefore, 

Be it resolved by the City Council of the City.of Santa Clara that the 

California Highway Commission, be and it is hereby requested to assure the 

City of Santa Clara that, when and if the traffic flow along Brokaw Road 

justifies the erection and construction of a grade separation structure at 

Bayshore Highway, then the California Highway Commission will provide for 

and install said grade separation structure. 

\ 



PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY 

this 29th
1

 _ day of _Aenil — 

> Y E S : C O U N C I L : Kiely 

NOES:' C O U N C I L M E Ns None 

A9S5NT: COUNCILMEN: None 

COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SANTA CLARA 

, 1958, by the following vote: 

Rebeiro, Salberg, Toledo 

I, A. S. Belick, City Clerk of the City of Santa 
Clara, do hereby certify that the within Ordinance 
or JtaoJutfon is a correct copy of the original, and 
mat same has beep published as required by law. 

Gty dark 

ATTEST 
City Clerk 

/ 

Z. 



CITY OF SANTA CLARA, CALIFORNIA 

OFFICE OF THE CITY miSAGER 

APRIL 2 8
0
 1958 

Honorable Mayor and City Council 
Santa Clara

 0 

California 

ReI Bayshore Freeway Connections 

Genfcloroent 

I am submitting herewith a statue report concerning the Bay® 
shore Freeway project to be used in replying to the State Highway 
Commission letters of February 25th and 27th pertaining to the 
City*s responsibility and state of preparedness regarding the San 
Toraas and De La Cruz inter-change connectionso 

The meeting of April 22nd between the various municipalities 
involved* produced the following tentative results: 

Ao Dp Cruz Interchanges 

The Santa Clara County Roada and Highways Department will as-
sume responsibility for extending Trimble Road through county ter-
ritory* to connect to the interchange from the north* 

The City of San Jose* under previous agreements pertaining to 
Airport expansion, will assume responsibility for connecting D© La 
Cruz boulevard to the interchange from the South® 

It will be the responsibility of the City of Santa Clara to 
make such improvements as are necessary to improve the existing 
De La Cruz Boulevard to handle traffic into the City. In this re-
gard

 0
 it is recommended that .Matthew Street be improved between 

De La Cr.az and Lafayette Street to syphon traffic away from the 
congested xirokaw Road « Southern Pacific Railroad crossing

9
 pending 

construction of the overpass
0 

B
p
 San Tqmas Interchanges 

The County of Santa Clara Roads and Highways Department will 
assume responsibility for extending Montague Road through County 
territory to connect to the interchange from the North

0 

The County will also extend a connection from the south o W the 
proposed San Tomas Parkway to intersect with Klfer Road

0 

It will be the responsibility of the City to make such inprova~ 
monta as are necessary to improve the existing Kifer Road and Scott 
Lane to handle traffic into the City® pending the completion of San 
Toraas Parkway to the south,. The City has already programmed the 
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COUNCIL, REPORT April 23
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 1953 

improvement of Scott Lane between 31 Camino Real and the north City 
limits. It is suggested that further negotiations be held with 
the County in respect to sharing the cost of improvement of the re® 
mainder of Scott Lan© and Kifer Road which is considered to be in 
transition from County to City Jurisdiction* 

I am also submitting herewith for your action^ proposed resol-
ution requesting certain committments from the State Highway Comra® 
ission regarding the future construction of Freeway overpasses at 
Coffin Road and Brokaw Road* 

The need for these measures is supported by the County and the 
City of San Jose* and they have tentatively agreed to take similar 
actiono 

Respectrully Submitted 

LB/mg 



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

C I T Y H A L L 

July 23, 1958 
TELEPHONE: CYPREBB 2 - 3 1 4 1 

C I T Y M A N A G E R 

The Honorable Board of Supervisors 
Of the County of Santa Clara, California 

Gentlemen: 

The City of San Jose is requesting that the Board of 
Supervisors reconsider their action of July 21, 1958, which 
deferred any resolution on the adoption of the Proposed Moorpark 
Avenue-Story Road Freeway. 

We feel that the proposed freeway is so vital to the develop-
ment of Santa Clara County and the Cities of Cupertino, Campbell 
and San Jose that to delay a positive action of approving this 
freeway at this time, will have serious consequence on the 
movement of motor vehicles in the years to come. 

In order to reach a position where the State will adopt 
such a route into the State System takes considerable time. The 
State is presently studying its system of Freeways and Highways 
to see which best serve the system, where new roads should be 
added and others deleted. In view of the fact the State Highway 
Commission is considering this matter at the present, we feel that 
it is of paramount importance that the proposed freeway be presented 
to the Highway Commission at this time. 

As you know, the City of San Jose feels the need of this 
freeway so strongly, not only on a City levels but also of County 
wide importance, that the City is willing to provide financial 
assistance towards the construction of this project. 

We do not feel that the adoption of this route into the 
State System will divert any funds appropriated or proposed for 
appropriation from existing State projects planned by this County. 
Any funds expended for this project would undoubtedly come from 
Federal appropriations for Highway construction. 

DATE ML 2 8 m 

7/25 Copy each Bd memb er 

APPROVED 

RE: CE CC PC ENQ 



The Honorable Board of Supervisors -2- July 23, 1958 

We are requesting this matter be placed on your agenda of 
July 28, 1958, so that we may appear before the Board of 
Supervisors to once again urge your adoption of a resolution 
proposing the Moorpark Avenue - Story Road Freeway be included 
into the State Highway System. 

Respectfully submitted for 
the City of San Jose, 

A . P . Hamann 
City Manager 

APH:SZT:N 



. STATE HIGHWAY HEEDS, 

SAETA CLARA COUHTJT 

JUIY 9 1958 

Kecosssen&itioii* of the County Wide Highway 
Committee of the Camber of Commerce 

Report prapart-d "by County of Santa Clara 
Planning Bopsrts^ni, Karl J* Belser, Director 

!Eie rate of Santa Clara County's growth is shooting ahead of all other 
counties In the bay areao We have became a xaetropolitan county almost 
overnight o Yet the modernization of our highway system has hardly begone 
An aggressive, far-reaching program of highway construction and planning 
is needed during the coming year to keep pace with our rapid growth* 

Although some Bay Area counties have slackened in growth, this county 
continues to grow rap idly c Prom 1950 to 1957 our motor vehicle registra-
tions increased 82$, while the Bay Area average was only A total of 
2,260 acres were subdivided in 1956-1957? twice the acreage of the next high 
est county* In 1957 Santa Clara County issued 12,215 residential building 
permits, for an ftiny^l increase of 33$ over 1956° Fox this same period 
Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin and San Mateo Counties showed a decreasing 
percent of change of as much as 30$« 

The climate for a highway improvement program in Santa Clara County is 
goodo There has been careful thoroughfare planning on the county level 
for many years* The State, the County, and the Cities are participating 
in the cost of a $200,000 traffic study now being conducted by DeLeuw, 
Gather and Company, Engineers o 'Hie recommendations in this report are 
consistent with the findings and preliminary recommendations of this studyo 

The quality as well as the quantity of our hi^iway network is important 
and requires thou^itful planning by both state and countyo All county 
freeways deserve landscaping and protection against outdoor advertising0 
This is particularly important for roads in the Interstate Hi^iway system, 
since federal participation is greater where there is this protection * 
Further classifications of roads according to their function are needed, 
along with appropriate standards for each classification« Rather than 
"Primary" and "Secondary", we need such classifications as Freeway, Express-
way, Industrial Road, Partway, Recreation Resd* The identification of roads 
according to functions will make it easier to plan for circulation in re-
lation to other land uses and community values

Q 

JUL 21 1958 





STATE HIGHWAY HEEDS, SANTA CLARA COUNT*, JUL* 9, 1953 

GROUP At Projects for Construction or Right-of-way Allocation to Permit 
Prompt Construction 

Freeways 

J Ho„ 
ti 

Project flame ! Route Ko® Miles Portion J Work Needed 
1 

Comment 

S 1 Bayshore Freeway 
jf | 101 Bypass 

> 
\ A 

168 8o5 Moffett Blvdo to Brofeaw 
Road 

!

 Complete Construction. Build inter-
changes at San Antonio, Story, Tullyo 
Build overpass with provision for 
future access at Aborn« 

Bayshore, along with Route 5, is the found -
ation of the arterial system m Santa Claxv 
Ccunty and should be completed to freeway 
standards as soon as possible* 

12 Elisha Stevens XLh 5 Bayshore to Junipero Serra 1 Complete agreasents, acquire rights-
near Homestead j of-way and proceed with detailed 

| designc 

Elisha Stevens Freeway, continued ao West 
Valley Freeway, becomes the north valley's 
outer circumferential loop road, feeding ir.r 
the Bayshore Freeway (north bound J or the 
South Valley Freeway (south bound)* 1 '3 West Valley iXk 

& 

239 

18 junction of Jltnipero Serra 
and Elisha Stevens to Bay-
shore south of Ford Road 

Complete agreements, acquire rights-
of-way and proceed with detailed 
design» 

• 
JUnipero Serra 

) 
239 15-5 Borth County line to 

Junction with Route 5 
at Moorpark 

Complete agreements, acquire rights-
of-way and proceed vith detailed 
design» 

As a part of a federal loop and as a badly 
needed cross valley route leading to San 
Francisco, this freeway merits early 
completion« 

! 

5 Pacheco Pass 32 25 Terminus of South Valley 
Freeway south of Gilroy to 
Merced County line 

Realign and improve to k lanes o This heavily used connection to the Central 
Valley is now a dangerous bottleneck® 
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m 
» GROUP C PROJECTS: Lang Term Planning 

Frwuvsys? 

Ho. Project Iteme.- Route Roc Miles Portion Work Seeded 9 
« 

COBDSOt 

12 Crosstouo Exten-
sion of JUnlpero 
Serra 

2 Terminus of Jtanlpero 
Serra at Hooxpaxfc to 
Baysbore at Stoxy Road 

Study Route preliminary .to adoption 
Into state hlgxway system. 

This extension Is needed to complete a 
circumferential loop* 

* 

^ ^ Hon-Freeways 
• 

* • ' • • * 

13. Willow Road 
Extension • . 

2 north County Line at San . 
Francis<jiito Creek to 
Sand'Hill Road 

Study Route preliminary to adoption 
Into state highway system. 

• 

• i 

H Lawrence Sta'.:i?ri 
Road 

• 

3. Junction with 1ft. View-
Alviso Bead to Vest 
Valley Freeway 

• 1 
Study-.Route preliminaxy to adaption 
Into state highway system* ' 

f 
y 

'i 

15 

M 

Mt. ttaeilton-
Patterson E-jad 

i 

115 •31 • Terminus: crosstown 
Extension Jtalpero Serra -
at Baytihore to Stanislaus 
County line. • 

Study Route prellminaxy to adoption . 
Into state higzway system. . 

• > 

* . « • 

& i s suggested relocation of approach to 
Mt. Hamilton Road offers a logical con-
tinuation of Jhnipero Serra to the Central 
Valley via Pattefrson. 

- * • ' * * 



March 22, 1956 

PRESENTATION TO STATE HIGHV/AY C O M M I S S I O N 
O N • 

SANTA CLARA C O U N T Y H IGHWAY NEEDS 

Karl J. Belser, Director 

County of Santa Clara Planning Department, San Jose, California 

Mr. Durkee, 

Gentlemen of the Commission; 

As you know, the problem of highway deficiency In Santa Clara County Is extremely 

acute. Not only are the existing State Highway routes substandard in width and 

improvement, but the necessary new alignments have not been established so that 

we at the local level can plan for them and protect them. 

The population is increasing each month at the rate of roughly 4000 persons,, 

Last year close to 50,000 people came into the county, and 12,580 dwelling 

units were built. This represented approximately 25 percent of all home con-

struction In the nine county area* Our total population is approaching the half 

million marl^ making Santa Clara County the fifth most populous county in the state. 

Yet with all this growth we are still travelling the same basic State Highway net 

that we had in 1940. Two of our main State routes, ^9 and ^17, are still 2-Iane 

country roads trying to serve a new metropolitan community of approximately a 

half million people. 

This growth is still going on and the indications are that it will accelerate in the 

next five years* 

JUL 2 1 1958 
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Thus v/a feel that we are headed straight toward disaster on the traffic front unless 

something BS done immediately to rectify the situation. 

Today we are here to request this Commission to seriously consider the matter of 

gfving our county relief on the existing routes of the State System. We have for 
» 

ci number of years been advocating this sort of interim improvement and we would 

jlke to indicate at this time that we feel that perhaps the most helpful thing that 

tha Commission has done for us in the past three years has been the improvement of 

Monterey Highway from Ford Road south to San Martin. This improvement, which 

took approximately six months to build and cost less than half a million dollars, has 

opened up a bottleneck and made the whole south county mobile. 

We further feel that this expenditure did not materially deter the basic freeway plan 

and that it certainly makes us better able to await the completion of the long stretch 

of freeway In the south county. 

We would like to suggest that it would be possible in not more than three years to . 

give us this sort of relief in the major bottlenecks in the State System In the County. 

The following are the projects which we would have you consider as qualifying 

for this sort of treatment. 

1. Route Saratoga Sunnyvale Road from El Camlno south to Azule Junction 

(5.4 miles). 

We feel the current improvements contemplated on this road to be in-

adequate and that a full scale widening to four lanes b© under taken I f this 

is done now it will be far less costly than the piecemeal program now 

contemplated <» 



• • 
2. The San Jos©-Lo3 Gatos Road from Stevens Creek Road south to Camden 

Avenue (4.2 miles). 

This road at present Is o shambles of miscellaneous projects* It is presently 

confusing, hazardous and unsightly* 

Since the county has for 20 years protected this road with adequate plan fines, 

there are practically no improvements In the rcght-of-way. This would be a 

simple job of four laning and should have a median strip„ 

3. El Comino between Santa Clara and Sunnyvale (3.9 miles). 

This h one of the few three-lane sections of State highway ?n the System. 

It ?« perfectly obvious to us that no portion of this mam route should be 

|r*is than four lanes. This again Is a minor project since the rights-of-way 

are fully protected and fit means merely the construction of an additional 

Sane and a median strip. 

4a Alum Rock Avenue (3.1 miles) 

This road is in serious need of improvement. The county has agreed with 

state engineers that the right-of-way of 100 feet can be developed without 

undue interference with existing development and would serve the community 

with adequate capacity for many years to come. 

The county hos cooperated in working out the drainage and it has been 

estimated that the cost would not bo excessive* 



• - # 
5. The old Route $2 from Tully Road south to Ford Road (4.7 miles). 

We feel that this is a key artery, and with the massive International Susinass 

Machines Plant on Monterey Road near Ford Road, the impact of new indus~ 

trial traffic is certain to be felt in the next few years. 

This road should be four lanes and divided as much as the portion to the 

south. The rights-of-way are relatively unimpaired and it should be no more 

difficult than the project which has just been completed. 

These five projects total approximately 21.5 miles. This is very little more than 

the south Monterey Highway project and certainly appears to be capable of improve-

ment at an economical cost. If they were completed in the next two years all of 

our important bottle necks would be taken care of. We could then better accommodate 

ourselves to the more slowly moving freeway program which we also need desperately 

but which we can see will not be ready for us for a long time. 

Freeway construction on Bayshore from the north county line to Route 
a distance 

of 12 miles, has not yet begun, and the Route from Bayshore to Los Gatos, a dis-

tance of 12 miles^ is just getting under way. The new line to replace tho old Route 

is not yot an adopted route and will require the building of almost 20 miles of 

limited access roadway. Realization of these facts makes it obvious to us that we 

wilt need Interim relief before these improvements come about. 

We feel that if this Commission were to approve such a program paralleling the 

program of freeways we would profit greatly in the long run. It is certainly true 



that none of this work would be wasted as in the nature of duplication since tho m k 

we are requesting is merely tha developing of the major feeder system to the freeways. 

These it seems to us are of tho greatest importance/ and the mere existence of the 

freeways will make them mandatory. By adopting the program we propose we will 

be much better able at the time freeways are completed to use them to the optimum 

with relatively minor problems of adequate loading and unloading capacity. 

We cgaln wish to express the opinion that the consummation of these projects will 

In only a minor way decelerate the larger projects and that in the long range the 

community will be better able to handle Its traffic problem. 

We wish to express our appreciation to the Commission for the time that has been 

afforded us at this hearing. We hope that our suggestions will be of value to you 

In determining solutions of problems In our area. 

f 
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July 14, 1958 

TO: All Concerned 

SUBJECT: Hearings on Problems of State Freeway Location (House 
Resolution No. 80, First Extraordinary Session of 1958 
Legislature, by Assemblyman Charles W . Meyers) 

LOCATION: August 5-6, 1958 - Room 115, State Building, Los Angeles 
/ August 7-8, 1958 - Room 367, State Building, San Francisco 

The Subcommittee on Public Works of the Assembly Interim 
Committee on Conservation, Planning and Public Works has scheduled 
a hearing in Los Angeles on August 5 and 6 and in San Francisco on 
August 7 and 8, beginning at 10:00 a.m. in each instance. 

You are invited to appear at either of these hearings to 
present testimony relating to the problems involved in the selection 
of state freeway locations. The sole purpose of this subcommittee^ 
hearing is to receive testimony on city and county relationships with 
the State Division of Highways which will enable the Legislature to 
act on matters of statewide importance with all the facts at its 
command. To this end your testimony should be confined to the 
Immediate problem and be in prepared form with sufficient copies for 
the committee members. 

In view of the short time before the hearing, this office 
requests that in the event you desire to testify please let us know 
on or before July 31, 1958, in order that the agenda may be properly 
prepared. 

hearings: 
Testimony will be taken in the following order at both 

State Division of Highways ... rfj 
Mayor's Committee on Freeway Loca^I^m 2 1 1958 / 
nmint.v Simpmrl snra flsanr.la tl nn PA1E / /„, 

1. 
2. 
3. County Supervisors Association 
4 . Representatives of cities 

APPROVED 

*RE: CE CC PC ENG 
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Page Two - Invitation to Testify July 14, 1958 

5. Representatives of counties 
6. Chambers of Commerce and other Qivic organizations 
7. Others 

Sincerely 

JAMES T . WILLIAMS 
Staff Assistant 
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JftHjRJt îttl̂  & Ifcjft̂ '̂ JT® 

Wife r«4**M4* to tfe* ftl»*rt* y « Q M l f « k l k M w t ) M t 
tb# «t Aiy«vviifn «(tfcU itftu tfc* 
Me«rt*iiiiftf tfe* m t w w t r t r t t m tfc* City 8ta J*ni 
yftstletitariy w U h t*4p«e* to th# Br«k«w Ro*4 ft«4* #*p****t*tt» 

th# A i | k i m l M | D*p**tm*afi l» In tl* |v»c#i» frtftvlitg 
» Mnftfrtawifrr* yds* *«l«ttof to B w t o w JL**4, Oufttftlup* 
FMfcwft^i Itojfl^to** Hiffcvfty tal Ifiilk Wtvwi Slititi And 
ft** Hil* ftafwiU tUhli ttMt nnTfc 

» l i » n i w l y r v f c i t i n o l i torn AoptiM t«* 1 9 M 

i ^ l i i i H Mjtfii 

Vwtf tamiy y m i i 

a w c w 
M l Ai H M M t t 

M A w * oi»o* 

H O W A J t D W . C A U P X N 
CetiKtf StaMrctt** 



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

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

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

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

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

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

S A N P R A N C I 8 C O ID May 29, 1956 P L E A S E R E F E R 
T O F I L E N o . 

IV~SCl-113~MVw,A 
4QT1421-R 

Honorable Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
Court House 
First and Rosa Streets 
San Jose! California 

Gentlemen: 

An invitation is extended to your Honorable Board to 
attend a public hearing to be held at the Mountain View Union 
High School, Castro and Church Streets, Mountain View, at 
10:00 a«m«, Tuesday, July 1 , 195$, for the purpose of acquainting 
officials and interested individuals with the results of studies 
for the location of State Highway H 3 „ (Mountain View-Alviso 
Road) as a freeway, between the Bayshore Highway and El Camino 
Real in Santa Clara County and receiving comments thereto• 

Section 75•5 of the Streetw 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 freeway route at which comparative estimates are presented 
of the benefits 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 alternates may 
have upon community values, including but not limited to 
property values, State and local public facilities, and city 
street and county highway traffic. 

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 presented. 



Honorable Board of Supervisors
 m

2* May 29, 1956 

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 July 1 , 195#* 

This hearing has been announced in the public press. 

Maps will be on display prior to the hearing, the date, 
time and place to be announced later. 

Yours very truly i 

B. W. tfUUKJStt 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 

Attachment 



Assembly Bill No, 65 

< A PTK1\ M 

A.n act to add Sect ion- ?~>.5 to the Streets and III tjh ways Code, 
rclalivfj lo state hirjluray and freeway routes. 

I A |»|• i">>vr-ri 11' ; v I, I Vji •!, Fi lt:-i wi I r, 
SfMvlri ry r<f Siaii; .\iiiy I, I I'fni.l 

The •people of the State of California do cnact as follows; 

SECTION 1. Section 75,5 is added to the Streets and High-
ways Code, to r e a d : 

75.5. A t any public hear ing or meeting before the commis-
sion" or depar tment on the selection of any state h ighway or 
f r eeway route a t which comparat ive estimates are presented 
of the benefits tha t would accrue to dr ivers of motor vohiclcs 
in the use of a l ternat ive routes, on request ol! .any city or 
county affected, estimates for the same time period, and based 
on similar assumptions, as the dr iver benefit estimates shall 
also be presented of: the effect, tha t the selection of ci ther route 
would have upon communi ty values, including h u t not l imited 
to proper ty values, s tate and local public facilities, and city 
s t reet and county highway traflic. Such estimates are required 
only if requested by an a fleeted city or county which t ransmi t s 
with ' i ts request such information relative to the estimates as i t 
may wish to have presented. The depar tment , whenever i t an-
nounces tha t a public, hear ing or meeting is to be held on the 
selection of any state highway or fl'ceway route, s h a l l ' n o t i f y 
a n y affected city or county that it may make such a request. 
F a i l u r e of the department, or the commission to comply with 
the requi rements of this section shall not; inval idate a n y action 
of the commission as to the adoption of a . rou t ing fo r any s ta te 
highway, nor shall such fa i lure be admissible evidence in any 
litigation for the acquisition of r ights of way or involving the 
allocation of f u n d s or the construction of the highway. 



June 20, 1956 

Upon motion of Commissioner Chase, seconded 

by Commissioner Bishop, the following action was unani* 

mously taken: 

WHEREAS, a revision, of the policy of the 

California Highway Commission in regard to the adoption 

of freeway routes for the inclusion of a section to 

conform to the provisions of Chapter 69, Statutes of 

1956 Special Session, was informally discussed; and 

WHEREAS, such a revision is postponed until a 

later date due to the absence of three members of the 

Commission; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the State 

Highway Engineer is requested to proceed in the interim, 

pending adoption of a revised policy of procedure, by 

notifying the City Council or Board of Supervisors, or 

both such Council and Board, of the provisions of Section 

75,5 of the Streets and Highways Code as enacted by 

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

of the usual notification when it is proposed to locate 

or relocate a state highway as a freeway. 



C . M . C 1 L L I 8 S 
D I R E C T O R 

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

department of public Ptaks 
S A C R A M E N T O 

May 15, 1958 

M r . Richard Olson, Clerk 
Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County 
Civic Center 
First and Rosa Streets 
San Jose, California 

Dear M r . Olson: 

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter 
of May 13* 1958 and six certified copies of a Resolution 
adopted by the Board of Supervisors of the County of 
Santa Clara on May 12, 1958, joining with the City of 
San Jose in the findings and objections of the City's 
Resolution 14820 regarding the modification of the plans 
for Route 5 at and near its intersection with Forest 
Avenue in the City of San Jose. 

It is my understanding that representatives of 
this City are to appear before the California Highway Com-
mission at its meeting in Sacramento on May 22, 1958 for 
a presentation of this problem. Your letter and the 
Resolution by the Board of Supervisors will be called to 
the attention of the Commission at that time. 

Very truly yours 9 

1 

7TTH. GILLISS 
Director of Public Works 
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BE IT RESOLVEP by <>the; Board of Supervisors of the County of
: 

^ Santa Clara, State of California: 

WKBKfcAS, said County and its officials approve, the findings 

and objections of Resolution 14820 adopted by the City pf San, Jose 

on the 28th day of April, 1958. . / • ' . .. 

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

the County of Santa Clara, State of. Califorxiia/ that said Cpunty 

joins with the City of San Jose in urging that the^ highway Commission 

of the State of California m o d i f y t h e p l a n s f o r Route^S5 at arid near 

the point where said, freeway would intersect- with Forrest Avenue, in 

the City of San Jose.to permit said Forrest.Avenue to be extended . 

at grade and without a curve to the noi^h with Route 5 depressed to * 

paps und6r said Forrest Avenue.
 L
. < - > 

PASSED ;AND ADOPTED by, %he Board of Supervisors of the County of 

Santa Cla^a, State, of Calif oi*nia, this 12th .day of May, 195$/. by the 

following Vote: 

AYES; .Supervisors, Brown, Delia Maggiore, Hubbard, Levin, Siaght 
* i r * 

NOESr . .Supervisors, None ^ 

ABSENT; Supervisors, None • 

ATTEST?V RICHAflD OLSON, Clerk of 
,'jf. j the B^pard of Supervisors 

StoW: 
5-12-58' 

5/1U/58 Dups to Hufeh Center ; 



4 

May 13* 1958 

Mr. C. M. Gillis 
Chairman and Director of Public Works 
California Highway Commission 
Post Office Box 1499 
Sacramento. California 
Dear Mr . Gill ies: 

Enclosed please find six cer t i f ied copies of a reso lu-
tion adopted by the Board of Supervisors on May 12, 1958 
urging the California Highway Commission to modify the 
plans for Route 5 near the point where said Freeway would 
in te r sec t with F o r r e s t Avenue* as requested in said reso lu-
tion. 

Yours very t ruly, 

RICHARD OLSON 
Clerk of the Board 

RO:eo 
Enclosures 
cc: Mr. John Burnett 
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Apri l 28, 1958 

Division of Highways 
Dis t r ic t IV 
Post Office Box 3366, Rincon Annex 
San Franc i sco 19, California 
Subject: F i le No. IV-SCl-114-Var. 
Gentlemen: 

Your le t ter of Apr i l 24, 1958 stating that a meeting 
will be held on May 14, 1958 a t your San Franc i sco office 
to d iscuss the proposed Stevens Creek Freeway was sub- . 
mit ted to the Board of Supervisors this morning. 

Plea so be advised that Supervisor Wesley L. Hubbard, 
Post Office Box 398, Mountain View, and Acting County 
Engineer J a m e s B. Enochs will attend said meeting. 

Very t ru ly yours, 

RICHARD OLSON 
Clerk of the Board 

RO:eo 



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

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

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

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

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

A D D R E 9 9 A L L C O M M U N I C A T I O N S T O 
P. O . SOX 3 3 0 0 , R I N C O N A N N E X 

S A N F R A N C I S C O I B 
April 24, 1953 P L B A S K RBFTTR 

TO F I L K N O . 

IV-SCl-114-Var 

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

Gentlemen: 

A proposed freeway agreement was submitted to your Honor-
able Board last year covering the development of State Highway 
Route 114 (the so-called Stevens Creek Freeway) to a full free-
way. Alignment for this freeway was adopted by the California 
Highway Commission on October 17, 1956. It is necessary that a 
freeway agreement be executed between the County and the State 
before design can be completed and right of way purchased. 

We are requesting a meeting with representatives of the 
City of Mountain View, the City of Cupertino, and the County of 
Santa Clara to discuss development of this freeway, and are 
suggesting a tentative date of Wednesday, May 14, 195S, at 
10:00 A.M. The meeting is to be held in the third floor con-
ference room of the Division of Highways building at 150 Oak 
Street, San Francisco. 

Will you please advise whether this time is satisfactory 
for such a meeting. 

Very truly yours, 

B . W . Booker 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 

APR 2 8 1958 

:REr. C3 r* p\< 
r 
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S A C R A M E N T O 7, C A L I F O R N I A 

March 3, 1958 

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

Attn; Mr. Paul R. Teilh, Clerk 

Gentlemen: 

On February 26, 1958, the California High-
way Commission by formal action restated and revised 
its freeway route adoption procedure on location or 
major relocation of freeways on the State Highway 
System. For your information, attached is a copy of 
this procedural resolution. 

Freeway route adoption procedure has been 
in force since 1948 and the purpose of this revision 
is to redefine its procedure and to provide additional 
guarantees that local governmental bodies, organiza-
tions, and citizens will be given ample opportunity to 
express their views before any conclusions or recom-
mendations as to specific routes are made. The re-, 
worded resolution clarifies the procedure to provide 
for frequent consultation between local officials and 
State Highway officials from the initiation of route 
studies to the adoption of a route by the Commission. 

The Commission will be happy to afford 
further explanation of any matters in this regard 
arising from your interest in specific freeway 
locations* 

Very truly yours, 



RESOLUTION RESTATING PROCEDURE RELATIVE TO ADOPTION OP FREE-
WAY LOCATIONS BY THE CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION. 

RESOLVED, by the California Highway Commission, that the 
following procedure shall be followed in the adoption of freeway 
locations in the State highway system: 

1. When it is proposed to locate or relocate any portion 
of a State highway as a freeway, the State Highway Engineer, or 
his authorized representative, shall: 

(a) At the initiation of the studies necessary to 
determine the possible locations to>be presented to the Commission 
for consideration, and from time to time thereafter, confer with 
the appropriate local governing bodies, and other agencies that may 
be affected thereby and with their technical and planning personnel, 
obtaining where available any master or general plan of the area; 

(b) Call to the attention of the appropriate local 
governing body, in writing, the provisions of Section 75.5 of the 
Streets and Highways Code; 

(c) When sufficient information has been accumulated to 
permit intelligent discussion, publicize and hold such public 
meeting, or meetings, as may be reasonably necessary to acquaint 
interested individuals, officials and civic or other groups with the 
Btudies made and the information developed, and to obtain their views 
with respect thereto. 

In conducting any such meetings where major controversy 
appears probable, the State Highway Engineer may arrange for a 
Division of Highways Employee, not employed in the District Office 
involved, to act as presiding officer. 

2. The State Highway Engineer shall submit to the Commis-
sion a written report, covering the results of such conferences and 
meetings, the relationship between all proposed locations and any 
master or general plans of the affected local agency or agencies, 
any information submitted pursuant to Section 75.5 of the Streets 
and Highways Code, the studies made, and a recommendation as to the 
location of the freeway. 

3. When authorized so to do by the Commission, the State 
Highway Engineer shall notify the appropriate local governing body, 
which notice shall be publicized, of the intention of the Commis-
sion to consider the location of the freeway. Such notification 
B h a l l include a statement that the Commission or designated members 
thereof will hold a public hearing on the proposal, if requested to 
do so by the local legislative body within thirty (30) days after 
the first regular meeting of such body following receipt of such 
written notification; provided, however, that if, prior to receipt 



of such notification from the Commission, the local .legislative 
body or bodies shall have, by resolution, declared that no public 
hearing by the Commission is necessary, then the notification by 
the State Highway Engineer shall advise such local body only of 
the intention of the Commission to consider the matter. 

4. If any such legislative body requests such hearing, 
the Commission, or a designated member or members thereof, will 
hold a hearing, after public notice given in such manner as the 
Commission may determine, at which time and place all persons, 
and official bodies and other organizations interested in the 
matter, shall be afforded an opportunity to be heard. The 
Commission may also, on its own motion, call a public meeting or 
hold such hearings as it may deem appropriate. 

5. After the expiration of such period of thirty (30) 
days, if no hearing is requested, or after such meetings or hear-
ings as the Commission may hold, the Commission will adopt a 
location for the freeway between the limits under consideration. 

6. The authorization referred to in numbered paragraph 3 
of this resolution to give public notice of the Commission's 
intention to hold a hearing, shall be by resolution of the 
Commission relating to each specific freeway location proposed to 
be considered. In all other respects, this resolution authorizes 
the State Highway Engineer, without further resolution or order of 
this Commission, to do such things and take such action as may 
appear to him to be necessary or proper to comply with the above 
specified procedure. 

7. At any public meetings held by the State Highway 
Engineer, or his authorized representative, any material trans-
mitted by an affected city or county pursuant to Section 75-5 of the 
Streets and Highways Code shall be presented at the meeting by the 
person conducting the meeting or hearing, if so requested by the 
affected city or county, or shall be received in such manner as the 
affected city or county requests. 

8. It is recognized that, in addition to the foregoing, 
the State Highway Engineer, through his representatives, may hold 
any additional meetings or hearings required to qualify any highway 
project for the use of Federal funds pursuant to any Federal' 
statute or rule or regulation promulgated thereunder. 

9. The resolution of the Commission regarding the subject 
matter hereof, adopted on February 18, 1955,. is hereby rescinded. 

This resolution is hereby adopted by the California Highway 
Commission at Sacramento, California, this 26th day of February, 
1958. 
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