DEPARTMENT OF PUNLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

DISTRICT IV
150 OAK STREET

SAN FRANCISCO 2. CALIFORNIA
UN pxnHILL 3-0828

- v -
-
N STATE OF CALIFORNIA

ADDARESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO ’ De cember 13 ? 1957
" ek uancraco s o FiLxNo. |

IV=SCl-239-A

Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of Santa Clara

Court House

San Jose, California

Gentlemen:

I wish to advise that on November 25, 1957, the California
Highway Commission passed resolutions adopting the route for a portion
of State Highway Route 239 in the County of Santa Clara between Route
2 and Route 5 and establishing a freeway thereon.

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

The law pertaining to freeways prohibits connecting any new public
road, street or highway to the freeway without a resolution of the
California Highway Commission consenting to the same. The Commission
may give or withhold its consent as in its opinion will best subserve
the public interest. Also the State is empowered to acquire by pur-
chase 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 férwarded to the
County Planning Commission, the County Surveyor and Road Commissioner
and the County Building Inspector. -

Yours very truly,

DEC o B. W. BOOKER
DAm¥ ¢ 23 857 ... Asst. State Highway Engineer
PPROVED____ BYM
LE: CE ¢C PC ENG B R. A}-H’Y

¢ — ————— District Bhgineer
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]!I.' "Ili:; Passed by CH.C,

\---- ] NOV 25 1957

RESOLUTION ADOPTING STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE IV-SC1-239-A,SJs

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 5, road IV-SCl-239-A,8J8,
as outlined in project reports dated January 25, 1957 and March 18,
1957, and as shown on a map thereof signed by B. W. pooker, Assistant
State Highway Engineer, dated November 15, 1957, approved November 18,
1957 by @. T. McCoy, State Highway Engineer, and further identified
by the signatures of a majority of the Commissioners, and

BE IT PURTHER RESOLVED that this Commission has found and
determined, and hereby declares, that such selection and adoption
of the location of said State highway 18 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 Callfornia Highway Com-
mission at ifs meeting regularly called and held cn the_ 25th

day of November: 1957 , in the Cily of Sacramento
- So'ﬁ""?"' of the members of sald Commission being present and .
ng th

Dated miL_W'

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

RET. B4, 36380 §-E¢ SM 370
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RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A FREEWAY
ON
ROAD IV-8Cl1-239-A,8Js

RESOLVED by the California Highway Commissions

1. That the publlic Iinterest and necessity require the
ldying out, acquisition and construction as a freeway of the
section of State highway hereinafter described, lying within
the City of San Jose and County of Santa Clara, and designated
as Road IV-SC1-239-A,S8Js. '

2. That the section of State highway hereinafter described
is hereby declared to be and from the date hereof shall have
the atatus of a freeway, as sald term is defined in Section 23.5
of the Streets and Highways Code, for all purposes provided by
law.

3. The Section of State highway hereinbefore referred to
is specifically described as follows:

That portion of State Highway Route 239 in the City

of San Jose and County of Santa Clara between Route

. 2 and Route 5§, as same is shown on the general route

map thereof adopted by the California Highway Commis=-

sion on November 25, 1957, which general route map

is on file in the office of the Department of Public

Works at Sacramento, California,

THIS IS TO CERT'IFY That the foregoing is a
full and correct copy of the original
reaolution passed by the California Highwsy
Commission at 1ts mmeting regularly called
and held on the 25th day of November, 1957,
in the City of Sacramento, a ma jority of the
members of said COmission being present and
voting therefor.

Dated this 27th day of November, 1957.

/a/ G. N. Cook

Asslstant éec;etary of the
California Highway Commission




o i . - i . : - famn C . T . N { T ) R R . . — . —_— i ” P . . -
- ~ . / . J N | 7 4 y o~ E -
Y . : . . - - / : 3 H ' H hS -

g -

BEGINNING.OF ROUTE ADOPTION November /5, 1957

~ ~Route 5 as adopted 10-22-.52 o ! o . v

C / Asst Srate f-(:?hway £ngr.
: 4
1 ! | SE— Ik—f\ j I"',‘UUL"\'-’ 7/‘7 . ’,f/
T e A 8# @'@Eﬁﬂ{’?\“
5

) =N
Hey: TQS)
(1] —-1 =
.—"/ r———a.hz—-\'— !

Approval Recommendad:

i

[ é?ff’/-fﬂ/u%l |

7" Planning Engincer

o
Approvad: - A‘b/fﬂ?ﬁf/‘ /5: 19 57

AN

. 0 '
Tetze A f- VA !cvzzc.c
iverectue af Publi- Works and Ex Ofcio
C o Member and Chacman of the Culifornis
- Highwgy Communign

/N N ehie
5 Route 5'os ad
- -

“\ : AN
opted 11-13-5/

| ¢ |

| DEDARs;;ts:;;H;S;iTéAWORKS
_ _'DIVISION OF HYIGHWAYS
L V/\\r/’/’ 3 | MA{P SHOWING
\ ROUTE OF PROPOSED-
== \\ ';,_STATETHIGHWAYAE -
- IN_ SANTA .CLARA COUNTY -
. BETWEEN =
-\ .~ ROUTE 2
: \ . - -~AND .

' \ . -ROUTE 5

| s»,lA_Vf-_-vSClj—239»‘,—A,SJVS' ‘

' Sca.le, in Feet .

.7 I hereby certify that by resolution of the California Highway
" Commission adopted " Hzsember 25, 1957  the route marked
“Proposed State Highway™ on thic map was selected and adopted as
the route for a portion of State Highway Route - 239 in'Sonta Clara

- County between Route ynd .Royte 5 ' -7

¢ ) 7
* Mismpers oF Cannorsia-Hicriway CoMassioN

L Aftest:

: N R T o , = OCTOBER 1957
"/4’6‘/6’/77456/’ 25 /957 . - - ' L : T S _ SR , 0 2000 4000 - . 8000 .~ -




b » q
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

%}f DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

DISTRICT IV

180 OAK STREET
S8AN FRANCISCO 2, CALIFORNIA
UN DERHILL 3-0222

LL
e December 13, 1957

PLEASE REFER
SAN FRANCIBCO 19

TO FILE NO.

IV=3Cl~239-B

Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of Santa Clara

Court House

San Jose, California

Gentlemen:

I wish to advise that on November 25, 1957, the California
Highway Commission passed resolutions adopting the route for a
portion of State Highway Route 239 in the County of Santa Clara
between Route 5 and Saratoga Avenue and establishing a freeway
thereon.,

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

The law pertaining to freeways prohibits connecting any new
public road, street or highway to the freeway without a resolu-
tion of the California Highway Commission consenting to the same.
The Commission may give or withhold its consent as in its opinion
will best subserve the public interest. Also the State 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 County Surveyor and Road
Commissioner and the County Building Inspector.

Yours very trﬁly,

parg  DEC 23 1957

— B. W. BOOKER

APPROVE,: Asst. State Highway Engineer
T,

RE: CE cC PC ENg BY({/

District E neer




. o ' Passed by C.H.C.

NOV 25 1957

RESOLUTION ADOPTING STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE IV-SCL-239-SJs,B

RESOLVED by the California Highway Commission that pursuant
to the.authofity vested in it by law, this Commlission does here-
by select and adopt the route for a portion of State highway 1in
Santa Clara County, between Route 5 and Saratoga Avenue, road
IV-5C1-239-5Js8,B, as outlined in project reports dated January 25,
1957, and March 18, 1957, and as shown on a map thereof signed by
B, W, Booker, Assistant State Highway Englneer! dated November 15,
1957, approved November 18, 1957, by G. T. McCOY, State Highway
Engineer, and further identifled by the Signatures of a majority of
the Commissioners, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Commission has found and
determined, and hereby declares, that such selection and adoption
of the locatlion of sald State highway 1s for the best lnterest of

the State.

THIS 1S TO CERTIFY That the foregoing\isa full and correct copy
of the original resolution passed by the California Highway Com-
mission at ifs meeting reqularly called and heid on the_25%th .

day of November; 1957, in the City of Sacramento
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and
voting therefor.

Dafed this_ 27th ¢

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

RST, B416, 36380 N-¥S 5M 8PO




RESOLUTICN ESTABLISHING A FREEWAY‘
ON

ROAD IV-S5C1-239-3Jg,B

RESOLVED by the California Highway Commission:

1. That the public interest and necessity require the
laying out, acquisition and construction as a freeway of the
sectlion of State highway hereinafter described, lying within
the City of San Jose and Lounty of Santa Clara, and designated
as Road IV-SCl-239-SJs,B,

2. That the section of State highway hereinafter
described i1s hereby declared to be and from the date hereof
shall have the status of a freeway, as sald term is defined
fn Section 23.5 of the Streets and Highways Code, for all
purposes provided by law.

3. The section of State highway hereinbefore referred
to is specifically described as followed:

That portion of State Highway Route 239 1in
the City of San Jose and County of Santa
Clara between Route 5 and Saratoga Avenue,
as same is shown on the general route map
thereof adopted by the Californlg Highway
Commiss ion on November 25, 1957, which
general route map 1is on file in the offlice
of the Department of Publlic Works at
Sacramento, California

THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregoing
is a full and correct copy of the
original resolution psssed by the
California Highway Commission at its
meeting regularly called and held on
the 25th day of November, 1957, in
the City of Sscramento, a majority
of the members of salid Commlssion
being present and voting therefor.
Dated this 27th day of November, 1957.
/s/ G. N, Cook
G. N, COOK
Assistant Secretary of the
California Highway Commlssion
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STATH OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
DISTRICT IV

180 OAK STREET
SAN FRANCISCO 2. CALIFORNIA
UN cERHILL 3-0222

ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO December 13 s 1957
P. O. BOX 3266, RINCON ANNEX PLEASE REFER
BAN FRANCIBCO 19 TO FiLE No,

-

IV-SC1l-114-A

Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of Santa Clara

Court House

San Jose, California

Gentlemeh:

I wish to advise that on November 25, 1957, the California
Highway Commission passed resolutions adopting the route for a
portion of State Highway Route 1ll4 in the County of Santa Clara

between Route 5 and existing Route 114 north of Azule and establish-
ing a freeway thereon, '

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

The law pertaining to freeways prohibits connecting any new
public road, street or highway to the freeway without a resolution
of the California Highway Commission consenting to the same. The
Commission 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 adgisable. : :

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 develop-
ments on or near the route?

Copies of this letter and attachments are being forwarded to
the County Planning Commission, the County Surveyor and Road
Commissioner and the County Building Inspector.

DATE DFp 931957 Yours very truly,

Asst. State Highway Engineer

RE: ¢ \
g cc pe BNG___ By-éa%;7
h-~“—“-‘"“‘*---__~ R. A. HAY
District Eggineer




‘ . Passed by C.H.C.

NOV 235 1957

RESOLUTION ADOPTING STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE IV-SC1l-114-A,I3ts, Sar,SJs

RESOLVED by the California Highway Commission that
pursuant to thq authorlty vested in-1t by law, this Commission
does hereby se;ect aﬁd adopt the route for a portion:of State
highway in Santa Clara County, between Routg 5 and Exist;ng
Route 114 north of Azule, road IV-SCl»ll4uA,LGts,éar,SJs, as
outlined in project reports dated February 18, 1955 and December
8, 1955 and as_showﬁwqg a mapgthgregfisigned_by_B.lW. Booker,
AéSistant State Highway Engineer, dated Ntvember 15, 1957, »
approved Novémber 18, 1957 by G. T. McCoy, State Highway Engineér,
and further 1dent1fied by the signatures of a majorlty of the
Commissioners,'and this Commisslon does hereby alter and change
the ultimate locatlon of sald portion of State highwgy from the
existing location ‘thereof to the location marked "Proposed State
Highway“ on said map,. provided, however, that the exlsting
traversable highway shown on said map as the existing State

highway shall remain as the State_highw;y_until_such new portion

(Rsmqqnstructed_and‘availablg 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;rand hereby declares, thgt“such_alteration oxn
change p} the Iocatibp of sald State highway is for the best
interest of the State.



THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregoing is a full and correct copy
of the original resolution passed by the California Highway Com-
mission at ifs meeting regularly called and held on the_25th_
day of November, 1957, in the City of Sacrament.o
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and
vofing therefor,

Dated this_27t remb. ,_,,f@

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

KEBYT. G414, 36380 §-06 BM AP0



HESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A FREEWAY
ON ?

. ROAD IV-8Cl-114-A,LGts,Sar,SJs

- RESOLVED by the California Highway Commlssion:
1. That the public interest and necessity require
the laylng out, acquisltion and construction as a freeway

of the section of State highway hereinafter described,
4iytng*within°thev01ties of Los Gatos, Saratoga and San

Jose -and County of Santa Clara, and designated as Road

IV-3C1-114~A,LGts,Sar,SJs,

2, That the section of State highway hereinafter
described 1s -hereby declared to be and from the date
—~hereof “shall -have ~the status of a freeway, as sald term
4s-defined in Section 23.5 of the Streets and Highways
‘Code, for all purposes provided by law,
»3,"Tha“section of State highway hereinbefore referred

to is specifically described as followss

That portion of State Highway Route 114 in the
Cities of Los Gatos, Saratoga and San Jose and
. County of Santa Clara, between Route 5 and
Existing Route 114 north of Azule, as same 1is
shown on the general route map thereof sdopted
by the Californias Highwhy Commission on
-November 25, 1957, which general route map 1s

on file in the office of the Department of
Public Works at Sscramento, California,

THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregoing
is a full and correct cepy of the
original resolution passed by the
California Highway Commission at its
meeting regularly called and held on
the 25th day of November, 1957, in the
City of Sacramento, a majority of the
members of sald Commission being
present and voting therefor.
Dated this 27th deay of November, 1957.
/s/ G. N. Cook
G, N. COOK
Assistant Secretary of the
California Highway Commission
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VV STATE OF CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
DISTRICT IV

180 OAK BTREET
B8AN FRANCISBCO 2. CALIFORNIA '
UN DERHILL 3-0222

ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO

P. O. BOX 3368, RINCON ANKEX De cember 13 ] 195 7 PLEASE REFER
S8AN FRANCIBSCO 19 ¥O FiLE No.
IV-S5Cl-32-A

Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of Santa Clara

Court House

San Jose, California

Gent lemen:

I wish to advise that on November 25, 1957, the California
Highway Commission passed a resclution adopting the route for a
portion of State Highway Route 32 in the County of Santa Clara
between l.l1 mile east of Gilroy and 1.7 mile east of Gilroy.

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

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

Copies of this letter and attachments are being forwarded
to the County Planning Commission, the County Surveyor and Road
Commissioner and the County Building Inspector.

r

Yours very truly,

B. W. BOOKER
Asst. State Highway Engineer

BY(&
R. A. HAYLE

District Engineer

| DEC 2
Attachment DATE 23 1957
APPROVED ___
S > e
RE: ¢z oo

R




., . Passed by CH.C.
NOV 25 1957

RESOLUTION ADOPTING STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE IV-SCl-32-A

RESOLVED by the California Hlghway Commisslon that
pursuant to the authority vested in it by law, this Com-
misslion does hereby select and adopt the route for a
portion of State highway 1n Santa Clara County, between
1.1 miles east of Gilroy and 1.7 miles east of Gilroy,
road IV-SCl-32-A, 28 outlined in a project report dated
Pecember 20, l956_and a8 shown on a map thereof signed by
B. W. Booker, Asslstant State Highway Englneer, dated
November 15, 1957, approved November-lS, 1957 by G. T.
McCoy, State Highway Engineer, and further identified by
the signatures of a majority of the Commissloners, and this
Commission does hereby alter and change the ultimate loca-
tion of sald portion of State highway from the existing
location thereof to the locatlon marked '"Proposed state
Highway" on sald map, provided, however, that the existing
traversable highway shown on salid map as the existing State
highway shall remain as the State highway until such néw
portion is constructed and avallable for traffic and the
existing State highway has been relinqulshed as provided by
law, and '

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that thils -Commission has found
and determined, and hereby declares, that such alteration
or change qf the location of said State highway is for the
best Interest of the State.




-t

THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregoing is a full and correct copy
of the original resolution passed by the California Highway Com-
mission af ifs meeting regularly called and held on the__25th
day ofNovember 19_57, in the City ofS2acramento,
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and
voting therefor.

Dated this__ 29

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

€8T, 5414. 26380 §-808 SM APO
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‘ BTATE OF CALIFORNIA . '

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
DISTRICT IV

180 OAK STREET
SAN FRANCISCO 2. CALIFORNIA
UN DERHILL 3-0222

conse art conmomcs RISTRIBUTED IN DECEMBER OF EACH YEAR SINCE 1950.

FER
P, O. BOX 3368, RINCON ANNEX ::;RFA.QL: :!o
BSAN FRANCIBCO 12 - .

Ut. Oul

To the Offlcilals of the
Cities, Towns, and Countiles
in District IV of the
Division of Highways of the
State of Callfornla

Gentlemens

The Collier-Burns Act of 1917 provides that, under certain
circumstances, the ccst of relocating prlvately owned utility
facilities to accommodate construction of a State Highway

as a freeway must be paild from State Highway Funds. As you
know, State Highway Funds are alloceted by law, in a fixed
proportion of the total avallable for the State, for con-
struction of State Highways within each county. Any portilon
of these funds expended within any county for the relocation
of utillty facilities results In an equal reduction 1n the

amount avallable for constructlon of State Highways within
that county. -

Whether the State or the prilvate utillty company must bear

the cost of such relocations 1s determined in many cases by

the provisions contalned in franchlses granted to the utility
by a city or county. In cases where the franchlse does not
impose on the utility an express contractual obligation to
relocate 1lts faecllitles at its own expense, the State must bear
the expense of relocating such facilities wherever necessary to
accommodate construction of a State Highway as a freeway,

Under these circumstances 1t 1s believed that each city and
county government should, vefore granting any franchise to a
privately owned utility company, examine the possible effect of
such a franchise on the future development of State Highways
within i1ts boundaries. Substantial curtailment of State Highway
development can result 1f the agencles having the power to grant
franchises overlook the importance of thls matter,

The Division of Highways 1s vitally concerned in any action
having effect upon State Highway development. For this reason
it 1s requested that thils office be Informed of any public
hearing-to be held by your Honorable Board in connection with
the application by a privately owned utility company for a new
franchise or for amendment of an existing franchise., Since it
is our intentlon to delegate a representative of the Division
of Highways to attend certain of these hearings, it 1s requested ;Z'
vy

d




® »

To 0fflcials of Ciltles, Ut. O.l
Towns and Countles in Page 2
District IV

that we be notified at the earliest possible moment of

the date and the time set for hearings on pendlng or

future applications. In order that we can determine whilich
hearings require attendance of our representative, it 1s
requested that we be furnished a copy of the proposed franchise,

It 1s further requested that the receipt of this communication
be acknowledged by letter. Any comments the Board desires

to make wlll be recelved with great interest, Please be assured
that your cooperation in this matter will be apprecilated,

Yours very truly

B. W. BOOKER
Agsistant State Highway Englneer

P.S, This redistributed letter 1s for your information only.
No reply 1s necessary to the last paragraph ol the letter,

Cldarance Agent







~ November 12, 1987

Mr. Frask h. Durkae
Director of Public Worke & chnirm
Department of Fublic Weorks

. Califernia Highway Commissien .

P, O. Box 1499

~ Sacramento, Cun!nﬁin

- Deay My, Durlum

Cn Wekalf of the lmd of Supuvuon of the Coanty
of Sants Clave wway ] expross fe ysu and to the mambars of
the Mighway Commission of the State of Californis our ap~

~ precictien for the Commission's approval of State highway

projects in this county for the fiscal year 19"—!9 in the

. amount 01519. 843, 000. -

1t {6 our oplniu that complotinn of these pxojwn by -
the State Division of Mighways, in conjunction with majer
County and sity projedts which are currently being studied
by the enginsering consultant {irm of De Leuw, Cather and
Company, will radult in & system of trafficways in tMe
ceunty which will s of extreme banefit fov not only the
pesple of this cm but all of the cmnn- of the Siate of
Caufonh

Very ftuly. :

HOWARD W, CAMPEN
County Exacutive

HWCMO . S
ce: Homorabla hu ¥. Thompeon
Henereble Byues ¥. Allen
Hensrabls Clark L. Bradley
Board of Supsrvisers :
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- " STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

DISTRICT IV
150 OAK STREET
SAN FRANCISCO 2, CALIFORNIA
UN DERHILL 3-0222
N o ROX 3388, MINCON ANNEX August 13, 1957 PLEASK Reren ‘
BAN FRANCIBCO 19 TO FiLg No.
Subj:Senate Concurrent Res.#26
Board of ©Supervisors of Coordination with Plan-
Santa Clara County ning of Counties & Cities

Court House
San Jose, California

Gentlemen:

On April 1, 1957, each County and incorporated City in the State was
sent a letter with respect to Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 26, adopted in
January, 1957, by the State Senate and Assembly. A copy of Senate Concurrent
Resolution No. 26 1s attached.

This resclution requests the Department of Public Works to undertake
a study to provide a basis for an over-all plan of freeways and express-—
ways in the State of California, which plan will not be limlted to State
hlghways. The resolution calls attention to the need for the establishment
of a plan for such a Statewlde system of freeways and expressways, deter-
mined without regard to present jurlsdiction cver the highways, roads,
and streets that might be included, in order that appropriate, State,County,
and City transportation plans and flscal arrangements may be Worked out
and properly coordinated.

If a proper Statewide freeway system 1s to be developed as a result
of the studies undertaken in accordance with Senate Concurrent Resolution
No. 26, 1t is highly essential that each County and City have a well
developed Streets and Highways plan to meet the needs of the future. It is
only in this way that the proposed Statewide freeway system can be properly
coordinated with local planning.

A number of the Countles have recognized thils problem, have concluded
that now 1s the time for the development of a local streets and highways
plan, and have entered into agreements with the State in the hlring of
consulting engineering firms to develop an over-all transportation plan
of all highways and streets in thelr respective Counties to meet future
needs. In these instances, each County has obtained proposals from several
rellable consulting engineering firms, and, after selecting the proposal
1t feels most nearly meets its needs, has entered into a contract with the
consulting firm after having received approval from the California Division
of Highwys. The Division has, in turn, entered into an agreement with the
County whereby the State agrees to pay one-thlrd of the cost of such study
if the County's agreement with the consulting firm fulfills the requirements
of Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 26.

We would be pleased to further discuss this arrangement in more

detail if you are interested.
Slneerely, 6 Ma¥% @ruﬂ@m

B. W. Booker
Assistant State Highway Englneer




Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 26
CHAPTER 80

Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 26—Relative to an over-all
state-wide plan of frecways and expressways for the State-
of California,

[Filed with Secretary of State, January 26, 1067.]

WierrAs, The Legislature of California finds:

(a) Adequate, safe, and economical highway transportation
is vital to the future development of the State of California.

(b) Tt has been amply demounstrated that properly designed
and located freeways and expressways are the most economical
means of providing highway adcquacy and safety.

(e) California is rapidly developing individual freeways .
and expressways and segments thercof, but in many cases on
a piecemeal basis, which program has been greatly accelex-
ated by the enactment of the Federal-Aid Highway Act of
1956 and will be expanded considerably more if Congress car-
ries out its stated intentions regarding apportionments of fed-
eral funds for interstate highways.

(d) There is need for the people of California and its agri-
culture and industry to be informed of plans for the ultimate
freeway and expressway system of the entire State as nearly
as such can now be determined by basic engineering studies.

(e) There is need for the establishment of a plan for such a
state-wide system of freeways and expressways determined
without regard to present jurisdiction over the highways,
roads, and streets that might be included, in order that appro-
priate state, county, and city transportation plans and fiseal
arrangements may be worked out and properly coordinated;
now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate of the State of California, the
Assembly thercof concurring, As follows:

(a) The Department of Public Works is requested to under-
teke a study which will provide a basis for an over-all state-
wide plan of freeways and expressways for the State of Cali-
fornia, such study not to be limited to state highways and
such study to locate the potential freeway and expressway
routes of snch a state-wide system and the necessary connec-
tions thereto as nearly as is practicable in advance of detailed
engineering design of projects.

(b) The Department of Public Works is requested to em-
ploy by contraect or otherwise such engineering consultants or
other specialists as it deems may bg needed for conduct of the
study and the preparation of reports.



(¢) The Departmont of Public Works is requested to defray
the costs of the study from moneys available in the State High-
way Fund for highway planning and is further requeated to
undertake to secure matching contributions of federal fuhds
available for highway planning to the extent that such are
available,

(d) Agencies of the State Government and ecities and coun-
tics and the City and County of S8an Franciseo are requested
to cooperate with the Department of Public Works in the con-
duct of the study.

{e) The Speaker of the Assembly and the President pro
Tempore of the Senate are directed jointly to appoint a com-
mittee of seven officials of counties and seven offlcials of cities
to act in a technical advisory capacity to the Department of
Public Works, and the department is directed to cooperate
an;l ggnfer with the technical advisory committee so ap-
pointed. N

(f) The 8peaker of the Assembly and the Presidemnt pro
Tempore of the Senate shall refer the subject matter of this
resolution to the appropriate joint interim committes which
may deal with highway transportation problems if such com-
mittee is created at this session of the Legislature, or if no
such committee is created, then the subject matter shall be
referred to the appropriate interim committee of each of the
respective houses by the Speaker and the President pro
Tempotros reapectively, '

{g) The Department of Public Works is requested to report
from time to time on the progress of its study to the appro-
priate interim committee or committees as designated under
the provisions of the preceding paragraph and to submit ita
final report on the subject matter of this resolution to the
gppxioplr;gge committee or committees not later than Septem-

erl, .




G. T, McCOY
BTATE HIGHWAY ENGINEER

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
PUBLIC WORKS BUILDING
P. O. Box 1499
BACRAMENTO 7

GOODWIN J. KNIGHT
GOVERNOR OF CALIFORNIA FRANK B. DURKEE

PIRECTOR

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Department of Public Warks

SACRAMENTO

August 13 . 1957 PLEAGE REFER TO

FILE No.

Section 210 Study

The Board of Supervisors
Santa Clare County
San Jose, Celiformie

Gentlemen:

Thank you for your submission of the Highway
Needs Report,

Everyone concerned is aware of the tremendous
amount of intensive work required of local officlals and
technical staffs by & study of this megnlitude, Thils
project has been noteworthy not only from the standpoint
of worthwhile results accomplished, but also with respect
to the consistently high level of cooperation among the
various jurisdlctions involved.

Sincerely,

G, T, McCOX
. State Highway Engineer

%// eotcte
- M, Re ds

Planning ey Engineer
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COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA

HOWARD W. CAMPEN

kOFFICE of the COUNTY EXECUTIVE

SANTA CLARA CouNTYy OFFice BLpG. ® Civic CENTER
FIRST AND ROSA STREETS, SAN JoBE, CALIFORNIA

July 30, 1957

Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of Santa Clara

Civic Center, First & Rosa Streets
San Jose, California

Re: City of Sunnyvale Request for Amendment to Existing
Freeway Agreements

Gentlemen:

With reference to the above and the request of the City of
Sunnyvale dated May 27, 1957, please be advised that it is the
recommendation of the County Engineer and of this office that
said request be denied, The City of Sunnyvale requested that the
following be approved for agreement with the State Division of

"Highways:

1. A four-lane overpass be established at the intersection
of Fair Oaks at Mountain View-Alviso Road with
complete interchange facilities.

2. A four-lane overpass be established at the intersection
of Fair Oaks Avenue and the Bayshore Highway with
complete interchange facilities,

3. A complete cloverleaf be established at the intersection
of Lawrence Station Road and Mountain View-Alviso
Road,

The existing freeway agreements provide for numerous other
intersection improvements in the same area at locations and of type
as indicated on enclosure number 1, With respect to item 2 above,
it provides for an overpass without interchange facilities as contrasted
with the present request of the City of Sunnyvale for complete inter-
change facilities. Items 1 and 3 noted above are not included in the

present freeway agreements, The joint recommendation of the County

Engineer and this office is predicated upon the following:

A, Traffic - Although no definite criteria has been established
as to what actual traffic load warrants what type of inter-

change facility, the norm generally used is ther st

APPROUED A
AR 3 [ B i

RE: CE CC PC ENG____
R Ay 7 S A—




Honorable Board of Supervisors page 2. July 30, 1957

HWC:eo

be at least a traffic count of 3, 000 vehicles per hour

or 10,000 vehicles per day on the major road combined
with a cross traffic volume equal to at least 10% or more
of that of the major road, None of these intersections
qualify in this respect., Traffic Counts made at each of
these intersections, showing vehicle distributicn and
turning movements, have been attached as enclosures
Nos. 2, 3, and 4 to this report,

Increased Cost of Construction -~ The requested additional
facilities being of considerable magnitude will greatly in-
crease the cost of improvement of the State highways in
question, and it would appear in light of the present Board
pelicy with respect to State highway improvements that
these additional funds might well be spent on non-freeway
projects,

Delay to Final Completion of Highway Projects ~ The
revision of present freeway agreements would only result
in further delaying the final completion of the two State
highways in question, The additional improvements
requested by the City of Sunnyvale could probably be
financed and constructed after the improvement of the
State highways pursuant to the present agreements,

Respectfully submitted,
M
HOWARD W, CAMPE
County Executive

cc: Each Board Member

Enclosures
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Enclosure No. 1.

10.
11.

INTERSECTIONS
Bayshore Hwy-Stierlin Rd
Bayshore Hwy-Moffett Blvd
Bayshore Hwy-Moffett Field South
gate-Ellis Avenue

Bayshore Hwy-Mt.View-Alviso Rd

Bayshore Hwy-Pastoria Ave
Bayshore Hwy-Falr Oaks Ave

Bayshore Hwy-Lawrence Station Rd

Bayshore

-San Tomas Freeway
(proposed

Bayshore Hwy-Lafayette St

Bayshore Hwy-Stockton Ave

Mt., View-Alviso Rd-Pastoria Ave

TYPES
Partial Cloverleaf (%)
Full Cloverleaf
Overpass with traffic inter-
change at common grade south
of freeway proper
Overpass with traffic intex-
change at common grade mnorth
of freeway proper
Partial Cloverleaf (3/4)

Overpass without inter-
change facilities

Full Cloverleaf

Full Cloverleaf

Overpass without inter-
change facilities

Full Cloverleaf

Overpass with traffic inter-

section at common grade north
of freeway proper.



S i i

1T VIBW = MRTESD ROAD .

FATRQAKS

orts

|

. ' : {Location ,
) Dafe&?{@f’--f-----------,,-a.,m:

i . Wearhes.. _ .@%‘2’; .................

Toral fourse 2. o ...

I ) From 150081 .. fo-é.@ Pl ..

(.

b2 EVHOSHOLE 2




o, . .
- : -
s -\ = et - .

T T - YT g
-

-

S iy

Mr, VIET = ALVISO ROAD

17

135

577 5

393

TURNING MOYEMENTS

R R - I A A R

Dare. _ . June 10, 1957 (Monday) _ _ _ __
Waa?har. Cloor

QW 1777/ = I



N\ 7
b

A !
T

TURNING MOVEMENTS

Bayshore Hwy. & Fairoaks Road
- !an%on!' o

pATE:June 7, 1957  (Priday)

VRATHER; Clsar
TOPAL HOURS: 11
TROMTIOOKE g 6500 PM

el oswer &



July 30, 1957

My, H. Kenneth Hunter

City Manager

' - City of Sunnyvale

] ) ) Clty Hall

J& ‘ ' Sunnyvale, California
Dear Mr, Hunter:

The attachad is s ‘coy'y of a letter which is

being sent to the Board of Suporvhun for its meeting
Monday, August 5, 1957,

Vory ‘tr“lyo "

HOWARD W, CAMPEN
County Executive
HWC:eo .
Enclosure
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» SANTA CLARA CO. FARM SUPPLY COMPANY WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION GROUP INSURANCE
INSURANCE — AUTQ - TRUCK - LIFE - FCL FARM BUREAU HEALTH PROGRAM

PETROLEUM PROGRAM

SANTA CLARA COUNTY FARM BUREAU

1092 NO. FIRST STREET SAN JOSE 12, CALIFORNIA

R. KEN WILHELM, County Socretary
PHYLLIS V. BROWN, Office Sacretary CYpross 4-8616

July 15, 1957

Board of Supervisors,
Santa Clara County
Civic Center

San Jose, California

Gentlemen:

‘ : In regular meeting on July 1, 1957, the Santa Clara County
Farm Bureau Board of Directors unanimously passed the following resolution
‘ which is being submitted to you for consideration:

"We urge that the County of Santa Clara adjust its highway
planning in regard to the proposed re-development of Bayshore Highway
from Brokaw Road to Rosa Street in the following manner for these purposes;.

"That any development planmed for this plece of the Bayshore
‘ be either indefinitely postponed or deleted from present planning. This
| development would tie up considerable funds which are more urgently needsd
on other non-freeway projects. This county is one of the few counties, 1if
! not perhaps the only county in the state, where the planning commission and
the board of supervisors have had the wisdom to insist on the campletion of
so-called interim projects and non-freeway developments rather than to allow
; the State Highway Department to steam roller a program eEclusively for the
development of freeways.,"

Yours sincerely,

SANTA CLARA COUNTY FARM BUREAU
R. Ken Wilhelm,

County Secretary

gmm&, Be Wide - @W




¢
SANTA CLARA CO. FARM SUPPLY COMPANY WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION GROUP INSURANCE
INSURANCE — AUTO - TRUCK - LIFE - FCL FARM BUREAU HEALTH PROGRAM
) PETROLEUM PROGRAM

SANTA CLARA COUNTY FARM BUREAU

1092 NO. FIRST STREET

SAN JOSE 12, CALIFORNIA

R. KEN WILHELM, County Socretary
PHYLLIS V. BROWN, Office Socretary

4

CYpress 4-8616

July 11, 1957

Board of Supervisors of
Santa Clara County
Civic Center

San Jose, California

Gentlemen:

At its regular meeting held on July 1, 1957, the Santa
Clara County Farm Bureau Board of Directors passed the following
motion unanimously: i

"hereas the comp}etion of the Route 5 Freeway is necessary to
eliminate intolerable congestion on the Westside of Santa Clara County
and through the City of San Jose,

Therefore we urge that the completion of Route 5 be given top
priority for Freeway Funds;

For non-freeway projects we urge top priority for the contimued
improvement of Route § Highway from Bayshore Highway to Saratoga;

We further recommend that Bayshore Highway improvements for the
next year be limited to signalization of the Mt. View-Alviso Road inter-
section and provision for elimination of left turns off the Bayshore Highway
in order that adequate funds be available for more urgent non-freeway
projects such as Route 9,M

Yours sincerely,

SANTA CLARA COUNTY FARM BUREAU

,gb?fi:& 6646412;2444~—-

R. Ken Wilhelm,
County Secretary

JUL 151957
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
DISTRICT IV

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

ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO

P. O, BOX 3368, RINCON ANNEX
SAN FRANCISCO 19

3,7‘.

PLEABE REFER
TO FILE No.

IV~SCl=-114-A,
Cpo,Sunv,MVw

October 29,1956

Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of Santa Clara

Court House

San Jose, California

Gentlemen:

I wish to advise that on October 17, 1956, the California
Highway Commission passed resoclutions adopting the route for a
portion of State Highway Route 114 in the County of Santa Clara
between existing Route 114 north of Azule 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 a
resolution of the California Highway Commission consenting to the
sames - The Commission 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 County'gﬁrveyor and
Road Commission and the County Building Inspectors

v/ o

Yours very truly,

56 Be W. BQO

nov 5 W BOOKER |

DATE ASS t nghva ‘Englneer
By s

APPROVED /A I

RE: CE CC PC ENG

gtrict Engineer







RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A FREEWAY
ON
ROAD IV-SCl-1i4-A,Cpo,Sunv,MVw

RESOLVED by the California Highway Commission:

1. That the public interest and necessity requilre
the laying out, acquisition and construction as a freeway of
the section of State highway hereinafter described, lying
within the Cities of Cupsrtino, Sunnyvale and Mountaln View
and County of Santa Clara, and designated as Road IV~SCl-114-
A;Cpo,Sunv,MVw.

2., That the section of State highway herelnafter
described is hereby declared toc be and from the date.hereof
shall have the status of a freeway, as sald term 1ls defined
in Section 23.5 of the Streets and Highways Code, for all
purposes provided by law,

3. The section of State highway hereinbefore referred
to 1s specifiqally described as follows:

That portion of State Highway Route 114 in the
Cities of Cupertino, Sunnyvale and Mountaln View
and County of Santa Clara, between Existing

Route 114 north of Azule and Route 68, as same

1s shown on the general route mep thereof adopted
by the Californle Highway Commission on October 17,
1956, whlch general route map 1s on file in the
office of the Department of Publlic Works at
Sacramento, California.

THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregoing 1s
a full and correct copy of the original
resolution passed by the California High-
way Commisslon at its meeting regularly
callied and held on the 17th day of October
1956, in the City of Sacramento, a major-
i1ty of the members of said Commission
being present and voting therefor,
Dated this 18th day of October, 1956,
/s/ G. N. Cook
G. N. COOK
Assistant Secretary of the
Celifornia Highway Commission
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From:

Mr.

Mp.

® N J
DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

INTRA-DIVISION CORRESPONEENCE

B, W, Booker

G. N. Cook .. IV-8C1-114-A,Cpo,Sunv,MVw

For yoﬁr Information and attention, attached are

five copies, four of which are certified, of resolution

passed by the Highway Commlssion at itS'meeting held in

Sacramento on October 17, 1956, adopting the route for a
portion of State highway in Santa Clara County, between
eiisting Route 114 north of Azule and Route 68, foad
IV-SC1-114-A,Cpo,Sunv,MVw.

In accordance with instructions contained in cir- .

cular letter dated May 20, 1953, one certifled copy of

this resolutlon is to be filed with the County of Sante .

Clara and one with each of the citles of Cupertino,
Sunnyvale and Mountaln View, together with a print of

the adoption map which will be forwarded under separate

covear,

/s/ G, N, Cook

G. N, COCOK :
Administrative Assistant

Attach.

October 18, 1956



RESOLUTION ADOPTING STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE IV-SCl~114-A,Cpo,Sunv,MVw

) RESOLVED by the Californiap Highway Commdssion 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 Cquﬁty, between Existing Route 114 north of Azule and Route
68, road IV-SClL-114-A,Cpo,Sunv,MVw, as outlined in a project report
dated February 18, 1955 and as shown on a map thereof signed by
B. W. Booker, Assistant State Highway Engilneer, dated August 17,
1656, approved October 15, 1956 by G. T. McCoy, State Highway

Engineer, and further ldentifiled by the signatures of a mejority

of the Commissioners, and this Commission does hereby alter and

change the ultimate location of sald portion of State highway;from

the existing location .therseof to the location marked "Proposed Staté
Highway" on sald map, provided, howevér, that the existing traversable
highway shown on sald map as the existlng State highway éhall ﬁémaiﬁ
as the State highway until such new portion‘is constructed and
available for traffic and theAexisting Staté highway has been

relinquished as provided by lew, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Commission has found and
*

determined, and herseby declares, that such alteration or change of

the location of sald State highway is for the best interest of the
State.
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I hereby cerufy that by resolution of the California Highwayv
Commission adopted  Oclober 17, 1956  the route marked
"Proposed State Highway ” on this map was selected and adopted as
the route for a portion of State FHighway Route 1,4 19 Sonte Crore
County berween existing Rovte /14 north of Azule g
Route 68 /‘? ;

. H i - T "2
R PR A ol
Attest: Lﬂ;'__ué__!z_ e J;v@\ o
. SerreterS! -
. Calferaia Higlx_‘ytnmmksi{m .
N |

Ml A

MesmBERs 0F Catirornia Hcriway Comprusston

Oclober 17, 1956

D =
X L

o August 17, 1956 ...

"“655?. Sfafojuighway Engr T

Approval Recommended:

J' Pfa'ax;g Engineer

Approved: Oclober 15, _1956.

e - Stede Mighway Fugh -
- Civil Enginee ense No. 2084

e STA;E.-‘;')A;’HT’C;\L-_‘!F'a;?h.I.IA e i
'DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS -
ST " DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS * ** " %"
_MOFFETT- S
 FIELD -
U.S.NAVAL
AIR STATION

.~ MAP SHOWING '

ROUTE OF PROPOSED *:

STATE HIGHWAY .

..~ IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY -

. BETWEEN EXISTING ROUTE |14

NORTH OF AZULE ~
N AND
3 .~ ROUTE 68

IV-SCI-114-A,Cpo,Sunv,Mvw |

Scale in Feet

e = -(;EEBRUA_RY 1956 f4

-0 1850 3700 740

P> 3 " Member amd Cheteman af the California ~ _ §
. Y , Highway Commision’ - = - IR
N N R o Lo L e

- / Dieector of hbhzﬁ;’:rb ond Ex Oﬁfh% E 2

- - — .




v o 0
- 3
. STATHE OF CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
DISTRICT 1V

180 OAK STREET
SAN FRANCISCO 2, CALIFORNIA
UNDERHILL 3-0222
ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO

P. O. BOX 3366, RINCON ANNEX October 31, 1956 PLEABE REFER

BAN PRANCIBCO 19 TO FILE NO

4LQT1211.1
IV-SCl~114~4A,
Cpo,SunV,MVw

Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of Santa Clara

Court House

San Jose, California

Gentlemen:

Reference is made to our letter of October 29, 1956
transmitting resolutions and a print of the general route
map relating to State Highway Route 1lli4 between existing
Route 114 north of Azule and Route 68.

An uncertified copy of the resolution adopting the
route was inadvertantly attached in place of the certified
copy referred to in our letter. This certified copy is
being transmitted herewith.

Yours very truly,

B. W. BOOKER
Asst. State Highway Engineer

BYGV//% L

Ce. Fo GREENE
Asst. District Engineer




LT “ ‘ 6 Passed by C.H.C.

DL 0CT 17 1956
RESOLUTION ADOPTING STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE IV-SC1-114-A,Cpc,Sunv,MVw

RESOINVED by the Callfornia Highway Commlssion that pursuant to
the authority vested in i1t by law, thls Commlssion does hereby select
and adopt the route for a portlon of State highway in Santa Clara
County, between Existing Route 114 north of Azule and Route 68,
road IV-SCl—llM—A,Cpo,Sunv,MVw, a8 ocutlined 1n a project report
dated February 18, 1955 and as shown on a map thereof signed by
B. W. Booker, Asslstant State Hlghway Englneer, dated August 17,
1956, approved October 15, 1956 by G. T. McCoy, State Highway Engineer,
and further ldentified by the slgnatures of a majorlty of the
Commigsioners, and thils Commlssilon does hereby alter and change the
ultimate locatlion of sald portlon of State highway from the exlsting
location thereof to the location marked "Proposed State Highway"
on said map, provided, however, that the exlstling traversable highway
shown on said map as the exlsting State highway shall remain as the
State highway until such new portion l1s constructed and avallable
for trafflic and the existlng State hlghway has been relinquished as
provided by law, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that thils Commlssion has found and deter-
mined, and hereby declares, that such alteratlon or change of the

location of sald State hlghway 1s 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 meefing regularly called and held on the_ L 7th
day of _Qctober, 1956 _, inthe City of_Sacramentd
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and
vofing therefor.

Dated thislﬁW..

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

B8T. 6416, 30380 B3-08 M SPO
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Governor

OFFiCE OF THE
IRECTOR OF PuBLIC WORKS

CHAIRMAN OF THE
CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION

P.O. BOX 1499
SACRAMENTO 7, CALIFORNIA

Road IV-SCl-114-A,
Cpo, Sunv,MWv.
October 24, 1956

The Board of Supervisors
of Santa Clara County
County Court House

San Jose, California
Gentlemen:

On August 2, 1956, at the request of the Board
of Supervisors of Santa Clara County and the City Council
of the City of Mountain View a public hearing was held at
the Fremont High School for the purpose of considering
the relocation of a portion of State Highway Route 114,
between the existing Route 114 north of Azule and Route 68,
and construction of the relocated section as a freeway.

Two members of the California Highway Commission were in
attendance as a Hearing Committee.

This Hearing Committee presented its written
report to the Commission at a regular meeting held in
Sacramento on October 17, 1956, and subsequently resolu-
tions were passed adopting the report and selecting the
recommended location. For your information, I am enclosing
a copy of this report which sets forth the reasons for
action taken by the Commission.

Very truly yours,

Yy a\wi

G. N. COCK
« Assistant Secretary

Attch.
pate  NOV 5 1958

APPROVED ,)/,
RE: CE CC PC ENG___ /
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'STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

REPORT AND FINDINGS
OF
HEARING COMMISSIONERS
OF THE
'  CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION
- RE '
FREEWAY LOCATION
IV-SCL-114=A,SJS,CPO,SUNV ,MVW
(STEVENS. CREEK FREEWAY)

HEARING DATE: o REPORT DATE:
August 2, 1956 October 17, 1956
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Re:. IV-SCl~1l14-A,SJs,
Cpo,Sunv, MVw
(Stevens Creek Freeway)

Mr. Frank B. Durkee, Chairman
and Members of the
California Highway Commission

The undersigned members of the California Highway
Commission, at the direction of the Commission, after due notice
to the public and pursuant to the policy of the Commission as
established by resolution, attended and held a public hearing at
the Fremont High School, at the intersection of State Sign
Route 9 (State Highway Route 114) and Fremont Avenue, in the
County of Santa Clara, on the 2nd day of August, 1956, beginning
at the hour of 2:00 P. M. of said day.

There were present at the hearing the following persons

representing the Department of Public Works and the Division of
Highways:

California Highway Commission:
Chester H. Warlow, Member and Vice Chairman, Fresno
Robert L. Bishop, Member, Santa Rosa
George N. Cook, Assistant Secretary, Sacramento

T. Fred Bagshaw, Assistant Director of Public Works,
Sacramento

California Division of Highways:
Headquarters Section, Sacramento:
J. A, Legarra, Plannlng Engineer, Division of Highways
Sacramento
E. J. L.  Peterson, Assistant Planning Engineer,
Division of Highways, Sacramento
District IV, San Francisco: -
B. W. Booker Asst. State Highway Engineer, District IV
J. P. Sinclair, District Engineer, District IV
C. F. Greene, Asst. District Engineer, Planning,
District IV
J. C. Black, Asst. District Engineer, Design,District IV
L. M. Orrett, District Traffic Engineer, District IV
D. C. Gardner, Right of Way Agent, District IV
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The subject of this hearing was the relocation of :
Route IV-SCl-114-A,SJs,Cpo,Sunv,MVw %Stevens Creek Freeway) (State
Sign Route 9) between the intersection of State Sign Route 9 and
Cleo Drive and the Bayshore Freeway (State Route 6%), a distance
of 8.2 miles.

George T. McCoy, State Highway Engineer, by memorandum
to the California Highway Commission under date of March 7, 1956,
recommended the relocation of Route 1li4 within the limits as
above and that the same be declared a freeway.

PROCEEDINGS PRIOR TO COMMISSION HEARING

By memorandum to the members of the California Highway
Commission under date of July 13, 1956, the Division of Highways
reported that after proper pre-notices the following meetings
had been held in the County of Santa Clara with the public offi-
cials and with the general public, as hereinafter noted, to-wit:

Aug. 15, 1955 Meeting of Asst. District Highway Engineer,
Planning with City Manager, Planning Officer
and Public Works Director of the City of
Sunnyvale.

Sept. 1, 1955 Meeting of Asst. District Highway Engineer,
Planning, with Director of Public Works, City
Manager, and Assistant City Manager of the
City of Mountain View.

Nov., 30, 1955 Meeting of District Highway Representatives
with Mountain View City Council and Planning
Commission--Route 114 freeway studies pre-
sented.

Jan. 31, 1956 Meeting of Asst. District Highway Engineer,
Planning with City Manager of Sunnyvale.

Feb. 17, 1956 Public meeting held at the Union High School .
Auditorium, Mountain View, California. Pre-
sentation of tentatively recommended freeway
location of Route 114 between Azule and Bay-
shore Highway. 72 persons present including
representatives of the County of Santa Clara
and officials of all the affected cities (see

Engineersf transcript for details).

-




Mar. 9, 1956 Public meeting held in Cupertino. District
representatives presented the tentatively’
recommended line at the request of the
Cupertino City Council.

May 1, 1956 Meeting between District Representatives and
Officials representing the County of Santa
Clara and the Mayor, Councilmen, Chairman of
the Planning Commission and one member there-
of of the City of Cupertino.

Immediately prior to this hearing, information was furn-
ished to the Hearing Commissioners that public notices had been
given of the time, place and subject matter of this hearing in the
Fremont High School. There were present approximately 200 persons,
including officials and persons officially representing the County
of Santa Clara and all the cities traversed by the recommended line.

From the foregoing, it is apparent that the, resolutions
of the California Highway Commission upon the subject of freeway
locations, insofar as the same related to steps to be taken by the
Division of Highways leading up to the time of the Commissioners?
hearing, had been fully complied with; that the general public and
the officials of the affected local bodies had been adequately
informed of the recommendation which was made by the State Highway
Engineer, and the matters which were the subject of the hearing.
It is further apparent from the foregoing that the matter of the
rerouting of Highway 114 and the declaring of the same to be a
freeway is now properly before the Commission within the require-
ments of its policy resolutions on the subject of such reroutings.

DESCRIPTION OF RECOMMENDED RQUTE AND ENVIROMENTS

A map of the recommended relocation is attached to the
original of this report of the Hearing Commissioners, marked Exhibit

A, and made a part of this report, to which reference is hereby
made.

A verbal description of the recommended route is as
follows: -

Commencing at a point on present Route 114 south of Cleo
Drive approximately one-~half mile north of the Prospect Avenue
intersection, the recommended location proceeds in a northwesterly
direction crossing Stelling Road approximately one-half mile north
of Bubb Road. It then swings to a location approximately 1,000
feet to the east of the Southern Pacific (Los Gatos branch) tracks
at a crossing of McClellan Road and thence parallels the railroad
line to a crossing of Stevens Creek Road one-quarter mile east
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of the railroad. From Stevens Creek Road the routing skirts the
built-up area of Monte Vista continuing in the same general direc-
tion to a crossing of Homestead Road near Delmas. North of Home-
stead Road the line is located westerly and adjacent to Delmas
Avenue to Fremont Avenue. From this point to E1 Camino Real
(Route 2) and continuing to Bayshore (Route 68) the location lies
parallel, and immediately adjacent, to the banks of Stevens Creek,

terminating at Bayshore at a point just northwesterly of that
route's intersection with Moffett Blvd.

The area traversed, generally speaking, is fairly level

land with Stevens Creek occupying a narrow, rather deep drainage

channel running from the hill area west and northwest of Monte
Vista in a line almost due north to an arm of San Francisco Bay
designated as Mountain View Slough.

At the present time there are in the area under discussion
but four bridge crossings from east to west over Stevens Creek and
one ford crossing, the nature of the channel being such that it
forms a substantial barrier to the development of east-west crossings,
though future intensive development of the territory will undoubt-
edly require additional crossings to be constructed.

INSPECTION

Immediately preceding the hearing, your Hearing Commis-
sioners, in company with District Engineers, made an inspection
of the areas involved in the several routes herein referred to.
They traveled along or near the various lines with the exception
that no inspection was made of that portion of the line designated
as a modification "Line C-Alternate", which portion lies westerly
of the Southern Pacific (Los Gatos branch) rail line. '

OTHER STUDIED ROUTES

In addition to the recommended line, the Division of
Highways had studied and considered twc other lines between the

suggested limits, and a modification of Line C, referred to at the
hearing as Line C~A, to-wit:

Line A - A route lying westerly of Route 114 and inter-

mediate between Route 11l and the recommended
line (Line C).

Line B = A route lying roughlI one~half mile easterly of
that part of Route 1ll4 lying south of Route 2

and roughly 1% miles easterly of that portion
of Route 114 lying between Route 2 and Route 68,
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PRESENTATIONS AT THE HEARING

At the hearing no support whatever was offered in favor
of Line A or Line B although recommendation was made &t the hear-
ing for the immediate widening as a conventional highway on the
present alignment of Route 114 from Route 2 'southerly to Azule and
on to Saratoga, this as an interim project pending completion of a

freeway routing for Highway 114 on an alignment different from its
present location.

The presentations made on behalf of the interested cities
and groups and individuals generally favored the location of the

recommended alignment. There were three exceptions by the fore-
going:

(1) The City of Mountain View recommended a modification
(Line "C-£) commencing at a point approximately three-
quarters of a mile southerly of Route 2, swinging from
the recommended alignment to the east and ceontinuing
in an east of north direction to a connection with
Route 68 just east of the present intersection of
Route 113 with Route 68.

(2) Representatives from the City of San Jose recommended

a proposed variation of the recommended line southerly
of McClellan.Avenue to a point on present Route 1ll4
near Azule by an alignment lying westerly of the
recommended line and immediately adjacent to the
tracks of the Southern Pacific railroad line, which
runs from Palo Alto to a connection with a Southern
Pacific branch line running from San Jose to Los Gatos.

(3) A group from Cupertino proposed a further modification
of Line C by an alignment between Homestead Road and
McClellan Road suggesting that the freeway be constructed
directly south either through or around Monte Vista and
returning to the line suggested in (2), above, at some
point east of the tracks and south of McClellan Road.

SUMMARY OF PRESENTATIONS

_ A summary of the positions taken by representatives of
- the various communities and by the petitions presented to the
Hearing Commissioners is attached to this report, made a part
hereof, and marked Exhibit B.
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GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THE TERRITORY
CONCERNED WITH THE RELOCATION OF ROUTE 114

The area affected by a relocation of Route 114, and
in considerable measure contributing to traffic present and
future on said route, is roughly triangular in shape with the
City of San Jose in the easterly corner, the City of Palo Alto
in the northwesterly corner, and the Cities of Saratoga and
Los Gatos situated at the southern corner. The northerly
boundary of the territory under discussion would extend northerly
a mile or so beyond the present alignment of Route 68 (Bayshore
Freeway), which here runs in a direction approximating northwest
and southeast, which Route 68 is roughly paralleled by Route 2
lying approximately two miles southerly therefrom.

Within this area are the old Cities of Santa Clara,
San Jose, Los Gatos, Saratoga, Mountain View, Sunnyvale, Palo
Alto, and the old community recently incorporated into the
present City of Cupertino. To the north of Route 68 lies the
community of Agnew. Approximately due north of Mountain View
and just north of Route 68 and west of its intersection with
Route 113 lies the Moffett Field United States Naval Air Station.

This whole area lies immediately southerly of the
southern tip of San Francisco Bay and, while originally it was
primarily a residential and farming area, the last several years
has seen a development towards major industries which has re-
sulted in greatly expanding residential areas and directed the
attention of all the officials of these communities to further
increased industrial expansion of major proportions.

This movement has had two direct results:

(1) It has emphasized the importance of immediately fixing
the location of the future alignment of Route 114
northerly from Los Gatos and Saratoga to Route 68

(the recommended alignment under discussion being a
part of that).

(2) It has brought about an intense rivalry of the com-
munities seeking to encompass by boundary extension
the areas of land which are suitable for industrial
development and an assiduous effort to protect every
foot of ground that might possibly be used industrially.

It is to be observed from the information available to
the Commission, and from the evidence introduced at the hearing,
that the community officials are thinking only of the location
of major industries of a scope such as tﬁe Ford installation near
Milpitas and the recently announced Lockheed plant and the General
Motors plant which are going in adjacent to Route 68 and easterly
of Moffett Field. In some respects communities have failed to
realize that -though industry is certain to develop all through

-6
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the area, a great many of such plants will be of medium and
small size and that, therefore, many of the reasons for the
objections which were made to Line C, the recommended line,

will fail to materialize and that the freeway so located instead
of being detrimental will be of material benefit to those areas,
furnishing excellent truck access to plants engaged in medium
and light industry.

Present State Highways existing and planned which traverse
the area are as follows:

Route 68 - the Bayshore leading from San Francisco to San
Jose and southerly.

Route 2 - the El1 Camino Real, likewise leading from San
Francisco to San Jose and southerly, the two
alignments (Routes 68 and 2) joining south of
San Jose to form what is known as the Coast
Route (U.S. 101).

Route 68 is presently the major and fastest route
down the San Francisco Peninsula. Route 2, being
much older and passing through the Peninsula
cities, has a status more nearly that of a wide,
major street.

Route 69 ~ the Eastshore Freeway comes in from Oakland
easterly of the Bay to connect with Route 68 at
the northerly limits of San Jose.

Route 113 -~ leaves Route 2 just south of the city of Mountain
View angling northeasterly to a connection with
Route 69 and Route 5 near Milpitas.

Route 5 -~ Route 5 through this area comes south from Oakland
and Milpitas extending southerly through San Jose
and then southwesterly to Los Gatos and on to
Santa Cruz on the ocean. Proposed is a relocation
of Route 5 as a freeway between Los Gatos and the
intersection of Route 68 with Route 69. The exact
location of this route has been determined and in
any study of the relocation of Route 114, con=-
sideration has to be given to this freeway which
ultimately will lead from Los Gatos to a point
north of San Jose.

Route 1ll4 -~ Present Route 114 leaves the City of Saratoga on
an alignment running straight north to an intersec-
tion with Route 2. Then with an offset of one-
quarter mile to the west, it follows Mathilda
Avenue northeast of north through Sunnyvale to a
connection with Route 68 approximately one mile
east of the east boundary of the United States

-]
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Naval Air Station and approximately one~half mile
easterly with the intersection of Route 113 with
. Route 68. '

Route 42 ~ Between Los Gatos and Saratoga is found a portion
of Route 42 which connects those two cities and
also joins up in the City of Saratoga with Routs
114 leading to the Bayshore Highway and in the
City or Los Gatos with Route 5 leading to Santa

- Cruz. :

PRESENT CONDITION OF ROUTE 114

Between Route 2 and Route 68 the alignment through
Sunnyvale is on a street (Mathilda Avenue) which from Route 2 to
the Southern Pacific Rallroad is a wide 4—-lane city street with

parking on each side. From this point to Route 68 the street is
2-lane. ' :

South of Suhnyvale and Route 2, Route 114 is a narrow,
2=lane highway extending to Saratoga. The portion between

Cupertino and Route 2 -is now being widened to‘'a standard 2-lane
facility with shoulders.

TRAFFIC

At the present time traffic on the section under study
varies between 11,500 vehicles per day at Azule to nearly 16,000
vehicles per day near the E1 Camino Real (Route 2) intersection.
'Peak-hour traffic represents approximately 9% of the daily traffic
and trucks average about 5% of the average daily volume. The
traffic 1s in excess of twice the volume that is considered safe
for a highway of this character. The accident record on this
section of Route 114 is approximately double the state-wide -
average and the 1952-19%5 rate has varied from 5 to 11 accidents
per million motor vehicle miles. The state-wide accident rate

on freeways is slightly over one accident per million motor
vehicle miles.

After intensive study of future traffic, including
making due allowances for the reasonably anticipated, prospective
‘industrial development, its correlated residential development,
increase -in area population and future general vehicle registra-
tion, it is anticipated.that the 1980 traffic on the proposed

Eealignment of Route 114 will equal or exceed 37,000 vehicles per
ay. . .

In any discussion of traffic, present and future on
Route 114, it is necessary to give consideration also to the

following facts:

In connection with Route 68, Route 42 and Route 5, Route
114 provides a major traffic line for a large volume of recrestional

.
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and business traffic moving from the San Francisco Peninsula to
the north Monterey Bay areas, as well as providing a way for

" regular week-day movements from Los Gatos and Saratoga to other

Peninsula points.

Contention was made at the hearing that in the future an
increasing percentage of Route 1ll4 traffic would turn easterly at
its intersection with Route 68. This was based on the theory that
the large industrial plants located, and to be located, west of
the Eastshore Highway (Route 69) and north of the Bayshore Highway
(Route 68) would be draining residential worker traffic from
Cupertino, Sunnyvale and Mountain View, which traffic, taken to-

" gether with vehicles coming through the Saratoga gap from Santa
Cruz and byway communities and destined for Eastshore Bay points,
would out-volume the westerly turning traffic of Route 114 at
Route 68. TFor this reason they asserted Line C-A would be the
proper location for Route 114 between Route 2 and Route 68.

In evaluating the future traffic potential, your Hearing
Commissioners are of the opinion that such advocates fail to take
into consideration the already adopted relocation and the neces-
sary early construction as a freeway of Route 5 between Los Gatos
and its junction with Route 68 north of San Jose and that this
freeway will probably be constructed prior to the construction of
the Route 114 freeway. They have also, in our opinion, failed to
perceive that Sunnyvale and Mountain View residential traffic
moving to those industries will use Route 113 which, as hereafter
noted, is to be reconstructed as a freeway and also.failed to
appreciate that the Eastbay traffic going to and from the ocean-
shore will use the Route 5 freeway. PFurther, that some consider-
able part of the Cupertino and easterly located residential
traffic going to such industries will move east on such routes as
Stevens Creek Road and Homestead Road to the Route 5 freeway.

‘ The Division Engineers have taken all these factors into
consideration in their estimates of 1980 traffic.

Based upon traffic presently on Route 1ll4 just north of
Prospect Avenuse, investigations made by the Division Engineers
show that of this total 100% traffic at that point 57% of the
Sunday movement will be turning northerly to cities on the Penin-
sula north of Mountain View, while only 14% of it will go easterly
-and northeasterly, while of the usual week-day traffic, as shown

by the Monday counts, 46% will go to north points and only 6% move
to the east and northeast.

Presentation was made by Mountain View of studies of
turning movements from city streets in Mountain View onto Route 68.
These figures were in percentages and were entirely different from
the foregoing figures. The representative of this community gave
no figures of the volume of such traffic. It was very apparent
that he was giving no consideration to present highway or future
freeway traffic, that his volumes were infinitesimal with the



present volume of 16,000 vehicles per day on Route 114 and the
potential of 37,000 vehicles in 1980 on the proposed freeway. The. -
witness for Mountain View admitted the futility of his counts when
he said (Transcript page 43), "In a sense, Mr. Chairman, we are '
comparing apples to oranges.”" Even if his figures were of some
value, it was apparent that he gave no consideration to the fact
that Route 113 would eventually be improved to a 4-=lane highway

" between Route 2 and Route 68 and to a full freeway between Route

65 and Route 69 and that when such took effect his figures would
pale into insignificance. '

From the foregoing, it is perfectly evident that Route
114 has to be relocated and reconstructed as a freeway to properly
handle the traffic through the general area of its present routing
and all parties at the hearing were and are in agreement as to :
this fact and also that the location of such a rerouting should be
determined at the earliest possible moment.

At the present time very serious consideration is being
given to a proposal to completely reconstruct present Route 114
between Saratoga and Route 68 to a modern two lane highway with
shoulders. A portion of this is now actually under construction.
It is very possible that the complete section will have to be so
constructed as an interim project before the freeway on the recom-
mended line can be constructed. Other projects in Santa Clara
County having a higher priority will have to be built before the
relocated freeway Route 114, is constructed. Such reconstruction
on present Route 1ll4 very properly fits into the facilities neces-
sary to take care of the ultimate overall traffic pattern of the
entire area. Such reconstruction therefore i1s a very desirable
complement to the traffic requirements even after the construction
of the freeway on the recommended alignment. This conclusion and
the approval of this report by the Highway Commission is not to be
construed as a commitment at this time that such work on present
Route 114 will be done, but this factor, while not determining,
must be taken into consideration in resolving the problem of the
proper location of the freeway Route 114.

CONSTIDERATION OF SUGGESTED VARIATIONS IN ALIGNMENT

Although there was general agreement as to "Line C", yet,
as above noted, there was serious objection by the representatives
of Mountain View to the northerly end of “Line C' and they suggested
an alignment which was designated "Line C-A". Likewise objections
were made as to alignments at the southerly end of the route with
suggested relocations which were sometimes referred to as "Line C-
Alternates™. These objections and our conclusions in relation to
them are as follows: '

-10-
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"Line C=A"

#Line C-A" takes off from "Line C" at a point between ,
Eunice and Levin Avenues, about 3/4 mile south of Route 2, runs
east of north across the Southern Pacific railroad main line
and then turns paralleling the present Route 113 connecting

with Route 68 just east of the intersection of Route 68 and
Route 113.

It is to be noted that the Moffett Field U. S. Naval Air
Station lies northerly of Route 68 and just westerly of this
point. The testimony of the representative of the United
States Navy was to the effect that the United States Naval
Service presently owns land southerly of Route 68 and that it
had available Congressional appropriations for the purchase
of additional lands to safe-guard its landing air approach
zone. This representative pointed out that "Line. C~A" would
directly cross that approach zone, which extended southeasterly
to the City of Sunnyvale, and that they were purchasing and
intend to purchase land which would lie directly in the path
of "Line C~AY", and also lands to the southeast of that point.
This representative pointed out that the average landings
through this zone presently averaged over 800 a day and that,
while there would be diminution in landings due upon the
activating of the new Lemoore Air Field, there would still be
a large volume of landings at Moffett Field. He further
pointed out that jet plane landings were critically dangerous,
that a selection of "Line C~A"™ would bring Route 1ll4 traffic
right through this critical zone and that then, as shown by
the records, a major portion of that traffic would then turn
northwesterly on Route 68, again crossing through that
critical landing zone. :

The State of California does not have condemnation rights
against the Government of the United States of America and
for that reason alone "Line A" or '"Line C-A" could not be estab-
lished at this location even if the facts of traffic demand
*indicated this to be the proper routing. ‘

Comparison of Traffic on "Line C~A" with "Line C" Northerly of the
Junction Point of These Two Alignments.

Taking into consideration that the Route 5 freeway will be con-
structed and that the present alignment of Route 114 may require an
interim project of improvement to a modern conventional highway, as
above noted, before Route 114 is converted to a freeway on a re-
located alignment, it would appear that if a freeway was constructed
on "Line C" from its southern terminus to the point of divergence of
#"Line C-A" from "Line C", the then weighted average 1980 tra%fic de-
mand at that point would indicate that at least 8%% of that traffic
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would be most benefited by the construction of "Line G", as recom-
mended, from that point on to a junction with Route 68 and -that
something less than 12% of that traffic would be benefited by
construction on the "Line C-A", as proposed by the representative
of Mountain View.

Applying these figures to. the 1980 traffic of 20,000 vehicles
per day, which would arrive at the junction of Route 68 with the
relocated Route 114 freeway, we get some important figures: '

If "Line C-A" was the constructed route 17,600 vehicles
would have to travel 2 miles farther to get from the point
recommended for the interchange between "Line C" and Route 68
to the junction point of "Lines C~A-and C", about 3/4 mile
south of Route 2, than if "Line C" was the chosen and con-
structed alignment. (These figures include the reverse
movement.) :

On the other hand, if "Line C" was constructed the "east-
erly" vehicles would follow northerly on "Line C" to its
intersection with Route 113 and then turn northeasterly to
Route 68 or the reverse of this movement. This would require
1,008 vehicles to travel only 3/8 of a mile farther than if
"Line C~A" was the constructed Route 114 freeway.

Thus, the construction of the freeway on the suggested
C-A alignment in preference to the recommended C line north of the
indicated junction point would add a net of over 34,000 vehicle
miles per day for 1980 traffic in their movement to achieve an
air line distance of a little more than 3 miles between the C,
C-A junction and Route 68, the Bayshore Highway.

(( (20,000 vehicles X 88% X 2 miles) - (20,000 vehicles X 12%
X 3/8 mile) = 34,0004 vehicle miles.f)

These facts set forth above on pages 1l and 12 show that

construction along "Line C~A" is not feasible for the following
reasons:?

(1) It is not legally possible to obtain a right of way.

(2) The auto travel way thereon is not a safe way because the

: line lies in the critical approach zone of a major air
field, to-wit, Moffett Field, and such a routing for
Highway 114 freeway would require the major portion of
Route 114 traffic YBB%) to cross this hazardous 2zone a
second time when it turns northward on Route 68.

(3) The traffic analysis shows conclusively that the traffic
demand, present and future, of Route 1ll4 would be mate~-
rially disserved by the selection of the C-A alignment.

—— e e — — — — - —— — —
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It should be pointed out at this place that Route 113 is
already established through this landing approach zone, but traffic
volume on Route 113 is not great nor is it potentially excessive.
Route 68 (Bayshore) unfortunately passes through this landing zone.
It carries a large volume of traffic but there is no satisfactory
rerouting of this highway available to avoid these dangers. There
is no present proposal to remove Route 68 from this danger zone
but construction of Route 114 on Alignment C will substantially
reduce traffic on Route 68 through this area. Materially and un=-
necessarily augmenting traffic through this danger zone is not
desirable. Both Route 113 and Route 68 were established and in
use prior to the establishment of the Moffett Air Field. If con-
ditions make it necessary to change either of these alignments,
then such change will be at an expense not chargeable to the State
of California.

LINE C~ALTERNATE

As above noted, two suggestions were made for the re-~
alignment of Line C near its southern end, one item being between
Homestead Road and McClellan Road and the other between Stevens
Creek Road across McClellan Road to a point on present Route 114
in or near Azule.

The purpose of these modifications of Line C were stated
to be the preservation of certain areas laid out as industrial on
the planning maps of the recently incorporated town of Cupertino.

As to the first item, the routing would have to twice
cross over or under the tracks of the Los Gatos Branch of the
Southern Pacific Railroad Co. and then traverse the community of
Monte Vista or else swing westerly for an unreasonable distance to
skirt the community. Such a change is undesirable from the stand-
point of cost of construction, the increased travel length and the -
unnecessary disruption of the community of Monte Vista.

As to the section southerly of McClellan Road, there the
proposal 1is to move the alignment of the recommended route adja-—
cent to the railroad tracks, the purpose being to preserve for
future industry the area in the triangle between Stelling Road,
McClellan Road and the Southern Pacific tracks. The point was
made that the distance between the proposed Line C and the rail=-
road being approximately 1,000 feet was objectionable. It appears
to the Hearing Commissioners that from the standpoint of industry,
the alignment immediately adjacent to the railroad would prohibit
spur track take-offs from the line and would also increase the
cost to local political units in the event that they ever desired
to carry roads or streets from east to west across the railroad
tracks. The alignment as recommended is far enough away from the

13-
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railroad to permit average or small industries to locate in this
area and enjoy both immediate freeway access and spur track
facilities by take~off from the railroad and that such location

from an industry standpoint is far more desirable thar the suggested
modification of Line C at this point.

RECOMMENDED LINE C BETWEEN ROUTE 2 AND ROUTE 68

In view of the issues raised by the City of Mountain View,
it is desirable to give consideration at this point to the location
of the recommended route between Route 2 and Route 68. In this
connection, it should be pointed out that certain plans of the
communities contemplate the extension of Middlefield Road in the
Palo Alto area southeasterly to a connection with Maude Avenue in
Sunnyvale, thus forming a major city-county traffic routing at a
point midway between the Southern Pacific railroad and the Bay-
shore Highway (Route 68) and also the communities are considering
a similarroute midway between State Highway Route 2 and the Southern
Pacific railroad. One of the objections raised to the section of
Line C under consideration was the difficulty of projecting those
routes across the freeway. The viéew was expressed that the inter-
changes proposed between Line C and Route 113 and at the railroad
and at Moffett Blvd. would block such city-county travel arteries.
It appears that this problem is primarily a matter of design and
therefore lies exclusively in the jurisdiction of the State Highway
- Engineer to be by him adjusted with the communities at the time
freeway agreements are offered for signature. It would appear to
your Hearing Commissioners that there was no insurmountable probelm,
either financial or engineering, that could not be solved if, in
fact, either or both of these proposals for city=-county thorough—
fares are to become actualities.

A further point was raised by the City of Mountain View
about school locations as they are affected by this section of the
freeway. One of these schools is already built on Whisman Avenue
north of the Southern Pacific railroad tracks and easterly of Line
C. The other is simply a location without any structures and it
is situated south of the railroad tracks and westerly of Line C.

It would appear to your Hearing Commissioners that if
schools were so located and the residential area built up to where
‘pedestrian traffic across the freeway becomes a problem, that

problem can be solved by pedestrian overpasses suitably located
to handle the movement.

It is to be noted at this point that the Stevens Creek
Freeway along Alignment C has been on the planning boards of the

-14-




Planning Commission of the County of Santa Clara since 1950, that

in 1953, after full notices, hearings and consultations with the
various cities of the County, the Stevens Creek Freeway was made

a part of the County Master Plan. This plan as a whole was formally
adopted in that year by the Board of Supervisors as to the county
sections and as to the city sections by each city as to its own

part of such Master Plan.

The school sites above referred to were selected since
the date of the adoption of the Master Plan.

It should also be noted that practically all of the zoning
along or near the recommended (Line C) realignment of State Highway
114 has taken place by uncoordinated action of these various
communities since the date of the county-wide Master Plan.

SUMMARY OF -COSTS AND TRAFFIC BENEFITS

Line:--(all costs in thousands)

A B & A
Construction Mileage (Cox Rd. to ,

Route 68) 9.5 8.4 9.9 3.9
Travel Mileage (Cox Rd. to Route 68) 11.6 11.9 9.9 12.0
No. of Improvements 125 66 100 75
C7Sstructio§ Cost 5,950 u,gzo 6,590 -
R and Utilities Cost L70 2 0 3,700 -

Constr. + R/W & Utilities %“'!:2‘0 7,790 10,290
20 Yr. User Costs 75,600 77,300 70,300 79,800
Total Costs to State & Users 85,000 85,100 80,600 -

No figures have been developed as to construction costs
on "Line C-AY or any data on the "Alternate C" modifications in the
neighborhood of Monte Vista. . Division Engineers, however, report
that construction costs on "Line C-A" will be greater than on®"Line C",

On"Line C Alternates"the construction mileage, travel
mileage, construction and right of way costs and user cost would be

substantlally increased over the cost of the section of "Line C",
which "Line C' Alternates"would substitute for.

From the financial standpoint and from the standpoint of
travel mileage and beneflts ‘"Line C" is the most desirable.

-15-




CONCLUSION AND FINDINGS

From the foregoing, your Hearing Commissioners conclude

and specifically find:

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

That prehearing proceedings as required by the resolution
of the California Highway Commission upon the subject

have been specifically complied with, and the matter of the
relocation of Route IV-SCl-llL-A,SJs,Cpo,Sunv,MVw

(Stevens Creek Freeway) and the declaring of the same to

be a freeway is now regularly before the Commission for
conslideration and decision.

That traffic demand and public convenience and necessity
require the realignment and construction as a freeway of
this part of Route 114 at the earliest time consistent
with available finances.

That an early selection of the route for this freeway
and the determination of the precise alignment thereof
is in the public .interest because of the number of
communities involved and the rapid development of the
general area through which the alignment of this route
must pass.,

That it is impossible to select a routing for this free-
way through the general area without in some measure
interfering with the present-day planning programs of

some of the communities effected, though in 1953 a routing
for this freeway was formally adopted as a part of a

Jjoint City and County Master Plan severally adopted.

That the line recommended by the State Highway Engineer
in his memorandum to the California Highway Commission
under date of March 7, 1956 (Line C) is the best, most
practical, and the most desirable alignment of the route
under discussion, and that the same conforms to the line
of the Stevens Creek Freeway as it appears on the Master
Plan of the communities referred to in item (4) above.

That the studied Line C-A urged for adoption at the hear-
ing, here reported, is undesirable from an engineering
and travel standpoint, and further it can not be adopted
because of the prior claims of the United States of

America upon a portion of the area through which Line
C-A must necessarily pass.

That the two studied Line "C Alternate" proposals in the
area near Monte Vista are not desirable because of the
public detriment, which would be avolded by the selection



and construction of either or both of these modifications
of Line C, does not equal the public detriment incurred
in the event that such modifications, or either of them,
were adopted and constructed.

(8) That, weighing all the facts, it is the opinion and find-
ings of your Hearing Commissioners that public convenience
and necessity will be best served by the adoption of
Line C between existing Route 1ll4 north of Azule and Route
68, as recommended by the State Highway Engineer.

RECOMMENDATION

The undersigned Hearing Commissioners therefore recommend
that the California Highway Commission adopt the alignment of State
Highway IV-3Cl-114-~A,SJs,Cpo,Sunv,MVw (Stevens Creek Freeway),
recommended by the State Highway Engineer in hls memorandum to the
Commission under date of March 7, 1956 and that the same be
declared a freeway.

Resﬁectfully submitted,

%%ﬁ‘/lw M/AD'I-\}
ember and Vice Chalrman

+ California Highway Commission.

7
/( ncﬁﬁu /me)(; /%’Jd,/f%;%gy

Msmber '
California nghway Commission,

Dated:
October 17, 1956
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EXHIBIT B
SUMMARY OF PRESENTATIONS AND PETITIONS
PRESENTATIONS
(1) Pavoring Line C in its entirety
(A) City of Sunnyvale H. K. Hunter, City Manager
(B) County of Santa Clara : Karl J. Belser, Director
(Master Plan of cities and of Planning
county formally approved 1953)
Cg City of Palo Alto R. E. Andrews, Director of
D) City of Los Altos ) Planning
E) Los Altos Business and )

Property Owners' Association) Irving L. Atkinson, Mayor
P) Los Altos Chamber of Commerce)
Gg Los Altos Realty Board )
H) Unofficial representative

out of Mountain View . . Lloyd Baker
(2) Favoring Modified Line C Alternates

(A) Alternate C(1)
Move line adjacent to Los Gatos rail line track
City of San Jose M. H. Antonacci, Director of
Planning

(B) Alternate C(2)
Move line west of Southern Pacific track commencing near
Homestead Road and Marine Avenue, returning across the
railroad to C Line, or
Alternate C(1) '
Somewhere south and east of Monte Vista ‘
City of Cupertino Warner M. Wilson, Mayor

(3) Against Line C north of Eunice Avenue to Route 68 and
Favoring Line C-A from this point to Route 68
(Philip Lawler, City Manager
City of Mountain View (C. L. Wheeler, Jr.,
Consultant Planner

PETITIONS

1l Petition of 75 signatures favoring present Route 114 and
against Line C.

1 Petition of 41 signatures approving Line C

1l Petition of 30 signatures opposing Line C



EXHIBIT B
page 2

1 Petition of 25 signatures opposing a line near Bernardo Ave.
(Line A and Line C-A are so located)

1 Petition of 27 signatures (same).

1 Petition of 192 signatures favoring Line C and opposing Line A.
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August 16 1956 - < et
: APPROVED_ .,
RE: CE on F‘Q/E}‘GG

VERNON KILPATRICK
{

Gentlemen:
e
The Subcommittee on Highways of the Assembly ——s
Interim Committeée on Conservation, Planning and Public
Works has scheduled the hearings outlined in the . enclosed
notices for the remainder of its interim work. The,"
purpose of the hearings is to receilve testimony_fromj‘ _
the California State Division of Highways, local Jjuris- '
dictions, and interested clvic groups in the following ‘
matters:

The degree and timing of loecal partiéipation -
in the location of highways and freeways. -

Legal and procedural factors involved in 1and
acguisition,

The effect of the timing of location, deeign,
and condemnation on acqulsition processes,

Consideration of the effect alternate‘routes
wlll have on community values,

The impact of federal highway legislation on
financing of State highway systems, .

| As indicated on the agenda for these heafihga,
other matters related to the effect of highway procedures
on communitles and persons will be considered,

You are invited to attend any or all of the
hearings and submit testimony. It would assist in the
planning of the hearings 1f you were to advise us at
what hearing you will appear and what subject you propose
to discuss, It would also be helpful if your testimony
were prepared in writing for our records,

Please dlrect your correspondence regarding
these hearings to Patricia Herrick, 3142 Capitol Annex,
State Capitol, Sacramento,

RICHARD J. DOLWIG, Chairman
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NOTICE OF HEARINGS

JACK SCHRADE
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RESBARCH DIRECTOR

PATRICIA HERRICK
BXCRETARY

SUBCOMMITTEE ON HIGHWAYS

SEPTEMBER 12, 1956
10:00 A.M,

ENCINITAS, CALIFORNIA
SAN DIEGUITO UNION HIGH SCHOOL

Location and routing of freeways - principles and
practices, relation between local Jurisdictlons,
Division of Highways, and the State Highways =~
Commission, {Agreement between local jurisdictions
and the Department of Public Works on highway loca-
tion before real propéerty 1s purchased or condemned,
H. R. #89,. ,Special Session 1956 Legislature.)

a., Locatlon of freeway from Miramar junctlon and
Carlsbad.
b. Overpass location 1n El1 Cajon.

SEPTEMBER 13 and 14, 1956 LOS ANGELES, ‘CALIFORNIA
10:00 A.M, POLICE DEPARTMENT S )
AUDITORIUM, 150 S, Los Angeles St,

Escape routes for trucks in mountainous area
{(Ridge route.)

Drainage and highway;problems - responsibility and

pollcles of State DIvislon of Highways - policiles

for adjusting culvert sizes when flow characterictics
change.

Condemnation and Land Acquisition

&, Procedures of Division of Highways relative
to valuation (uniformity of practice and
application,)

b. Proposed changes in court procedure,

(1) Recommendation for posting with court
90% of offer at time of initial condem-

nation or entry, with final payment to



e,

(2)
property owner to come at time of
adjudication and Jjudgment.

(2) Effect on leases by condemnation procedure,

Recommended substantlive changes in laws
affecting land acquisition.

Design pfocedures and their effect on
condemnation.

Timing of locatlon, design, condemnation,
and constructilon.

4, Revenues of State Division of Highways

SEPTEMBER

September
7:00 P.M,

1.

Operation of rental properties,
Sales of excess lands,

011 and gas leases andthe dispositlion of these
revenues,

Payments to localitlies in lleu of taxes for

properties not immedlately used for highway
purposes, ‘

24 and 25, 1956 REDWOOD CITY, CALIFORNIA

24, 1956- Supervisors Chambers
Hall of Justlice and Records
Redwood Clty

Location and routing of freeways - principles
and practices, relation between local Juris-
dictions, Division of Highways, and State High-
way Commission.

a, Western Freeway ln San Francisco

V//%. Stevens Creek Freeway 1n Santa Clara County.

2,

¢, Proposed Juhipero Serra Freeway and around

the Bay Interstate Route,

Consideration of the effect alternate routes

wIIl have on community values as required in
A, B, 65, Special Session 1956 Legislature -
Streets and Highways Code, Section 75.5




(3)

September 25, 1956 City Hall, Council Chambers
10:00 A .M, Redwood Clty

1. Agreement between local Jurisdlctlons and
Department of Publlic Works on hlghway locatlon
before real property is puchased or condemned -
(H. R, #89, Special Session 1956 Legislature.)

2. Impact of Federal Highway Leglslation on
TInancing of state highway system.

a, Need for reallocation of present highway
tax funds in terms of total dollars spent
and budgeted versus inventory of needs
for: ‘

(1) State highways
(2) County roads
(3) Major city streets

3. Revenue bond authorization to permit localitiles
to construct limited access faclllities with
pledge of future gas tax monles,

#* % % H ¥ X F R X X ¥

Members of Subcommittee on Highways:

Richard J. Dolwlg, Chairman

Thomas W, Caldecott

Sheridan N. Hegland

Vernon Kilpatrick

Francis C, Lindsay

Patrick D, McGee

Charles W. Meyers ~
Allen Miller




“'COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA | |
kOffice of the BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

A. W. BROWN, 1ar DISTRIOT . ' BANTA CLARA CounTY OFFicE BLOG. ® Civic CENTER -
SAM P. DELLA MAGGIORE, ZND DISTRIOT, CHAIRMAN . FIRST AND ROBA STREETSH, SAN Jogg, CALIFORNIA
Ep. R. LEVIN, 3rD DIaTRICT : .

J. M. MEKINNON, 4TH DiaTRICT
WALTER -3. BABPAR, STH DiaTRIQY
RICHARD OLBDN, CLERK OF THE BOARD

August 3, 1956

‘Ret Your Letter of July 6th
Highway Project Recommendations

Mr. Edward W. Sipe, Manager
Central Coast District.
California State Chember of Commerce

350 Bush Street
San Francisco h, California
Dear Sirs | B 7
‘Subject recommehdations attached to youf ietter
dated July 6, 1956, was anproved by fhe Board of Super-
visors on July 16th. -
o ~ Very trulﬁ yours,

EOARD OF SUPERVISORS

By o
Clark of the Board

- GOPY
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A STATE GHAMBER OF GOMMERGE

A GRICULTURE A N D I NDUSTRY

OFFICES « BACRAMENTO * SANTA RDBA* BAN FRANCIBCO +9TDCKTON«FREANO - LOS ANGELES

1350 B U S H S TREET - S AN FRANCISCO 4 + CALIFORNIA

CARL F. WENTE

President

W. C. MULLENDORE

st Vice-President

JOHN E. CUSHING
2nd Vice-Prosident

EDWARD R. YALENTINE
3:d Yice-President

NEIL PETREE

Treosurer

JAMES MUSSATTI
General Manager

Directors
A. O. BECKMAN
MILO W. BEKINS
ANDERSON BORTHWICK
ASA V, CALL
JOHN E. CUSHING
LLOYD W. DINKELSPIEL
ADRIEN J. FALK
GERALD H. HAGAR
ROBERT A. HORNBY
PRESTON HOTCHKIS
EDGAR C. HUMMEL
WILLARD W. KEITH
J. H. KINDELBERGER
L. M. KLAUBER
JOSEPH R. KNOWLAND
FREDERICK J. KOSTER
ALFRED J. LUNDBERG
HARVEY A, LYNN
A. C. MATTEI
A. J. McFADDEN
ROBERT L. MINCKLER
HARRY A. MITCHELL
W, C. MULLENDORE
STUART O'MELVENY
NEIL PETREE
T. H. RICHARDS, JR,
D. J. RUSSELL
FRANK M. SHAY
JAMES E. SHELTON
M. B, SILBERBERG
EMERSON SPEAR

ROBERT GORDON SPROUL

FRANK R. STOCKTON
M. R. SULLIYAN
N. R. SUTHERLAND
IRYING J. 5YMONS
F. W. TARR
EDWARD R. YALENTINE
JOHN 5. WATSON
CARL F. WENTE
MELVYILLE E. WILLSON

July 6, 1956

Mr. Frank H, Thill, County Executive

Santa Clara County
First and Rosa Streets
San Jose, California

Dear Frank:

Attached is the list of highway projects for Santa
Clara County which were proposed at the recent

_meeting held in San Jose.

We would appreciate it

if you would check this list for any corrections “—
or omissions and return it to us at your earliest

convenience.

We have also sent a copy of the projects to Mr,
Leonard Bushnell, Road Commissioner of Santa

Clara County.

May we also at this time express on behalf of our
Highway Chairman A. H. Clark, Loran Vanderlip, and
myself, our thanks for your fine cooperation in
making the Highway Projects Meeting for Santa Clara
County a real success. There wes & fine representa-
tion from all areas of your county and I am sure
there is an overall good feeling on the.project

recommendations,

Kindest personal regards.

EWS/ef j

Sincerely,

it e

Edward W. Sipe, Maneger
Central Coast District

parg_ JUL 161956

APPROVED ,ﬂ/ ,é.

RE: CE cc pe Eye







A.

B.

HIGHWAY PROJECT RECOMMENDATIONS

SANTA CLARA COUNTY

Proi ects for Construction and Right-of-Way Allocations
8 category should include projects for consideration within the
1957-58 fiscal year (or in the immediate future).

Project

1. Los Angeles-San Francisco Free-
way (Bayshore, State Route 68) San
Mateo County Line to Eastshore Free-

way.

2, Oakland-Santa Cruz Freeway (Rte 5)
Bayshore Highway to lLos Gatos,. .

Note: The above two projects have the same
priority equivalency.

3. Sunnyvele-Saratoga Road (Rte llh)

Sunnyvale to Saratoga.

L. Alum Rock Avenue (Rte 115),

Miles

1h.2

10.5

9.k

3.1

Iggrovement

Coﬁpleté construction
(portions).

Complete consgtruction.

Interim improvements
throughout entire length
of route. Plan for li-lanes.

Maulti-lane consgtruction.
Acquire 104' R/W,

Projects for Surveys, Designs, and Advance Rights-of-Way Acquisition

s category should include projects for which preliminary plans

should be made,

Project

1. Los Angeles-San Francisco Free-
way (State Rte 2) Ford Road to

®lroy.

2. Stevens Creek, Bayshore Freeway

to Junipero Serrz Freeway.

3. EL Cemino Real (Rte 2) Sumnyvale

to Santa Clara.

4. Monterey Road (Rte 2) Tully Road

to FPord Road.

5. Oakland Road, San Jose-Los Gatos
Road (Rte 17), Alameda Gounty Line to

Los Gatose

Miles

20.0

5.6
3.7

L5

1L.7

Improvement
ﬁesignate location.

Designate 1ocation, adopt
into State Highway System.
Improve to l-lanes.

Improve to l-lanes.

Improve to Y-lanes,




* SANTA CLARA COUNTY “ . o

C. Projects for Long-tem Planning

s category should include projects not incorporated in A or B (abovs)
but which should be included in a long range (ten-year) program.

Project Miles Improvement

1. State Rte 32 (SSR 152) from San ﬁeconstruct.ion.
Felips to Gilroy. .- )

2. El Camino Real, University Ave. 18.0 Widen to 6-lanes.
(Palo Alto) to Sante Clara City Limits.
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CHAIRMAN OF THE
CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMIBEION

’ Boodtuin J. Wnight '
OFFICE OF THE o Guovernor :

DIRECTOR OF PuBLIC WORKS

Ualifornia Hightoay Cononission
SACRAM;NO'].'SO;. ::ls._IFORNlA

July 5, 1956

Board of Supervisors

of Santa Clara County
County Court House
San Jose, California

Gentlemen:

On June 20, 1956, the California Highway Com-
mission gave consideration to the request of your Board
that a public hearing be held with respect to a proposed
freeway location of State Highway Road IV-SCl-114-A,Cpo,
Sunv,MVw, between existing Route 114 north of Azule and
Route 68 (State Sign Route 9).

Action was taken by the Commission in setting
the date of August 2, 1956, starting at 2:00 p.m. for a
public hearing to be held in the Fremont High School
Auditorium (between Cupertino and Sunnyvale%

Your Board is invited to attend this meeting
and present any recommendations which you may care to
make with respect to the proposed relocation.

Very truly yours,

SR

G. N. COOK
Assistant Secretary

DATE JUL 16 1956

AFPROVED

RE: CE cc pe ENG
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GOODWIN J. KNIGHT

G T Meccoy » GOVERNOR OF CALIFORNIA n FRANK B. DURKEE
BTATE HIGHWAY ENGINEEN : - DIRECTOR

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Department of Public AWorks

SACRAMENTO
P ot womxs utLpiNe July 9, 1956 vl
P. O, BOX 1409
BACRAMENTO 7
IV-3SM,SCl,SCr-Var
56-4T8

County Clerk
Santa Clara County
San Jose, Californiea
Dear Sir:
There 18 enclosed for filing in your office
pursuant to Chapter I of Divislon 5, Title I of
the Government Code, certified copy of Final Report
of Work done and expenditures made on day labor work

in Santa Clara County, Day Labor Work Order No.
56~4T8, road 1V-SM,SCl,SCr-Var,

Very truly yours,

G, T, McCOY
State Highway Engineer

By H. C. McCARTY
Encl, ' Office Engineer

A~ «%>1r</£i

Y:
Assistont Office Enginesr




FOHIGHMUATS
pIISION OF it
CRAMEY
S%ECEVLU
DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
DISTRICT IV

: 09
June 27, 1956 4ise JUi 29 M 9

IV-SM,SC1,3Cr-Var.
D.L.W.C. 56-,T8

FINAL REPCRT

MT'Q.Gd T. McCoy
State Hlighway Engineer
Sacramento, California

Dear Sir:

Submitted for'your consideratlon 1s
FINAL REPORT
 FOR
THE PAINTING OF TRAFFIC STRIPING
ON
VARIOUS SECTIONS OF HIGHWAYS
'IN THE COUNTIES OF

SAN MATEO, SANTA CLARA AND SANTA CRUZ

ON

Iv-sm,s¢1,8¢r-2,55,56,105; 2,5,113; 32,67-Var

F. H. Blair Highway Superintendent



I. GENERAL

A, Description

The work as originally contemplated consisted of the
painting of trafflc stripes and pavement markings on various
sections of highways in San Mateo, Santa Clara and Santa Cruz
Counties on Roads IV-SM,SC1,SCr-2,55,56,105; 2,5,113; 32,67-Var.
These sections of highways were resurfaced under Contract

No. 55-4TC67.
Bs Proeliminary Estimate of Costs

Striping and pavement markings $ 11,200.00
C. Bldders

There were no bidders on this project. The work was
approved for day labor by the Director on August 11, 1955..

D. Chronologlical Statement

Work requested, D. O. No., 3785 July 1, 1955
Work approved . August 18, 1955
Work started July 7, 1955
Work completed April 23, 1956

E. Supervision

The work was supervised by Highway Superintendent F. H,
Blalr. ’

F. Construction Materials

P.0. Vendor Items Quantity Amount
| ‘ ) .
Acct. 150 Stores White Paint 2,220 gals. $ L,657.72
" m " Black Paint 5 gals. 130.29
" Beads 13,725 1bs. 1,674.43
II. STATEMENT OF FUNDS AND EXPENDITURES
A. Expenditures
l. Construction Funds
Operating Expenses h62 %h
Selaries ,020.6l
Equipment Rental 677{79
Total $ 11,160.87
B. FPFunds
Construction Allotment $ 11,200.00
56-4T8



-y
-~ D .
]

Balance to be reverted 39.13
(June, 1956)

| Funds expended $ 11,160.87

’ III. UNIT COST

. Traffic stripes and pavement markings were palnted on
various sectlions of freeways after the blanket was placed. 4
unlt cost break-down of thls work 1s not practical.

The cost for striping totaled $ 11,160.87

IV. CERTIFICATE

. In accordance with the provisions of Chapter I of Division
5, Tigle 1 of the Govermmeht Code, I hereby certify that to the
best of my knowledge and bellef, the information in thils report is
a true and accurate record of the day labor work performed under

| . authority of Day Labor Work Order 56-4T8. '

Yours véry truly,

ORIGINAL SIGNED B¥
J. P. SINCLAIR
Je Po Sinclair
District Engineer



DAY LABOR WORK ORDER NO. S6- 47 &

ROAD U= S M S | L= Vg

No englneering charges stand against this work,

The servlices of other public employees in connecticn
with this work are not included in thie statement,
the proportion of their salaries, attributable to
such activities, being charged unsegregated agalinst
the State Highway Fund.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA :

. e
: y S8,
County of Sacramentc:

I, &, T. McCoys being duly sworn depcse

arnd say: That I am the State Highway Engineer
and I have read the foregoing report, and know
the contents therecf, and that the same is true
of my own knowledge, except as to thoee matiers
which are therein stated on my information orr
belief, and as to those ma%tters, I believe it
to be true,

Subseribed and sworn to before ms

; Public “in and for the’County
of Ss&tramento, State of California
~ hipha G, Caiching
Notary Pubti ia ¢zl for T0» Couely of
Sacramenig, &g chusiionia

My Comemission expires April 30, 1957




Uaroh 26, 1956

RE: IV.3Cl-1l4<A, Cpo, Sunn, NVu

Mr, G, 7. HoCoy

E€tate Highway Cnginoor

150 Oak Ctreet

C€an Francisco 2, California

Att: B, W, Booker, Asslistant

Btate Highvay Englneer
Dear Bir:

It 1g tho requeat of the Board of Supervioorse
that a hearing be held in the matter of the relocation
and improvement ac a freeway of a portion of Gtote High-
way Route 114, in Santa Clara County, betveen oxicting
Route 114, North of Azule and Route 68.

Very truly yours,
BOARD OF SUPERVIZORS

Clerk of the doard

cc: Leonard Bushnell, County Engineer
& Road Co'niscioner




. . STATE OF CALIFORNIA ‘

/ b DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

- DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

DISTRICT IV
180 OAK STREET
SAN FRANCISCO 2, CALIFORNIA

UN DERHILL 3-0222
ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO

P. O. BOX 3366, RINCON ANNEX PLEASE REFER

SAN FRANCISCO 19 M&I“ch 23 s 1956 7O FILE NO.

IV-3Cl-114-4,Cpo,Sunv,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 11k, in Santa Clara
County, between existing Route 1ll, north of Azule and Route 68.

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

The Commission desires to have before 1t for consideration
all pertinent data in order that it may act for the best Interest
of the state.

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

If your Honorable Board considers that a public hearing
in the matter of this proposed relocation is necessary, the
Commission will hold or cause to be held such a hearing. If your
Honorable Board considers that a public hearing in the matter is

unnecessary, will you please so advise by regular resolution of .
your Board.

If further presentation or explanation of this matter is
required, please so advise the undersigned so that a representative

gf tgis office can be present at the next regular meeting of your
card.

Your cooperation in this matter will be appreciated,
Sincerely,

G. T, McCOY
State Hlghway Engineer

By //)_> y_\/
B. W. BOOKER W

* BEnclosure Assistant State Highway Engineer-
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- “Proposed State Highway” on this map was selected and adopted as

. County between existing Route 114 ndrih of Azule and

BEGINNING OF ROUTE ADOPTION

ROUTE 42
To Sarafo:JGapf

Approval Recommendcd:

T Planning Engineer
: Approved:_,:.._4_“,______ e 19

State Highway Engineer
Civil Engineer—License No.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

' DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

MOFFETT
~FIELD

u.s.navaL ROUTE OF PROPOSED

S\ AIR STATION - gTATE HIGHWAY
SN IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY
RN BETWEEN EXISTING ROUTE |14

"~ NORTH OF AZULE,
AND
| ROUTE 68

MAP SHOWING

I hereby certify'. that by resolution of th'.ne California Highway
Commission adopted = -~ T - the route marked

the route for a portion of State Highway Route //4 /n Sonta Claro

*@g §ta +e"'mg/“§?z§g’{°_ﬂb\‘

Route 68
Lotecks N SCi-114-A,Cpo,Sunv,MVw
C s - . Secretery - .. S, e Scale in Feet :
. Cz]{form.a nghw»a.y Commission .. e = - 2 FEBRUARY {956
o e - L .0 1850 3700 7400 : S :




Mr. B. V. Booker,

Assistant State Highwiy Engineer,
Division of Highwayu,

150 Oak Street,

San Francisco 2, Calif,

Dear Mr. Booker: LT

The City Council of the Clty of Los Altos haaxai\& N
expressed 1ts concern over the isposqiple trafile-
situation at the intersection p \Route 9 (Sunnyvale~-
Saratoga Road) and Fremont R ¢ /County of

Santa Clara,

We discussed this matter infon
last year, at whilch ti wva.)
signalization of tha : ould\
shortly as part of
State Route,

with your Dlvision
rred that full
accomplished

We are stlll faced
zltuation and

dite e greatest degree possible,

such work
I there tance we can give you in this matter,
please ¢ '

Yours very truly,

0. Clarence 0O, litt,
WV.m Mayor
cc Board of Supervisorsc
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RAVENSWOOD BOOSTERS

EAST PALO ALTO, CALIFORNIA

January 4, 1956

The Honorabie Board of Supervisors
County of Santa Clara
San Jose, California

Gentlemen:

The Ravenswood Boosters Club of East Palo Alto, a civic organ-
ization dedicated to the betterment of East Palo Alto Area, has
seen fit to make the following request in the interest of public
safety of residents not only from this immediate area but in San

Mateo County, Santa Clars County and all motorists using the Bay-
shore Highway.

As the club hnderstands the present Unliversity Avenue Interchange
will have the limlt of work set at the San Francisquito Creek

(or the San Mateo-Sante Clara County line}. Ordinerily this would
be a natural boundry, but the ever increasing traffic to Embarcadero
Road (a%proximately 4 miles) and the new East Palo Alto Branch Post

Office (approximately 2 miles) has made this 4 mile stretch a pos-
sible death row. '

We all know that life and limb cannct be measured in dollars sand
cents. "AN OUNCE OF PREVENTION IS WORTH A POUND OF CURE".

Anything your body could do to bring this matter to the attention
of the proper authorities would be sincerely appreclated by the
Ravenswood Boosters and the entlre communlty of East Palo Alto.

Yoyrs ip t Interest of Public Safety
, e
JD:ES ack Denton

%M%W Cor. Sec. Rav. Boosters

pare  FEB 14 1956

APPROYED

RE: CE CC PC ENG

Roodlerd fom a Better Gomnzumty, foz Betten Schools, Better FHomes



ADDREES ALL COMMUNICATICNS TO

® _ooowen @
DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

DISTRICT 1V
180 OAK STREET

B8AN FRANCISCO 2. CALIFORNIA
UN DHRHILL 3.0222

P, O. BOX 3366, RINCON ANNEX

8AN FRANCIBCO 18 January 23 ’ 1956 PLEABE REFER

TO FILE NoO.

4QT1211-R
IV-5C1-114-A

Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of Santa Clara

Santa Clara County Office Building
Civic Center

First and Rosa Streets

San Jose, California

Gentlemen:

An invitation is extended to your Honorable Board
to attend a public meeting to be held at 2:00 p.m. on
Friday, February 17, 1956, in the Auditorium of the
Mountain View Union High échool at Mountain View, for
the purpose of acquainting officials and interested
individuals with information which has been developed
in connection with location studies for a freeway on the
portion of State Sign Route 9 between Azule and the
Bayshore Highway. RS

This meeting will be announced in the public press
and local officials of Mountain View, Sunnyvale and
Cupertino and members of the County Technical Staffs
have been invited.

Yours very truly,

¥~ VM DD sur e ——
B. W. BOCKER
Asst. State Highway Engineer

JAN
DATE 30 1956

APPROYTR

RE: CE c2 pe Eng

. e
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January 18, 1956

Mre¢, Audrey Jacobson
Committes for the Extension

of Bayshore Frontage Roads
754 Los Robles '
Palo Alto, California '

Dear Mrs, Jacobson:
Your letter regarding the frontage roads at

Embarcadero and Bay Shore Highway was read be-
fore the Board of Suparvisors on Monday, Janu-

ary 16.

The County Executive and County Engineer
were ashed to be sure that consideration of your
problem will be given during future discussions
with the State Division of Highways. You can be
sure that this will be done.

FRANK H, THILL
County Executive

FHT:e0 '
cc: Board of Supervisors
County Engineer



Los Gatos UHAMBER%F COMMERCE .

137 WEST MAIN STREET [ TELEPHONE Elgato 4-1746

Nestled In the beautiful wooded western foothills,

g LOS GATOS, CALIFORNIA ® overlooking famous Santa Clara Valley . ., .

January 3, 1956

Board of Supervlsors
Santa Clara County

Filrst & Roaa Streets
San Jose, California

Gentlemen:

The Los Gatos Chamber of Commerce ls in the process of
organizing a Freeway Beautiflcation Committee to co-
operate with state, county and city planners in a pro-
gram of planting aend landscaping the new Freeway and
Cross-Town Connection to be completed thils year.

The first meeting wlll be held

Thursday evening, January 12 at 8:00
In the Little Theatre, Los Gatos Hlgh School

Karl Belser, County Planning Director, will outllne
plens to date and indicate the type of asslstance
needed from our Committee.

Since this is a project of area=-wlde interest, 1lmpor-
tant to the entire County, we wish to extend an invi-
tation to the Board of Supervisors to send representa-
tion to the meeting on the evenlng of January 1l2th.

Respectfully yizjs,

Afford E. Sobey

Chairman, Freeway Beautification,
Commlttee

By e

DATE JAN 9 - 1958

APPROVED
RE: CE CC PC ENG

SANTA CLARA COUNTY « « ¢« THE VALLEYQOF HEART'S DEJL! .HTT ““;7

] ‘ O la 57




RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the unprecedented growth of residential and industrial
areas of the County of Santa Clara has'placed;a severe burden on

the local and State highways systems situated in said County, and

WHEREAS, the State Highway Cormission has proposed and 1is
presently constructing Route 5 which will do much to divert cross-
County traffic off local highw&ys and thereby diminish the traffie
problems of sald County, and

WHEREAS, the early completion of this and other simllar projects
in the County will do much to benefit the health, welfare and safety
of the residents therein;

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of Supervisors-of the County of Santa
Clara do hereby commend thé State Hlighway Commission for the out-
standing work it has done in hastening the completion of said Route
5 and other construction to eliminate critlcal traffic congestion in
sald County, and does further respectfully urge that said Commission
continue to give these projects its undivided interest and attention

in order that the work thereon may be completed at the earliest

practicable date.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County

of Santa Clara, State of California, this 8th day of August, 1955,
by the following vote: | :

AYES: Supervisers,Bresm. DellaMaggiore, Gaspar, Levin, McKinncn
NOES: Supervisors, yone

ABSENT:  Supervisors, None

~' ./44L$1Aa,
Chairman f‘fhe Boari/é Supervisors

ATTEST: RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of
‘ he Board of Supervisors

P L . T -—"!' t - .
¢ SMW:hQ;:B-8-55 j-c to Chamber 8/15
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CIVIC AUDITORIUM BUILDING

PHONE CYpress 3-3161 ® SAN JOSE 13, CALIFORNIA

l”/ July 29, 1955.
page  AUG 8- 1955 |
Mr. Frank H. Thill, : Powuhg
County Executive, AFPROVED . .
Civic Center, =TT
First and Rosa Streets, RE: CE CC PC ENG

8an Jose, California. | =t e

ey Y

Dear Mr, Thill:

It was agreed by the Sean Jose Chamber of Commerce County-wide Highway
Committee that our most importent major uncompleted state highway within
Senta Clara County at the present time is Route #5 between Bayshore High-
way in the City of San Jose and the City of los Gatos.

In view of the necessity for immediate construction of this Freeway, a
hearing before the California ay Commission has been arranged for

11:15 a,m. on Thursday, August 18, 1955, in the Pyblic Works Bullding,
1120 "N" Street, Sacramento.

In order that our appearance may be most effective in the limited time
allotted for our presentation, it will be sincerely appreciated, and of
benefit to all, if you will agsist us as follows:

First, have a resolution or statement prepared and adopted
pointing out the seriousness of the present situation from your
point of view and the desirability of immediate construction. As

a guide, a copy of the Resolution adopted by the San Jose Chamber
of Commerce 1s enclosed,

Second, arrange for at least one representative to be present

at the above hearing to represent your interests in this urgent
matter.

Third, send us a copy of the resolution adopted together with

. the name or names of your representatives who will attend the hear-
ing. We will eppreciete having this information on or before
August 15,

Thank you for your cooperation.

Cordially yours,

e -5 c&@dwm—

'k C. Vincent,
sistant Msnager.

Jev/obpa

enclosure

ot ot
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WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

RESOLUTION

- e e o " m e e

the County of Sante Clara and the entire bay erea are experiencing
an unprecedented growth which hes increased the volume of traffic
on all our arteriels, delays to the general publiie, inconvenience
to the residents and business people of owr community and traffic
hazards, and

a lerge volume of weekend and holiday traffic to and from the

San Francisco and Emst bay areas, the northern San Joaquin Valley
and south Sacramento Valley funnels through and around San Jose
en route to the Santa Cruz aree, and

most of this extreme situation is created because the proposed
Route 5 Freewey has not been completed from Sen Jose to Los Gatos
and, therefore, causes the high degree of overloading of our
clty streets, county roads and state highways,

NCW, THEREFCRE, BE IT RESOLVED that the S8San Jose Chamber of Commerce

ATTEST:

hereby strongly recommends and urgently requests that the Cali-
fornia State Higaway Commigsion give full consideration to
including the total costs for the construction of Route 5 from
the Bayshore Highwey to Los Gatos in the 1956-57 Highwey
Budget. :

Adopted this 29th day of July,
1955:

Board of Directors
San Jose Chamber of Commerce
Sen Jose, California

Russell E. Pettit, Manager
San Jose Chamber of Commerce
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RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors of the County of
Senta Clara, hereby rescind its previous Resolution waiving publie
heafinge 6n the re-~location of Highwaj iOl in any aresa 6r areas
situnted Letween the southern limits of the City of San Jose and
the northern limits of the City.qf Gliroy;

BE IT FﬁRTHER RESOLVED that the Clerk of this Board is hereby
directed to transmit a certified copy of this Resolution to the
State Division of Highways and reqﬁest them to explore the poésibiiities
of placing the proposed freeway along the eastern foothills;

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of
Santa Clara, State of California, this lst dey of August, 1955, by
the following vote:

AYE3: Supervisors, Brown, DellaMaggiore, Levin, McKinnon, Gaspar
NOES: Supervisors, None

ABSENT: Supervisors, None

»
/
Chalrman o ) ard/éf—Eﬁberyisora
. )

ATTEST: RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of
the Board of Supervisors
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Tho following motion is submittod for your oonsiderations

That tho Board of Suporvisors today rosoinds its provious aotion in
rogard to tho Henteroy highway freevay and in deferonce 'to tho desiros of the
pooplo of tho couthern ond of tho county requests tho State Division of Highe
ways to furthor oxplore the poosibilitics of pleoing the proposed frocwvay
along tho euabv;oothins; furthor the Board of 8upervisors wishos to sxfurx8 state
that its provious walver of furthor hearings &x is horoby rosoinded and that
it heroby givos notioe to tl» 3tate Division of Highweys theb waivor of futuro

hoaringe is not piven due to the looal oircumstancoss

&

S
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"COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA

‘ ‘Office of the BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

A. W. BROWN, 18T DiaTRiDT " BANTA CLARA COUNTY OFFICE BLDD. » Civic CENTER

SAM P. DELLA MAGBGIORE, 2ND DIgTRICT FIRBT AND ROEA STREETH, SAN JOBE, CALIFORNIA
ED. R. LEVIN, 3ro DisTRICT '

J. M. MCKINNDN, 4TH DiaTRICT )
WALTER S. BABRAR, STH DISTRICT, CHAIRMAN
RICHARD DOLBON, CLERK OF THE BOARD

MB‘M# 2 _ 3-955

Ret IVeSCL=24C; G31 HgH,B IV~1173

’ H!‘b D W, Beoker
Asot. State Bighway Engincer
150 COak Streot
- Gan ¥ Francisco 2, culifbrnia

Dear Bivt . :

Eucleaeﬁ plsata find 3 capiaa(cavtifiud) of reaolution
ressinding resolution adopied by the Easr& of Gupavvisora
-on July 11, 2955 .

It 1a now reqncsteﬂ that the State D&vauaon of ﬁighwuya
hold publ&o haarings on ehn prﬂpcaua relocaﬁioa cf Highuuy
1) N oL

Very truly yours,
DOATD OF GUPERVISORS

R o v g T

BOPY



Auusy 2, 195%

Hes xv_ascuauc, 631 RBed,P EVe1173

%ﬁ‘f@‘é&ﬁ"fﬁﬁm Engineor
] /2 Fidat] gingoyr
150 Ceh Streot

Sen Froncisco 2, Celifornias

Dear Sipt _
nolosed ploage £ind 3 coptus{cortificd) of tssolution
resoinding rosolutlion adopied by the Board of Supervisors
on July 11, 3955, |
It 19 now requeatod that theo State Divisivn of Highways
hold public hearings on the propoied relocetion of Highwey
101, |
Very sruly yours,
BOATD OF SUFLRVIZONS

Tierk of the Coard |
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July 13, 19‘55

Iv.1173

Ve Fo We Ecoker J
Asst. State Biphuay Engincer

150 Pak Dtroot

fan Pronoisco 2, California

C Attt I, P, Stncleir, Dist, Ingineer
Yiear SiApt
Tncloosd plevse find throe cortifliocd corlee of
raselution approving sub jcct malttor (r&location of

State Highway Joute 2 bstween 0.} mils south of Thomas
Road anc¢ Ford Road).

YVery traly youra,
RoAID OF SUGPERVISORS

By
“Cierk of the Eoard

cct Lecnard Eushnel) with resol,
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. STATE OF CALIFORNIA O

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

o DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
7@

DISTRICT IV
180 OAK STREET
SAN FRANCIBCO 2, CALIFORNIA

UN DERHILL 3.0222
ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO '

o e e July 7, 1955 e
IV-SC1-2-C,Gil,MgH,B
IV-1173

Mr. Leonard Bushnell

County Surveyor and Road Commissioner
Santa Clara County Office Building
Civic Center

First and Rosa Streets

San Jose, California

Dear Mr, Bushnell:

In accordance with our telephone conversation of this morning
I am transmitting herewith three copies of a suggested resolution
of the Board of Supervisors having to do with the approval of the

relocation of State Highway Route 2 between 0.4 mile south of
Thomas Road and Ford Road.

The resolution as prepared indicates the Board!s concurrence
in the location, urges the California Highway Commission to take
early action toward its adoption, and waives further public hearing
by the Commission. As discussed with you, there may be some
reluctance on the part of the members of the Board to actually waive
a hearing in this matter. If this is so, the second to last paragraph
may be deleted.

Should the Board pass a resolution regarding this route location,
it is requested that three certified copies be forwarded to this
office as soon as possible. in order that we may present them to the
Highway Commission at Sacramento., It is anticipated that the route
will be presented to the Commission for its consideration at its
meeting on July 19, 1955. '

Yours very truly,

B. W. BOOKER
Asst. State ghway Engineer

By éz ;
J. ATR
D ict Engineer

JAY oz reaf b Zod



RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF
SANTA CLARA

WHEREAS, the State of California, through its Department
of Public Works, Division of Highways, proposes the relocation of
a portion of State Highway Route 2 in the County of Santa Clara,
between 0.4 mile south of Thomas Road and Ford Road, and the establish~-
ment of a freeway thereon, and

WHEREAS, a public meeting on the proposed relocation was held
at the Santa Clara County Office Building in San Jose on June 24,
-1955, after due notice of such meeting in the local newspapers, and
at which meeting members of the press were present, and

WHEREAS, no opposition té the proposed location was evident at
said meeting, and

WHEREAS, early determination of said location will be a benefit
to the development of adjacent areas;.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of
the County of Santa Clara that the proposed relocation of State
Highway Route 2 between 0.4 mile south of Thomas Road and Ford Road,
as presented at said public meeting, is hereby approved, and that the
early adoption of said relocation is considered to be in the public
interest, and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors hereby determines
that further public hearing on this matter is not necessary, and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Califdrnia Highway Commission be urged

to adopt the general route, as presented at said public meeting, at

the earliest possible time.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of Santa Clara

County California, this 11th day of July, 1955, by the following
roll call vote:
.—‘.'."\:utuu}uo

in., McKinnon
AYES: Supervisors, Brown, DelJimMaggiore. Gaspar, Levin c

NOES: Supervisors, nNone
ABSENT: Supervisors, None

airman o? the % ;ﬁ
ATTESTF’RICH OLSON, k of the oard
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ATTEST: ‘ - ® e 'he foara
RICHARD OL3ON, Clerk of the Board '
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SACRAMENTO
DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS PLEABE REFER TO
PUBLIC WORKS BUILDING March 29 ’ 1955 FILE No.
P, O, BOX 1499
SACRAMENTO 7 IV-SCl- 69—A

Board of Supervisors
County of Santa Clara
San Jose, Californla

RELINQUISHMENT OF PORTIONS
OF STATE HIGHWAY

@Gentlemen:

In conformance with Sectlon 73 of the Streets and High~
ways Code, there 1ls hereby filed with the County of Santa
Clara the attached certified copy of the vote of the California

Highway Commlssion relinquishing described portions of State
‘ highway to sald Sante Clara Gounty.

Relinquishment of these portions of State highway ve-
comes effectlve with this filing of the certified copy of the
i Highway Commission's action,

The leglslation referred to above also amends Section
2121 of the Streets and Highways Code, requiring the Department
to certify to the State Controller the mlleage relinquished,
with the further requlrement that it be added to the meintalned
mileage in the county.

This procedure is mandatory upon the Department, and the
relinquished mlleage covered by the attached resolution 1s thsre-
| fore belng certifled to the Controller.

Under Section 2004 of the Streets and Highways Code, you
may reguest revisions in the couhty'si primery road system at

any time.
Very truly yours,
|
| G" To MCGOY
State Highway Engineer
Attaoch '

DATE AR 4- 1955 =~ J&’i&?&s ,
| = Lo 1 - 955

APPROVES
RE: €8 gc Pg ENG___
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RELINQUISHMENT OF STATE HIGHWAY
IN THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA
ROAD IV-3C1-69-A

WHEREAS, the California Highway Commiselon on December 15,
1949 adopted a resolution declaring a certain sectlion of Btate highway
in Banta Clara County between Route 68 and Alameda County line, road
IV-8C1-69-A, to be a freeway; and

WHEREAS, the State of California has acquired rights of way
for and has reconstructed certain County roade and road connections
at locatione on Industrlal Avenue northwest of Gish Road, at Brokaw
Road, on 0'Toole Avenue southeast of Trimble Road, and at Dixon Road
and has constructed a road connection between Route 68 and east of
Hannon Road and has constructed frontage roads at locatlons between
1/4 mile south of Brokaw Road and Brokaw Road and between Brokaw
Road and 0'Toole Avenue, all in connection with said freeway; and

WHEREAS, by freeway maintenance agreement dated Auguet 24,
1954 between the County of Santa Clara and the State of California,
the County agreed to assume control and maintenance of said recon-
structed County roads, road conneetione and frontage roads upon
relinquishment thereof to sald County by the Btate of California;
and :

WHEREAS, this Commission has found and determined, and does
hereby find and determine, that 1t i1s desirable and in the public
interest that said reconstructed County roads, road connections and
frontage roade be relinquished to the County of Banta Clara for use
ag county roads;

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS VOTED by the California Highway Com-
misslon that it relinquish, and it does hereby relinquish, to the
Oounty of Santa Clara, effective upon the filing of a certified copy
hereof with the Board of Buvervisors of sald county, those certaln
reconstructed county roads, road connections and frontage roads in

saild county, together with the right of way and appurtenances thereof,
described as follows: ; i

PARCEL 1:

A parcel of land comprising those certain tracts of land
described in the deeds to the State of California from Cascade Metals
Corporation, recorded May 22, 1952, Volume 2424, page 400, Willjam F,
Butterick, et ux, recorded May 22, 1952, Volume 2424, page 405 and
Margaret M., Weaver, et.al., recorded September 15, 1952, Volume 2486,
page 465, all in the Official Recorde of Santa Clara County, eald
parcel being deecribed as follows:



COMMENCING at the most easterly corner of said
traot vonveyed to the State from Cascade Metals Corp-
oration; thensce along the northeasterly line of last
gsaid trast and its northwesterly prolongation N. 37°
08' 09" W., 1329.16 feet to the most northerly corner
of the above mentloned trast conveyed to State from
Weaver; thence along the northerly line of said Weaver
tract S. 50° 21' 43" w., 61.00 feet to the southwesterly
line thereof; thence along sald southwesterly line and
1ts south2astsrly prolongation S. 37° 08t 09" E., 1329.04
feet to the senter line of Glish Road; thence along last
sald line N. 50° 27' 51" E., 61.00 feet to the point of
commenosment.

The bearlings and diastances used in the above
degcribed parcel are on the California Coordinate System,
Zone 3.

PARCEL 2:

A parcel of land comprising a portion of those
certaln tracts of land descrlibed ln the deeds to the
State of Callfornlae from Gambord Meat Co., Frank J. Gomes,
et ux, A. R. Calvelll, et ux, Jose 8. Lewls, et ux,
Giuseppe Bertolotti, et ux, recorded November 28, 1952
in Book 2535, page 70, Sephtember 25, 1952 in Book 2493,
page 630, September 17, 1952 1n Book 2488, page 504,
January 7, 1953, in Book 2557, page 515, June 2, 1952
in Book 2428, page 1129 respectively, all in the Offiolal
Records of Santa Clara County, sald parcel being
descrlibed as follows: :

COMMENCING at the northwesterly corner of the
above mentlioned parcel conveyed tqQ the State of California
by said Bertolotti et ux; thence &. 50° 21' 43" W.,
600,75 feet; thence along a tangent curve to



the left with a radiue of 280 feet through an angle of 32°21'43%, an
arc distance of 158,16 feet; thence 8, 18°00' W., 333.99 feet to a
point being at coordinates ¥Y=319,302,24 feet and X=1,592,111.53 feet;
thence along a tangent curve to the right with a radiue of 50 feet,
through an angle of 89°52'51", an arc.. length of 78,44 feet to a
.point of cuep on the northerly line of Bayshore Highway, thence along
last sald line 8, 72°07'09" E,., 160,00 feet to a second point of cusp;
thence from a tangent that bears N, 72°07'09% W., along a curve to
the right with a radius of 50 feet, through an angle of 90°07°'09", an

arc length of 78.64 feet; thence N, 18°00' E., 333.66 reet; thence along

a tangent curve to the right with a radius of 220 feet through an angle
of 32°21'43%, an arc distance of 124,26 feet; thence N, 50°21143% E
gO? 08 feet; thence N, 6°30'57" W., 71.64 feet to a point distant

80°15'03% W,, 85,00 feet from Englneer's Station 35+43.43 on the "A"
line of the Department of Public Workse' survey for the State freeway
in Banta Clara County, Road 1V-8Cl-69-A; thence 8. 50°21'43" W.,145,48
feet to the point of commencement.

4

The coordinates, bearinge and dlstances used in the above
described parcel are on the Callfornia Coordinate System, Zone 3,

EXCEPTING AND RESERVING unto the S8tate of California any and
all rights of access in and to the Btate freeway, lying easterly of
. the above described parcel of land over and across the course des-
cribed above with a length of 71.64 feet.

PARCEL 3:

A parcel of land comprising a portion of those certailn tracts
of land described in the deede to the State of California from
. Dorthea E, Madsen et al., recorded February 15, 1952 in Book 2366,
. page 295 and August 5, 1952 in Book 2464 page 328, and also from
Mary Machado recorded March 3, 1952 in Book 2375 page 119, said parcel
being described as follows:

COMMENCING at the southwesterly corner of sald tract to State
.from Dorthea E. Madsen; (1) thence N, 9°44'57" W., 406.64 reet; (2)
thence N, 13 33'48" w., 460,69 feet; (3) tlience along a tangent curve
to the left with a radius of 150 reet through an angle of 25°23'12",
an arc dlstance of 66.46 feet; (4) thence N. 38°57' W., 234.86 feet;
(5) thence along a curve to the left from a tangent that bears S.
60°15'08" W,, with a radius of 350 feet, through an angle of 8°04"55“,
an arc distance of 49,37 feet, to the eoutheasterly line of Brokaw
Road; (6) thence along said line of Brokaw Road S8, 52°10'13" W., 419,11
feet; (7) thence N, 37°49'47" W,, 70 feet; (8) thence N, 52°10'13" E
86.27 feet; (9) thence along a tangent curve to the left with a radius
of 200 reet, through an angle of 37°03'13", an arc distance of 129,34
feet; (10) thence N. 15°07' E., 549,79 reet (11) thence 8. §3°l9'479
E., 41.32 reet; (12) thence B, 45°16'47% E., 70.81 feet; (13) thence
8. 15°07' w,, 120,24 feet; (14) thence 8, 54°©38'28" E,, 208,08 feet
to the northwesterly line of sald Brokaw Road; (15) thence N, 52°10'13"
E., 70 feet; (16) thence 8. 49°23'47" E,, 38, 28 Teet; (17) thence
8, ooLLtgpu E., 4B.57 feet; (18) thence 8. 20°35'13" W,, 78.94 feet;
(19) thence along a curve to the left from a tangent that bears N.



B6eu2t4s" W,, with a radius of 350 feet, through an angle of 18°17'25",
an arc distance of 111.73 feet; (20) thence 8., 38°57'00% E,, 276, 72

feet to a point distant 8. 80°15 03% W., 96,00 feet from Engineer 8
Station 74+50 on the "A" line of the Department of Public Worke’ survey
for the State rreeway in Santa Clara County, Road IV-83C1-69-A; (21)
thence 8. 14°30'46% E., 150,52 feet; (22) thence 8. 11°15'10% E., L400.1l4
feet; (23) thence 8, 10°10°'44% E., 200,01 feet; (24) thence S. 9°L4ig7®
E., 130,73 feet; (25) thence 8. 49°28" 13'1 Ww., 50 63 feet to the point
ot commencement.

The bearings and distances used in the above described parcel
are on the California Coordinate System, Zone 3,

EXCEPTING and RESERVING to the State of California any and all
righte of ingress to and egress from the highway hereby relinquished
in and to the adjacent and adjoining freeway lyilng easterly of said re-
linquished highway, except at such polnte as now are or may be estab-
lished by resolution of this Commlsslon,

PARCEL 4}

A parcel of land comprising a portion of those certain tracte
of land described in the deeds to the State of Callfornia from Ada Fox
Carabal, et vir, Harvey Miyeskusu et ux, Edward C., Ferrera et ux.,
Hoshiko Sasakl Kawahara et al, Shigio Masunaga, et al, Florence E,
Smith, et vir, G. Gallo, et al and W, B, Clarke and Oomoany, a cor-
poration, recorded July 9, 1951 in Book 2245, page 349, May 18, 1951,
in Book 2215, page 202, May 17, 1951,in Book 2214, page 249, May 17,
1951, in Book 2214 page 373, September 17, 1951, in Book 2284, page 56,
November 28, 1951)in Book 2323, page 505, March 14, 1952»in Book 2383,
page 21, August 5, 1952, in Book 2464, page 229, respectively, all in
Orrioial Recordes in Santa Clara County, seald parcel belng described as
follows:

Beginning for reference at the most westerly corner of the
above mentioned tract conveyed to Btate of California by said Carabal
et vir; thence N, 60°34'28" E,, 180,72 feet to the TRUE POINT OF '
QOMMENCEMENT (1) thence N, 0°35'13¢ W.‘ 522 .49 feet to a point distant
8. 80°15'03" W,, 135 feet from Engineer's Statlion 90+00 on the "A" line
of the Department. of Public Works' survey for the State freeway in
Banta Clara County, Road IV-SC1l-69-A; (2) thence N, 9°44'57% y, , 2472,.81
feet; (3) thence along a tangent curve to the left with a radius of
400,00 feet through an angle of 27°58', an arc length of 195,24 feet;
(4) thence N, 37°42'57% W,, 106547 reet (5) thence along a tangent
curve to the left with a radius of 980, 00 feet, through an angle of
8°551', an arc length of 152.51 feet; (6) thence N. Léeo37Vvs7w W,, 238,27
feet; (7) thence along a tangent curve to the left with a radius of
100,00 feet, through an angle of 90°, an arc length of 157.08 feet to
a point on the southeasterly line of Trimble Road; (8) thence N,
y6e37vg7n w,, 60,00 feet to a point on the northwesterly line of
Trimble Road; (9) thence along saild line of Trimble Road N. 43°22103% E,,



260,00 reet; (10) thence 8, 46°37's57" E., 60,00 feet; (1ll) thence

8., 43°22%03% W,.,, 70,00 feet; (12) thence along a tangent curve to

the left with a radiuse of 50,00 feet, through an angle of 90° an arc
length of 78.54 fee%; (13) thence 8. 46°37'57" E., 367.79 feet; (14)
thence 8. 37°2's7?" E,, 1175.81 feet; (15) thence N, 38%46'25% E,,
20.57 reet; (16) thence 8. 37°42'57* E,, B66.83 feet; (17) thence
along a tangent curve to the left with a radius of 25,00 feet, through
an angle of 152°02°, an arc length of 66.34 feet to a point distant,
8, 80°15'03" W,, 85,00 feet from Engineer's Station 11l7+06.59 on sald "A
line; (18) thence 8. 15°43'30" E.,, 234,37 feet; (19) thence 8, 9°44tg7#
E., 2458,20 feet; (20) thence S, 5°22°'3L" E., 374.94 feet; (21) thence
3. 10°46'14" E., 516,18 feet; (22) thence N. 58°59% W., &4 .48 feet:
(23) thence N, 41°56'32% wW,, 60.19 feet; (24) thence N, 50°02'32" W,.,
108,24 feet; (25) thence N, 58°26'32" W,, 31.36 feet; (26) thence N,
15°07'E,, 36.64 feet:; (27) thence N, 0°35'13" W., 131.01 feet to the
true point of commencement,

The bearings and distances used in the above described parcel
are on the Californla Coordinate System, Zone 3.

EXCEPTING and RESERVING to the State of California any and all
rights of ingress to and egress from the highway hereby relinquished
in and to the adjacent and adjolning freeway lying easterly of said
relinquished highway, except at such polnta as now are or may be
established by resolution of this Commission.

PARCEL 5:

COMMENCING at the most northeasterly corner of that certain
1.203 acre parcel of land described in the deed to the State of
California from The Caltex Company, recorded June 29, 1953 in Volume
2673, page 333, Official Records of Santa Clara County; thence 8,
21°49'54% E,, 5,00 feet; thence 8., 62°27'28" W,, 201,00 feet; thence
8. 68°10'06" W,., 203,08 feet; thence along a tangent curve to the right
with a radius of 500 feet, through an angle of 11°48'06", an arc length
of 102,99 feet; thence 8, 79°58'12" W,, 86.35 feet; thence S, 18°39%v03"
W., 163,43 feet to a point distant N. 8Les54'50" E., 95.73 feet from
Engineer's Btation 341+50.00 on the “A" lijne of the Department of
Public Works' survey for the State freeway in Banta Clara County, Road
IV-SC1l-69-A; thence N, 1°02'31* W,, 223,49 feet; thenoce N, 15°00' w,.,
220,52 feet; thence from a tangent that bears 8. 19°23'05% E,, along
a curve to the left with a radius of 200 feet, through an angle of
84°55'45" . an arc distance of 296,46 feet to a point being at coordi-
nates Y = 350,630,16 feet and X = 1,587,655.40 feet; thence N.
750411100 E,, 420,38 feet; thence 8. 21°497s4" E,, 45,00 feet to the
point of commencement.

-

- The coordinatee, bearings and distances used in the above
described parcel are on the California Coordinate System, Zone 3,

EXCEPTING AND RESERVING unto the State of California any and
all rights of acceess in and to the freeway over and acrose the above
described courses with lengths of 223,49 feet and 220.52 feet.



PARCEL 6;

COMMENCING at the most westerly corner of that certain 1.203
acre parcel of land described in the deed to the State of California
from The Caltex Company recorded June 29, 1953 in Volume 2673, page
333, 0fficlal Records of Santa Clara County; thence from a tangent
that bears N, 63°05°'11" W., along a curve to the right with a radius
of 400 feet, through an angle of 13°56'11l%, an arc distance of 97.29
feet to a point being at coordinates ¥ = 350,560,97 feet and X = .
1,586,729.26 feet; thence N. 49°09' W,, 85.13 feet; thence N. 38°03'56"
E., 60.00 feet; thence 8, 63°23' E., 208.39 feet; thence N. 84°04' E.,
257.77 feet; thence along a tangent curve to the left with a radius
of 100 feet, through an angle of 76°45'42%, an arc dletance of 133.97
feet; thence 8. 0°30% W,, 158,18 feet; thence 8. 15°10°13% E., 188,71
feet to a point distant 8. 81°54'50" W., 66.17 feet from Engineer's
Station 342+400,00 on the "A" line of the Department of Public Works'
survey for the Btate freeway in Santa Clara County, road IV-SC1l-69-A;
thence N. 33°04'g7" W,, 138,13 feet; thence N, 88°54718" W,, 222,80
feet; thence along a tangent curve to the right with a radius of 400
feet, through an angle of 25°49'07", an arc distance of 180.25 feet
to the point of commencement.

The coordinates, bearings and distancee used in the above
deseribed parcel are on the Californla Coordinate System, Zone 3.

EXCEPTING AND RESERVING unto the State of California any
and all righte of access, in and to the freeway over and acroses the
courses described above with lengths of 158.18 feet and 188,71 feet.

The total length of highway hereby relinquieshed is 2,50
milee, more br less,

The purpose of this resolution i1s to vest in the County of
Banta Clara ‘as County highway all of the State of California's
right, title, and interest in and to the portions of the State
highway hereby relinquished.
|
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THIS IS TO CERTFY That the foregoing is a full and correct copy
of the original resolution passed by the California Highway Com-
mission af ifs meeting regularly called and held on the 234
dayofMarch 1935, inthe Cilyof S&cramento
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and
voting therefor.

Dated ”'”SJW

COOK
ASS!STANT SECRETARY OF THE
CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION




o . STATE OF CALIFORNIA '
L ’ '

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS : '
DISTRICT IV Rocto o

180 OAK STREET

— -
BAN FRANCISCO 2, CALIFORNIA m A N
UN DAERHILL 3.0222 4 S
ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO !
P. ©. BOX 3368, RINCON ANNEX PLEASE REFER

SAN FRANCISCO 19 June 17, 1955 ro FiLe No.

IV-SCl-2-B,MgH,C,Gil
Project File No, 1173

Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of Santa Clara

Court House

San Jose, California

Gentlemen:

An invitation is extended to your Honorable Board to
attend a public meeting to be held at 10:00 a.m., June
24, 1955, at the 3anta Clara County Office Building,
Civic Center, First and Rosa Streets in San Jose, for
the purpose of acquainting officials and interested
individuals with information which has been developed
in connection with location studies for a freeway on the
portion of State Highway Route 2 (U.S. 10l) in Santa
Clara County between Thomas Road and Ford Road.

As you will recall, these studies were announced at
a meeting held October 20, 1953, at San Jose.

Notice of this meeting will be in the public press
and members of the Planning Commission, County technical
staffs and officials of the Cities of Morgan Hill and
Gilroy have been invited.

Yours very truly,

//2“ A M
B. W. BOOKER

Asst, State Highway Engineer

l\"
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STATE DIVISION 08 “TOQWAYS
150 Oank Suweet
-San Franclsco 2; Goliforoia

Lonoreble Doard of Supervieors June 17, 1955
County of Guanta Clara ' - - ,
S Josey California

fentlonors

An Snvitaticn 18 cxztended to your onoretle Foond to
athend & public meeting Lo Le huld at 1R 00 a,n,, Juie
Zys 1955, at the Santa Clara County Offlce ruilding,
Lavia Convaory fdest o hosa Surcebs Iy Son Josey for
the purpose ol pequailntine officlals and intorestod
2003vi0uele with daformation which heo been developad
in oeennoction with location studies for a frecway on the
portion of Jsate dighway :oute 2 (UsHe 101) in Santa '
Clara County between Thomas iicad end erd Rond. -

As you will recall, these atudles were anncunced at
a weebiug held Ostober 20, 1953, at San Jeae,

aclfoe of $uls neeting will Lo ia the smblic pross
and nombers of the Plsnnin  Coieninpion, County tcohnical

chetls and of flclals of the Cltdcs of Viergan Hi11l and
11112y have boen invived.

Yoursy very truly,
/5/ T H, Tookep

Aaat.'State Highway Maginoceyr

eos Supervisors

Py Della Magriors, Lovig,
Fealinong Gaspar
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"~ . STATE OF CALIFORNIA ‘

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

DISTRICT IV

180 OAK STREET
B8AN FRANCIEBCO 2. CALIFORNIA

UN DERHILL 3-0222
ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO
P. O, BOX 3368, RINCON ANNEX PLEASE REFER '}

SAN FRANCISCO 19 December 3 0 ’ 1951" To FiLe No.

/7/ : | IV-SC1-113-A4,Sunv,SCL,SJs,

Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of Santa Clara

Court House

San Jose, California

Gentlemen: : .

I wish to advise that on December 15, 1954, the California
Highway Commission passed resolutions adopting the route for a
portion of State Highway Route 113 in the County of Santa Clara,
between Route 68 and Route 69 and declaring it to be a freeway.

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

The law pertaining to freeways prohibits connecting any new
public road, street or highway to the freeway without a resolu-
tion of the California Highway Commission consenting to the same.
The Commission may give or withhold its consent as in its opinion
will best subserve the public interest. Also the State is em--
powered to acquire by purchase the rights of access to abutting
properties should such action be deemed advisable..

Your cooperation in doing all possible to prevent the plan-
ning or construction of improvements which might conflict with
the freeway is requested. To this end may I request that this
office be promptly notified of any contemplated subdivisions,
applications for building permits, or plans for other p0831ble
conflicting developments on or near the route?

Copies of this }tter and attachments are Bz{ng forwarded
to the County Planmning Commission, the_ County Surveyor and Road
Commissioner and the County Building.AInspector.

Yours very truly

BOOKER
Asst- State Highway Engineer

paTe JAN 10 1955

APPROVEN
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RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A FREEWAY
ON
ROAD IV-SCL-113-A,Sunv,5C1,3Js,Alvs
RESOLVED by the California Highway Commission:
1. That the public interest and necessity require
the laying out; acqulsition and construction as a freeway of
the sectlon of State highway hereinafter descrlibed, lylng
wlthin the Clties of Sunnyvaele, Santa Clara, San Jose and

Alviso and County of Santa Clara, and designated as Road
Iv-8C1-113-A,Sunv,8Cl,3Js,Alvs.

} _ 2.. That the section of State highway herelnafter
| described is hereby declared to be and from the date hereof
shall have the status of a freeway, as sald term is defined

In Section 23.5 of the Streets and Hlighways Code, for all

purposes provided by law,

3. The section of State highway hereinbefore referred
to 1s specifically described as follows:

That portion of State Highway Route 113 in the
Cities of Sunnyvale, Santa Clara, San Jose and
Alviso and County of Santa Clara, between Route
68 and Route 69, as same is shown on the general
route map thereof adopted by the California
Highway Commlssion on December 15, 1954

which general route map 1s on file in the office,

of the Department of Public Works at Sacramento,
California,

THIS IS TO CERTIFY that the foregoing is
a full and correct copy of the original
resolution passed by the California High-
way Commission at its meeting reguleaerly
called and held on the 15th day of
December, 1954, in the City of Sacrawento,
‘ a majority of the members of said
! ' Commission being present and voting Ctirrolor
| Dated this 20th day of December, 1954,
_/s8/ G. N. Cook
G. N. COOK
Assistant Secretary of the
California Highway Commission
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(COoPY) December 15, 1954
RESOLUTION ADOPTING STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE IV-SCl-113-4,Sunv,SCl,SJs,Alvs

RESOLVED by the Californla 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 68 and Route 69, road
Iv-5C1-113-A,5unv,5C1,5Js,Alvs, as outlined in project reports
dated May 11, 1954% and July 18, 1954 and as shown on a map thereof
signed by B. W. Booker, Assistant State Highway Engineer, dated
December 10, 1954, approved December 13, 1954 by G. T. McCO¥,
State Highway Engineer, and further identified by the signatures

of a majority of the Commis sioners, and this Cormission does

hereby alter and change the uwltimate location of sald portion of
State hlghway from the existing location thereof to the location
marked "Propocsed State Highway" on said map, provided, howevér,
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 avallable 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 sald State highway 1s for the best ihterest of
the State.




THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregoing is a fu!l and correct copy
of the originat resolution passed by the California Highway Com-
mission al its meeting regularly called and held on the 15th
day of December, 1954 , in the City of Sacramento
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and
voting therefor.

Dated 1his_23@;§?gw.ﬁ.
K

G.N. COO
ABSISTANT GECRHETARY OF THE
CALIPORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISHION
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[ hereby certify that by resolution of the California Highway

Commission adopted ~ December 15, 1954 the route marked
- “Proposed Stare Highway™ on this map was selected and adopted as
. the route for a portion of State Highway Route

Attt /Zﬁ/(//ééc
) s

Secretiry

Califorma Hhighw iy Commission
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December 15,1954

Planning Engineer

@yféwd; December 13 1954 _
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Stute Higlhway Engy
Civil Enxincer —TYyense No. 2084

Director of Public Warks and Ex Officio
Member and Chairman of the Califurnia
Hichway Commission
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G. T. McCOY
BTATE HIGHWAY ENGINKKR

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

PUDLIC WORXS BUILDING
P. O. Box 1490
BACRAMENTO 7

GOODWIN J. KNIGHT .
' GOVERNOR OF CALIFORNIA . FRANK B. DURKEE

DIRECTOR

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Department of Public Werks

SACRAMENTO

December 28 s 1954 PLEASE REFER TO

FILE No.

IV-5C1,Ala-69,5-A,E,C

County Clerk
Santa Clars County
San Jose, Californla
Dear Sir:
" There 18 enclosed for filing in your office
pursuant to Chapter I of Division 5, Title I of
the Government Code, certified copy of Final Report
of work done and expenditures made on day labor

work in Santa Clara County, Day Labor Work Order No.

54-4T7, road IV-SCl,Ala-69,5-A,E,C,

Very truly youfs,

G, T, McCOY
State Highway Engineer
By H. C. McCARTY

Enc1, Office Engineer

Bykm o

Assistant Offico Enginesr




DIVISICN OF HIGHWAYS
DISTRICT IV Lo
November 30, 1954
IV-SC1,Ala-69,5-4,5,C

Day Labor Work
Order Sh4-U4T7

Mr. G. T. McCoy
State Highway Engineer
Sacramento, Callfornia

Dear Sir:

Submitted for your consideration is:
FINAL REPORT
FOR
THE INSTALLATION OF TRAFFIC SIGNS
AND
THE PAINTING OF TRAFFIC STRIPES
AND
PAVEMENT MARKINGS
ON
ROUTES 69 AND §
BETWEEN SAN JOSE AND WARM SPRINGS
IN
SANTA CLARA AND ALAMEDA COUNTIES
ROUTE IV-SCL,ALA-69,5-A,E,C

F. H, Blair Highway Superintendent



l. GENERAL

A, Deseription

The work as originally contemplated conslsted of the
purchasging and Installing of traffic slgns and painting of traffile
stripes and pavement markings on the sectlon of the Eastshore
Freeway between San Jose and Warm Springs in Alameda and Santa
Clara Counties, which was constructed under 53-kTC23.

Day Labor Work Order No., Su4«W4T7 was approved on February
17, 195% in the amount of $9,000.00 to cover the cost of the
purchase and installation of signs and the palnting of traffile
gtripes and pavement markings. The Flrst Supplemental wasg approved
on October 20, 1954 in the amount of $1,000.

The work was completed as planned and performed 1h com-
pllance with the applicable sections of the Standard Speciflcations.

B. Preliminary Estimate of Cogi

Signs $7,500.00
Stripes 14500,00
Total $9,000,00

C. Bidders

There were no bldders on thils project., The work was
approved for day labor by the Director on February 15, 195k,

D. Chronological Statement

Work requested, D. 0. No. 2729 December 17, 195
Work approved, 54-LT7 February 15, 19

Work started December 16, 1953
Work completed October 28, 1954

E. Supervision

3 The work was supervised by Highway Superintendeéent F. H.
lair. .

Fo Construction Material

P. O, Vendoxr Item Quantity Amount

. Accet, 1%7 Burlingeme Glass Beads 1925 1bs. §$ 182.88

" " Paint, black 45 gals. 7920

" " " Paint, white 295 gals, 58,10

‘ " M n Posts and Signs  Varilous 433,93
Req,4+0075 B&S, 8acto Bigns ol 93,15

. L0085 " o 8igns L 2,369.09
4003k " " 8igns 15 756 ¢ 96

40033 1 ". Signs 26 694,99

-l
“(over)




II, STATEMENT OF FUNDS_AND EXPENDITURES

A. Expenditures

Operating expense $ 6
Salaries and wages 3
Equipment rental

Total Expenditures $9,983.91

B. Funds

Construction Allotment $10,000.00
(5k=4T7)

Balance to be reverted

as of November 1954 16,09
Funds Expended $9,983.,91

III. UNIT COST

Due to the wide variation of slgns used, 1t would not
be practical to show unit cost figures.

Striping was placed durlng the various phases of con-
struction on detours, and the final striping and pavement markings
painted., A unit cos% breakdown of this work is not practical.

The cost for signs and strlpes 1s as follows:

Signs and Posts $7,968.80
Stripes 2,015,111
Total $9,983,91

IV, CERTIFICATE

In accordance with the provislons of Chapter I of
Division 5, Title 1, of the Government Code, I hereby certify
that, to the best of my knowledge and belief, the information in
this report 1s a true and accurate record of the day labor work
performed under authority of Day Labor Work Order S5L-4T7,

Yours very truly,

Origia=! Signed by
L. A. Weymouth

L. A. WEYMOUTH
Digtrict Engineer

-2




Mo BS5A-4T]

o V@) Hla-625-4E C

No engineering oharges stand against thils work.

The servioces of other publlic employees in connectlon

with this work are not included in this statement,

the proportion of thelr salériea,_attribqtgble to .
such actlvitles, being'oharged-unsegregated against
the State Highway Fund.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

: H S8.
County of Sacramento

.e

I, Gs T McCoy, beilng duly sworn depose

and say: That I am the State Highway Englneer
and I have read the foregoing report, and know
the contents thereof, and that the same 1s true
of my own knowledgé, except as to those matters
which are therein stated on my information or
bellef, and as to those matters, I belleve 1t
to be true. -

el

-Subscribed and sworn to before me

this day of

'Notary Publlc in and for the County

of Sacramento, State of California
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- RESOLUTION DECLARING PUBLIC HEARING
IN THE MATTER OF THE RELOCATION AND
IMPROVEMENT OF A PORTION OF STATE
HIGHWAY 113 BETWEEN STATE ROUTES 68
AND 69 TO BE UNNECESSARY, .

WHEREAS, the Division of Highways, District IV, Department of
Public Works of the State of California, has, pursuant to its letter
dated November 22, 1954, requésted this Board to determine if a
public hearing 1p'the matter of thg proposed relocation and improve-
ment of a portion of Stafe Highway Route 113 in Santa Clara County
between State Routes 68 and 69 1s necessary; and

WHEREAS, it appearing to this Boafd that such a public hearing
is not necessary and that the puhlic interest will best be served
by not conducting saild public hearing,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AND ORDERED that this Board of
Supervisors does hereby'recommend to the Highway Commisaion of the |
State of California that 1t‘n§t hold a public hearing on the matter
of the relocation and improvement, as a freeway, of that portion of
State Route 113'1n Santa Clara County bétween State Routes 68 and 69.

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

Santa Clara, State of California, this 13th day of December, 1954,
the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors, brown, bsLLaJﬁaggiore, Guspus, Lovia, Medianod
NOES: Supervisors, .0

ABSENT:  Supervisers, . . .(

L
v

biaifm“n or Und BOATd er bupervisors
ATTEST.'\ ICHARD OLSON Clerk \

%fﬁén /

N

HWC:imo  12/13/54 - Alew . 13, /) FTH
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. . STATE OF CALIFORNIA

' DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DISTRICT 1V
1BO OAK STREET

SAN FRANCISCO 2, CALIFORNIA
UN DERHILL 3.0222

L DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
1% 7

ADDRESBS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO
" P, Q. BOX 33686. RINCON ANNEX PLEASE REFER
8SAN FRANCIBCO 19 To FILE NO.

November 22, 1954
IV-SC1-113-4,Sunv,
‘ SC1,SJs,Alvs

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

Gentlemen:

The California Highway Commission has before it for con-
sideration the matter of the relocation and improvement as a freeway
of a portion of State Highway Route 113 in Santa Clara County,

| between Route 68 and Route 69.

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

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

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

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

If further presentation or explanation of this matter 1s
required, please so advise the State Highway Engineer so that a
representative of his office can be present at the next regular
meeting of your Board,

Your cocperation in this matter will be appreciated.

NOV 29 1954 Sincerely,

oy

DATE
AFPPROVED

G. T. MeCOY
State Highway Engineer

RE: CE C2 PC ENG B
R y/)'v RS ot

Enclosure B. Booker
Assistant State Highway Engineer

g BT e T
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RESOLUTION DECLARING PUBLIC HEARING
IN THE MATTER OF THE RELOCATION AND
IMPROVEMENT OF A PORTION. OF STATE
HIGHWAY 113 BETWEEN STATE ROUTES 68
AND 69 TO BE UNNECBSSARY,

WHEREAS, the Division of Highways, Diqtrict IV, Department of -
Public Works of the State of Caiirofnia;'hés, pursuant to its letter
‘dated November 22, 1954, requested this Board to determine if a
public hearing in the matter of thg proposed rel§cgtion and improve-
ment of a portion of Stafe Highway Rbute 113 1n'8anta Clara County
between State Routes 68 and 69.in'necessary; and

WHEREAS,.it appeailng to this Board that such a public hearing .
is not necessary’and that the public 1nterestlw111 baest be served
by not ponductins said public haaring,

Now, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AND ORDERED that this Board of
Supervisors does hereby recommend to the Highway Commission of the
State of California that 1t not hold a public hearing on tha matter
of the relocation and improvement, as a freeway, of that portion of
State Route 113 in Santa Cla:a*County beﬁween State Routes 68 and 69.

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

Santa Clara, State of California, this 13th day of December, 1954,
the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors, Iy L Deiiaﬂmaggiﬁto, Cazarz, Lev1m; LK ABLOM
NOES: Supervisors,
ABSENT: Supervisors,

O

R4 I
)

Chairman of the Board of Supervisors
ATTSST: RICHARD omon,} Clerk '

t N
. ‘r.l,_)’r

4

HWC:mo 12/13/54
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" . Boodfin J. B’night a‘ .
OFFIGE OF THE ! Goiernor
DIREGTOR OF FusLic WORKS

CHAIRMAN OF THE
CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMIBSBION

P.0.BOX 1079 Road IV-SCl-5,113-A,A

SACRAMENTO S, CALIFORNIA

4 alifornia Hightoay Conumission

October 27, 1954

Mr. Richard Olson,Clerk
Board of Supervisors
Santa Clara County
Room 21, Court House
San Jose 13, California

Dear Mr. Olson:

Further reference is made to your letter of
Cctober 11, 1954, receipt of which was acknowledged on
October 15, forwarding certified copy of resolution
adopted by your Board of Supervisors on the same date,
protesting the relinquishment of superseded state highway
on Road IV-SCl-5,113-A,A, and requesting a hearing before
action is taken.

You are advised that the next meeting of the
California Highway Commission will be held on November 18
and a place on the agenda is being reserved for you at

10 a.m. This meeting will be held in the Division of
Highways office at 150 0Oak Street, San Francisco.

Very truly yours,

G. N. COOK
Assistant Secretary

pate  NOV 1- 1954
APPROVED
RE: € 0 PO ity




Q Boodin J. Fright ‘
CFFICE OF THE \

DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS

CHAIRMAN OF THE
CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION

aliforniz Hightvay Conumission

P.O. BOX 1079
SACRAMENTO 5, CALIFORNIA

October 15, 1954

Mr. Richard Olson, Clerk
Board of Supervisors
. Santa Clara County
Room 21, Court House
San Jose 13, Californila

Dear Mr. Olson:

Recelpt is acknowledged of your letter of
October 11, 195%, forwarding certified copy of reso-
lution adopted by your Board of Supervisors on the
same date, protesting the relinquishment of super-
seded state highway on road IV-SCl-5,113-A,A, and
' requesting a hearing before action 1is taken.

A similar resolutlon was adopted by the Board
of Supervisors of Alameda County protesting the
relinquishment of a section of thls road in Alameda
County, and a date for this meeting was set for
October 21. However, Wallace Boggs, County Surveyor
of Alameda County, informed me that your County
Counsel would be unable to attend the October 21
meeting; therefore, the matter 1s being deferred until
the mee%ing of the California Highway Commission on
November 18. I will advise you of the time and place
at a later date.

No action will be taken pending this hearing.

Very truly yours,

5 . — .
i IR

y c Ga No COOK
27 /ﬂ 0 Assistant Secretary



RESOLUTICON OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF
SANTA CLARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, PROTESTING THE PROPOSED
RELINQUISHMENT BY THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA TO THE COUNTY
OF SANTA CLARA OF A CERTAIN STATE HIGHWAY,

WHEREAS, a communication dated September 10, 1954, from the

State Highway Engineer, Division of Highways, Department of Public

Works, State of California, was recelved by this Board of Super-

visors on or about the 20th day of September, 1954, and reads as

follows:

and

ocT 11‘1954 W5 ROLL - YES }’{D//G//’“/)'(NOW———

September 10, 1954
, Please Refer to

File No.
IV-38Cl~5,113-A,A
Board of Supervisors

County of Santa Clara
San Jose, California

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO-RELINQUISH
PORTIONS OF STATE HIGHWAY

Gentlemen:

In conformance with provisions of Section 73

of the Streets and Highways Code, the Department of Public

[Works hereby gives notilce to the County of Santa Clara of

the Department's intention to request the Califorﬁia High-
way Commission, on 6: after ninety days from the date of
your receipt of this notice, to relinquish the'portioné
of State highway describéd 1n:the attached proposed Vote
of Relinqgquishment, |
Very truly yours,
/s/ G. T. McCoy

G. T. McCOY
Attach. State Highway Engineer

n

-

-’
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WHEREAS, the proposed relinquishment‘attached to such let-

ter reads as follows:

o RELINQUISHMENT OF SUPERSEDED STATE HIGHWAY
IN THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, ROADS IV-SCL-5,113-4,A

- WHEREAS, portions of the State highways within the County
of Santa Clara, between the Alameda County line and the north
city 1limits of Milpitas, and between the south city limits of
Milpitas and Bayshore Freeway, road IV-8Cl-5-A, and between
the west city limits of Milpitas and 0.03 of a mile westerly,
road IV-8C1-113-A, herelnafter particularly descrlbed, have

been superseded by a change in the location of sald highways;
and '

WHEREAS, this Commlsslon has found and determined, and
does hereby find and determine, that it is desirable and in the
public interest that sald portions of the State highways so .
superseded be relingulshed to the County of Santa Clara for use
a8 County highways;

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS VOTED by the California Hlghway Com-
mission that it relinqulish, and 1t does hereby relinquish to
the County of Santa Clara, effective upon the filing of a certi-
fied copy hereof with the Board of Supervisors of sald County,
those portions of superseded State highways 1n saild County,

together with the right of way and appurtenances thereof, des-
¢ribed as follows:

PARCEL 1:

That portion of the existing State highway in Santa Clara
County, road IV-SCl-5-A, lying between the Alameda-Santa Clara
County line at Engineer's Station 0400 and the northerly city
limit line of Milpitas at Engineer's Station 95450f.

The length of State highway hereby relinquished is 1.83
miles, more or less, '

PARCEL 2:

That portion of the existing State highway in Santa Clara
County, rcad IV-SCl-113-A, lying between the westerly city limit
line of Milpitas, at or near Abbott Lane, Engineer's Station
80466/, and Engineer's Station 79402/ as said stations are shown
on that certain map entitled "Plans Tor the. Improvement of a
Portion of Alviso and Milpitas Road in Supervisor District No. 3".

The length of State highway hereby relinqﬁished is 0.03 of
a mlile, more or less.

PARCEL 3:

That portion of the existing State highway in Santa Cléra
County, road IV-SCl-5-A, lylng between the south city limit
line of Milpltas at or near Trimble Road, Engilneer's Station

210/52é'and the northerly right of way line of the Bayshore
Freeway, road IV-SC1-68-8Js. :
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EXCEPTING THEREFROM that portlon lying within the city
limits of San Jose,

The length of State highway hereby relinquished is 2.97
miles, more or less.

The purpose of this resolution 1s to vest in the County of
Santa Clara as County highway all of the State of California's
right, title, and interest in and to the portions of the State
highways hereby relinquished ,

"

'NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED'that this Board-protests the
relinquishmentvto the County of Santa Clara of_said.psrts of said
State highways; and ;

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Board hereby petltions thé
Californla Hlghway Commission to calendar a hearing to the
County of Santa Clara on the proposal to rélinquish sald parts
of sald State highways to the County of Santa Clara; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Clerk of this Board be, and
he 1s hereby authorized and directed to transmit a copy of this
Resolutisﬁ to fhe Stste Highway'Ehéineer, Division of Highways,
to the Célifornia Highway Commissioﬁ, Department of Public Works =~

of the State of California, and to the Board of Supervisors of
the County of Alameda, State of California.:

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County
of Santa Clara, State of California, this 1llth day of October,
1954, by the following vote:

AYES:  Supervisors, grgwn. DellaMaggicre..Gaspar, Levin, McKinnon

NOES: Supervisors,'NOne
ABSENT: Supervisors, None

=
oard oif SuperviSors

The Board of Su rvisors.




Cctober 11, 195h
Res IVeSCle5,113«A,47

ioard of Supervisors
Court Housoe=Alameda County
Cakland, Californie
ventlemens

Herewlith please find certified copy of resolution
sdonted by the Board of Suporvisors of Santa Clara County
on Getober 11, 1954, protesting relinquishment bty the State

of tho subject highuay.

Very truly yours,
BOARU OF SUPEBRVISORS

Clerk of the rosraq

ces Leonard Fushneoll



Oclbober 11, 1954

Rot IV“SCI‘°59113"’A9A

Californla Highway Commission
Department of Public VWorks
Sacramento, California

Gentlemons
Hereowlth ploasc find certificd copy of resolution
adopted by the Board of Supervisors of Santa Clara County

on October 11, 1954, protesting rolinquishment by the
Stato of the subject highway.

Very truly yours,
20ARD OF SUPERVISGRS
By

Clerk of tho Poard

oc: Leonard bushnell-County Englneer



October 11, 1954

Ros IVeSCle5,113=4,A

Iy Go To MeCoy
Stote Highwey Engineer
Sacromonto, 0alifornia

Dear lp, lHcCoy:
Horowith ploase find cortified copy of rosolution

adopted by tho Boerd of Supervicors of Santa Clara County

on October 11, 1954, protesting relinquishment by the
Stats of pubjoct highway,

Very truly yours,
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

By,
“TIerk of the Eoard

cot Loonard Eushnoll-County Engineer



RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OP THE . COUNTY OF
SANTA CLARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, PROTESTING THE PROPOSED
RELINQUISIMENT BY THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA T0 THE COUNTY

OF SANTA CLARA OF A CRRTAIN STATE HIGHWAY,

WHEREAB, o cemunication dated September 10, 1954, from the
State Righway Engineer, Division of Highways, Department of Publie
Works, 8tato of California, was received dby this Board of Super=~
vigors on or about the 20th day of September, 1954, and reads as
followss '

" September 10, 1954
_ . Flease Rafer to
Pile No,
IV-SC1~5,113~A,A
Beard ofr&ubaz*vinom
County of Santa Clara
San Jose, California

HOTICE OF INTENTION TO RELINQUISH
PORTIONS OF STATE HIGHWA

Gentlomen:
- In conformance with provisions of Sactlon 73

of thez Strects and Highways Cede, the Department of Public
Works horeby gives notice to the couxity of Santa Clara of
the Departmont's intention to roquost the Colifornia Highe
way Commliasion, on or after ninety days from the date of
your receipt of this notice, to relinquish the portions
of State highway desoribed in the attachod proposed Vote
of Relinquishment,

Very truly yours,

/8/ 6, T, MaCoy

G. T, MeCOY
Attach, | 8tate Highway Engincern

and
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WHERBAS , tha pr@poaad relinquishment attached to suech let-
tor reads as followd:

4]

RELINQUISHMENT OF SUPERSEDED STATE HIGHWAY
IN THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, ROADS IV-8CL-5,213-A,A

WHEREAS, portions of the State highways within the County
of Santa Clara, botween the Alameda County line and the noith
oAty limita of Milpitas, and between the south ¢ity limits of
Milpitas and Bayshore Freewsy, road IV-8C1-5~A, and between -
the west olty limits of Milpitas and 0,03 of a mile wosterly,
road IV~£Ci-113-A, hereinafter garticularly dascribed, have
boen superneded by a change in the location of anid hishwaya;
and ‘

WHEREAS, this Commission has found and determined, and
doss hereby find and detormine, that it is desirable and in the
public interesat that saild portions of the State highways 80
superasded be relinguished to ths County of Santa Clara for uge
as County highways;

NOW, THEREFORE, IT 18 VOTED by the California Highway Com-
mission &nab it rnliaqu;uh. and it doos hereby relinquish to

the County of Santa Clara, effective upon the flling of a certi-
fisd copy hareof with the Board of Supemvisors of said County,
thoge portiona of superseded State highways in saild County,

togother with the ight of way and appurtenances thereof, dese
eribed as follows: .

PARCEL 1t

That portion of the existing State highway in Santa Clara
county, voad IV-S8Ci-5-A, 1g1n§ batween ¢hoe Alamedn-8anta Clara
County line at Engineart's Station 0400 and the northerly oity
limit 1ine of Milpitas at Engineer's Station 95/504. ‘

The length of State highway hereby relinguiehed is 1.83
miles, more oy lesn, S

PARCEL 2:

That portion of the existing Stato highway in Santa Clara
County, road IV-85C1-113-A, lying Detwson tho westerly city limit
ling of Milpitas,; st o naar Abbott Lape, Bngineer's Station
BoAG6/, and Bnginger's Station 79402/ as sald stations are shown
on that cortoin mop ontitled "Plans for the Doprovement of a
Portion of Alvise and Milpitas Road in Supervisor District No., 3%,

The lenath of State highway hereby rolinquished is 0,03 of
a mx@. more or leas.

PARCEL 33

That portion of the existing State highwag in Santa Clarn
County, road IV-3C1«5«A, lying botween the south city limit

line of Milpitas at or noar Trimble Road, Engineer's Station

2104527 and the northerly right of way lino of the shoro
Freewgga road IV-8C1-68-53a, ay Bay
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' EXCEPITHG THEREPRON that portion lying within the oity
- 1imite of San JosG.,

The length of State h&ghway horeby znl&nquiahed is 2.7
miles, more or leas,

Thw purposs of this resolution is to vest 1n the County of
Senta Clara as County highway all of the State of California's

right, title, and interest in and to tha portions of ths Statoe
highways hnraby rel&nquinhed

"‘
NGV, 'rmmmm, DE. IT RESCLVED that this Board protosts this
velinquishment to the County of Santa CGlara of soid parto of sald
State highwnya; , :

_ DBE 1T FURTHER RES&EVED ﬁhaﬁ thisxﬁoarﬁ horoby nesations the
 Californiq Highway Commiesion to calenday o hearing to tho
County of Santa Clara on the proposal . to relinquiah asigd parts;
of said State highwaye to the County of Sunta blaréi ﬁnd

BE IT PURTHBR RESCLVED that the Clerk of thls Board be, and
he 1s~h-raby authorizod and direotea to tranamit o copy of this
Rasolution to the State Kighway Eng&naev, Divieion of Highways,
to chg Califoynia Highway cammiusicn,‘ﬂupartment of Pudblic Vorks
of tho Stato of Califomis, and Lo the Board of Supervisors of
the County of Alameda, State of Califormia,

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of ths County:
of Santa Clare, State of Califormia, this 1lth day of Ootober,
1558, by the following votet
AYES:  Supervisows, Mewwm. Dellataggiore, Gasar, Levia. WoKiuuoi

HNOES: Superviaora,- None

ABSERT: Supervisors, ™“nrne “-\ | : .
| r / NYE / A
Eﬁﬁ!rman of EEE Board ? Euyervlaora
ATTEET: RICHARD CLSON, Clerk of : The foregoing instrument 1S
7w Board of Bu

DGWSJ?‘B. _ gorract CODV of the onamal
7 ; ' i3 affice
e A 0 ﬂ%ﬂ/ﬂ_/- onme in i3

AR | peimsT RICL D 010N

o ' - Clerigua. upervisors
BWCe1ed ¢18/7/54 : , “Be T ;L&:Z/L/
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. STATE OF, CALIFORNIA . @fkfjn ‘\Qor"o"j

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

N i, ,V,,d\ Lf )
DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS Shde Whed D
C":V\‘,f_i,-() 2 (‘1,.»/ 98 4
DISTRICT 1V £ A

150 OAK STREET
SAN FRANCISCO 2, CALIFORNIA

ADDRESS ALL. COMMUNICATIONS TO UNDERHILL 3-0222
P. O. POX 3368, RINCON ANNEX : PLEASE REFER
BAN FRANCIBCO 10 August 18 s 195)_4_ To FiLk No.
IV-3C1-5-C
% , AUG 23 1954 >
/// DATE ,
- Ao min g
Board of Supervisors APFRQ :;C;Z////
County of Santa Clara RE:C2 CT P %
Room 21, Court House ' c ENG———-—=-==~

San Jose 13, California

Gentlemen:

We have reviewed the petition forwarded with Mr. Olson's
letter of August 11, which was filed with the Board of Supervisors
by Mr. and Mrs. Paul McGulre, et al, regarding the Santa Cruz
Highway south of Los Gatos.

We are very cognizant of the fact that traffic on the Santa

Cruz Highwey 1s increasing in approximately the same ratio as the
general increase throughout the State on all highways. It 1is
appreciated that this general increase of traffic may cause some
additional inconvenience to residents along this highway. How-
ever, the request for breaks in the double white line at driveway
or intersecting road locations dces not appear to be necessary
inasmuch as motorists may legally cross the double line to enter
- elther private roads or driveways. The construction of separation
structures for these private roads does not appear to be practical,
or a proper expenditure of Highway User Funds in this location.

The Scotts Valley section in Santa Cruz County was posted for
reduced speeds because of the business and roadside development in
that area. The area in Santa Clara County has not been built up

to sueh a density, and we do not believe that it is proper to con-
sider reducing the speeds on that section.

It 1s appreciated that the Idlewild Road is now the meln
entrance for many residents living to the east, whose normal or "
prior connection to the highway has been altered because of the
Lexington Dam construction. However, as you have been previously
advised, the Idlewild Road is a private entrance and the use of
| State funds to improve this entrance is not a proper expendlture
‘ of such monies. We shall be glad to consider an application for

a permit to construct additionsal facilities at the +dlewild Road
entrance by the Water D%ﬁiriCt or other private parties.
AuG 231
DATE

; APPROVED

ooy of o LAy o iy o W s Tt




Bd.of Supvs. -2~ IV-SC1L-5-C

The request for trimming of brush on the State highway
right-of-way to increase sight distance, will be investlgated
by our fileld forces; and if there ls some trimming which can be
done to Increase the safety of this intersection, we shall be
happy to do so.

Very truly yours,
/

)

/%Y\’W
B, W, Booker

Assistant State Highway Engineer



GOODWIN J. KNIGHT ”
G.T.McCOY =~ °* GOVEANOR OF CALIFORNIA FRANK B. DURKEE

BTATE HIGHWAY ENGINRKR CirgcTOon

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

- Department of Public Works

SACRAMENTO

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS PLEASE REFER TO

PUBLIC WORKS SBUILDING August 16 » 1954 FILE No.

P. O. BOX 1489
B8ACRAMENTO 7

IV-SC1-5-C

County Clerk

Santa Clara County
San Jose, Californisa
Dear Sir:

There 15 enclosed for filing in your
office pursuant to 'Chapter I of Division 5, Title
I of the Government Code, certified copy of Final
Report of work done and expenditures made on day
labor work in Santa Clara County, Day Labor Work
Order No, 53-4T38-Y, road IV-SCl-5-C, |

Very truly yours,

G, T, MeCOY
State Highway Engineer

By H. C. McCARTY

Office Engineer

By
Assissant Office Engineer

AUG 16 1954 /1/%



Mr. G. T. MnCoy

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
DISTRICT IV

July 21, 195hL

IV-8C1l-5-C

Day Labor Work
Order 53-LT38-Y
FINAL REPORT

State Highway Englneer
Sacramento, Cglifornia

Attentlon: Mr. Wm. Bock

Dear Sir:

R. C. Warriner

Submitted for your consideratlion 1s:

FINAL REPORT
FOR
THE CORRECTION
OF
TRAFFIC CONDITIONS
AND
DRAINAGE
IN THE VICINITY OF
LEXINGTON DAM
ON
IV-8C1l-5-C

Highway Superintendent
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I. GENERAL

A, Description

The work as originally contemplated consisted of corrections
of various trafflic conditions and drainage on the Lexington Dam
re-loca;ion project constructed under Contract No, S51-4TC-3,
IVv-8Cl=5=C,

The work was requested in Day Labor Work Order Requests
Nos. 1943, 2021, 205, 2109 and 2228

The work was completed as planned except as listed below:

1., Change Order No, 1 was approved on July 28, 1953 and
covered the constructlion of a traffic i1sland instead of the proposed
trafflc bar reloccation at the intersection with Montevine Road,

2, Change Order No, 2 was approved on October 20, 1953 and
covered the substltution of a wooden cover for the proposed metal
grate near Statlon 2061+86,

3, The placing of metal plate guard rail across the Black
Road, as proposed in Request No, 2109 was not completed as the
Santa Clara Valley Conservation Distrlct has not completed the
purchase of the property or access rights. As the remaining portion
of the work order is small 1t was decided to close out this work

order and request a specifle work order for the guard rail at Black
Road when the road can be closed,

All other phases of the proposed work were completed as planned

and all work performed in compllance wlth the applicable mectlons of
the Standard Speclfications,

B, Preliminary Estimate of Cost
l. D,L.,W.0, Request No. 19L3, dated January 1S,

1954,

122 1.f, Pre=-cast traffio bars, in place @ $2.25 $281 25

L.3. Remove existing bars and stripes 100,00
$381,25

2, D.L.W.0, Request No, 2021, d&ated February 5,

1953.

175 1.f, 12" C.M.P. in place @ $L.00 $700,.00

1 each catchbasin 200,00
$900,00

(over)
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3.

Co

. ' v e

D,LW.0. Request No. 2054, dated February 19,

1954,
189 1.f. 24" CMP, in place @ ¢ 7.00 $1,323.,00
2% c.y. Conecrete for Junction

box and anchor @ 80,00 200,00
1l ea, Junctlon box and frame @ 200,00 200,00
2 only 2" pipe anchors with

extended arms @ 30.00 60,00
2L ¢c.y. Excavation and backfill @ 5.00 120,00

$1’ 903 ooo
D,L.W.0, Request No, 2109, dated March
16 1953
130 1.f, Metal plate guard rail @ $ 5,00 $ 650.00
D,L.W.,0, Request No. 2228, dated
May 1, 1953.
a, At Trout Creek,
Remove obatructions at entrance $1,000,00
of culvert including boulders,
freeway fence, and debris,
Construct debris rack at entrance 1,000,00
of culvert,
Lower outlet channel from culvert, 300,00
b. At Station 228+80
Place Freeway Fence ~12200.00
#$3,500,00

Bidders

There were no bidders on thils project.

The project was

approved for day labor by the Director on May 29, 1953,

D, Chronological Statement

Work requested:
D, 0. No. 1943
D, 0, No. 2021
D, 0. No., 2051.‘.
D. 0. No., 210
D. Ol NO. 222
Work authorized
Work started

January 15, 1953
February 5, 1953
Februarg 19, 1953
March 1 1953
May 1, 19 3

June L, 1953

June 22, 1953

Work not completed as explalned above,
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E, Supervision \‘

The work was supervised by Hlghway Superintendent R, C,

Warriner and Highway Foreman H., A, Petersen.

T, Construction Materlals

P. 0o, Vendor Item Quantity Amount
SF-12285 Sante Clara County CRB 18 c.y. $ 9.27
8F=30748 Fiberaised Bar &
Curh n, Reised Bars 107.,5 l.f. 171.63
42683 " Orchard Supply - Trowels Misc, 1,10
: Telephone Wre Misc. 2.0k
SF-13678 Central Concrete X
Supply Co.’ Transit Mix 1% c.y. 16 .36
SF-3687 Argonsut Supply Co. Wire mesh 200 1l.f. 104,11
SF-389 Central Supply Co. P.C.C. 10 ¢y 180.25
SF-289 Borchers Bros, Readymix 5.25 Co¥e 49 .88
L2055 Arnold Bros, Cutting tip 1 ea, 3.11
SF-20492 Cupertino Hdw, Dynamite and
caps Misc, 9.60
Req, 48365 Service & Suvoply Pipe Misc. 1,158.&7
118972 " L R. R, Rail Misc. 76 .54
Acc. 137 - San Jose Lumber Misc, 23 .43
G, Work performed under Service Agreement
S. A, Vsndor Type work Cost
N-L785 Voss Welding Weld pipe, L% hra, $ 25,50
N=-4785 Voss Welding Weld debris rack 22,50
P-L0L3 U.3. Steel, Cyclome
Fence Dlv. Install 300 l.f,
Freeway fence 540,00
II, STATEMENT OF FUNDS AND EXPENDITURES
A, Expenditures
Operating expense $ 2,419,60
Salaries and wages 3,227 .89
Equipment Rental 1,164.92
Total $6,812.41
B. Funds
Construction Allotment $ 7,850,00
(53-4T38-Y)
Balance reverted 1,037.59
(June 195L)
Funds expended $6,812.41

(over)
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ITI. UNIT COSTS

1. D.L.W.0. Request No. 1943

Item Quantity Amount
Pre-cast traffic bars 107.5 1l.f. $577.59
Remove existing bars

and stripes L.s. 100,00

2. D.L.W.0. Requdst No, 2021

Install 12" C.M.P. 176 1.f. $557 .28
Construct catch basin 1 ea, 89.88

3. D.L.W.0. Request No. 205l

Install 24" CMP 192 1.f, $1,313.,10
Construct junction box 1l ea, 32 .32
Construct wooden cover l en, é.Ol
Excavation and backfill 2 c.y. 66 .52

Y. D.L.W.0. Request No, 2109

Unit Cost

$5.37 per 1.f.

$3017 ver 1,T,

$6 .8l per 1.f,

2.77 peI' c.y.

Work not completed. TFreeway fence constructed at Montevina
Road as proposed under Request No. 2228 and as shown below,

5. D.L.W.0. Request No,., 2228

At Trout Creek

Item Quantity Amount Unit Cost

Remove obstrictions at entrance

of culvert, etc. L.S,. $ 732.16

Place 3" concrete wearing course

on floor of Trout Crk. culvert L.S, 1,145.16

Construet debris rack at entrance

of culvert o s L.S. 8;6.06

Lower outlet eimrinel from cwlvert L.S, 288 .8l

Place freoway ™Rnce 300 1,1, 613.52 $2,.05 per 1l.f,
Miscellaneous % L.S. 19.66

IV, CERTIFICATE ; "
%

In accordance - vﬁhéﬁ&rd@isioﬁﬁ)oﬁhCEqphar I of Division
5, Title 1, of the Government Code, I hereby certify that, to the
best of my knowledge and bellef, the informatlion in thls report
1s a true and accurate record of the day labor work performed

under authority of Day Labor Work Order S53-4T38-Y.

Yours very truly,
Triginal Siced 2y
T AWy centh
L. A. WEYMOUTH
Distriet Engineer




) - DL MG PL3-4738-Y

e ' W o) s

No engineering charges stand against this work,

The services of other publlc employees in connection

with this work are not lncluded in this statement,

the proportion of thelr saléries, attributable to
guch actlvities, being charged unsegregated against

the State Highway Fund.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 3

g 23,
County of Sacramento ¢

I, Go T McCoy, being duly sworn depose

and say: That I am the State Highway Engineer
and I have read the foregoing report, and know
the contents thereof, and that the same is true
of my own knowledge, except as to those matters
which are therein stated on my information or
belief, and as to those matters, I bellieve 1%

_F Cerr,
7

Subseribsed and sworn o before me

. Clate! nng
Notary Puhhc ina d for 1ie County of
Sacramento, Sizte of California
My Contmission expise: April 30, 1917
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From B. W. Booker, Asst. State Highway Engineer:

HIGHWAY ACTIVITIES IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY

(A) The California Highway Commission has announced its
intention to consider the relocation of Sign Route 9 in the Alviso
area, and local officials have been advised of the impending action.
The rerouting has been proposed to provide a more direct alignment
and to relieve the inconvenience to traffi; which results from
flooding on this section during high tides.

(BY Next year's budget provides financing in the
amount of $2h0;000 for a .5 mile project on E1 Camino Real in Palo
Alto for an improvement in the vicinity of the Stanford Shopping
Center. The proposed construction will include widening of the
bridge across San Francisquito Creek; the widening to six lanes and
installation of signals and channelization. Plans for this work are
nearing completion and it is expected that bids will be called for

early next year.

(C) In Palo Alto at the intersection of El Camino Real
with Page Mill Road a new traffic signal installation which will
be interconnected with the existing signals at California Avenue,
will be completed about December 15, 1954, This $10,000 project

was financed jointly by the City of Palo Alto and the State.

(D) - In Sunnyvale, provision has been made in next year's

budget for the widening of Matilda Avenue between E1l Camino Real and

Beemer Avenue. Allocation in the amount of $100,000 for this .8 mile




project has been provided and preliminary work should be completed
in time to permit advertising for bids early next year.

(E) Also in the San Jose area; at the intersection of
Wabash-Leland Avenue with West San Carlos Street, installation of
signals and channelization was completed last month. The County of
Santa Clara participated in the financing of this $37;OOO projecte

(F) The Highway Commission has also provided the amount
of $1,600,000 in next year's budget for construction of a Bayshore
Freeday unit in San Jose from Santa Clara 3Street to Rosa Street.
Plans are nearing completion and negotiations are under way for
acquisition of rights of way in anticipation of calling for bids
next summer. Preliminary work is also under way on additional units
to the north.

(GY On Alum Rock Avenue preliminary work is under way
on a proposed drainage improvement at Silver Creek. San Jose, Santa
Clara County and the State will participate in the cost of this
projecta

(H) In San Jose at the intersection of The Alameda with
Race Street, installation of signals and channelization was completed
last month. The City of San Jose participated in the financing of
this $47,000 projecte.

(I) The contract for the road work on the freeway
through Los Gatos has been awarded. In the meantime, work is pro-
gressing on the Main Street Bridge unit of this project. This 2.4

mile bypass is scheduled for completion in November 1955 at a total

~R=




construction cost of approximately $1;700;OOO. Preliminary work is
also under way on additional freeway units between Los Gatos and
San Jose.

(J) On US 101; south of San Jose, the Highway Commission
has included $l,000;000 in the budget for the next fiscal year for the
addition of a fourth lane between Ford Road and Llagas Creek.Completion
of plans for this 12.8 mile project has been scheduled to permit
advertising for bids next spring. This project together with the
scheduled Bayshore Freeway unit in San Jose willl eliminate éll of the
remaining three lane highway on this US 101 route between Gilroy and
San Francisco.

(K) The reconstruction of US 101 through Gilroy is
progressing and should be completed by next March. This 1.5 mile
improvement is being constructed at a cost of $278;000 and has been
financed jointly by the City of Gilroy and the State,

(L) The Highway Commission has included an item of
$b20;000 in next year's budget for the relocation of Bolsa Road, a
portion of Sign Route 25 between US 101 and the San Benito County
Line., The preliminary work for this 2.3 mile project should be

completed in time to permit advertising for bids by next summer.

12-13-54



HIGHWAY ACTIVITIES

SANTA CLARA COUNTY
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RESOLUTION REQUESTING THE CALIFORNIA STATE HIGHWAY
COMMISSION TO BUDGET FUNDS FOR THE EARLY CONSTRUC-
TION OF A PORTION OF STATE ROUTE 5 WITHIN THE
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA.

WHEREAS, 1t appearing that the vehlcular traffic conditlons
along State Route No., 17 in the vicinity of the Town of Los Gatos
are extremely heavy and congested, and by virtue of the physical
location of the present State Route No. 17 and said Town of Los
Gatos trafflc conditions are hazardous; and

WHEREAS, 1t further appearing that the Highway Commission of
the State of California has heretofore established the proposed
location of State Route No. 5_through the Town of Los Gatos,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that this Board of Supervisors
do hereby respectfully recommend to the State Highway Commission
of the State of California that 1t include in 1ts 1954-55 budget,
or earlier 1f funds become avallable, monles for the construction
of that portion of State Route No. 5 from the southerly city
limits of the Town of Los Gatos northerly to the intersection of
sald State Route No, 5 with an extension of Saratoga Avehue,
namely, State Route No. 42,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Clerk of thils Board be,
and he 1s hereby directed to cause to be transmitted to the

Secretary of the Highway Commission of the State of California
certified coples of this Resoclution.

1QIERE: )

JUN 151653

" R OlsopClerk of the 239
BY(; DEPUTY



PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County
of Santa Clara, State of California, this 15th .:day of June,
1953, by the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors, DellaMaggiore, Brown, McKinnon, Gaspar, Levin
NOES: Supervlisors, None

ABSENT: Supervisors, None

Chai £ thg‘Béégd/ﬁf\Qggervisors

RICHARD OLSOCN

of the Board of Supervisors

HWC:1s8d
6/15/53




* Los gatm CHH[HBER 0f CUﬂlfﬂEHCE

137 West Main Street Elgato 4-1746
LOS GATOS, CALIFORNIA
May 27, 1953

Col., Walter Gaspar, Supsrvisor
Santa Clara County
San Jose, California

Dear Col. Gaspar:

The Los Gatos Highway Committee held a meeting on May 21st with
representatives from los Gatos, Santa Cruz, San Jose and the County of
Santa Clara. As a result of the meeting, it planned that a delegation
from this area attend a meeting of the California Highway Commiasion in
Sacramento on June 18th, at which time a joint delegation from the cities
and counties ected will ask for inclusion in the 1954-55 budget of
funds for the construction of that portion of Route 5§ from the South
City limits of Los Gatos to its intersection with an extension of Saratoga
Avenue (Route 42).

The time of our appearance has been tentatively set for 11:00 A.M.,
subject to written confirmation from the Secretary of the Highway Commission,

In assembling material for our presentation, it was the consensus
of opinion that it would be advantageous 1f the County Boards of Supervisors
and the Cities and Chambers of Commerce along Route 5 would pass a resolu-
tion favoring immediate construction of the portion of Route 5 mentioned in
the first paragraph.

Rather than to have stereotyped resolutions, it was felt that each
resolution should point out the seriousness of the present situation and
the advantagee of immedlate construction as it pertains to each individual
\ situation,

We will appreciate it if you will draft and pass such a resolution,
and send the original of sams to me prior to June 10th.

We also hope that you will attend the meeting in Sacramento and
say & few words in our behalf.

If any additional informatiocn is needed kindly contact me by
telephone at Elgato 4=1540.

Jais

W. R. her, Chairman

Highway Committee A
—



i ESTABLISHED 1886
'Sén Jose Abstract & Title ~ surance Co. .

70 NORTH SECOND ST. 2214 BUSINESS 8T. HAMILTON AT RAMONA
S8AN JOSE, CALIF, SAN JOSE, CALIF. PALO ALTO,. CALIF.
CYPRESs 3-2430 CYPRESS 4-98023 DAVENPORT 3-0081

Colonel Gasper:

Enclosed 1s letter outlining
our discusslion of last week. Since
dictating the letter, time of appear-
ence before the Commission has been
confirmed.

Attached 1s some data which may
help in drafting & resolution.

If you would like me to appear
in person, I can do so.

a
- 1540 g
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1.

2.
3.

'

5e

6.

All beachbound traffic from the East Bay, the northern San Joaquin Valley,
southern Sacramento Valley, a large part of the Santa Clera Valley end
many San Franclsco area motorists funnel in'to I.ba Gatos' narrow TWO LARE
Santa Cruz Avenue on weekendes, '

July 15, 1952 Traffic Count 21,095 cars probably the heaviest TWO LANE
trafficoount in the State.

Traffic count estimated at 30,000 care over holiday weekends.

Returming traffic from the bsaches on most weekends coms to a dead stop
at least three miles south of Los Gatos and no car so caught gets to Los
Gatos in less than an hour of inch and stop driving.

Heavy traffic on North Senta Cruz Avenue {our main business section)
discourages people from shopping this area on weekends.

The early completion of this Los Gatos Sectlon will speed-up the start
of work on the connecting link to the Bayshore-~Eastshore Highways at Gish
Road. It is obvious that this connecting link cannot be built until this
TWO LANE bottleneck here in Los Gatos is remedied.




. S8TATE OF CALIFORNIA 0
)

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

DISTRICT IV
180 OAK STREET
SAN FRANCISCO 2, CALIFORNIA

ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO UNPBERHILL 3-0222
P. O. BOX 3368, RINCON ANNEX
BAN FRA.ICIBCO 16

PLRABE RRFER

March 11’ 1953 TO FILE No.
IV-SCl=119-A

DAade ®
Honorable Board of Supervisors Qquﬁuuue aykt

County of Santa Clara
Court House
San Jose, California

Gentlemen:

I wish to advise that on February 18, 1953, the
California Highway Commission passed a resolution
adopting the route for State Highway Route 119 in the
County of Santa Clara between the San Benito County Line
and Route 2.

Copies of this resolution and of the signed general
route map referred to therein are attached.

Your co-operation in doing all possible to prevent
the planning or construction of improvements which might
conflict with the highway is requested. 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 County
Engineer, and the County Building Inspector.

IRLERE:

| MAR 1652 )
£ 1. McRFHEFARRaghuents
Jean Pullan

Yours very truly,-

R LS S N
B. W. BOOKER
Asst. State Highway Engineer

DATE
APPROVED

RE: 2 ¢ 2 o




" To:

From:

State of California

Department of Public Works

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

INTRA~-DISTRICT AND DEPARTMENTAL CCRRESPONDENCE

Mr. B. W. Booker February 26, 1953

Headquarters

File Reference
1V-S5C1l-119-=-A

Following is copy of resolution passed by the
Highway'Commission at its meeting in Sacramento on

February 18, 1953:

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 the San Benito County Line and
State Highway Route 2, road IV-SCl-119-A, as out-
lined in a project report dated August 16 1950 and
as shown on a map thereof signed by B. W. Booker,
Assistant State Highway Engmneer dated February 13,
1953, approved February 16, 1953 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
ultimate 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 high-
way 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.

/s/ G, N. Cook
G. N. COOK, Secretary
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AMERICAN TRUST COMPANY

HEAD OFFICE! NAN FRANCISCO

COMMERCIAL — SAVINGS — TRUST

MEMBER FEDERAL RESERVE 5VSTEM

GILROY OFFICE
96 NORTH MONTERBY BTRHRT
GILROY, CALIFORNIA

|

January 9, 1953

Board of Supervisors
Santa Clara County
Court House

San Jose, Cglifornia

Gentlemen:

It is my desire that you accept
Santa Clara County Master and thoroughfare
and Street Plan to include redesignation
of highwey bi-pass of City of Gilroy.

‘Y/MQ/%ry truly,

Vernon C. Gwinn
Manager

1
{8
a1 AR ! 9 \(:,53
o 1\'1.}..5.’ ATE____\)_A_B.}:——-—‘
€ T McGEHEE, Clerk

Jean Pullan APPROVED """

BY. urmrr?r;E: oz €2 PC ENG_/____ﬁ/
— g,

——— -———
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October 20, 1952

Re1IV-SC1-5,42-C,L0ts,D;LGts

Ur, B, W, Booker

Ags't State Highuvay Enginoor .

150 Oak Streot Att: J. P, Sinclair
Sen Franocisco 2, California

Deer Sir:

Enclosed please find 6 certifled coples of rosolution
adopted by the Board of Suporvisora today stating that a
public hoaring on proposad change in location of State
4#ighway Routes 5 and 42 in the vicinity of Los Gatos will
not be necessary.

Very truly yours,
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

E. T. MeQGEHEE, CIERK

By
Deputy Clerk of ths Boerd

1RIERE]

0CT 20 1952




. o 8TATE OF CALIFORNIA ‘

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
) . DISTRICT IV

180 OAK STREET
SAN FRANCISCO 2, CALIFORNIA

- [
ADDREGS ALY COMMUNICATIONS TO
P, O. BOX 3366, RINCON ANNEX PLEASK REFER
BAN FRANCISCO 19 October 17 L 1952 To FiLe No,

¢

¢/

/? s Honorable Board of Supervisors,

IV-SC1~5,42-C,LGts,D;LGts

County of Santa Clara,
Court House,
S3an Josse, California.

.Gentlemen:

Attached are the originel and seven coples
of a proposed resolution stating that a public hearing
on the proposed change in locatlon of State Highway
Routes 5 and 42 in the vicinity of Los Gatos will not
be necessary.

Thls 1s as agreed botween representatives
of the State and the County at a meeting held in
Los Gatos on October 16, 1952,

Please return six certified copies of the
resolution to this office.

t

Very truly yours,

Be. W. BOOKER,
Asst. State Highway ¥nglnesr.

d ‘ N
Jd. F INCLAIR,
gtrict Ingineer.
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Ootober 17, 1952

1V-801-5,424+0,L0ts,D; LAt |

j'Hdnofﬁbia Doard of Supoyvisors,

ounty of Banta Clara,
Court jioude; : -
8an Joso; Calirornia.

Gontlemena'

- Attached are the oripglnal &nd seven copios :
of & proposed reaclution stating that a public hoaring
on the proposed change in lccation of State ilghway
Routes 5 and [,2 in the vicinity of Los Gath-will not
be nsosasery,.

This 48 as a&rcod betwoen reprosontatives"

- of tho Ltate aud the County at e moetinc held in

Los Gatos on Ootober 16, 1952,

. Pleaue reburn ‘six certifiod- oopiea of the
reaolution to~thia office, ,

R Very trily yours,
B, U, BOOKIR,
Aaat. Stato’ M ghway ﬁnginoen.

Tt » @Rvem SIGNED BY

e s

R Sy -J, y. SINCLAIR.
Distriot ° ngqneer-'

JuDter

.oo_zmm.a’m..mn.na;‘ezmm*aou.s |




RESOLUTION NO.

WHEREAS, the Division of Highways of the State of
California proposes to éhange.the location of portions of
State Highway.Routes 5 and 42 In the vicinity of Los Gatos
from the locetion shown on the general route map of said
routes adopted by the Célifornia Highway Commission on
November 13, 1951, to the location shown in red on the
accompanylng print of said general route map; and |

WHEREAS, said relocation of said_State~Highway Routes
5 and L2 has been reviewed by this Board; and |

WHEREAS, 1t appearing to this Board that a public
hearing on the‘change of location of sald Routes will not
be necessary;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by this Board of
Supervisors that a public hearing on the proposed change
of locatlon of said portions of State Highway Routes 5 and
L2 as shown on sald print accompanying this Resolution be
and the same is hereby deemed not necessary.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of Santa
Clara County this 20th day of October 1952, by the following

vote:
AYES; Supervisors, Brown, Campbell, McKinnon, Pfeifle

NOES: Supervisors, None
ABSENT: Supervisor, Wool

ATTEST: E. T. McBEHEE, CLER
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RESOLITION KO, “ \
: ' \. .
WHEREAS, the Diviolon of uighways of the utate of \
Colifornia proposes to change the locatlion of portions of N

C A
. : . A
State Gighway Routes S and 42 in the vicinity of Los CGatos }

k

from the locatien shown on the peneral route‘mnp'of:aaid
routes adopted by tho Coliforala Highway Commlsalon @n
Hovembey 13, 19515 to the location shown in red on the
accompanying print of sald general route mapy and

WHI'REAS, seid rolocation of sald Stvate lilghway Routes
5 and 42 has been reviewed by tlis SBoard; and

WHL.REAS, 1t aeppearing to thia Board that a publid
hearing on the change of location of suld Houtes will not
be necessary;

¥OW, TEEREFORL, NG IT RLUOLVED by this Joord of
Supervisors that a public hoaving on the proposed change
of location of sald portiome of State Lighwey Routes 5 and
42 a8 shown on said print acoccompanying this Resclution be

and the same is hereby doemed not noccessary.
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August 30, 1061

Honorable Ear) Warre
Gevernor of the Stato of California
State Capitol
Sacramento, Callfornla
Dear Governor Warren:
Enclosed herawith please find certified
oepy of Resolution adopted by the Board of Supervisora

on August 87, 1951, which is self-explanatory,

Sincerely yours,
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
Wm, S, Pfeilfle, CHAIRMAN

By. : :
Peputy Clerk of the Board

ROPB

Same to Purcell & Peterson:




EARL WARREN
GOVERNOR

e - NP

State of Qalifornia

GOVERNOR'S OFFICE
SACRAMENTO 14

September 4, 1951

Mr. Richard Olson
Deputy Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors
Santa Clara County
Room 21, Court House
San Jose 13, California

Dear Mr. Olson:

On behalf of the Governor I
wish to acknowledge your letter of
August 30th and enclosure of a
certified copy of the resolution adopted
by your Beoard on August 27th with refer-
ence to the freeway construction of the
Bayshore Highway.

In accordance with the policy
established by the Governor and the State
Legislature, this route and the other
major state highway routes will be estab-
lished as freeways as rapidly as funds be-
come available. The Governor appreciates
the situation which occasioned the action
of your Board and has directed that the
resolution be placed officiallyy before the
State Highway Commission.

Sincerel

M. F. Small

Departmental Secretary
MFS:fk



RESOLUTION

WHEREAB, the number of vehilcle accidents occurring
on Bayshore Highway, a State highway, in Santa Clara County
hae within the past year greatly exceeded the number of
vehicle accildente in the lmmedlate past several years, and
by reason thereof there is urgent need that that portion of
said\Bayahqre_Highway situate within the County of Santa
Clara be immediately widened.and constructed as a freeway,
with 1limlited means of Ingress and egress, in order to re-
lieve the critical traffic probleme thereon;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AND ORDERED that
the 8tate of California snd the appropriate departments and
agencles thereof lmmediately proceed to construct that por-
tion of the State Bayshore Highway situate within the County
of Banta Clara 1nto a freeway with limited means of ingress
and egresgs thereto and therefrom; and

BE IT FURTHER ORDERED that certified coples of
this Resolutlon be transmitted to the Honorable Earl Warren,
Governor of the State of California; Honorable Charles H,
Purcell, Director of Public Works and Chagirman of the
California Highway Commission; and Honorable Clifford E,
Peterson, Commlssioner of the California Highway Patrol,

PASBED AND ADOPTED this 27th day of August, 1951,
by the Board of Buperflsore of the County of Santa Clara,
State of California, by the following vote:

AYES: Supervigors, Campbsll, McKinnon, PFEIFLE, Wool, Brown
NOES: SuperviaorB,N°na
ABSENT: Supervisors,tone

and ex officio Clerk of the

Board of Bupervisors, heirman of the Board.of 4?_ é/
C:;é;;;%ézilf:4naul> . upervisors of the County &£t
Santa C
(/;::§=> ety CTork, nt lara, S8tate of California,

ATTEST: E. T. McGEHEE, County Clerk < (9 .
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RESQLUTION

RE URGENCY OF CONSTRUCTION QF
BAYSHORE HIGHWAY AS A FREEWAY
IN BANTA CLARA COUNTY.

DATED: August 27, 1951.

HOWARD W. CAMPEN
COUNTY COUNSEL
OF SANTA CLARA COUNTY
COURT HOUSI ANNEX
SAN JOSE, CALIFORNIA

Form csl-5
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April 11, 1061

Mr. E, A, Panl

Executive Secretary

Senta Clara County Parm Buresu
2271 The Alameda

San Jose, California

Deay 3Sirs

Recently you forwarded a letter to this
office asking that the Board of Supervisors take some
action relative to the widening of highway #9, better
imown as ths Sarltogt-Sunnyvalo Road,

A Resolution was adopted by the Board
and forwarded to the proper State Highway Officials,

Ve are in receipt of a lstter from John
H., Skegge, Asslstant State Highway Engineer, stat
that the Divisicn of Highways recognize the Bisability
of 1ncroanln5 the ocarrying oapaolt{ of sald highway and
have inoluded it among the high priority projects belng
cmaidered within this County,

vgrj truly yourn,'
BOARD OP SUPERVISORS

By,
~Peputy CIerk of the Board
ROspbL



November 8, 19850

lir, Jno., H. Skoggs

Ags't State dighway Engineer
150 Oak Strest

San Francisco 2, California

Dear ilp, Skeggs?

This letter 1s written in regard tc statement
which 1s alleged to have boen maede by your resident
enginser on tho construction job south of Gilroy.

The property owners have been informed by said
resident enginser that the\Board_of Supervisors of the
County requested thot ths fenco be bullt along the fraeoe-
way so as to interrupt tho free access to the highuay
oxcopt at designated points.

Nowhere in tho rocords of the Foard of Super=
viocors did they over moke such & roquost and thoy bsliove

that your roaidont onginosy scnould bo informod of thab
ozt and ¢ha proporty ounors dc¢ informad.

Sincoroly yours,

BOA: D OF SUPERVISORS

Ve Toe NOGELTE, CLTRE

By,

Daputy Clork of €l boord




RESOLUTION ADDRESSED TC HIS EXCELLENCY, THE
GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, CALLING
ATTENTION TO THE UNFINISHED CONDITION OF
STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE FIVE IN THE COUNTY OF
SANTA CLARA AND REQUESTING HIS ACTION TO CAUSE
. THE COMPLETION OF THE WORK OF IMPROVEMENT OF
SAID BTATE HIGHVAY

WHEREAS, the County of Santa Clara, and the City of San Jose,
prior to Deoember 7, 1941, contributed to the extent of$l5,500,00
for the purchases of various righte of way in ant;clpation of the
surfacing and improving by the State Divislon of Highways of that
state highway designated as Division IV, SCL V, Beotion B, Stations
879 to 947, commonly known as San Carlos 8treet, between Bgscome
Avenue and Race Street in the County of Santa Clara; and

V/HEREAS 1t was understood by the members of thies Board to be
the intention and agreement of the State Division of Highways to
pave and surface and improve sald state highway upon the seocuring
of sald rights of way; and |

VHEREAS the State Division of Highways 414 prior to December 7,
1941, cause advertisement to be made for bids to carry out the work
on sald state highway above referred to; and

WHEREAS 1t is the understanding of the members of thls Board
that state funde necessary for such state higﬁway improvement work
was provided and allocated for eaild purposes; and

WHEREAS by reason of the happening of the war on December 7,
1841, and the national emergency created thereby, the pressing demands
upon the state occasloned eald advertieing for bids and plans for
~ocompletion of sald work on sald state highway to be withdrawn; and

WHEREAS sald state highway and San Carlos Street 1s now and for
the past four years has been in a deplorable condition, and the work
of improving and ocompleting sald state highﬁay should be undertaken
at thls time, |




NOV THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisore
of the County of Santa Clara:

That His Exoellency, Earl Varren, the Governor of the State
of California, be advised of the foregoing facts, and petition
mede to him requeeting hie ald 1in seocuring actlon on thepart of
the Divlision of Btate Highways to the end that the State Division
of Highways lmmediately proceed to carry forward and complete the
work of paving, surfacing, and improving eald state highway desig-
nated as Divislion IV, SCL V, Beotion B, S8tatlons 579 to 947,

commonly known as San Carloe Street, in the County of Santa Clara.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Bupervisors of the County

of Santa Clara, State of California, thie 18th day of February,
1948, by the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors, Brown, Pfelfle, McKinnon, Wool, Cooley

NOES: Supervieors, None

ABBENT: BSupervisors , None

Chalrman of the Board o pervisors
of the County of Sante C)}4ra, Btate
of Callfornia

ATTEST: ALBJERT J. NEWLIN

clerk and ex-o0fficilo Clerk
ar%/ofSuﬁ/;%igzzzc*ﬁy<d///
N et - =

Deputy Clerk




RESOLUTION

ADDRESSED TO HIS EXCELLENCY
THE GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, CALLING ATTENTION
TO THE UNFINISHED CONDITION
OF STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE FIVE
IN THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA
AND REQUZSTING WIS ACTION TO
CAUSE THE COMPLETION OF THE
WORK OF IMPROVEMENT OF SAID
STATE HIGHWAY,

— s o e = e e e
.7
= -
-

LEONARD R. AVILLA
DISTRICT ATTORNEY
OF SANTA CLARA COUNTY

COURT HOUSE
SAN JOSE, CALIFORNIA

DIST. ATTY. S00 1-468 2954




‘ PARTIAL RELEASE OF‘MORTGAGE.

THIB INDENTURE, made and entered into on this the 26th day of Septem—
ber A. D. 1912 by and between Lester Swall, of the Town of Mountain
View, County of Santa Clara, State of California, party of the first
part, and Victer Anzini of the same place, party of the second part;

WITNESSETH;

THAT WHEREAS THE SAID PARTY of the second part by & certain
indenture of mortgage dated May 4, A. D. 1912 and recorded in the of-
fice of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State of California
onrMay 7, A. D. 1912 in Book 209 of Mortgages at page 156, did for the
purpose and for the consideration therein mentioned mortgage the real
pronerty therein desoribed;

AND WHEREAS the said party of the second part has on the date first
above written paid to the marty of the first part the sum of ($1.00)
One Dollar lawful money of the United States of America, being a por-
tion of the dsbt seocured hy the saild mortgage;

NOW THERFFORE THIS YNDWNTURE WITNESSETH; that the said Tester Swall
. party of the first part herein in consideration of the aforesaid sum
of ($1.00) ONe Dollar the receipt whersof is hereby acknowledged, does
by these presents grant, release, quiteclaim and set over unto the said
party of the second part, his heirs and assigns, all that part and por~
tion of the aforesaid mortgaged lands described as follews, to wit;

Baginning at a 5 inoch by 5 inch witness post standing on the South-
erly line of the San Francisce Road on the line between the lands of
V. Anzini end J. H. Teal; thence South 61° 23' Fagt 249.2 feet to a
point; thence South 2° 59' West 375.8 feet to & point; thence North-
erly with a ourve to the right with a radiue of 430 fest for 77.78 feet;
thence North 4° 51}' Faamt 135.7 feet to a point; thence with a curve
to the left with a radius of 37C feet for 345 feet to the place of be-
ginning, and con+t@ining 0.44 acres of lend. Also beginning at & point
on the Northerly line of the Ban FTlancisce Rdad North 58° 17' West
242.9 feet from the Scutheasterly cornet of Lot 14 of C. Castro Subdi-

vision; thence North 58° 08' West 151.8 feet to a point; thence North

[



2° B9' Fast 121.5 feet tc & point on the Easterly side of the San Fran-
oisco Road; thence Southerly with & curve to the left with & radius of
370 feet for 223,49 feet to the place of beginning, containing 0.11
acres of land. .

TOGETHER WITH ALL AND SINGULAR the tenements, hereditaments and
appurtenances thereunto belonging or in anywise aﬁportaining; and all
the llem, right, title and interest whateocever of the party of the firast
part of, in and to the same; TO THE INTFNT AND étmimSE that tﬁe lands
hereby conveyed and released shall for&ver be discharpged from the afore
said mortgage, and that the reat of the lands in the aforeeaid md?tgage
naméd shall rémain unto the party of the firast part herein, as here-
tofore. | | '

IN VWITNESS WHEREOT the party of the first part herein has set

is hand and seal on this the day and year first above written.

o Ol e
"--,;- - W C _



3° 59' East 121.5 feet to a point on the Easterly side of the San Fran-
oisco Road; thence Southerly with a curve to the left with & radius of
370 feet for 233.49 feet to the place of beginning, containing 0.11
acres of land.

TOGETHER WITH ALL AND SINGULAR the tenements, hereditaments and
appurtenances thereunto belonging or in anywise appertaining; and all
the lien, right, title and interest whatsocever of the party of the first
part of, in and to the same; TO THE INTENT AND PURPNASE that the lands
hereby conveyed and released shall forever be discharged from the afore
said mortgage, and that the rest of the lands in the aforesaid mortgagse

naméd shall remain unto the party of the first part herein, as here-

tofore.

— TAL T MITIONN WITTANTAT d e mmmmdas oD dha PLluawad wmoamd hamaden oo mad

STATE OF CALIFORN[A.}
County of Santa Clara .

On this ... zath .............. ..day of. &Dtember ey in the year One Thousand Nine Hundred and.mﬁlm..—-
before me, GLADYS M BEVERLY, 4 Notary Public, in and for the Counly of Santa Clara, personally appeared,
. OO SOOI OOV
................. X
known fo me {o be the same person__ _whose name“.iﬂ_" ..... subscribed (o the within instrument, and

........ hQ........duIy acknowledged to me that........he........execaied the same.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, 1 have hereunto sel my hand and affixed my Official Seal, ai
my office in the County of Santa,Clara, the day and year in this certificate firat above writien.

{General) Notary
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PARTIAL RELEASE OF MORTGAGE.

THIS INDENTURE, made and entered intoc on this the 26th day of Sep-
tember A. D., 1912, by and between B. Anzini of the Town of Petaluma
County of Sonoma, State of California, party of the first part and
Victor Anzini, of the Town of Mountain View, Senta Clara County,
State'of California, party of the second part;

WITNESBETH;

THAT WHEREAS the said party of the second part by a certain in-
denture of Mortgage dated April 14, A. D. 1211 and recorded in the
office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara State of California
on April 15, A. D. 1911 in Rook 205 of Mortgages at page 129, did for
the purposes and for the consideration thereiﬁ ment ioned mortgage the
real property therein described; AND WHEREAS the saild varties of the
second part herein have on the date fihrst above written paid to the
party of the first part the sum of ($1.00) One Dollar lawful money
of the United States of America and being a portion of the debt secured
by the aforesaid mortgage;

NOW THEREFORE THIS INDENTURE WITNESSETH; That the said B. Anzini
party of the first part herein for and in consideration of the afore-
said sum of (#1.00) One Dollar the receipt whereof 1s hereby acknow-
ledged, does by theme presents grant?)release, quitclaim and set over
unto the saild party of the second part, to his heirs and assigns all
that part and portion of the aforesaid mortgaged 1aﬁda desoribved as
follows, to wit;

Beginning &t @ 5 inch by 5 inch witness post standing on the
Boutherly line of the San Francisco Road on the line vbetween the lands
of V. Anzinl and J. H. Teal, thence South 81° 23' Rast 249.3 feet to a
point; thence South 2° 59' VWest 375.8 feet to & point; thenoe North-
erly with & curve to the right with a radius of 430 feet for 77.78
feet; thenoe North 4° 513%' Fast 135.7 feet to @& point; thence with @&
curbe to the left with & radius of 370 feet for 346 to the place of be-

ginning and containing 0.44 aocres of land. Alsc beginning at a
North

point on the Northerly line of the San Francisco Road,58° 17t West

A



242.92 feet from the South-easterly corner of Lot 14 of C. Castrc Sub-
division; thencs North 58° 08' West 151.8 feet to & point; thence
North 2° 59' East 121.5 feet to & point on the Easterly side of the
San FTrancisco Road; thence Southerly with a curve tc the left with a .
radius of 370 feet for 223.49 feét to the place of beginning, contain-
‘ing 0.11 aores of land.

TOGETHER WITH ALL AND SINGULAR the tenementes, heredi taments and
appurtenances thersunto bslonging or in anywise ﬁppertaining; and all
the lien; right, title and interest whatsocever of the narty of the first
palrt, of; in and to the same; TO THE INTENT AND PURPCSE that the lande

“hereby cénVeyed and released shall forever be discharqed from ths afcre-
said mortgage, and that the :est of the lands in the aforesaid mortgage
'?'named shall remain unto the ﬁart?'bf the first part hersin, is here-

:tofore.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the party of the first part has hereunte set

|his hand and seal on this the day and year first above written.




242.9 feet from the Bouth-easterly corner of Lot 14 of C. Castrc Sub-
division; thence North 58° 08' West 161.8 feet to & point; thence
North 2° 59' East 121.5 feet to @ point on the Easterly side of the
‘San Francisco Road; thence Southerly with a curve to the left with a
radius of 370 feet for 223.49 feet to the place of beginning, contain-
ing 0,11 acres of land.

TOGETHFR WITH ALL AND SINGULAR the tenements, hereditaments and
appurtenances thereunto belonging or in anywise appertfining; and all
the lien, right, title and interest whatsosver of the narty of the first
part, of, in and to the same; TO THE INTENT AND PURPOSE that the lands
hereby conveyed and released shall forever be digcharged from the afore-

sald mortgage, and that the rest of tho lands in the aforesaid mortgage

_—namad_ _ohal1 wameada semmd - 2 - ;-.....:. . . aw -

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF SONOMA }

—
On thia_&.%--day of. Sﬂm& _in the year of our Lord, one thousand nine hundred and. \.Mﬂ&»&g

before me, H. A. RESPINI, a Noiﬁ;jbhc in and for said County and State, residing therein duly commissioned and sworn, per-

sonally appeared .. ____.____ ..t NP W _______________________________________________________

known to me to be the person_..._ whose name._.______.__ subscribed to the within

- instrument, and acknowledged to me that____he____executed the same.

WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand and affixed my Official

Seal the day un Jithiggerti Q&R first above written.
& : - d
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PARTI AL RELEASE OF MORTGAGE.

THIS INDENTURE, made and entered into on this the 26th day of
September, A. D. 1912, by and between the Farmers and Merchantis Sta te
Bank, a4 ocorporation duly crganized ande existing under and by virtue of the
laws of the State of California, with its principal plece of business in
the Town of Mountain View, County of Banta Clara, State of California,
party of the first part, and Victor Anzini and Louisa M. Angzini, his
wife, of Santa Clara County, State of California, parties of the second
part, WITNESSETH;

THAT WHEREABS the said parties of the second part by & certain indenture
of Mortgage bearing date November 12, 1909 and recorded in the office of the
recorder of Santa Clara COounty, State of California on November 16, A. D.,
1909 in Liber 108 of Mortgages at page 232, did for the purpose and for the
consideration therein mentioned mortgage the real property therein described
AND WHEREAS the said parties of the second part have on this date first
above written paid to the marty of the first part the sum of ($440.00)

Four Hundred Forty Dollars lawful money of the United 8tates of.Amerioa,
abd being & portion of the debt secured by the aforesaid mortgage;
NOW THEREFORE THIS INDENTURE WITNESSETH; That the Baid Farmers and Mer-
chants Biate Benk, party of the first part herein in consideration of the
aforesaid sum of ($440.00) Pour Hundred Forty Dollars the receipt whereof
is hereby acknowledged, does by these presents grant, release, quitclaim
and set over unto the said parties of the secgond part, their heirs andz
assigns, all that part and portion of the aforeseid mortgaged lands de-~
soribed as follows, to wit;

Beginning at @ 5 inch by § inch witness post standing on the South-
erly line of the San Francisco Road on the line between the lands of V.
Anzini and J. H. Teal, thence South 61° 23' East 249.2 feet to a point;
thence South 2° 59' West 375.8 feet to & point; thence Northerly with a
curve to the right with a radius of 430 feet for 77.78 feet; thence North
4° B51%' East 135.7 feet to a point; thence with a curve to the left with
8 radius of 370 feet for 3465 Peet to the place of beginning, and contain-

ing 0.44 acres of land. Also béginning at a point on the Northerly line



of the Ban Francisco Road North 58° 17' West 243.9 feet from the South-
eesterly corner of Lot 14 of C. Castro Subdivision, thence North 58208!
West 151.8 feet tc & point; thence North 2° B9' East 121.5 fest to &
point on the Fasterly side of the San Francisco Road; thence Southerly
with & curve to the left with a radius of 370 feet for 22Z.4¢ feat to the
plece of beginning, ocontaining 0.11 scres of land.

TOGETHER WITH ALL AND SINGULAR the tenements, hereditaments and ap-

vurtenances the;ounto belonging or 1in any-wiae'ippertaining; and all the

lien, right, title and interest whatscever of the narty of the firat part

of, in and to the same; TO THE INTENT AND PURPOSE that the lands hereby
conveyed and and relsased shall forever be discharged from the aforesaid
mortgage, and that the rest of the lands in the aforesaid mortgage named
shall remain unto the party of the first part herein, as heretofore.

- IN WITNESS WHEREOF the said Farmers and Merchants State Bank, the
party of the first parf hereto, has caused its name to be hersunto sub-

scribed and its corporatq s8eal to be hereunto affixed by its president

J. 8. Mockbes, on this the day and year first above written.

FARMERS AND MERCHANTS STATE BANK.

President.




of the San Francisco Road North 58° 17' West 243.9 feet from the South-
easterly corner of Lot 14 of C. Castro Subdivision, thence North 58208!
West 151.8 feet to & point; thence North 2° 59' East 121.5 feot to &
point on the Easterly side of the San Francisco Road; thence Southerly
with a curve to the left with a radius of 370 feet for 233.49 feet to the
place of beginning, containing 0.11 acres of land.

TOGETHER WITH ALL AND SINGULAR the tenements, heredi taments and ap-
purtenances thereunto belonging or;in any-wise a&ppertaining; and all the
lien, right, title and interest whatscever of the narty of the first part
of, in and to the same; TO THE INTENT AND PURPOSE that the lands hereby

oonveyed and and released shall forever be discharged from the aforesaid

mortgage, and that the rest of the lands in the aforesaid mortgage named
shall remain unto the party of the first part herein, as heretofors.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the said Farmers and Merchants State Bank, the
party of the first part hereto, has caused its name to be hereunto sub-
scribed and its corporate seal to be hersunto affixed by its president

J. 8. ngkbee, on this the day and year first above written.

Stutr nf CGulifornia,

County ni......,.s.ﬁ_n.t.a....gl&_r& .......................

On this 26th day ofseptﬁmbﬁ,r ....................................... in the year one thousand nine hundrod and... I0IVE. ..
Lefore me. G’lﬂ.dYB M. Beverly a Notary Public

in and for the County of San taClarﬁ- ....pcrsonally appeared

_"r;~ ‘ JJB.MOGKBEE, ........ - O ot W e e e o lenoum to me to be the
! PRESIDENT- - mm e e e o e

of the corporation described in and who ezecuted the within instrument, and also known to me to

- be the person.....who exceuted it an behalf of the corporation therein named, and...._he.....acknowl-
- edged {o me that such corporation exccuted the same.

. ) {N WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hercunto set. my hand and affized my Official Seal at
i . niy of...‘.,s.an te. Clara .

my office in the. oo
this Certificate first above writ

iy the day apd year in

*Presldent, Secretary or other Person.

Cowdory's Forin No. 28 (Acknowledgment—Corporation) Notary Public, in and for the of Califorala
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