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STATS OF CALIFORNIA 
DKPARTMINT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

DIVISION O F HIGHWAYS 
DISTRICT IV 
ISO OAK STRICT 

SAN FRANCISCO I . CALIFORNIA 
U N DBIHILL I 4 I U 

December 139 1957 

IV-SC1-239-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. 

Tour 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. 

DATE D E C 2 3 195J 

p r o v e d 

Tours very truly, 
B. W". BOOKER 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 



% by C.H.C 
NOV 25 1957 

RESOLUTION ADOPTING STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE IV-SCl-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,SJSj 
as outlined In project reports dated January 25* 1957 and March 18, 
1957, and as shown on a map thereof signed by B. V. Booker, Assistant 
State Highway Engineer, dated November 15 j 1957j approved November 18, 
1957 by G. T. McCoy, State Highway Engineer, and further Identified 
by the signatures of a; majority of the Commissioners, and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Commission has found and 
determined, and hereby declares, that such seleotlon and adoption 
of the location of said State highway Is for the best Interest of 
the State. 

THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregoing is a full and correct copy of the original resolution passed by the California Highway Com-mission at Its meeting regularly ailed and held on theL_25tiL day rrf November; 19.1Z, in the City ofJSacramento a majority of the members of said Commission being present andf votinn therefor. v. 

0. N. COOK 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OP THE 

CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION 



RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A FREEWAY 
ON 

TOAD IV-SCl-239-A,SJs 

ABSOLVED by the California Highway Commission: 
1. That the public Interest and neeesslty require the 

laying out, acquisition and construction as a freeway of the 
section of State highway hereinafter desoribed, lying within 
the City of San Jose and County of Santa Clara, and designated 
as Road IV-SCl-239-A,SJs. 

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

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

That portion of State Highway Route 239 in the 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 CERTIFY That the foregoing is a 
full and correct copy of the original 
resolution passed by the California Hlghwqy 
Comission at its rm etlng regularly called 
and held on the 25th day of November, 1957, 
in the City of Sacramento, a majority of the 
members of said Commission being present and 
voting therefor. 

Dated this 27th day of November, 1957. 
/a/ G. N. Cook 
' ' g. K A66K 

Assistant Secretary of the 
California Highway Commission 
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S T A T E O F C A L I F O R N I A 

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

t 
D I V I S I O N O F H I G H W A Y S 
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December 13, 1957 
P L E A S E R E F E R 

T O F I L E N O . 

IV-SC1-239-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. 

APPROVP;-, 
DATE ° E C 2 3 J957 

Yours very truly, 
B. W. BOOKER 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 



ft 
Passed by C.W.C. 

NOV 2 5 1957 

RESOLUTION ADOPTING STATE HIGHWAY HOUTE IV-SCL-239-SJs,B 
RESOLVED by the California Highway Commission that pursuant 

to the authority vested in it "by law, this Commission does here-
by select and adopt the route for a portion of State highway in 
Santa Clara County, between Route 5 and Saratoga Avenue, road 
lV-SCl-239-SJs,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 Engineer, dated November 15, 
1957, approved November 18, 1957, by G. T. McCOX, State Highway 
Engineer, and further identified by the Signatures of a majority of 
the Commissioners, and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Commission has found and 
determined, and hereby declares, that such selection and adoption 
of the location of said State highway is for the best interest of 
the State. 

THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregoing fra full and correct copy 
of the original resolution passed by the California Highway Com-
mission at its meeting regularly called and held on the, 25th-
day of November; 19.57-, in the City of Sacramenfc-P 
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and 
voting therefor. 

O. N. COOK 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE 

CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION 

KST. B410. H I M B-B« OU SPO 



RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A FREEWAY 
ON 

ROAD IV-SC1-239-SJs ,B 

RESOLVED by the California Highway Commission: 

1o That the public interest and necessity require the 
laying out, acquisition and construction as a freeway of the 
section of State highway hereinafter described, lying within 
the City of San Jose and .County of Santa Clara, and designated 
as Road IV-SC1-239-SJs, Bc 

2. That the section of State highway hereinafter 
described is hereby declared to be and from the date hereof 
shall have the status of a freeway, as said term is defined 
In Section 23„5 of the Streets and Highways Code, for all 
purposes provided by law. 

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

That portion of State Highway Route 239 In 
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 California Highway 
Commission on November 25, 1957, which 
general route map is on file In the off!ce 
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 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 said Commission 
being present and voting therefor. 

Dated this 27th day of November, 1957„ 
/s/ Go No Cook 

Go No COOK 
Assistant Secretary of the 

California Highway Commission 
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IV-SC1-114-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 114 in the County of Santa Clara 
between Route 5 and existing Route 114 north of Azule and establish-
ing 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 purchase the rights of access to abutting properties 
should such action be deemed advisable. 

Your cooperation is requested in doj,ng 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 
APPROVED 

DFo 
m 

CE cc pa ^ 

Yours very truly, 
B. W. BOOKER 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 



Passed by C.H.C. 
NOV 2 5 1957 

RESOLUTION ADOPTING STATE HIGHWAY ROU^TE IV-SCl~ll4-A,LGts, Sar,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 5 and Existing 

i i ' 
Route 114 north of Azule, road IV-SCl-ll4-A,LGts,Sar,SJs, as 
outlined in project reports dated Febiruary 18, 1955 and December 
8, 1955 and as shown on a map thereof signed by B. W. Booker, 

J 

Assistant State Highway Engineer, dated November 15, 1957, 
approved November 18, 1957 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 highway shown on said map as the existing State 

i 
highway shall remain as the State highway until such new portion 
is constructed and available for traffic and the existing. State 
highway has peen relinquished as provided by law, and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Commission has found 
and determined, and hereby declares, that such alteration oi; 
change of the location of said State highway is for the best 
Interest of the State. 



THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregoing is a full and correct copy 
of the original resolution passed by the California Highway Com-
mission at its meeting regularly called and held on the_.25th 
day of November, |9_£Z_, in the City of Sacrament 
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and 
voting therefor. 

Dated this 2 1 9 

G. N. COOK 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE 

CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION 

IIT, 041«. KIK B-ie BM IPO 



RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A FHEEWAY 

ON 

. ROAD IV-SCl-114-A,LGts,Sar,SJs 

RESOLVED by the California Highway Commission: 

lc That the public interest and necessity require 

the laying out, acquisition and construction as a freeway 

of the section of State highway hereinafter described* 

-lying-within the Cities of Los Gatos, Saratoga and San 

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

IV-SCl-114-A,LGts,Sar,SJso 

2„ That the section of State highway hereinafter 

described is 'hereby declared to be and from the date 

"iie:reof "shall -have "the status of a freeway, as said term 

-is "defined in Section 2305 of the Streets and Highways 

Code,-for all purposes provided by lawQ 

30 , The'-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 

. bounty of Santa Clara, between Route 5 and 
Existing Route 114 north of Azule, as same is 
shown on the general route map thereof adopted 
by the California Highway Commission 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 CERTIFY That the foregoing 
is a full and correct copy of the 
original resolution passed by the 
California Highway Commission at its 
meeting regularly called and held on 
the 25th day of November, 1957, in the 
City of Sacramento, a majority of the 
members of said Commission beiqg 
present and voting therefor• 

Dated this 27th day of November, 1957, 
/s/ G. No Cook 

G. No COOK 
Assistant Secretary of the 

California Highway Commission 
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S T A T E O F C A L I F O R N I A 

D E P A R T M E N T O P P U B L I C W O R K S 
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December 13, 1957 P L E A S E R E F E R 

T O FLLK N O . 

IV-SC1-32-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 a resolution adopting the route for a 
portion of State Highway Route 32 in the County of Santa Clara 
between 1.1 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 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 truly, 
B. W. BOOKER 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 

Attachment DATE D E C 2 3 1 9 5 7 

A P B R O V E O 

R E : C S ^ E N G 



Passed by C.H.C. 
NOV 2 5 1957 

RESOLUTION ADOPTING STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE IV-SC1-32-A 

RESOLVED by the California Highway Commission that 
pursuant to the authority vested in it by law, this Com-
mission does hereby select and adopt the route for a 
portion of State highway in. Santa Clara County, between 
1.1 miles east of Gilroy and 1.7 miles east of Gilroy, 
road IV-SC1-32-A, as outlined in a project report dated 
December 20, 1956 and as shown on a map thereof signed by 
i 
B. W. Booker, Assistant State Highway Engineer, dated 
November 15, 1957^ approved November 18, 1957 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 loca-
tion of .said portion of State higliway from the existing 
location thereof to the location marked "Proposed State 
Highway" on said map, provided, however, that the existing 
traversable highway shown on.said map as the existing State 

t 
highway shall remain as the State highway until such new 
portion is constructed and available for traffic and the 
existing State highway has been relinquished as provided by 
law, and 

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



« 

THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregoing is a full and correct copy 
of the original resolution passed by the California Highway Com-
mission at its meeting regularly called and held on the. 2 
day ofNQvember, 19_5Z, in the City ofSacrament-Q, 
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and 
voting therefor. 

Dated this. >Noveml 

O. N. COOK 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE 

CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION 

S I T , 841«. 1MBO >.|0 OM BFO 
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S T A T E O F C A L I F O R N I A 

D E P A R T M E N T O F P U B L I C W O R K S 
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Ut. 0.1 

To the Officials of the 
Cities, Towns, and Counties 
in District IV of the 
Division of Highways of the 
State of California 
Gentlemen: 
The Collier-Burns Act of 1914-7 provides' that, under certain 
circumstances, the cost of relocating privately owned utility 
facilities to accommodate construction of a State Highway 
as a freeway must be paid from State Highway Funds, As you 
know, State Highway Funds are allocated by law, in a fixed 
proportion of the total available for the State, for con-
struction of State Highways within each county. Any portion 
of these funds expended within any county for the relocation 
of utility facilities results In an equal reduction in the 
amount available for construction of State Highways within 
that county. 
Whether the State or the private utility company must bear 
the cost of such relocations is determined in many cases by 
the provisions contained in franchises granted to the utility 
by a city or county. In cases where the franchise does not 
impose on the utility an express contractual obligation to 
relocate its facilities 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 It is believed that each city and 
county government should, before 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 Its boundaries. Substantial curtailment of State Highway 
development can result if the agencies having the power to grant 
franchises overlook the importance of this matter. 

The Division of Highways is vitally concerned in any action 
having effect upon State Highway development. For this reason 
it is requested that this 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 intention to delegate a representative of the Division 
of Highways to attend certain of these hearings, it is requested 



To Officials of Cities 
Towns and Counties in 

9 Ut. 0.1 
Page 2 

District IV 

that we be notified at the earliest possible moment of 
the date and the time set for hearings on pending or 
future applications. In order that we can determine which 
hearings require attendance of our representative, it is 
requested that we be furnished a copy of the proposed franchise. 
It is further requested that the receipt of this communication 
be acknowledged by letter. Any comments the Board desires 
to make will be received with great interest. Please be assured 
that your cooperation in this matter will be appreciated. 

P.S. This redistributed letter is for your information only. 
"No reply is necessary to the last paragrapn or tne letter. 

Yours very truly 
B. W. BOOKER 
Assistant State Highway Engineer 

r 





Nowmfcor tl, !9fT 

Mr. Franfc B. Dnikii 
Diroctor of Public Worfca V Chairman 
Dopartmont of Public ttorfca 
ClUfttiyid Hlihrtf C«mmi»ii«Q 
P, <X Box H9f 
Sacrnmonto, California 

Doar My. Durfcoot 

On hofealf of tha Board of duporvtaor* of tha County 
of Suti Clara «*oy 1 *xproaa I* yoa a«d to tho mm mfrora if 
th« Highway OowJttiiitOE of tho ftato of California our ap<* 

for tha Commiation'r ipfrotil of 6tata highway 
project* In tMf county for tho Ureal yaar In tha 
amount of $19* til, 000* 

It 1« our opinio* that complotton of thcao projoota fcy 
tha Stato D1 viol on o€ Highway*, in conjunction with major 
County and alty probata which aro cttrrantly boing atudlod 
by tha angfooartng consultant firm of Do l+wwt Cathor and 
Compaayr will roiralt in * *ytUm of trafflowayt ia this 
county wldch will ho of o*tromo hanoflt for not only tha 
pooplo of thia ownty* hat aU of fh* citUon* of tho ftato of 
California. 

Vary truly* 

H O W A R D W. CAHP&S 
County Exmeutiy 

HWCtoo 
«c; Honorahla John F. Thompson 

Hanarafrla Br*o« jr. AU*n 
Konorahto Clark t. Brmdloy 
Board ot Asparvisora 
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August 13, 1957 P L H A B R R B F K R 

T O F I L E N O . 

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

of Subj:Senate Concurrent Res.#26 
Coordination with Plan-
ning of Counties & Cities 

Gentlemen: 

On April 1, 1957, each County and incorporated City in the State was 
sent a letter with respect to Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 25, adopted in 
January, 1957, by the State Senate and Assembly. A copy of Senate Concurrent 
Resolution No. 26 is attached. 

This resolution requests the Department of Public Works to undertake 
a stucfy" to provide a basis for an over-all plan of freeways and express-
ways in the State of California, which plan will not be limited to State 
highways. The resolution calls attention to the need for the establishment 
of a plan for such a Statewide system of freeways and expressways, deter-
mined without regard to present jurisdiction over the highways, roads, 
and streets that might be included, in order that appropriate, State,County, 
and City transportation plans and fiscal arrangements may be worked out 
and properly coordinated. 

If a proper Statewide freeway system is to be developed as a result 
of the studies undertaken in accordance with Senate Concurrent Resolution 
No. 26, it 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 Counties have recognized this problem, have concluded 
that now is the time for the development of a local streets and highways 
plan, and have entered into agreements with the State in the hiring of 
consulting engineering firms to develop an over-all transportation plan 
of all highways and streets in their respective Counties to meet future 
needs. In these instances, each County has obtained proposals from several 
reliable consulting engineering' firms, and, after selecting the proposal 
it 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-third 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. 

Sincerely, 
B. W# Booker 
Assistant State Highway Engineer 

> v 



Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 26 

CHAPTER 80 

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

[Filed with Secretary of State, January 26, 1367.] 

WHEREAS, 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 demonstrated that properly designed 

and located freeways and expressways are the most economical 
means of providing highway adequacy and safety. 

(c) California is rapidly developing individual freeways 
and expressways and segments thereof, but in many cases on 
a piecemeal basis, which program has been greatly acceler-
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 ftindR 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 fiscal 
arrangements may be worked out and- properly coordinated; 
now, therefore, be it 

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

(a) The Department of Public Works is requested to under-
take 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 such 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 contract or otherwise such engineering consultants or 
other specialists as it deems may bp needed for conduct of the 
study and the preparation of reports. 
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(c) The Department of Public Works is requested to defray 
the costs of the study from moneyB available in the State High-
way Fund for highway planning and is further requested to 
undertake to secure matching contributions of federal fuhds 
available for highway planning to the extent that suoh are 
available. 

(d) Agencies of the State Government and cities and coun-
ties and the City and County of San Francisco 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 officials of cities 
to act in a technical advisory capacity to the Department of 
Public Works, and the department is directed to cooperate 
and confer with the technical advisory committee so ap* 
pointed. 

(f) The Speaker of the Assembly and the President pro 
Tempore of the Senate shall refer the subject matter of this 
resolution to the appropriate joint interim committee 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 
Tempore respectively. 

(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 its 
final report on the subject matter of this resolution to the 
appropriate committee or committees not later than Septem-
ber 1, 1958. 

P 



G. T. McCOY 
0 T A T • H l Q H W A Y B N O I N E K F 

G O O D W I N J . K N I G H T 
G O V BR NOR O F C A L I F O R N I A % F R A N K B. D U R K E E 

D I R E C T O R 

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

P U B L I C WORKS B U I L D I N G 

P . O . B O X 1 4 S S 

S A C R A M E N T O 7 

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

department of public ^Dorks 
SACRAMENTO 

August 13, 1957 P L E A S E R E F E R T O 

F I L E N O . 

Section 210 Study 

The Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County 
San Jose, California 
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 officials and 
technical staffs by a study of this magnitude„ This 
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 Jurisdictions involved. 

Sincerely, 
G. McCOY 
State Highway Engineer 

Planning Survey Engineer 

-2-
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C O U N T Y OF S A N T A C L A R A 

H O W A R D W. C A M P E N 
^ OFF ICE of the C O U N T Y EXECUTIVE 

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

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

J u l y 30, 1957 

Honorable Board of Superv isors 

County of Santa C la ra 

Civ ic Center , F i r s t & Rosa Streets 

San Jose, Ca l i forn ia 

Re: C i ty of Sunnyvale Request for Amendment to Ex is t ing 

Freeway Agreements 

Gentlemen: 

With reference to the above and the request of the Ci ty of 

Sunnyvale dated May 27, 1957, please be advised that it is the 

recommendat ion of the County Engineer and of this office that 

said request be denied. The Ci ty of Sunnyvale requested that the 

fol lowing be approved for agreement with the State D iv is ion of 

Highways: 

1. A four-lane overpass be establ ished at the intersect ion 

of F a i r Oaks at Mounta in View-Alviso Road with 

complete interchange fac i l i t ies . 

2. A four-lane overpass be establ ished at the in tersect ion 

of F a i r Oaks Avenue and the Bay shore Highway with 

complete interchange fac i l i t ies , 

3. A complete c loverleaf be establ ished at the intersect ion 

of Lawrence Station Road and Mounta in View-Alviso 

Road. 

The exist ing freeway agreements provide for numerous other 

intersect ion improvements in the same area at locat ions and of type 

as indicated on enclosure number 1. W i th respect to i t em 2 above, 

i t provides for an overpass without interchange fac i l i t ies as contrasted 

with the present request of the Ci ty of Sunnyvale for complete inter-

change fac i l i t ies . I tems 1 and 3 noted above are not inc luded i n the 

present freeway agreements . The jo int recommendat ion of the County 

Engineer and this office is predicated upon the fol lowing: 

A . Traff ic - Although no definite cr i ter ia has been establ ished 

as to what actual traff ic load warran ts what type of inter-

change faci l i ty , the n o r m general ly used i s tfpftfc tfeejraqmaist 
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Honorable Board of Superv isors page 2. J u l y 30, 1957 

B. 

C. 

be at least a t ra f f ic count of 3, 000 vehic les per hour 

or 10, 000 vehicles per day on the ma j o r road combined 

with a cross traf f ic volume equal to at least 10% or more 

of that of the ma jo r road. None of these intersect ions 

qualify in this respect. Traff ic Counts made at each of 

these intersect ions , showing vehicle d is tr ibut ion and 

turn ing movements , have been attached as enclosures 

Nos, 2, 3, and 4 to this report . 

Increased Cost of Construct ion - The requested addi t ional 

fac i l i t ies being of considerable magnitude w i l l great ly in-

crease the cost of improvement of the State highways i n 

question, and i t would appear in l ight of the present Board 

pol icy with respect to State highway improvements that 

these addi t ional funds might wel l be spent on non-freeway 

pro jects . 

De lay to F i na l Complet ion of Highway Pro jects - The 

revis ion of present freeway agreements would only resul t 

in further delaying the f ina l complet ion of the two State 

highways in question. The addi t ional improvements 

requested by the Ci ty of Sunnyvale could probably be 

f inanced and constructed after the improvement of the 

State highways pursuant to the present agreements . 

Respectfu l ly submitted 

HOWARD W . C A M P E 

County Executive 

HWC:eo 

cc: Each Board 

Enc losure s 

Member 
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Enclosure No. 1. 

INTERSECTIONS 
1. Bayshore Hwy-Stierlin Rd 
2. Bayshore Hwy-Moffett Blvd 
3. Bayshore Hwy-Moffett Field South 

gate-Ellis Avenue 

4. Bayshore Hwy-Mt.View-Alviso Rd 

5. Bayshore Hwy-Pastoria Ave 
6. Bayshore Hwy-Fair Oaks Ave 

7. Bayshore Hwy-Lawrence Station Rd 
8. Bayshore Hwy-San Tomas Freeway 

(proposed) 
9. Bayshore Hwy-Lafayette St 

10. Bayshore Hwy-Stockton Ave 
11. Mt. View-Alviso Rd-Pastoria Ave 

TYPES 
Partial Clovarleaf (%) 
Full Cloverleaf 
Overpass with traffic inter-
change at common grade south 
of freeway proper 
Overpass with traffic inter-
change at common grade north 
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; 
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TURNING MOVEMENTS 
BayBhoy Hvy* h Falroakfl Road 

nation} 
PATEiJTiae 7, 1357 (Erlday) 
LEATHER I C l e a r 

TOTAL HOURSfH • 
raGu7»OQftU TO 6 g 0° 
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July 3d* 19 S? 

Mr, H. Kenneth Hunter 
City Manager 
City of Sunnyvale 
City Hall 
^uxptyvmU, California 

Dear Mr. Hunter: 

The attached is a copy of a letter which is 
being seat to the Board of Supervisors for ita meeting 
Monday, August 5, 1957. 

Vary truly. 

HOWARD W. CAMPEN 
County Kkecutive 

HWC:#o 
Enclosure 



SANTA CLARA CO. FARM SUPPLY COMPANY ^ ^ ^ f e WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION GROUP INSURANCE 
INSURANCE - AUTO - TRUCK • LIFE - F a V ^ H F A R M i U R E A U H E A L T H "OGRAM 

PETROLEUM PROGRAM 

SANTA CLARA COUNTY FARM BUREAU 
1 0 9 2 N O . FIRST STREET raHPffPST - SAN JOSE 12, C A L I F O R N I A 

R. KEN WILHELM, County Socrfttary 
PHYLLIS V. RROWN, Offko Socrttary CYpTOSS 4 - 8 6 1 6 

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 Bay shore Highway 
from Brokaw Road to Rosa Street in the following manner for these purposes;: 

"That any development planned for this piece of the Bay shore 
be either indefinitely postponed or deleted from present planning. This 
development would tie up considerable funds which are more urgently needed 
on other norv-freeway projects. This county is one of the few counties, if 
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 completion of 
so-called interim projects and non-freeway developments rather, than to allow 
the State Highway Department to steam roller a program exclusively for the 
development of freeways." 

Yours sincerely, 
SANTA CLARA COUNTY FARM BUREAU 

County Secretary 

tyaAm&ti., Be. W U e - O f U f O K i f e . 



SANTA CLARA CO. FARM SUPPLY COMPANY 
INSURANCE - AUTO • TRUCK - LIFE • FCL 

WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION GROUP INSURANCE 
FARM BUREAU HEALTH PROGRAM 

PETROLEUM PROGRAM 

SANTA CLARA COUNTY FARM BUREAU 
1 0 9 2 N O . FIRST STREET S A N JOSE 12, C A L I F O R N I A 

R. KEN WILHELM, County Socretary 
PHYLLIS V. IROWH, Olrkft SotT»ta fy 

4 
CYpress 4 - 8 6 1 6 

July 11, 1957 

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

Gentlanen: 
At its regular meeting held on July 1, 1957, the Santa 

Clara County Farm Bureau Board of Directors passed the following 
motion unanimously: 

""Whereas the completion 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 continued 
improvement of Route 9 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 Hi^iway 
in order that adequate funds be available for more urgent non-freeway 
projects such as Route 9." 

Yours sincerely, 
SANTA CLARA COUNTY FARM BUREAU 

R. Ken Wilhelm, 
County Secretary 

JUL 1 5 1957 DATE 
APPROVED 

B e fatUe -

CE CC^PC ENG ^ ^ 



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

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

1 BO O A K STREET 
S A N F R A N C I S C O 2. C A L I F O R N I A 

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

A D D R E S S A L L C O M M U N I C A T I O N S T O 

P . O , B O X 336B, R I N C O N A N N E X 

B A N F R A N C I S C O 10 
October 29,1956 P L B A S E R E F E R 

T O F I L E N o . 

IV-SC1-114-A, 
Cpo,Sunv,MVw 

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 resolutions 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 
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? 

t 

Copies of this letter and attachments areheing forwarded 
to the County Planning Commission, the County'Surveyor and 
Road Commission and the County Building Inspector. 

Yours very truly, 

DATE 
NOV 5 ^ Ass 

APPROVED 
RE: CE CC PC ENG 

Highway Engineer 

AIR 
Engineer 
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RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A FREEWAY 
ON 

ROAD rV-SCl-114-A,Cpo,Sunv,MVw 

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 section of State highway hereinafter described, lying 
within the Cities of Cupertino, Sunnyvale and Mountain View 
and County of Santa Clara, and designated as Road IV-SC1-114-
A,Cpo,Sunv,MVw0 

2, That the section of State highway hereinafter 
described is hereby declared to be and from the date hereof 
shall have the status of a freeway, as said term Is defined 
in Section 23*5 of the Streets and Highways Code, for all 
purposes provided by law0 

3* The section of State highway hereinbefore referred 
to is specifically described as followss 

That portion of State Highway Route 114 In the 
Cities of Cupertino, Sunnyvale and Mountain View 
and County of Santa Clara, between Existing 
Route 114 north of Azule and Route 68, as same 
is shown on the general route map thereof adopted 
by the California Highway Commission on October 17, 
1956, which general route map is on file In the 
office of the Department of Public Works at 
Sacramento, California. 

THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregoing is 
a full and correct copy of the original 
resolution passed by the California High-
way Commission at its meeting regularly 
called and held on the 17th day of October 
1956, in the City of Sacramento, a major-
ity of the members of said Commission 
being present and voting therefor® 
Dated this 18th day of .October, 1956Q 

/s/ Go No Cook 
Go No COOK 

Assistant Secretary of the 
California Highway Commission 



DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS 

INTRA,-DIVISION CORRESPONDENCE 

October IS, 1956 
To: Mr. B. W. Booker 

From: Mr. G. N. Cook IV-SC1-114-A,Cpo,Sunv,MVw 

For your Information and attention, attached are 
five copies, four of which are certified, of resolution 
passed by the Highway Commission at its' meeting held in 
Sacramento on October 17, 1956, adopting the route for a 
portion of State highway in Santa Clara County, between 
existing Route 114 north of Azule and Route 68, road 
IV-SCl-114-A,Cpo,Sunv,MVw. 

In accordance with Instructions contained In cir-
cular letter dated May 20, 1953, one certified copy of 
this resolution is to be filed with the County of Santa, 
Clara and one with each of the cities of Cupertino, 
Sunnyvale and Mountain View, together with a print of 
the adoption map which will be forwarded under separate 
cover® 

/s/ Go N0 Cook 

^ O " O ^ w U i L 

Administrative Assistant 
G o No COOK 

Attach 



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

RESOLVED by the California Highway ComMssion 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 Existing ftoute 114 north of Azule and Route 
68, road IV-SCl-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 Engineer, dated August 17, 
1956, approved October 15, 1956 by G0 Te McCoy, State Highway 
Engineer, and further Identified,by the signatures of a majority 
pf th^ 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 
hi^hwpy 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 r 
determined, and herfeby declares, that such alteration or change of 
the location of said State highway is for the best interest of th© 
State. 
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BEGINNING OF ROUTE ADOPTION END OF ROUTE ADOPTION 
R O U T E 4 2 

To Saratoga Gap 
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sst. Highway 
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I hereby certify that by resolution of the California Highway 

Commission adopted October /7/ / 9 5 6 the route marked 

"Propo^d State Highway " on this map was selected and adopted ai 
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County bertveen existing tfoute tt4 north of /JzuJe >jna 

f ahfv. 'ata H j j i l i ^ l v . i ^nmmiss ion -: V M F M B K H S O I C A L I F O R N I A H I G H W A Y C O M M I S S I O N 

October 17, /95<o 

^ , STATE OF CALIFORNIA • , . - ' 
D E P A R T M E N T O F P U B L I C W O R K S • 

D I V I S I O N O F H I G H W A Y S ; 
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T O F I L E N O . 
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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 
transmittirg resolutions and a print of the general route 
map relating to State Highway Route 114 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 
By 
C. F. GREENE 
Asst. District Engineer 



* Passed by C.H.C. 

OCT 17 1956 

RESOLUTION ADOPTING STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE IV-SCl-ll4-A,Cpo,Sunv,MVw 

RESOLVED by the California Highway Commission that pursuant to 
the authority vested in it by law, this Commission does hereby select 
and adopt the route for a portion of State highway in Santa Clara 
County, between Existing Route 114 north of Azule and Route 68, 
road :nf-SCl-ll4-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 Engineer, dated August 17, 
1956, approved October 15, 1956 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 Highway11 

on said map, provided, however, that the existing traversable highway 
shown on said map as the existing State highway shall remain as the 
State highway until such new portion is constructed and available 
for traffic and the existing State highway has been relinquished as 
provided by law, and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Commission has found and deter-
mined, and hereby declares, that such alteration or change of the 
location of said State highway is for the best interest of the State. 



THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregoing is a full and correct copy 
of the original resolution passed by the California Highway Com-
mission at its meeting regularly called and held on theJLZth_ 
day of—Qs-tofrer, 19i6_, in the City of._Sikcr3in.enXc 
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and 
voting therefor. 

Dated this.M" 

O. N. COOK 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OP THE 

CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION 

UT, 0416. aaiao S-B« KM IPO 
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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 

G. N. COOK 
Assistant Secretary 

Attch 
DATE NOV 5 1956 

APPROVED 
RE: CE CC PC ENC 
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Re:• IV-SCl-114-A,SJs, 
Cpo,Sunv,MVw 
(Stevens Creek Freeway) 

Mrc 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, 195o, 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, Planning 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 

o 
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The subject of this hearing was the relocation of 

Route IV-SC1-114-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 65), 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 114 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 
Engineers* transcript for details). 
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Public meeting held in Cupertino• District 
representatives presented the tentatively' 
recommended line at the request of the 
Cupertino City Council. 
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 ROUTE 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: 
4 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 

Mar. 9, 1956 

May 1, 1956 
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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 El 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 two 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 114 and the recommended 
line (Line C). 

Line B - A route lying roughly one-half mile easterly of 
that part of Route 114 lying south of Route 2 
and roughly 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 at 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 wC-#) commencing at a point approximately three-
quarters of a mile southerly of Route 2, swinging from 
the recommended alignment to the east and continuing 
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 114 
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 the 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 
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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 El 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 114 - 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 Route 
114 leading to the Bayshore Highway and in the 
City of 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 Railroad 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 Sunnyvale 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 El 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 is 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 1952-1955 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 
realignment of Route 114 will equal or.exceed 37,000 vehicles per 
day. 

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 recreational 
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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 114 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. For 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. Further, 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 factor^ into 
consideration in their estimates of 1980 traffic. 

Based upon traffic presently on Route 114 just north of 
Prospect Avenue, 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 lk% 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. 
Tnese 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 
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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 arid 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 114 very properly fits into the facilities neces-
sary to take care of the ultimate overall traffic pattern of the 
entire area. Such reconstruction therefore is 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. 

CONSIDERATION 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 
thern are as follows: 

-10-



"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-A", 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 114 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 traffic de-
mand at that point would indicate that at least 88$ of that traffic 
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would be most benefited by the construction of "Line Q", as recom-
mended, from that point on to a junction with Route 68 and thatv 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 66% X 2 miles) - (20,000 vehicles X 12% 
X 3/8 mile) = 34,000* vehicle miles.)) 

These facts set forth above on pages 11 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 (66%) to cross this hazardous zone 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 114 would be mate-
rially disserved by the selection of the C-A alignment. 
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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 disrupt! on of the community of Monte Vista. 

As to the section southerly of McClellan Road, there the 
proposal is 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 
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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 ROJJTE 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 view 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 
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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 C C-A 

Construction Mileage (Cox Rd. to 
Route 68) 9.5 8.4 9.9 9-9 

Travel Mileage (Cox Rd. to Route 68) 11.6 11.9 9.9 12.0 
No. of Improvements 125 66 100 75 
Construction Cost 5,950 4,930 6,590 
R/W and Utilities Cost 3,470 2,860 3,700 

Constr. * R/W & Utilities 9,420 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-A" 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,f 

On"Line C Alternates"the construction mileage, travel 
mileage, construction and right of way costs and user cost would be 
substantially increased over the cost of.the section of "Line C", 
-which "Line C Alternates11 would substitute for. 

From the financial standpoint and from the standpoint of 
travel mileage and benefits, "Line C" is the most desirable. 
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CONCLUSION AND FINDINGS 
From the foregoing, your Hearing Commissioners conclude 

and specifically find: 
(1) 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-114-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 
consideration and decision. 

(2) 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. 

(3) 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. 

(4) 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 
joint City and County Master Plan severally adopted. 

(5) 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. 

(6) 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. 

(7) 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 avoided by the selection 
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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 114 north of Azule and Route 
68, as recommended by the State Highway Engineer. 

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

RECOMMENDATION 

Respectfully submitted 

Member and Vice Chairman 
California Highway Commission 

f\ U f 'T * v f/\ , / r / / si 

MWnber ' ' / \. ' "—' " 
California Highway Commission 

Dated: 
October 17, 1956 
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EXHIBIT B 

SUMMARY OF PRESENTATIONS AND PETITIONS 

PRESENTATIONS 

(1) Favoring Line C in its entirety 
(A) City of Sunnyvale 
(B) County of Santa Clara 

(Master Plan of cities and 
county formally approved 1953) 

(C) City of Palo Alto 
(D) City of Los Altos ) 
(E) Los Altos Business and ) 

Property Owners* Association) 
(F) Los Altos Chamber of Commerce) 
(G) Los Altos Realty Board ) 
(H) Unofficial representative 

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

Alternate C(l) 
Move line adjacent to Los Gatos rail line track 

City of San Jose M. H. Antonacci, Director of 
Planning 

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(l) 
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 

H. K. Hunter, City Manager 
Karl J. Belser, Director 

of Planning 
R. E. Andrews, Director of 

Planning 

Irving L. Atkinson, Mayor 

Lloyd Baker 

(A) 

(B) 

PETITIONS 
1 Petition of 75 signatures 

against Line C. 
1 Petition of 41 signatures 
1 Petition of 30 signatures 

favoring present Route 114 and 
approving Line C 
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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FRANCIS C. LINDSAY 
C H A I R M A N ' 

M E M B E R S 

L L O Y D W . L O W R E Y 

F R A N K L U C K E L 

P A T R I C K D . M C G E E 

C H A R L E S W . M E Y E R S 

A L L E N M I L L E R 

W I L L I A M A . M U N N E L L 

E U G E N E B . N l S B E T 

J A C K S C H R A D E 

J E S S E M . U N R U H 

C A S P A R W . W E I N B E R G E R 

S A M U E L E . W O O D 

RESEARCH DIRECTOR 

P A T R I C I A H E R R I C K 

SBCRBTAHY 

Gentlemen: 

' DATÊ  
August 16, 1956 A P P R Q V ^ 

CE en ffg ggjg 

The Subcommittee on Highways of the Assembly 
Interim Committee 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 receive testimony from 
the California State Division of Highways, local Juris-
dictions, and interested civic groups in the following 
matters: 

The degree and timing of local participation 
in the location of highways and freeways. 
Legal and procedural factors involved in land 
acquisition. 
The effect of the timing of location, design, 
and condemnation on acquisition processes. 
Consideration of the effect alternate routes 
will have on community values. 
The impact of federal highway legislation on 
financing of State highway systems. 
As indicated on the agenda for these hearings, 

other matters related to the effect of highway procedures 
on communities 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 if 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 direct your correspondence regarding 
these hearings to Patricia Herrick, 31^2 Capitol Annex, 
State Capitol, Sacramento. 

RICHARD J# DOLWIG, Chairman 
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FRANCIS C. LINDSAY 
C H A I R M A N 

NOTICE OF HEARINGS 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON HIGHWAYS 

M E M B E R S 

L L O Y D W . L O W R B Y 

F R A N K L U C K E L 

P A T R I C K D . M C G E B 

C H A R L E S W . M E Y B R S 

A L L E N M I L L E R 

W I L L I A M A . M U N N E L L 

EUOENE B. NlBUET 

J A C K S C H R A D E 

J E S S E M . U N R U H 

C A S P A R W . W E I N B E R G E R 

S A M U E L E . W O O D 

R U B A R C H D I R E C T O R 

P A T R I C I A H B R R I C K 

S E C R E T A R Y 

1. 

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 jurisdictions, 
Division of Highways, and the State Highways 
Commission. (Agreement between local jurisdictions 
and the Department of Public Works on highway loca-
tion before real property Is purchased or condemned, 
H. R. #89,>Special Session 1956 Legislature.) 
a. Location of freeway from MIramar junction and 

Carlsbad. 
b. Overpass location in El Cajon. 

1. 

2. 

SEPTEMBER 13 and 14, 1956 LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 
10:00 A.M. POLICE DEPARTMENT 

AUDITORIUM, 150 S. Los Angeles St 
Escape routes for trucks in mountainous area 
(Ridge route.) 
Drainage and highway problems - responsibility and 
policies of State Division of Highways - policies 
for adjusting culvert sizes when flow characterictics 
change. 

3. Condemnation and Land Acquisition 
a. Procedures of Division of Highways relative 

to valuation (uniformity of practice and 
application.) 

b. Proposed changes in court procedure. 
(l) Recommendation for posting with court 

90$ of offer at time of initial condem-
nation or entry, with final payment to 



® (2) 
property owner to come g.t time of 
adjudication and judgment. 

(2) Effect on leases by condemnation procedure. 
c. Recommended substantive changes in laws 

affecting land acquisition. 
d. Design procedures and their effect on 

condemnation. 
e. Timing of location, design, condemnation, 

and construction. 
4. Revenues of State Division of Highways 

a. Operation of rental properties. 
b. Sales of excess lands. 
c. Oil and gas leases andthe disposition of these 

revenues. 
d. Payments to localities in lieu of taxes for 

properties not immediately used for highway 
purposes. 

SEPTEMBER 24 and 25, 1956 REDWOOD CITY, CALIFORNIA 

September 24, 1956- Supervisors Chambers 
7:00 P.M. Hall of Justice and Records 

Redwood City 
1. Location and routing of freeways - principles 

and practices,1 relation between local Juris-
dictions, Division of Highways, and State High-
way Commission. 
a. Western Freeway in San Francisco 

Stevens Creek Freeway in Santa Clara County 
c. Proposed Junipero Serra Freeway and around 

the Bay Interstate Route. 
2. Consideration of the effect alternate_routes 

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



September 25, 1956 
10:00 A.M. 

City Hall, Council Chambers 
Redwood City 

1. Agreement between local jurisdictions and 
Department of Public Works on highway location 
before real property is puchased or condemned -

(H. R. #89, Special Session 1956 Legislature.) 
2. Impact of Federal Highway Legislation on 

financing 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 localities 
to construct limited access facilities with 
pledge of future gas tax monies. 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * 

Members of Subcommittee on Highways: 
Richard J. Dolwig, Chairman 
Thomas W. Caldecott 
Sheridan N. Hegland 
Vernon Kilpatrick 
Francis C. Lindsay 
Patrick D. McGee 
Charles W. Meyers 
Allen Miller 



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

A . W . B R O W N , I O T D I B T R I D T 

B A M P . D E L L A M A D G I O R E , 2ND DISTRICT, CHAIRMAN 

E D . R . L E V I N , 3RD DISTRICT 

J . M . M C K I N N O N , 4TH DISTRICT 

W A L T E R S . G A S P A R , STH DIBTBIDT 

R I C H A R D D L B D N , CLCRK OF THK BOARD 

Office of the BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
S A N T A C L A R A C O U N T Y O F F I C E B L D Q . • C I V I C C E N T E R 

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

August 3» 1956 

Re: Your Latter of July 6th 
Highway Project Recommendations 

Mr. Edward. W. SIpe, Manager 
Central Coast District. 
California State Chamber of Commerce 
350 Bush Street 
San Francisco U, California 
Dear Sir: 

Subject recommendations attached to your letter 
dated July 6# 1956, was approved by the Board of Super-
visors on July l6th» 

Very truly yo*ars, 
FOARD OP SUPERVISORS 
By 
Clerk of the Board ~ 

p f 
\D 1 / 
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CARL F. WENTE 
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W. C. MULLENDORE 
I I I Vico-Pr«iid»nf 

J O H N E. CUSHING 
2nd Vje»-Pro»id«nJ 

EDWARD R. VALENTINE 
3rd ViC«-Pr»»id«nJ 

NEIL PETREE 
J7»oiur»r 

JAMES MUSSATTI 

Diraclori 
A. O. BECKMAN 
MILO W. BEKINS 

ANDERSON BORTHWICK 
ASA V. CALL 

J O H N E. CUSHING 
LLOYD W. DINKELSPIEL 

ADRIEN J. FALK 
GERALD H. HAGAR 
ROBERT A. HORNBY 
PRESTON HOTCHKIS 
EDGAR C. HUMMEL 
WIL IARD W . KEITH 

J. H. K1NDELBERGER 
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. SULLIVAN 
N. R SUTHERLAND 
IRVING J. SYMONS 

F. W . TARR 
EDWARD R. VALENTINE 

J O H N S. WATSON 
CARL F. WENTE 

MELVILLE E. WILLSON 

STATE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 
A G R I C U L T U R E A N D I N D U S T R Y 
O r r i C E B • BACRAMCNTO • I A N T A • 0 9 A • BAN r R A N C I B C O * S T O C K T O N . r i t l H O . L • • ANOCLCfl 

3 5 ° B U S H S T R E E T • S A N F R A N C I S C O A • C A L I F O R N I A 

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 wDuld check this list for any corrections 
or emissions 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 was a 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. 

Sincerely 

Edward W. Sipe, Manager 
Central Coast District 

EWS/efj DATE 

APPROVED 

CE CO PC ENG 

i 





|P SAHTA CLARA COUNTY | 
HIGHWAY PROJECT RECOMMENDATIONS 

A. Projects for Construction and Right* of-Way Allocations 
This category should include projects for consideration within the 
19f>7-58 fiscal year (or in the immediate future) . 

Project Miles 
1. Los Angeles-San Francisco Free- 1U.2 
way (Bayshore, State . Route 68) .San 
Mateo County Line to Eastshore Free-
way. 
2. Oakland-Santa Cruz Freeway (Rte 5) 10.5 
Bayshore Highway to Los Gatos. 

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

3. Sunnyvale-Saratoga Road (Rte llU) 9.U 
Sunnyvale to Saratoga. 
U. Alum Rock Avenue (Rte 115). 3*1 

Improvement 
Complete construction 
(portions)• 

Complete construction, 

Interim improvements 
throughout entire length 
of route. Plan for U-lanes, 
Multi-lane construction. 
Acquire lOU1 R/W. 

B. Projects for Surveys, Designs, and Advance Rights-of-Way Acquisition 
This category should include projects for which preliminary plans 
should be made* 

Project Miles 
1. Los Angeles-San Francisco Free- 20.0 
way (State Rte 2) Ford Road to 
Qilroy. 
2. Stevens Creek, Bayshore Freeway 
to Junipero Serra Freeway. 
3. El Camino Real (Rte 2) Sunnyvale 3.7 
to Santa Clara. 
U. Monterey Road (Rte 2) Tully Road * U.5 
to Ford Road. 
5. Oakland Road, San Jose-Los Gatos lU.7 
Road (Rte 17), Alameda County Line to 
Los Gatos. 

Improvement 
Designate location. 

Designate location, adopt 
into State Highway System. 

Improve to U-lanes. 

Improve to U-lanes. 

Improve to U-lanes. 



SANTA CLARA COUNTY # M 

C. Projects for Long-teim Planning 
This category should Include projects not incorporated in A or B (above) 
but -which should be included in a long range (ten-year) program. 

Project Miles Improvement 
1. State Rte 32 (SSR 152) from San Reconstruction. 
Felipe to Gilroy.. 
2. El Camino Real, University Ave. 18.0 Widen to 6-lanes. 
(Palo Alto) to Santa Clara City Limits. 





O F F I C E O F T H E 

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

C H A I R M A N O F T H E 

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

(go0b&im 31. JSmgJjt 
(Kabcmcrr 

California Commission 
P . O . B O X 1 4 9 9 

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

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-SC1-114-A,Cpo, 
Sunv,MVw, between existing Route 114 north of Azule and 
Route 63 (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, 

G. N. COOK 
Assistant Secretary 

DATE J W L 1 6 1956 

APPROVED 
KE: CE CC PC ENG 



FFT.-MCCCTY m m O O V I R N O H OF C A L I F O R N I A « F R A N K B . D U R K E E 

G O O D W I N J . K N I O H T 

O o v m N o i t OF C A L I F O R N I A 

STATU HlOHWAY CNOINEU DiRSCTOR 

STATE O F CALIFORNIA 

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

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

PUBLIC W O B M BUILDING * J I l l y 7 j l ^ ^ O F I L E N O . 

P . O . B O X 1 4 0 0 

S A C R A M E N T O 7 IV-SM,SCI,SCr-Var 
56-4T8 

County Clerk 
Santa Clara County 
San Jose, California 
Dear Sir; 

There is enclosed for filing in your office 
pursuant to Chapter I of DiviBion 5, Title I of 
the Government Code, certified copy of Pinal Report 
of Work done and expenditures made on day labor work 
in Santa Clara County, Day Labor Work Order No. 
56-^T8, road IV-SM,SCl,SCr-Var. 

Very truly yours, 
G. T. McCOY 
State Highway Engineer 
By H. C. McCARTV 

End. Office Engineer 
fly ** 

Asildtont Of f lc* EnfllnMT 



ROT DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS 
DISTRICT IV n o 

WW 29 » 9 0 9 
June 27, 1956 J\M 

IV-SM,SCI,SCr-Var« 
D,L.W,0, 56-ij.T8 
FINAL REPORT 

Mr«.G• To McCoy 
State Highway Engineer 
Sacramento, California 
Dear Sir: 

Submitted for your consideration Is 
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,sci,scr-2,55,56,105; 2,5,H3; 32,67-Var 

F« H. Blair Highway Superintendent 



GENERAL 
A, Description 

The work as originally contemplated consisted of the 
painting of traffic stripes and pavement markings on various 
sections of highways in San Mateo, Santa Clara and Santa Cruz 
Counties on Roads IV-SM,SCI,SCr-2,55,56,105; 2,5,113; 32,67-Var, 
These sections of highways were resurfaced under Contract 
No, 55-1j.TC67 • 

B« Preliminary Estimate of Costs 
Striping and pavement markings $ 11,200«00 

C, Bidders 
There were no bidders oh this project , The work was 

approved for day labor by the Director on August 11, 1955«. 
D, Chronological Statement_ 

Work requested, D, 0, No, 3785 July 1, 1955 
Work approved August 18, 1955 
Work started July 7, 1955 
Work completed April 23, 1956 

E, Supervls ion 
* 

The work was supervised by Highway Superintendent F, H, 
Blair• 

F, Construction Materials 
P» 0« Vendor Items Quantity Amount 

Acct • 150 Stores White Paint 2,290 gals. $ 657«72 n " " Black Paint 65 gals, 130,29 
" Beads 13,725 lbs, 1,67^43 

II* STATEMENT OF FUNDS AND EXPENDITURES 
A» Expenditures 

1, Construction Funds 
Operating Expenses , $ 6,J462 • J1J4. 
Salaries 020,ol]. 
Equipment Rental 677 «79 

Total $ 11,160,87 
B, Funds 

Construction Allotment $ 11,200,00 
56-4T8 

1 -



• • 
Balance to be reverted 39 «13 

(June, 1956) 

Funds expended $ 11,160,8? 

Ill» UNIT COST 
Traffic stripes and pavement markings were painted on 

various sections of freeways after the blanket was placed, A 
unit cost break-down of this work Is not practical. 

The cost for striping totaled $ 11,160,8? 

IV. CERTIFICATE ' 
In accordance with the provisions of Chapter I of Division 

5, Ti-jple 1 of the Government Code, I hereby certify that to the 
best of my knowledge and belief, the information in this report is 
a true and accurate record of the day labor work performed under 
authority of Day Labor Work Order 56-1j.T8« 

Yours very truly, 
ORIGINAL SIGNED Df 
' J. P. SINCLAIR ~ 

JQ P. Sinclair. 
District 'Engineer 

- 2 -



DAY LABOR WORK ORDER NO, 4-7 3 

ROADl^f- Nl Xk / 

No engineering charges stand against this work. 
The services of other public employees in connection 
with this work are not included in this statement, 
the proportion of their salaries, attributable to 
such activities, being charged uneegregated against 
the State Highway Fund. 

I* (h T0 McCoyr being duly sworn depose and says' That I am the State Highway Engineer 
and I have read the foregoing report, and know 
the contents thereofD and that the same is true of my own knowledge,, except as to those matters 
which are therein stated on my information or 
belief8 and as to those matters., I believe it to be true* 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA : 

l SS. 
County of Sacramento: 

Subscribed and sworn to before m© 

Alpha G . C a f e h l a o 
Notary Public in c r d County of 

S a c r a s a n i o , Sielu cf California 
My Commission expires April 3 0 , 1 9 5 7 



t'oroh 26, 1956 

RE: IV-SC1~1H*-A, Cpo, Sunn, MVv 

Mr. a. T. McCoy 
State Highway Cnftlnoor 
150 Oak Street 
Can Francisco 2, California 

Att: B# Booker, Assistant 
State Highway Engineer 

Dear Sir: 
It is tho requeet of the Board of Supervioors 

that a hearing be held in the matter of the relocation 
and improvement ao a freerny of a portion of Stat© High-
way Route in Santa Clara County, between ©dieting 
Rout© 114, North of Asule and Routo 68. 

Very truly yours, 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
By 

Clerk of the Board 

0 0 : Leonard S u G h n e l l , County Engineer 
& Road Co1 ralGQioner 



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

DEPARTMENT O F P U B L I C W O R K S 

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

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

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

A D D R E S S A L L C O M M U N I C A T I O N S T O 

P . O . B O X 3 3 6 6 , R I N C O N A N N E X 

S A N F R A N C I S C O I S March 23, 1956 
P L E A S E R E F E R 

T O F I L E N O . 

IV-SCl-lll;-A,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 111;, in Santa Clara 
County, between existing Route 111;, north of Azule and Route 68. 

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

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

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

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

Your cooperation in this matter will be appreciated. 
Sincerely, 
G. T. McCOY 
State Highway Engineer 

Assistant State Highway Engineer-Enclosure 



BEGINNING OF ROUTE ADOPTION END OF ROUTE ADOPTION 
ROUTE 42 . 

To Saratoga Gap\ 
\ v n \ 

I hereby certify that by resolution of the California Highway 
Commission adopted ' the route marked 
"Proposed State Highway" on this map was selected and adopted as 
the route for a portion of State Highway Route !/4 in Sonta C/ora 
County between existing Route //4 ntrt/7 of /Izu/e and 
Route 6S -

Attest: 1 ." , 
SecretsTy 

California Highway Commission ME M B E R S OF CALIFORNIA H J G H W A Y COMMISSION 

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

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

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

M A P S H O W I N G 

ROUTE OF PROPOSED 
STATE HIGHWAY 

IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY 
BETWEEN EXISTING ROUTE 114 

NORTH OF AZULE 
AND 

ROUTE 6 8 
SCI-N4-A,Cpo,Sunv,MVw 

Scale in Feet 
FEBRUARY 1956 

1850 3700 7400 



i S j i P f f ; 
Box es' March 

15th 
1956 

Mr. B. V/. Booker, 
Assistant State Highway Engineer, 
Division of Highv/ayu, 
150 Oak Street, 
San Francisco 2, Calif. 

Dear Mr. Booker: 
The City Council of the City o 
expresoed its concern over the 
situation at the interoection 
Saratoga Road) and Fremont Rj 
Santa Clara. 

Lo& Altou has 
qtole traffic 

Ŝtattt \Routo 9 (Sunnyvale 
in the iCounty of 

We discussed this matter infornt^My^with your Division 
last year, at which rjqjiterred that full 
signalisation of thafe^c^ne^^ouldS^ accomplished 
shortly as part of //general\nyprovement or the entire 
State Route, 
We are still faced Mth many j£dmplainta relative to this 
situation to request that any 
such work M^escpOTite^ta-^Ke greatest degree possible 
If there /ii> any a3u^tance vie can give you in this matter, 
please cqntact uo. 

Yours very truly, 

C. 
0. 
V/.ra 
cc Board of Supervisors 

Clarence 0, Witt, 
Mayor 



I S ^ ^ h s s t s w ® © ® © © © g ^ s i s 
EAST PALO AWO, CALIFORNIA 

January 4, 1956 

The Honorable Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
San Jose, California 
Gentlemen: 
The Havenswood 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 Clara County and all motorists using the Bay-
shore Highway. 
As the club Understands the present University Avenue Interchange 
will have the limit of work set at the San Francisquito Creek 
(or the San Mateo-Santa Clara County lineJ. Ordinarily this would 
be a natural boundry, but the ever increasing traffic to Embarcadero 
Road (approximately 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 cannot be measured in dollars and 
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 appreciated by the 
Ravenswood Boosters and the entire community of East Palo Alto. 

Interest of Public Safety 

'Jack Denton 
Cor. Sec. Rav. Boosters 

DATE F E B 1 4 1956 

APPROVE? 
RE: CE CC PC ENQ 

Hoo&teAA. fox ci ZSzttzx Cc .ommunu Lty, for <£cfioo[±, SB^ttzi cz^fc oms.6. 



A D D R E S S A L L C O M M U N I C A T I O N S T O 

P. O . B O X 3 3 6 6 , R I N C O N A N N E X 

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

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

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

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

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

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

January 23, 1956 P L E A S E R E F E R 

T O F I L E N O . 

4QT1211-R 
IV-SC1-114-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 School 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. 

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, 

B. W. BOOKER 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 

JAN 3 0 1956 
DATE 
APPROVE? 

R E : CE CC PC ENG 





* 

January 18, 1956 

Mr*, Audrey Jacobson 
Committee for tha 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 Supervisors on Monday,. Janu-
ary 16. 

The County Executive and County Engineer 
were asked 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:eo 
cc: Board of Supervitors y 

County Engineer 



j«Qau CHAMBER F̂ COMMERCE 
137 WEST MAIN STREET • TELEPHONE EL0ato 4-1746 

L O S G A T O S , C A L I F O R N I A 
Nettled In the beautiful wooded western footh i l l i , 
overlooking famoui Santo Clara Valley . . . 

January 3, 195$ 

Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County 
First & Roaa Streets 
San Jose, California 
Gentlemen: 
The Los Gatos Chamber of Commerce is in the process of 
organizing a Freeway Beautification Committee to co-
operate with state, county and city planners in a pro-
gram of planting and landscaping the new Freeway and 
Cross-Town Connection to be completed this year* 
The first meeting will be held 

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

Karl Belser, County Planning Director, will outline 
plans to date and indicate the type of assistance 
needed from our Committee. 
Since this is a project of area-wide interest, impor-
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 evening of January 12th. 

Chairman, Freeway Beautil'icat ion 
Committee f 

DATE JAN 9 - 1956 

APPROVED 
RE; CE CC PC ENG 

S A N T A C L A R A C O U N T Y • T H E V A L L E Y O F H E A R T ' S D E L I G H T . / ) 
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R E S O L U T I O N 

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 Commission has proposed and is 
presently constructing Routs 5 which will do much to divert cross-
County traffic off local highways and thereby diminish the traffic 
problems of said County, and 

WHEREAS, the early completion of this and other similar 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 the State Highway Commission for the out-
standing work it has done in hastening the completion of said Route 
5 and other construction to eliminate critical traffic congestion in 
said 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: Supervisors,Bre*a. DeliaMasgiore. Caspar, Levin, McKinnra 
NOES: Supervisors, N Q O G 

ABSENT: Supervisors, Won© 

yj— v v " • (Kft—' 
Chairman of the Board ,6f Supervisors 

ATTEST: RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of 
Board of Supervisors 

/ 

SMW l|-c to Chamber 8/15 



SAN JOSE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 
C I V I C A U D I T O R I U M BUILDING 
PHONE CYpr«« 3-3161 • SAN JOSE 13, CALIFORNIA 

July 29i 1955. 

Mr. Frank H. Thill, 
County Executive, 
Civic Center, 
First and Roaa Streets, 
San Jose, California. 
Dear Mr. Thill: 

AUG 8- 1955 
APPROVED 
RE: CE CC PC ENGUw, 

It va8 agreed by the San Jose Chamber of Commerce County-vide Highway 
Committee that our most Important major uncompleted state highway within 
Santa 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 Highway Commission has been arranged for 
11:15 a.m. on Thursday, August 15, 1955, In the Public Works Building, 
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 assist 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 Is 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 appreciate having this information on or before 
August 15, 

Thank you for your cooperation. 

vq 

jcv/bps 
enclosure 

Cordially yours, 

ik C* Vincent, 
s1stant Manager. 





R E S O L U T I O N 

WHEREAS, the County of Santa Clara and the entire bay area are experiencing 
an unprecedented growth which has increased the volume of traffic 
on all our arterials, delays to the general public, inconvenience 
to the residents and business people of our community and traffic 
hazards, and 

WHEREAS, a large volume of weekend and holiday traffic to and from the 
San Francisco and East bay areas, the northern San Joaquin Valley 
and south Sacramento Valley funnels through and around San Jose 
en route to the Santa Cruz area, and 

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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the San Jose Chamber of Commerce 
hereby strongly recommends and urgently requests that the Cali-
fornia State Highway Commission give full consideration to 
including the total costs for the construction of Route 5 from 
the Bayshore Highway to Los Gatos in the 1956-57 Highway 
Budget. 

Adopted this 29th day of July, 
1955: 
Board of Directors 
San Jose Chamber of Commerce 
San Jose, California 

ATTEST; 
Russell E. Pettit, Manager 
San Jose Chamber of Commerce 



/ * . / ... 



R E S O L U T I O N 

RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors of the County of 
Santa Clara, hereby rescind lie previous Resolution waiving public 
hearings on the re-location of Highway 101 in any area or areas 
situated between the southern limits of the City of San Jose and 
the northern limits of the City of Gilroy; 

BE IT FURTHER 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 request them to explore the possibilities 
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 1st day of August, 1955* by 
the following vote: 

AYES: Supervisors, Brown, DellaMaggiore, Levin, McKinnon, Gaspar 

NOES: Supervisors, None 

ABSENT: Supervisors, None 

• 

ATTEST RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of 
the Board of Supervisors 
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Tho follov/ing notion Is submitted for your oonslderations 

That tho Board of Sapor visor a toddy resoln&s ito previous aotion In 
regard to tho Monterey highway froev7Qy and in dsferona® to tho desires of tho 
pooplo of tho southern ond of tho oounty roquests tho fltefco Division of High, 
ways to further oxploro tho possibilities of placing th« proposed froov/oy 
along tho oast foothlllsi further tho Board of Supervisors wishes to tatflaoacfc stat« 
that Its previous waiver of furtlior hearings fcs Is hereby rosolndod and that? 
it hereby gives notioe to tto Stat© Division of Highway® thecb waiver of future 
hoarings is not glvon duo to the loool olroumstanoos« 



^ Office of the BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

» 

A- W . B R O W N , IBT DISTRICT 

5 A M P . D E L L A M A Q B I D R E , 2ND DISTRICT 

E D . R . L E V I N , 3RD DISTRICT 

J . M . M c K l N N D N , 4TH DlHTRIQT 

W A L T E R 9 . D A S PAR, 5TH DISTRICT, CHAIRMAN 

R I C H A R D D L B D N , CLERK o r THE BOARD 

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

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

August? 2* 1955 

Mr* 3D* tf* Bookor 
Aaat* state Highway RnglttMr 
ISO Oak Streat 
Sar* Franeiaoo California 
Sear Mvt 

Enclosed pleat* find 3 eopie*(eartitled) of resolution 
roue Indies resolution adq$>t*?d by the Board of ®upervi«or* 
on July 11* 1955* 

It fcow requested that the State'tttoilofi ttf Higjb**y6 
hold public hearinge on the proposed relocation of' Highway 
101* 

Vary truly ye>ursf 
EQAHD Or SWESmOBS 

^' fciark o* the feo^rd 

D 



« 

Ii«*lV*8Cl*2*C, Oil iv»ll73 

Ha?* £# W* Jteokw 
Highway Stagiafr©* 

SttWfc 
Sim Proncleco California 
D*«* 

Itfolosed plaaaa f iod 3 60£>l0ft( eotftif lad) of Msolatloa 
rescinding roaolutlon edited by tn« Eoard of 8uperv:Uora 
cm July 11, 

It 19 now r*uju»»tod that t&o Stata Division ef Higtewi$* 
hold publie hearing* 011 the propose tfalooetion of ttigfcwey 
101* 

v*ry truly your** 
BMHB S^PEBVlSOnS 



• # 

July u , 1955 

Ret XV-SC1~2«»C,011 f IV-1173 

y?: F. Booker 
Aflat. State 4igh«ay Engineer 
150 Oak Sfcroot 
Ban Fronciaco 2* California 

Attt J, P# Sinclair, ftlat# 7Jh£ln»*r 
asrs 
enclosed pleaao find thro© certified cople© of 

resolution Approving eubjcot matter (relocation of 
Bt&te Highvoy 3out« 2 between Omh mile south of Thomao 
Hoed «m6 Ford Koad), 

Very truly yours, 
m& rm OP sspervjsors 

Clerk of the Board 

ooi Leonard fcuehnell with reaol* 
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STATE O F C A L I F O R N I A 

DEPARTMENT O F P U B L I C W O R K S 

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

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

1 5 0 O A K STREET 

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

UN DBRHILL 3 - 0 2 2 2 

DISTRICT IV 

A D D R E S S A L U C O M M U N I C A T I O N S T O 

P . O . B O X 3 3 0 0 , R J N C O N A N N E X 

S A N F R A N C I S C O 10 Ju ly 7, 1955 Pi.BASH RKPKR TO FlLH NO. 
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 Board1s 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 Highway Engineer 



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 to 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 California 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: 
AYES: Supervisors, Brown- Delia Maggiore. Caspar, Levin. McKitmon 
NOES: Supervisors, Monei 
ABSENT: Supervisors, None 

Chairman of the Boa»Q 
A c of the board ' 

JUL 111955 r o l l CALL:ires 



RESOLUTION OP THE BOARD OP SUPERVISORS OP THE COUNTY OP 
SANTA CLAHA. 

WHEREAS, the State of California, through its Department 
of Publio Works, Division of Highways, proposes the relocation of 
a portion of State Route 2 in the County of Santa Clara, 
between mile aouth of Thomas Road and Ford Road, and the establish-
ment of a freeway thereop, and 

WHEREAS, a public meeting on the,proposed relocation was held 
at the Santa Clara County Office Building in San Jose on June 2l\t 

after due notice of such meeting in the local newspapers, and 
at which meeting members of the press were present, and 

WHEREAS, no opposition to 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*k mile aouth of Thomas Road and Pord Road, 
as presented at said public meeting, ia 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 California 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, thia 11th day of July, 19^5, by the following roll call vote* 
AYES: Supervisors, DeliaWaggiore. Caspar, Levin. McKinnon 
NOES: Supervisors Nos?.e, 
ABSENT: Supervisors No no 

J?^ , J) J S. QASPAR 
mfTn?om ' ' ^ ^ ^Vlraan of the Board 
ATTEST! RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of the Board 
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©tpartment of public Works 
S A C R A M E N T O 

March 29, 1955 
P L H A B B R S F S R T O 

F I L E N O . 

IV-SC1-69-A 
Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
San Jose, California 

RELINQUISHMENT OF PORTIONS 
OF STATE HIGHWAY 

Gentlemen; 
In conformance with Section 73 of the Streets and High-

ways Code, there is hereby filed with the County of Santa 
Clara the attached certified copy of the vote of the California 
Highway Commission relinquishing described portions of State 
highway to said Santa Clara County. 

Relinquishment of these portions of State highway be-
comes effective with this filing of the certified copy of the 
Highway Commission's action. 

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

This procedure is mandatory upon the Department, and the 
relinquished mileage covered by the attached resolution is there 
fore being certified to the Controller. 

Under Section 200^ of the Streets and Highways Code, you 
may request revisions in the couhty's'primary road system at 
any time. 

Very truly yours, 

G. T. McCOY 
State Highway Engineer 



RELINQUISHMENT OF STATE HIGHWAY 
IN THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 
ROAD IV-SC1-69-A 

WHEREAS, the California Highway Commission on December 15, 
1949 adopted a resolution declaring a certain section of State highway 
in Santa Clara County between Route 68 and Alameda County line, road 
IV-SC1-69-A, to be a freeway; and 

WHEREAS, the State of California has acquired rights of way 
for and has reconstructed certain County roads and road connections 
at locations on Industrial Avenue northwest of Gieh Road, at Brokaw 
Road, on 0fToole 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 locations between 
1/4 mile south of Brokaw Road and Brokaw Road and between Brokaw 
Road and 01Toole Avenue, all in connection with said freeway; and 

WHEREAS, by freeway maintenance agreement dated August 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 connections and frontage roade upon 
relinquishment thereof to said County by the State, of California; 
and 

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

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS VOTED by the California Highway Com-
mission that it relinquish, and it does hereby relinquish, to the 
County of Santa Clara, effective upon the filing of a certified copy 
hereof with the Board of Supervisors of said county, those certain 
reconstructed county roads, road connections and frontage roads in 
said county, together with the right of way and appurtenances thereof, 
described as follows: ; j 
PARCEL 1: 

A parcel of land comprising those certain tracts of land 
described in the deedB to the State of California from Cascade Metals 
Corporation, recorded May 22, 1952, Volume 2424, page 400, William 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 Records of Santa Clara County, said 
parcel being described as follows: 



COMMENCING at the most easterly corner of said 
traot conveyed to the State from Cascade Metals Corp-
orations thence along the northeasterly line of last 
said traot and its northwesterly prolongation N. 37° 
081 09" Wo, 1329.16 feet to the most northerly corner 
of the above mentioned traot oonveyed to State from 
Weaver| thence along the northerly line of said Weaver 
traot S. 50° 211 1+3" W., 61.00 feet to the southwesterly 
line thereof5 thenoe along said southwesterly line and 
its southeasterly prolongation S. 37° 081 09" E., 1329*01+ 
feet to the center line of Gish Road; thence along last 
said line N. 50° 27 ! 51" E., 61.00 feet to the point of 
commencement 0 

The bearings and distances used in the above 
described parcel are on the California Coordinate System, 
Zone 3. 
PARCEL 2s 

A parcel of land comprising a portion of those 
oertain tracts of land described In the deeds to the 
State of California from Gambord Meat Co., Frank J. Gomes, j 
et ux, A.. R. Calvelli, et ux, Jose S« Lewis, et ux, 
Giuseppe Bertolotti, et ux, recorded November 28p 1952 In Book 2^35* page 70, September 25, 1952 in Book 21+93, 
page 630, September 17, 1952 In Book 2l+88p page 501+, January 7, 1953* in Book 2551, page 5l5, June 2, 1952 
in Book 21+28, page 1+29 respectively, all in the Official 
Records of Santa Clara County, said paroel being 
described as follows: 

COMMENCING at the northwesterly corner of the 
above mentioned paroel oonveyed to the State of California 
by said Bertolotti et ux; thence 3. 50° 211 1+3" W., 
600*75 feet; thenoe along a tangent ourve to 



• • 
the left with a radius of 280 feet through an angle of 32°21'43tt, 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=l,592,III.53 feet; 
thence along a tangent curve to the right with a radius of 50 feet, 
through an angle of 89°52851", an arc... length of 78.44 feet to a 
point of cusp on the northerly line of Bayshore Highway; thence along 
last said line S. 72°07'09M E., 160.00 feet to a second point of cusp; 
thence from a tangent that bears N. 72°07,09M W., along a curve to 
the right with a radius of 50 feet, through an angle of 90°07(l09n, an 
arc length of 78.64 feet; thence N. 18°00I £., 333.66 feet; thence along 
a tangent curve to the right with a radius of 220 feet through an angle 
of 32°21,43H, an arc distance of 124.26 feet; thence N. 50°21!43" E., 
707.08 feet: thence N. 6®30'57u W., 71.64 feet to a point distant 
3. 80°15!03» W., 85.OO feet from Engineer0s Station 35+43.43 on the "AM 
line of the Department of Public Works1 survey for the State freeway 
in Santa Clara County, Road IV-SCI-69-A; thence S. 50°21843H W.,145.48 
feet to the point of commencement. 

The coordinates, 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 access in and to the State 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 certain tracts 
of land described in the deeds 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 said tract to State 
.from Dorthea E. Madsen; (1) thence N. 9°44f57" W., 406.64 feet; (2) 
thenoe N. 13°33l48rt W., 460.69 feet; f3) thence along a tangent curve 
to the left with a radius of 150 feet, through an angle of 25°23!12H, 
an arc distance 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°15108B W., with a radius of 350 feet, through an angle of 8*04°55", 
an arc distance of 49.37 feet, to the southeasterly line of Brokaw 
Road; (6) thence along said line of Brokaw Road S. 52°10,131' W., 419.11 
feet; (7) thence N. 37°49,47n 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 feet, through an angle of 37o03,13,,, an arc distance of 129.34 
feet; (10) thenoe N. 15°07l E., 549.79 feet; (11) thenoe S. 63°19,47H 
E., 41.32 feet; (12) thence S. 45°l6B47tt E., 70.81 feet; (13) thence 
S. 15°07l W., 120.24 feet; (14) thence S. 54°38!28M E., 208.08 feet 
to the northwesterly line of said Brokaw Road; (15) thence N. 52°10,13rt 
E., 70 feet; (16) thence B. 49023!47,, E., 38.28 feet; (17) thence 
S. 9°44157M E., 48.57 feet; (18) thence S. 20°35,13" W., 78.94 feet; 
(19) thence along a curve to the left from a tangent that bears N. 



86°42'45" W., with a radius of 350 feet, through an angle of 18°17I25" , 
an arc distance of 111.73 feet; (20) thence S. 38°57,00« E., 276.72 
feet to a point distant 3. 80°15'03" W., 96.00 feet from Engineer's 
Station 74+50 on the "A" line of the Department of Public Works'survey 
for the State freeway in Santa Clara County, Road IV-SCI-69-A; (21) 
thence S. 14°30!46" E., 150.52 feet; (22) thence S. 11®15!10U E., 400.14 
feet; (23) thence 8, 10®10844M E., 200.01 feet; (?4) thence S. 9°44«57n 
E., 130.73 feet; (25) thence S. 49°28'13rt W., 50.63 feet to the point 
of 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 
rights of ingress to and egress from the highway hereby relinquished 
in and to the adjacent and adjoining freeway lying easterly of said re-
linquished highway, except at such points as now are or may be estab-
lished by resolution of this Commission. 
PARCEL 4; 

A parcel of land comprising a portion of those certain tracts 
pf land described in the deeds to the State of California from Ada Fox 
Carabal, et vir, Harvey Miyakusu et ux, Edward C. Ferrera et ux., 
Hoshiko Sasaki Kawahara et al, Shigio Masunaga, et al, Florence E. 
Smith, et vir, G-. Gallo, et al, and W. B. Clarke and Company, 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, AuguBt 5, 1952, in Book 2464, page 229, respectively, all in 
Official Records in Santa Clara County, said parcel being described as 
follows: 

Beginning for reference at the most westerly corner of the 
above mentioned tract conveyed to State of California by said Carabal 
et vir; thence N. 60®34'28tt E., 180.72 feet to the TRUE POINT OF 
COMMENCEMENT; (l) thence N. 0°35,13tt 522.49 feet to a point distant 
S. 80°15,03H W., 135 feet from Engineer's Station 90+00 on the nA" line 
of the Department, of Public Works1 survey for the State freeway in 
Santa Clara County, Road IV-SC1-69-A; (2) thence N. 9°44'57B W., 2472.81 
feet; (3) thence along a tangent curve to the left with a radius of 
400.00 feet through an angle of 27°58l, an arc length of 195.24 feet; 
(4) thence N. 37°42,57M W., 1965.47 feet; (5) thence along a tangent 
curve to the left with a radius of 980.00 feet, through an angle of 
8°55l, an arc length of 152.51 feet; (6) thence N. 46°37'57w 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. 
46°37i57h W., 60.00 feet to a point on the northwesterly line of 
Trimble Road; (9) thence along said line of Trimble Road N. 43°22'03tt E., 



260.00 feet; (10) thence 8. 46°37'57u E., 60.00 feet; (11) thence 
8. 43°22I03M W., 70.00 feet; (12) thence along a tangent curve to 
the left with a radiue of 50.00 feet, through an angle of 90® an arc 
length of 78.54 feet; (13) thence S. 46°37,57M E.f 367.79 feet; (14) thence 3. 37c42057n E., 1175.81 feet; (15) thence N. 38C46D25M E., 
20.57 feet; (16) thence 8. 37°42,57w E.# 866.83 feet; (17) thence 
along a tangent curve to the left with a radius of 25.00 feet, through 
an angle of 152°02J, an arc length of 66.34 feet to a point distant, 
S. 80o15t03" W., 85.00 feet from Engineer's Station 117+06.59 on said "Aw 
line; (18) thence S. 15®43B30H E., 234.37 feet; (19) thence 3. 9®44<57M 
E., 2458.20 feet; (20) thence S. 5®22fl34" E., 374.94 feet; (21) thence 
3. 10°46'l4» E., 516.18 feet; (22) thence N. 58®59c W., 64.48 feet; 
(23) thence N. 4l°56'32« W., 60.19 feet; (24) thence N. 50®02<32M W., 
108.24 feet; (25) thence N. 58°26'32n 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 California 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 adjoining freeway lying easterly of said 
relinquished highway, except at such points 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°49,54w E.', 5.00 feet; thence S. 62027'28° W., 201.00 feet; thence 
S. 68°10,06M 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°58'12tt W., 86.35 feet; thence 8. 18°39I"03M 
W., 163.43 feet to a point distant N.#8l°54'50B E., 95.73 feet from Engineer's Station 341+50.00 on the "A" 13|ne of the Department of 
Public Works1 survey for the State freeway in Santa Clara County, Road 
IV-SC1-69-A; thenoe N. lc02'31" W., 223.49 feet; thence N. 15°00' W., 
220.52 feet; thenoe from a tangent that bears S. 19®23°05tt E., along 
a curve to the left with a radius of 200 feet, through an angle of 
84055'45", an aro 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. 
75°41' 10" E., 420.38 feet; thence 8. 21°49,5i+H E., 45.00 feet to the 
point of commencement. 

The coordinates, 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 access in and to the freeway over and across 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, Official Records of Santa Clara County; thence from a tangent 
that bears N. 63°05cll" W., along a curve to the right with a radius 
of 400 feet, through an angle of 13°56,11M, an arc distance of 97.29 
feet to a point being at coordinates Y = 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.f 60.00 feet; thence S. 63°23l E., 208.39 feet; thence N. 84°045 E., 257.77 feet; thence along a tangent curve to the left with a radius 
of 100 feet, through an angle of 76c45,42w, an arc distance of 133.97 
feet; thence S. 0®30" W., I58.I8 feet; thence S. 15*10*13* E., 188.71 
feet to a point distant S. 8lo54'50M W., 96.17 feet from Engineer's 
Station 342+00.00 on the "A" line of the Department of Public Works1 
survey for the State freeway In Santa Clara County, road IV-SCI-69-A; 
thence N. 33o04157M W., 138.13 feet; thence N. 88°54!18H W., 222.80 
feet; thence along a tangent curve to the right with a radius of 400 
feet, through an angle of ̂ 5°49l07n, an arc distance of 180.25 feet 
to the point of commencement. 

The coordinates, 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 access, in and to the freeway over and across the 
courses described above with lengths of 158.18 feet and 188.71 feet. 

The total length of highway hereby relinquished is 2.50 
miles, more br less. 

I The ;purpose of this resolution is 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 
highway hereby relinquished. 



THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregoing is a full and correct copy 
of the original resolution passed by the California Highway Com-
mission at its meeting regularly called and held on the 
day of N a r c h , 1 9 5 5 - , in the City o f - S ^ r a m e n t o 
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and 
voting therefor. 

ASS ISTANT S E C R E T A R Y O F THE 
C A L I F O R N I A H I G H W A Y C O M M I S S I O N 
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June 17, 1955 T O F I L B N O . 

IV-SC1-2-B,MgH,C,Gil 
Project File No. 1173 

Honorable Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
Court House 
San Jose, Califo rnia 
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 Santa 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. 101) 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 

B. 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 

J 
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fefeo pu^^oeo of acquainting officials imd Interested 
£j:»fiiivfL<toGl0 with Inf ©ratios vhicfc fceo been devolved 
in -oonsiooMovi location etudlea for a freeway on tUo 
portion of Highway Houtc Z (tf*8«-101) In Santa 
Cln*a County be tween ThoaiM iteftd and Ford Itoado 

Aa you will recall, these atudios were announced at 
a <a*«bltig hold October HO* 1953* At Saa Jcse# 

IJoWot) t l i l s raeetfng w i l l ko l a t ho ;vnbl lc proei« 
euad wombefro o f the P lann^n Cajmlrmlon* County t o o h n l c a l 
u t e ^ and o f f i c i a l * o f tho C i t i e s o<C H o H i l l m d 
" t l ^ / j r have been I n v i t e d * 

V03*y truly * 
/$/' r # r.\ Porker 

Aset# S t a t e Highway r a n c o r 

<to: Suparvlaora 
l r w^f Uolla Magyiore, Levin, 
:-vcivliinoJ3j Gaapar 



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

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

D I V I S I O N O F H I G H W A Y S 
DISTRICT IV 
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S A N F R A N C I S C O I S December 30, 1954 P L E A S E R E F E R 

T O F I L E N O . 

IY-SC1-113-A,Sunv,SCI,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,f between Route 6S 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.. 

r 

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 possible 
conflicting developments, on or near the route? 

Copies of this 3 er and attachments are Ijging forwarded 
to the County Planning Commission, the/County Surveyor and Road 
Commissioner and the County Building^inspector., 

Yours very truly 

B. W.. BOOKER w 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 

DATE JAN 10 1955 

EpC2 CO PC ENG 
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RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A FREEWAY 

ON 
ROAD lV-SCL-113-A,Sunv,SCl,SJs,Alvs 

H2SOLVED by' the California Highway Commission: 
1. That the public intere st and necess ity require 

the laying out, acquisition and construction as a freeway of 
the section of State highway hereinafter described, lying 
within the Cities of Sunnyvale, Santa Clara, San Jose and 
Alviso and County of Santa Clara, and designated as Road 
IV-SC1-113-A,Sunv,SCI,SJs,Alvs. 

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

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

That portion of State Highway Route 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 Commission on December 15, 1954 
which general route map Is on file in the office, 
of the Department of Public Works at Sacramento, 
California. 

THIS IS TO CERTIFY that the foregoing is 
a full and correct copy of the original 
resolution passed by the California High-
way Commission at its meeting regularly 
called and held on the 15th day of 
December, 1954, In the City of Sacra-nonto, 
a majority of the members of said 
Commission being present and voting tiir-rol'or 
Dated this 20th day of December, 1954. 

/s/ G. N. Cook 
G. N. COOK 

Assistant Secretary of the 
California Highway Commission 



(COPY) December 15, 195*+ 

RESOLUTION ADOPTING STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE IV-SCl-113-A,Sunv,SCl,SJs,Alvs 

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 68 and Route 69, road 
IV-SCl-113-A,Sunv,SCl,SJs,Alvs, as outlined in project reports 
dated May 11, 195^ and July 18, 195*+ and as shorn on a map thereof 
signed by B. W. Booker, Assistant State Highway Engineer, dated 
December 10, 195*+, approved December 13, 195^ by G. T. McCOJf, 
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 highway shown on said map as the 
existing State highway shall remain as the State highway until 
such new portion is constructed and available for traffic and 
the existing State highway has been relinquished as provided by 
law, and 

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



« 

THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregoing is a full and correct copy 
of the original resolution passed by the California Highway Com-
mission at its meeting regularly called and held on the 1 5 t h -
day of_£e.c.emi)e_r, 195A_, in the City ofJ3acr.ameiitjp 
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and 
voting therefor. 

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



BEGINNING OF ROUTE ADOPTION END OF ROUTE ADOPTION December 10 , 1954 

A -
f highway Engr. 

Appi^val/tvconimondeJ: XT 
\ t/ I * . m > f -

I hereby certify that by resolution of the Ca l i i o rn ia H i g h w a y 

Commiss ion adopted D e c e m b e r 1 5 , 1 9 5 4 the route marked 

"Proposed Stare H i g h w a y " on this map was selected and adopted as 

the route for a port ion <>t State H i g h w a y Rou te 

A! tat: 
Stcrt-f,.-M 

("alitnrnia 1 jv Commission 

P I T A S 

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

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

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS 

M A P S H O W I N G 

ROUTE OF PROPOSED 
STATE HIGHWAY 

IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY 
BETWEEN 

R O U T E 6 8 
AND 

R O U T E 6 9 
DIST. IV SCI-113-A,Sunv,SCI,SJs-Alvs 

Scale in Feet 
Mk VtBl-KS Ol ( \!llOKNI\ I I K .HV I AYA.OMMISMON 

December 15, 1954 1000 2000 4 0 0 0 
OCT. 1954 
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G O O D W I N J . K N I G H T 

G . T . M C C O Y ^ O O V B R N O R OF C A L I F O R N I A ^ F R A N K B . D U R K E E 

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

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

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

D I V I S I O N O F H I G H W A Y S December 28 1954 P L E A B E R E F E R T O 

PUBLIC WORKS BUJLDIMG * * ̂  FILBNO. 
P. O. BOX 1400 

xv-sci,Ala-69,5-A,E,C 

County Clerk 
Santa Clara County 
San Jose, California 
Dear Sir: 

There Is 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-SC1,Ala-69,5-AfEfC. 

Very truly yours, 
G. T. McCOY 
State Highway Engineer 
B y H. C. McCARTY 

End. Office Engineer 



DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS 
DISTRICT IV . v 

November 30, 195̂ -

IV-SCl,Ala-69*5-A,E,C 
Day Labor Work 
Order 

Mr, Go T0 McCoy State Highway Engineer 
Sacramento, California 
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 5 

BETWEEN SAN JOSE AND WARM SPRINGS 
IN 

SANTA CLARA AND ALAMEDA COUNTIES 
ROUTE IV-SCL,ALA~69,5-A,E,C 

F n H« Blair Highway Superintendent 



I. GENERAL 
A. Description 

The work as originally contemplated consisted of the 
purchasing and installing of traffic signs and painting of traffic 
stripes and pavement markings on the section of the Eastshore 
Freeway between San Jose and Warm Springs in Alameda and Santa 
Clara Counties, which was constructed under 53-^023* 

Day Labor Work Order No, 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 painting of traffic 
stripes and pavement markings* The First Supplemental was approved 
on October 20, 195*+ in the amount of $1,000* 

The work was completed as planned and performed in com-
pliance with the applicable sections of the Standard Specifications 

Bo Preliminary Estimate of Cost 
Signs 
Stripes 

Total 

$7,500*00 
1,500,00 
$99000d00 

Bidders 
There were no bidders on this project* The work was 

approved for day labor by the Director on February 15, 195*+• 
D„ Chronological Statement 

Work requested, D. 0. No. 2729 
Work approved, 51+~i+i7 
Work started 
Work completed 

E. Supervision 

December 17, 1953 
February 15, 195*+ 
December 16, 1953 
October 28, 195^ 

Blair, 
The work was supervised by Highway Superintendent F0 H 

F* Construction Material 
P« 0. 

Acct. 1^7 
ii n 
i t t i 

ReqA0075 >40085 W003U 
W0033 

Vendor 
Burlingame 

S&S, Sacto M II 
it 
11 . 

Item 
Glass Beads 
Paint, black 
Paint, white 
Posts and Signs 
Signs 
Signs 
Signs 
Signs 

Quantity 
1925 lbs. 
*+5 gals, 
295 gals« 
Various 

21 
hk 
15 
26 

Amount 
182*88 
79*20 
58W*lo 
^33*93 
9«*15 

2,369.09 
756*96 
69^*99 

(over) 



II. STATEMENT OF FUNDS AND EXPENDITURES 
A. Expenditures 

Operating expense $ 6,163-90 
Salaries and wages 3,1?1*07 
Equipment rental 668.9*+ 

Total Expenditures $9,983•91 
Bo Funds 

Construction Allotment $10,000.00 
(5^17) 

Balance to be reverted 
as of November 195^ 16,0? 

Funds Expended $9,983.91 

III. UNIT COST 
Due to the wide variation of signs used, it would not 

be practical to show unit cost figures. 
Striping was placed during the various phases of con-

struction on detours, and the final striping and pavement markings 
painted. A unit cost breakdown of this work is not practical. 

The cost for signs and stripes is as followsi 
Signs and Posts $75968.80 
Stripes WtiiXl 

Total $9,983o91 
I » 

IV. CERTIFICATE 
In accordance with the provisions of Chapter I of 

Division 5, Title 1, of the Government Code, I hereby certify 
that, to the best or my knowledge and belief, the information in 
this report is a true and accurate record of the day labor work 
performed under authority of Day Labor Work Order 5H—*+T7* 

Yours very truly, 
Original Signed by 

L. A. Woymouth 

L. A. WEYMOUTH 
District Engineer 

-2-



# JZE 

No engineering oharges stand against this work. 

The services of other public employees in connection 

with this work are not included in this statement, 

the proportion of their salaries, attributable to 

such activities, being charged unsegregated against 

tfre State Highway Fund. 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA \ 
: SS. 

County of Sacramento : 

Ip T* McCoy, being duly sworn"depose 
and say: That I am the State Highway Engineer 
and X have read the foregoing report, and"know 
the contents thereof, and that the satne 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 believe it 
to be true. 

7 

Subscribed and sworn to before me 
thi9 day of 

Notary Public In and for the County 
of Saoraniento, State of California 



Datei ^ ^ ^ M E M O R A N D U M 
To: County of Santa Clara 

FromsJ - Depts. 

SUBJECT:. 



<ft 

f|otiWl 
. V - 1 S ; < V 

RESOLUTION DECLARING PUBLIC HEARING 
IN THE MATTER OP 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, requested this Board to determine if a 
public hearing in the matter of the proposed relocation and improve-
ment of a portion of State Highway Route 113 in Santa Clara County 
between State Routes 68 and 69 is necessary; and 

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

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 it not hold a public hearing on the matter 
of the relocation and improvement, as a freeway, of that portion of 
State Route 113 in Santa Clara County between State Routes 68 and 69. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara, State of California, this 13th day of December, 1954, by the following vote: 
AYES: Supervisors, browa, ̂ aUatag&iore, Caspar i-evUf 
NOES: Supervisors, 
ABSENT: Supervisors, , . ^ 

ATTEST 
chairman oi thd Board mi' Supervisors 

ICHARD OLSON, Clerk V 

> 
HWCrmo 12/13/54 



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

' D E P A R T M E N T O F P U B L I C W O R K S 

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

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

U N D E R H I L L 3 . Q 2 2 2 

A D D R E S S A L U C O M M U N I C A T I O N S T O 

P . O . B O X 3 3 6 6 , R I N C O N A N N E X 

S A N F R A N C I S C O IB November 22, 195U-
P L E A S E R E F E R 

T O F I L E N o . 

IV-SC1-113-A,Sunv, 
SGI,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 Commission desires to have before it for consideration 
all pertinent data in order that it may act for the best interest of 
the state. 

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

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

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

Your cooperation in this matter will be appreciated. 

DATE 
APPROVED 

NOV 2 9 1954 

RE: CE C3 PC ENG 
Enclosure 

Sincerely, 
Go T. McCOY 
State Highway Engineer 

By 
B. W. Booker 
Assistant^State Highway Engineer 
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BEGINNING OF ROUTE ADOPTION END OF ROUTE ADOPTION 
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RESOLUTION DECLARINO 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, requested this Board to determine If a 
public hearing in the matter of the proposed relocation and improve-
ment of a portion of State Highway Route 113 in Santa Clara County 
between State Routes 68 and 69 Is necessaryj and 

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

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 it not hold a public hearing on tha matter 
of the relocation and Improvement, as a frdeway, of that portion of 
State Route 113 in Santa Clara County between State Routes 68 and 69* 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of 
Santa Clara, State of California, this 13th day of December, 195^, by 
the following vote* 
AYES* Supervisors, Tfe^ lIaHaKfitor.0, GaasrXo hmln, 
NOES 1 Supervisors* 
ABSENT1 Supervisors, _ , 

• " 7 

Chairman of the Board of Supervisors 
ATTEST: RICHARD OLSON, Clerk 7 

HWC:mo 12/13/54 
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C A L I F O R N I A H I G H W A Y C O M M I S S I O N 

f 

(Ealttamt € m \ m M $ \ m 
P . O . B O X 1 0 7 9 

S A C R A M E N T O 5, C A L I F O R N I A 
Road IV-SC1-5,113-A.,A 

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 
October 11, 1954, reoeipt 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-SC1-5,H3-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 16 
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 Oak Street, San Francisco. 

Very truly yours 

G. N. COOK 
Assistant Secretary 

DATE NOV 1 - 1954 
APPROVED 
RE: Ci; C5 



O F F I C E O F T H E 

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

C H A I R M A N O F T H E 

C A L I F O R N I A H I G H W A Y C O M M I 3 S I O N 

9 (ESoobfrmt Pmjjljt 
©otrcrnoc VI 

Olaltftmtta .jMtgljfmtjj (Emumtssum 
P . O . B O X 1 0 7 9 

S A C R A M E N T O 5, C A L I F O R N I A 

October 1?, 195^ 

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

Receipt is acknowledged of your letter of 
October 11, 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-SC1-5>113-A,A, and 
requesting a hearing before action is taken. 

A similar resolution was adopted by the Board 
of Supervisors of Alameda County protesting the 
relinquishment of a section of this 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 is being deferred until 
the meeting of the California Highway Commission on 
November lo. I will advise you of the time and place 
at a later date. 

No action will be taken pending this hearing. 

' { f r r 

very truly yours, 

Assistant Secretary 
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RESOLUTION OP 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, 195^, from the 
State Highway Engineer, Division of Highways, Department of Public 
Works, State of California, was received by this Board of Super-
visors on or about the 20th day of September, 195^, and reads as 
follows: 

and 

September 10, 195^ 
Please Refer to 
File No. 

IV-SC1~5,113-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 notice to the County of Santa Clara of 
the Department's intention to request the California High-
way Commission, on or after ninety days from the date of . 
your receipt of this notice, to relinquish the portions 
of State highway described in the attached proposed Vote 
of Relinquishment. 

Very truly yours, 
/s/ 0. T. McCoy 
G. T. McCOY 

Attach. State Highway Engineer 

OCT 11 1954 ROLL CALL.: YES / ^ / f ^ ^ l i O : 



j fc A 

WHEREAS, the proposed relinquishment attached to such let-
ter reads as follows: 

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

WHEREAS, portions of the State highways within the County 
of Santa Clara, between the Alameda County line and the north 
city limits of Milpitas, and between the south city limits of 
Milpitas and Bayshore Freeway, road IV-SC1-5-A, and between 
the west city limits of Milpitas and 0.03 of a mile westerly, 
road IV-SC1-113-A, hereinafter particularly described, have 
been superseded by a change in the location of said highways; 
and 

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

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS VOTED by the California Highway Com-
mission that it relinquish, and it 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 said County, 
those portions of superseded State highways in said County, 
together with the right of way and appurtenances thereof, des-
cribed as follows: 
PARCEL 1: 

That portion of the existing State highway in Santa Clara 
County, road IV-SC1-5-A, lying between the Alameda-Santa Clara 
County line at Engineer's Station 0/00 and the northerly city 
limit line of Milpitas at Engineer's Station 95/50/. 

The length of State highway hereby relinquished is I.83 
miles, more or less. 
PARCEL 2: 

That portion of the existing State highway in Santa Clara 
County, road IV-SC1-113-A, lying between the westerly city limit 
line of Milpitas, at or near Abbott Lane, Engineer's Station 
80/66/, and Engineer's Station 79/02/ as said stations are shown 
on that certain map entitled 11 Plans For the. Improvement of a 
Portion of Alviso and Milpitas Road in Supervisor District No. 3". 

The length of State highway hereby relinquished is 0.03 of a mile, more or less. 
PARCEL 3: 

That portion of the existing State highway in Santa Clara 
County, road IV-SC1-5-A, lying between the south city limit 
line of Milpitas at or near Trimble Road, Engineer's Station 
210/52£ and the northerly right of way line of the Bayshore 
Freeway, road IV-SCl-68-SJs. 



EXCEPTING THEREFROM that portion 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 is 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 
relinquishment to the County of Santa Clara of said parts of said 
State highways; and 

BE IT. FURTHER RESOLVED that this Board hereby petitions the 
California Highway Commission to calendar a hearing to the . 
County of Santa Clara on the proposal to relinquish said parts 
of said State highways to the County of Santa Clara; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Clerk of this Board be, and 
he is hereby authorized and directed to transmit a copy of this 
Resolution to the State Highway Engineer, Division of Highways, 
to the California Highway Commission, 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 11th day of October, 
195^> by the following vote: 

AYES: Supervisors, Brmrn> DellsuMaggiore. Caspar, Levin, McKinnon 
NOES: Supervisors, .. • ' None 
ABSENT: Supervisors, Won© 

Chairman of Board~of^Supervsk 

EST: RICHARD OLSON, Clerk of 
} The Board of^Supervisors. 

ors 

HWC: 



October 11, 195^ 

Res IV.S01-5*113-A#A 

ioard of Supervlaoro 
Court Houee-Alameda County 
Oaklandp California 
Oentleraens 

Herewith please find certified copy of resolution 
adopted by tho Board of Suporvisors of Santa Clara County 
on October 11, 195U» protesting relinquishment by the Stat© 
of tho subject highway. 

Very truly yours, 
BOARD OP SUPERVISORS 
By 

Clerk of the fcoard" 

ccsLoonord Hushnoll 



October 11* 19SU 

HoJ IV«SC1«*5p 113~ApA 

California Highway Commission 
Department of Public Works 
Sacre/nonto* California 
Gentlemom 

Herewith ploaeo find certified copy of resolution 
adopted by the Board of Supervisors of Santa Clara County 
on October 11* 195>U* protesting relinquishment by the 
Stato of the subject highway. 

Very truly yours* 
BOARD 0? SUPERVISORS 
By . Clerk of tho Board 

ccs Leonard Bushnell-County Engineer 



* • 

October 110 195U 

Rot IV-SCl->5»113-AtA 

Mr, G. T# McCoy 
StofcG Highway Engineer 
Sacramcnto, California 
Doar I-2r« McCoy: 

Herewith ploaso find cortificd copy of resolution 
adopted by tho Board of Supervicors of Santo Clara County 
on October U , 195U» protesting relinquishment by tho 
Stato of subject highway. 

Very truly youref 
B0A3D OP SUPERVISORS 
By 

clerk of the Board 

cos Leonard Eushnoll-County Engineer 



RESOLUTION OP THE BOARD OP SUPERVISORS OP THE COUNTY OF 
SANTA CLARAa STATE OP CALIFORNIA, PROTESTING THE PROPOSED RELINQUISHMENT BY THE STATE OP CALIFORNIA TO THE COUNT* 
Off SANTA CLARA OP A CERTAIN STATE HIGHWAY, 

WHEREASP $ cocmunicatlon dated September 10* 1954* from the 
State Highway Engineer* Division of Highway®* Department of Public 
Wotfks* State of California, was received by this Board of Super-
visors on or about tha 20th day of September* 195^* and read© a& 
follow o 

n Septeatoer lo* 195* 
Please Refer to 
Pile No* 

IV-SC1~5*113-A,A 

Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
San Jose* California 

NOTICE OP INTENTION TO RELINQUISH 
PORTIONS OP STATE HIGHWAY 

Oantlomena 
In conformance with provisions of Section 73 

of the Streets and Highways Code, the Department of Public 
Worko hereby gives notice to the County of Santa Clara of 
the Departments intention to request the California High* 
way Commiasion, on or after ninety days from the date of 
your receipt of this notice* to relinquish the portions 
of State highway described in the attaohed proposed Vote 
of Relinquishment, 

Very truly yours, 
/s/ 0* T* McCoy 
G* T* Hecey 

Attacho State Highway Engineer 

and 



W H E R E t h e proposed relinquishment attached to ouch let~ 
tor reads â i followsu 

HELlKaUISBMEOT OP SUPERSEDED STATE HIGHWAY 
IN THE COtJjm OF SANTA CLARA, ROADS XV-SCL~5,113-A,A 

WHEREAS, portions of the State highways within the County 
of Santa Clara, botween the Alameda County line and the north 
city limits of tfilpitas, and between the aouth city limits of 
Milpitas and Bayshore Freeway * road IV~SC1*5~A, and between 
fcte* wet city limits of Milpitas and 0*03 of a iaile woaterty, 
road IV-BC1-113-A, hereinafter particularly described, havo 
been superceded by a Change in the location of said highways; 
and 

WHBR2AS, this Commission has found and determined, and 
does hereby find and determine* that it is desirable and in the 
public interest that said portions of the State highways 00 
superseded be relinquished to the County of Santa Clara for use 
as County highwaysi 

HOW. THEREFORE| XT IS VOTED by the California Highway Com-
mission that it relinquish* and It 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 said County, 
those portions of superseded State highways in said County, 
together with the right of way and appurtenances thereof, doo*> 
crlbed ss follows * 
PARCEL It 

That portion of the existing State highway in Santa Clara 
county, road lying between tfts Alameda-Santa Clara 
County line at Engineers Station 0/00 and the northerly city 
limit line of Milpitas at Engineer's Station 95/$Q£ 

The length of state highway hereby relinquished is 1*83 
miles, ©ore or less. 
PARCEL 2t 

That portion af the existing State highway in Santa Clara 
County, road SM3C1-113~A, lying between the westerly city limit 
line of ftilpltas* at or near Abbott Lane* Engineer1s Station 
80/6S£t and Engineer's station t9/02/ as said stations arc shown 
on that eortaln nsop entitled "Plans for the Jtoproveraent of a 
Portion of Alvlfco and Milpitas Road In Supervisor District No* 3* 

The length of State highway hereby relinquished is 0*03 of 
a mile* more or lessa 
PARCEL 3? 

That portion of the existing State highway in Santa Clara 
County, read lying between the south city limit 
line of MHplt&s at or near Triable Road, Engineer1* Station 
210/52/ and the northerly right of way lino of the Bayshcro 
Freeway, road IV^SCl-68-SJs. 



EXCEPTING THBFTSPHOM that portion lying Within the oity 
limit© of San Jose* 

The length of Stmt* highway hereby relinquished la 2*97 
milts, more or l*oa« 

The purpose of this resolution is to vest in the County of 
Santa Clara as County highway all of tho State of California's 
right* title* and interest in and to the portions of the State 
highways hareby relinquished. 

NOW, i m s i m m * m rr RESCLVSD that this BOARD PROTEST© th* 
relinquisbiftmfc to the County of Santa Clara of o a l d parbo of said 
State highways; and 

EE If F0&K2&& BK86LVED that thla Board horoDy petitions the 
California Siĝ vioy Commission to calehda* tx hearing to the 
County of Santa Clara on the proposal to relinquish s^id parts 
of said State highway© to the County of Sanfca Clara? and 

BE IT w m m u HSSOLVED that the Clotb of thi* Board be, and 
he l* hereby authored and direoted to transmit a copy of this 
Resolution to the State Highway Engineer, Division of Highways* 
to the California Highway Commission* Department of Public Works 
of tho Stato of caiiromia^ and to the* Board of Supervisors of 
the County of Alasmda* Stat© of California* 

PASSED AW) ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County 
of Santa Clara* State of California* this lith day of Oetober* 
195*, by the following vote* 

AYES* S u p e t f V i f t O r s * ^ ' W n , B e l l a M a e & i o r e , G a a p a r , L e v i n ; kcKiauoiA 
SOSSa Supervisors, Nona 
ABSENT: Supervisors* ^nne — 

Chairaan of the Board of supervisors 

Ĵ wnwffw* »Y/n*At>n r\font? The foregoing instrument is a 
correct copy of the original 

Hwca©dao/?/^ 
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S T A T E O F ^ C A L I F O R N I A 

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

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

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

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

August 18, 

DATE AUG 2 3 1954 

Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
Room 21, Court House 
San Jose 13, California 

/.PFPO T T-N-

RE: C3 c: PC ENG 

QcCuJtn 

P L E A S E R E F E R 

T O F I L E N O . 

IV-SCI-5-C 

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 McG-uire, et al, regarding the Santa Cruz 
Highway south of Los G-atos, 

We are very cognizant of the fact that traffic on the Santa 
Cruz Highway is increasing in approximately the same ratio as the 
general increase throughout the State on all highways. It is 
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 does not appear to be necessary 
inasmuch as motorists may legally cross the double line to enter 
either 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 such a density, and we do not believe that it is proper to con-
sider reducing the speeds on that section. 

It is appreciated that the Idlewild Road is now the main 
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 expenditure 
of such monies. We shall be glad to consider an application for 
a permit to construct additional facilities at the -^dlewild Road 
entrance by the Water District or other private parties. 

WJG-2 3 13W 
DATE - • 
APPROVED „ 
RE: C^ C? PC ENG 



Bd.of Supvs. - 2 - iv-sci-5-c 

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

Very truly yours, 

v^v 
B. W. Booker 

Assistant State Highway Engineer 

/ 



a . T. M C C O Y 

BTATK H I G H W A Y B N Q I N K K R 

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

P U B L I C WORKS B U I L D 1 N Q 

P . O . B O X M S B 

S A C R A M E N T O 7 

G O O D W I N J . K N I G H T 

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

STATE O F CALIFORNIA 

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

August 16, 1954 

F R A N K B . D U R K E E 

D I R E C T O R 

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

F I L E N O . 

IV-SC1-5-C 

County Clerk 
Santa Clara County 
San Jose, California 
Dear Sir: 

There is 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-^T38-Y, road IV-SC1-5-C. 

Very truly yours, 
G. T. McCOY 
State Highway Engineer 
B y H. C. McCARTY 

Office Engineer 

A s t l i t a n t Off ice Engineer 



DIVISION OP HIGHWAYS 
DISTRICT IV 
July 21, 1951+ 

IV-SC1-5-C 
Day Labor Work 
Order £3-1j_T38-Y 
PINAL REPORT 

Mro G« T0 T̂ nCoy 
State Highway Engineer 
Sacramento, California 

Attention: Mr0 Wm. Bock 
Dear Sirs 

Submitted for your consideration is: 
FINAL REPORT 

FOR 
THE CORRECTION 

OF 
TRAFFIC CONDITIONS 

AND 
DRAINAGE 

IN THE VICINITY OF 
LEXINGTON DAM 

ON 
IV-SC1-5-C 

Ro C, Warriner Highway Superintendent 



Page 2 
I, GENERAL 

A o Description 
The work as originally- contemplated consisted of corrections 

of various traffic conditions and drainage on the Lexington Dam 
re-location project constructed under Contract No. 5l-l+TC-3i 
IV-SC1-5-C. 

The work was requested in Day Labor Work Order Requests 
Nos. 19^3, 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 construction of a traffio island instead of the proposed 
traffio bar relocation at the intersection with Montevina Road. 

2. Change Order No. 2 was approved on October 20, 1953 and 
covered the substitution of a wooden cover for the proposed metal 
grate near Station 26l+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 Distriot has not completed the 
purchase of the property or access rights. As the remaining portion 
of the work order is small it was decided to close out this work 
order and request a specific, 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 compliance with the applicable sections of 
the Standard Specifications. 

B. Preliminary Estimate of Cost 
1. D.L.W.O. Request No. 19^3* dated January 1J>, 

1951+. 
122 l.f. Pre-cast traffio bars,, in place 8 $2.25 $281.25 
L.S. "Remove existing bars and stripes 100o00 

$381.25 
2 0 D.L.W.'O. Request No. 2021, dated February 5, 

1953. 
lit l.f. 12M C.M.P. in place @ $1|..00 $?00600 1 each catohbasin , 200 .00 

$900*00 

(over) 



Page 3 
3 D.L.W.O. Request No. 205^, dated February 19 

189 l.f. 2V' CMP, in place 
2^ c.y. Concrete for junction 

box and anchor 
1 ea, Junction box and frame 
2 only 2I4." pipe anchors with 

extended arms 
2if c.y, Excavation and backfill 

@ $ 7 .00 

8 

@ 

80.00 

200,00 

30.00 

5«00 

DoLoWoO . Request No, 2109, dated March 
16, 1953. 
130 l.f. Metal plate guard rail 
D.L.W.O. Request No. 2228, dated 
May 1, 1953. 
a. At Trout Creek. 
Remove obstructions at entranoe 
of culvert including boulders, 
freeway fence, and debris. 
Construct debris rack at entrance 
of culvert. 
Lower outlet channel from culvert. 
b. At Station 228+80 
Plaoe Freeway Fence 

Bidders 

$ 5,00 

$1,323.00 

200.00 
200.00 

60.00 

120oOO 
$1,903.00 

$ 650.00 

$1,000.00 

1,000.00 

300.00 

11,200 .00 
$3 * 500.00 

There were no bidders on this project. The project was 
approved for day labor by the Director on May 29, 1953• 

D, Chronological Statement 
Work requested; 

D. 0. No. I9I4.3 
D. Oo No. 2021 
D. 0. No. 2051+ 
D. 0. No. 2109 D. 0. No. 2220 . Work authorized June k Work started June 2, Work not completed as explained above. 

January 15, 1953 
February 5* 1953 
February 19, 1953 
March 10, 1953 
May 1, 1953 

, 1953 
2, 1953 



Page Ij. 
E o Supervision 

\ 

\ 

The work was supervised by Highway Superintendent R. C 
Warriner and Highway Foreman H0 A0 Petersen. 

F0 Construction Materials 
P g 0 o Vendor 
SF-12285 Santa Clara County 
SF-307I4.8 Fiberaised Bar & 

Curb fin n 1*2083 ' Orchard Supply 
SF-13678 Central Concrete 

Supply Co•' 
SF-3687 Argonaut Supply Co 
SF-389L Central Supply Coe SF-2896 Borchers Bros. 

1*2055 Arnold Bros. 
SF-20I4.92 Cupertino Hdw0 

Item 
CRB 
Raised Bars 
Trowels 

Quantity 
18 c.y. 
1 0 7 . 5 l . f . Misc. 

Telephone Wire Misc. 

Req o 1*8365 
11.8972 

Service & Supply u tt 

Transit Mix 
Wire mesh 
P.C.C. 
Readymix 
Cutting tip 
Dynamite and 
caps 
Pipe 
R. R0 Rail Lumber 

S , Ac 

N-l*785 
N-578S 
P-l*ol*3 

Acc. 137 - San Jose 
Work performed under Service Agreement 

Vendor Type work 
Voss Welding Weld pipe, 1*̂  hrs. 
Voss Welding Weld debris rack 
U.S. Steel, Cyclone 
Fence Div. Install 300 l.f. 

Freeway fence 

c.y. 
200 l.f. 
10 c.y0 5.25 c.y. 
1 ea. 
Misc. 
Misc. 
Misc. 
MiSC a 

Amount 
$ 9o27 
171-63 

1.10 
2.0l* 
16.36 
lOl4-.il 
180.2? 
1*9.88 
3.11 
9o60 

76 A 
23.1*3 

Cost 

22.50 

51*0.00 
II STATEMENT OF FUNDS AND EXPENDITURES 

A. Expenditures 
Operating expense 
Salaries and wages 
Equipment Rental 

2,1*19.60 
3,227089 
1,16[U92 

Total 812 41 
B. Funds 

Construction Allotment 
(53-4T38-Y) 

Balance reverted 
(June 1951*) 

Funds expended 

7,850o00 

,812 41 

(over) 
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III. UNIT COSTS 

1. D oL .W «0 . Request No. I9J4.3 

Item Quantity Amount Unit Cost 
Pre-cast traffic bars 107.5 l.f. $577.59 $5.37 per l.f. 
Remove existing bars 
and stripes L.S. 100.00 

2. D.L.W.0. Request No. 2021 
Install 12" C.M.Po 176 l.f. $557.28 . $3.17 per l.f. 
Construct catch basin 1 ea. 89.88 

3. D.L.W.0. Request No. 205k 
Install 2k" CMP 192 l.f. $1,313.10 $6.81̂  per l.f. 
Construct junction box 1 ea. 393.32 
Construct wooden cover 1 ea. ok.01 
Excavation and backfill 2k c.y0 60.52 2.77 per c.y. 

D.L.W.0. Request No. 2109 
Work not completed. Freeway 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 obstructions at entrance 
.of culvert, etc. L.So $ 732.16 
Place 3,? concrete wearing course 
on floor of Trout Crk. culvert L.S. 1,1^5.16 
Construct debris rack at entrance 
of culvert L.So 876.06 
Lower outlet ê sarihbl̂ frbift oUlvert L.So 288. 
Place freeway ffcjice 300 l.f. 613.52 $2.05 per l»f 
Miscellaneous ^ L.S. 19*66 

IV. CERTIFICATE 1 ' 
' nffi T n 11 l i n n mimi i — — 

In aooordanoe '^thv^h^W^isi^^Vo^^^P'^^ I Division 
5, Title 1, of the (tav̂ rnment Code, I hereby cerbify that, to the 
best of my knowledge arid belief, the information in this report 
is a true and accurate reoord of the day labor work performed 
under authority of Day Labor Work Order 53-1+.T38-Y. 

Yours very truly, 
Trlgindl Sir̂-J by 

A. V J> v '-rni.h 
L. Ac WEYMOUTH Distriot Engineer 



'Ml- I*/- . 

No engineering charges stand against this work,, 
The services of other public employees in connection 
with this work are not Included In this statement, 
the proportion of their salaries, attributable to 
suoh activities, being oharged unsegregated against 
tfee State Highway Fund* 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 8 
% SSo 

County of Sacramento % 

Ip Go To McCoy5 being duly sworn depose 
and says That I am the State Highway Engineer 
and X have read the foregoing reports and know 
the contents thereof9 and that the saine 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 believe It 
to be true* 

Subscribed and sworn 
this fi&ay of̂  

, ( / ^ p 
Tota^ Public in arid for the C 
of Saoramentop' State of Califo: 

VT • C-Mcliing 
Notary Public In x.d for iU County ctf 

Sacramento, SUL of California 
My Commission cxpuc-j April 30, I>17 

7 
;o before me 

ET 



/ { T W ^ 

From B. W. Booker, Asst. State Highway Engineer: 
HIGHVJAY 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 traffic which results from 
flooding on this section during high tides. 

(B) Next year's budget p r o v i d e s financing in the 
amount of $240,000 for a .5 mile project on El 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 El Camino Real and 
Beemer Avenue. Allocation in the amount of $100,000 for this .3 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 $37,000 project. 

(F) The Highway Commission has also provided the amount 
of $1,600,000 in next year's budget for construction of a Bayshore 
Freeway unit in San Jose from Santa Clara Street 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. 

(G) 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 
project. 

(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 project. 

(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 

-2-
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construction cost of approximately $1,700,000. 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 $1,000,000 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.S mile project has been scheduled to permit 
advertising for bids next spring. This project together with the 
scheduled Bayshore Freeway unit in San Jose will eliminate all 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 $273,000 and has been 
financed jointly by the City of Gilroy and the State. 

(L) The Highway Commission has included an item of 
$420,000 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. 

-3-
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HIGHWAY ACTIVITIES 

SANTA CLARA COUNTY 

PALO ALTO 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS 
DISTRICT IV 

DECEMBER 1954 



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, it appearing that the vehicular traffic conditions 
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 traffic conditions are hazardous; and 

WHEREAS, It 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 it include in Its 195^-55 budget, 
or earlier if funds become available, monies 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 
said State Route No. 5 with an extension of Saratoga Avenue, 
namely, State Route No. 42. 

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Clerk of this Board be, 
and he is hereby directed to cause to be transmitted to the 
Secretary of the Highway Commission of the State of California 
certified copies of this Resolution. 

JUN 15 1S53 
R. QlsoppClerk ot the^agl 

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: Supervisors, None 

ABSENT: Supervisors, None 

HWC:lsd 
6/15/53 



X o i g a ^ C H f l m B t w o f C 0 m m € R C € 
137 West Main Street • ELgato 4-1746 

L O S G A T O S , C A L I F O R N I A 

May 27, 1953 

Col. Walter Gaspar, Supervisor 
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 Commission in 
Sacramento on^JuneJ^h^ at which time a joint delegation from the cities 
and counties affected 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. f subject to written confirmation from the Secretary of the Highway Commission.' 
In assembling mate Mai for our presentation, it was the consensus 

of opinion that it would be advantageous if 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 advantages of immediate 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 same to me prior to June 10th. 

We also hope that you will attend the meeting in Sacramento and 
say a few words in our behalf. 

If any additional information is needed kindly contact me by 
telephone at ELgato 4-1540. 

JUH1-IS53 

R. Olsory pierK of the B 
BY W K H / f g SB P U T Y 

i^fSfestled in the beautiful wooded western foothills, overlooking fabulous Santa Clara Valley 

W. R./Hamsher, Chairman 
Highway Committee 
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Colonel Gasper: 
Enclosed is letter outlining 

our discussion of last week. Since 
dictating the letter, time of appear-
ance before the Commission has been 
confirmed. 

Attached is some data which may 
help in drafting a resolution. 

If you would like me to appear 
in person, I can do so. 

fk'lfav 
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1. All beachbound traffic from the East Bay, the northern San Joaquin Valley, 
southern Sacramento Valley, a large part of the Santa Clcra Valley end 
many San Francisco area motorists funnel into Los Gatos* narrow TWO LANE 
Santa Cruz Avenue on weekends, 

2. July 15, 1952 Traffic Count 21,095 care probably the heaviest TWO LAKE 
traffic count in the State. 

3. Traffic count estimated at 30,000 cars over holiday weekends. 
k• Returning traffic from the beaches on most weekends come to a dead stop 

at least three miles south of Los Qatoa and no car so caught gets to Los 
Gatos in less than an hour of inch and stop driving. 

5* Heavy traffic on North Santa Cruz Avenue (our main business section) 
discourages people from shopping this area on weekends. 

6. The early conqpletion of this Los Qatos Section 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* 

V 



A D D R E S S A L L C O M M U N I C A T I O N S T O 

P . O . B O X 3 2 6 0 , R I N C O N A N N E X 

S A N F R A . J C I B C O 1 6 

^ M S T A T E O F C A L I F O R N I A 
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D I V I S I O N O F H I G H W A Y S 
DISTRICT IV 
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March 11, 1953 
PLEABE REFER 
T O F I L E N O . 

I7-SC1-119-A 

(I /pc^uck) ^Unn 

MAR 16' 
£. T. Mr.fiFHEF^ h m e n t s 

Honorable Board of Supervisors 
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. 

Yours very truly,-

B. W. BOOKER 
Asst. State Highway Engineer Jean Pullan -rferfrr MAR 16 1953 

DATE 
APPROVED 
RE: CZ C 
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State of California 

Department of Public Work's 
DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS 

INTRA-DISTRICT AND DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE 

To: Mr0 Bo W* Booker February 26s 1953 
From: Headquarters 

File Reference 
IV-SC1-119-A 

Following is copy of resolution passed by the 
Highway Commission at its meeting in Sacramento on 
February 18, 1953s 

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-SC1-119-A. as out-
lined in a project report dated August 10, 1950 and 
as shown on a map thereof signed by B. W. Booker, 
Assistant State Highway Engineer, 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 State0 

/s/ Go Na Cook 
Go N0 COOK, Secretary 
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A M E R I C A N TRUST C O M P A N Y 
HKAI) OFF ICK : SAN HKANCISCO 

C O M M E R C I A L — S A V I N G S — T R U S T 
M E M B E R FEDERAL R E S E R V E SYSTEM 

GILROY OFFICE 96 NOHTH MONTEHBY STRDBT OILROY, CALIPORNJA 

January 9, 1953 

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

Gentlemen: 

It is my desire that you accept 
Santa Clara County Master and thoroughfare 
and Street Plan to include redesignation 
of highway bi-pasa of City of Gilroy. 

Vernon C. Gwinn 
Manager m 
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October SO, 1952 

RQIIV-SC1-5*42-C,LGta,DjLGts 

Hr. B. 17# Booker 
Ass't State ^ighuay Engineer 
150 Oak Street Atts J. P. Sinclair 
San Franoisco 2, California 
Dear Sir: 

Enclosed please find 6 certified copies of rosolution 
adopted by the Board of Supervisors today stating that a 
public hearing on proposed change in location of State 
highway Routes 5 and 42 in the vicinity of Los Gatos will 
not be necessary. 

Very truly yours, 
BOARD OP SUPERVISORS 
E* T« McOSHEE, CBSRK 

Ueputy Clerk of tha tfoard 
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October 17, 1952 P L E A S E R E F E R 

T O F I L E N O , 

<1/ Honorable Board of Supervisors, 
County of Santa Clara, 
Court House, 
San Jose, California. 
Gentlemen: 

IV-SCl-5,42-C,LGts,D;LGts 

Attached are the original and seven copies 
of a proposed resolution stating that a public hearing 
on the proposed change in location of State Highway 
Routes S and Ij.2 in the vicinity of Los Gatos will not 
be necessary. 

This is as agreed between representatives 
of the State and the County at a meeting held in 
Los Gatos on October 16, 195>2. 

Please return six certified copies of the 
resolution to this office. 

Very truly yours, 
B. W. BOOKER, 
Asst. State Plighway Engineer 

SINCLAIR, 
'trict Engineer, 



Ootobtr 17* 1952 

Uonprabl* So&*d of Supervloora, 
County of S&nta Clara, 
Cornet Jlô fca* 
San Joee* California. , \ 
Gontleiaen* ' 

Attached w e the original &nd aevon copies 
of ft propo»*d rtaolution stating that a public hearing 
en th* propoatd ohtag* la location of State Highway 
Routo 5 «td 1+2 in th« vicinity of ko<i Gatoo will not 
bt n«o«»»ery, 

2his le ae agreed between representatives 
of tho JLitate a:ad tho County at a laeating held in 
Los Gatoa On October 16, 19S2* 

Pleaae return j&ix certified copies of the 
resolution to this office* 

Very truly youre, 
• n. -I). BOOBfcR, 

Asst. State Hi^way ^ginoer« 
n - m m i SIGNED BY 

;; • SINCLAIR, 
District .~bglneor« 

! 

JWtOF • 
ootRri^jffi.Jor^iiArajcD^oif-s 



RESOLUTION NO 

WHEREAS, the Division of Highways of the State of 
California proposes to change the location of portions of 
State Highway. Routes 5 and h,Z in the vicinity of Los Gatos 
from the loc.ation shown on the general route map of said 
routes adopted by the California Highway Commission on 
November 13, 1951 > "to the location shown in red on the 
accompanying print of said general route map; and 

WHEREAS, said relocation of said State Highway Routes 
5 and 1̂ 2 has been reviewed by this Board; and 

WHEREAS, it appearing to this Board that a public 
hearing on the change of location of said Routes will not 
be necessary; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by this Board of 
Supervisors that a public hearing on the proposed change 
of location of said portions of State Highway Routes 5 and 
[j.2 as shown on said print accompanying this Resolution be 
and the same is hereby deemed not necessary. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the B0ard of Supervisors of Santa 
Clara C0unty this 20th day of October 1952, by the following 
vote: 

AYES; Supervisors, Brown, Campbell, McKinnon, Pfeifle 
NOES: Supe rv i s or s, None 
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HE80OTECH HO. „ \ 
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WHERBAS, the ftivioion of highways of tho fctato of 
California proposes to ohange the location of portion® of 
State Eigfeway Routes $ and l|2 in the vicinity of Los Ga^os 
from the looatidn shotm on the general route map of said 
routes adopt0d by the California Highway Commission pn 
Hovetnbsr 1.3, 1951 * to the location shown in rod on the 
accompanying print of said genoral rout© raapj and 

said relocation of said State Highway Routes 
5 and \\2 has been reviewed by tl&s Soardj and 

WHLRBM5, It appearing to till a 8oard that a public 
hearing on the chan^o of location of oaid ftoutos will not 
bo necesoaryj 

HOW, M23RPFOMJ, jm IT RESOLVED by this Soard of 
supervisors that a public hooding on the proposed ohan^o 
of location of said portions of 3tate ttlghway Routes 5 aad 

as shown on said print accompanying this Resolution bo 
and the same is hereby doomed not nocesaary. 
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August 30, 1961 

Honorable Earl Warren Oortrnor of tha State of California 
State Oapltol 
Sacramento, California 
Dear Oovernor Warrant 

Knolosed herewith please find certified 
oapy of Resolution adopted by tha Board of Supervisors 
on August 27, 1951, which la self~explanatory. 

Sincerely yours$ 
BOARD OP SUPERVISORS 
Wm, S+ Pfeifle, CHAIRMAN 
By_ 
Deputy Clerk of the Board 

ROPB 

Same to Puree 11 & Peterson 



E A R L W A R R E N 
G O V E R N O R 

j^tate nf (Ealtftfrma 
G O V E R N O R ' S O F F I C E 

S A C R A M E N T O 1 4 

September J+, 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 Board 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 officially before the 
State Highway Commission. 

Sincerel 

M. F. Small 
Departmental Secretary 

MFS:fk 



RESOLUTION NO 

WHEREAS, the number of vehicle accidents occurring 
on Bayshore Highway, a State highway, in Santa Clara County 
has within the past year greatly exceeded the number of 
vehicle accidents in the immediate past several years, and 
by reason thereof there is urgent need that that portion of 
said Bayshore Highway situate within the County of Santa 
Olara be immediately widened and constructed as a freeway, 
with limited means of ingress and egress, in order to re-
lieve the critical traffio problems thereon; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AND ORDERED that 
the State of California and the appropriate departments and 
agencies thereof immediately proceed to construct that por-
tion of the State Bayshore Highway situate within the County 
of Santa Clara into a freeway with limited means of Ingress 
and egress thereto and therefrom; and 

BE IT FURTHER ORDERED that certified copies of 
this Resolution be transmitted to the Honorable Earl Warren, 
Governor of the State of California; Honorable Charles H. 
Purcell, Director of Public Works and Chairman of the 
California Highway Commission; and Honorable Clifford E, 
Peterson, Commissioner of the California Highway Patrol* 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 2?th day of August, 1951, 
by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara, 
State of California, by the following vote: 

AYES: Supervisors, Campbell, McKinnon, PFEIFLE, Wool, Brown 
NOES: Supervlsors, N o n® 
ABSENT: Supervisors,Won© 

ATTEST: E» T. McGEHEE, County Clerk 
and ex officio Clerk of the _ 
Board of Supervisors, Vhairman of the" Board of 

Supervisors of the County *6t 
Santa Clara, State of California 



£- 1 MCGE:;:?, chr<< 
| j y * V ^ I U T A 



RESOLUTION NO 

RE URGENCY OF CONSTRUCTION OF 
BAYSHORE HIGHWAY AS A FREEWAY 
IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY. 

DATED: August 2?, 1951. 

H O W A R D W . C A M P E N 

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

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

C O U R T H O U S E A N N E X 

S A N J O S E . C A U F O R N I A 

Form cs1—5 
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April 11, 1961 

lfr* E. A* Paul 
Executive Seoretary 
Santa Clara County Para Bureau 
£271 The Alameda 
San Jose, California 
Dear Sirs 

Reoently you forwarded a letter to thla 
offloe asking that the Board of Supervisors take some 
action relative to the widening of highway #9, better 
known as the Saratoga-Sunnyvale Road. 

A Resolution was adopted by the Board 
and forwarded to the proper State Highway Officials• 

We are in raoeipt of a letter from John 
H* Skegge, Assistant State Highway Engineer, stating 
that the Division of Highways reoogniee the Ulseblllty 
of inoreaslng the oarrylng eapaoity of said highway and 
have included it among the high priority projeots being 
considered within this County, 

Very truly yours $ 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

By. Deputy Clerk or the Board 
ROtpb 



4 9 
Kec 
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November Q, 1950 

Mr* Jno* II• Skeggs 
Assft State highway Engineer 
150 Oak Street 
San Francisco 2, California 
Dear Steeggs: 

This letter is vrritten in regard to statement 
r/hich Is alleged to have boen made by your resident 
engineer on the construction job south of Gilroy* 

The property owners have been informed by said 
resident engineer that the Board of Supervisors of the 
County requested that th3 fenco be built along the free-
way so as to interrupt tho free access to the highway 
except at designated points. 

Nowhoro in tho rocordo of the Board of Super* 
vlooro did they over zaako such a roquoot and fchoy boliovo 
that your rosldonfe onglnoor should bo infor&od of thai; 
fact anfl tfca property otmoro oo informed* 

Sincoroly yoiiro, 
BOAi.D OF SUPERVISORS 

Ta noQEIM&, 



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 REQUESTING HIS ACTION TO CAUSE 
THE COMPLETION OF THE WORK OF IMPROVEMENT OF 

SAID STATE HIGHWAY 

WHEREAS, the County of Santa Clara, and the City of San Jose, 
prior to December 7, 1941, contributed to the extent of$15,500.00 
for the purchases of various rights of way in anticipation of the 
surfacing and improving by the State Division of Highways of that 
state highway designated as Division IV, SCL V, Section B, Stations 
579 to 947, commonly known as San Carlos 8treet, between Bascome 
Avenue and Race Street in the County of Santa Clara; and 

WHEREAS it was understood by the members of this Board to be 
the intention and agreement of the State Division of Highways to 
pave and surface and Improve said state highway upon the securing 
of said rights of way; and 

WHEREAS the State Division of Highways did prior to Deoember 7, 
1941, cause advertisement to be made for bids to carry out the work 
on said state highway above referred to; and 

WHEREAS It is the understanding of the members of this Board 
that state funds necessary for such state highway improvement work 
was provided and allocated for said purposes; and 

WHEREAS by reason of the happening of the war on December 7, 
1941, and the national emergency created thereby, the pressing demands 
upon the state occasioned said advertising for bids and plans for 
completion of said work on said state highway to be withdrawn; and 

WHEREAS said state highway and San Carlos Street is now and for 
the past four years has been in a deplorable condition, and the work 
of improving and completing said state highway should be undertaken 
at this time, 



NOV; THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors 
of the County of Santa Clara: 

That His Exoellency, Earl Y/arren, the Governor of the State 
of California, be advised of the foregoing facts, and petition 
made to him requesting his aid In seouring action on thepart of 
the Division of State Highways to the end that the State Division 
of Highways immediately proceed to carry forward and complete the 
work of paying, surfacing, and improving said state highway desig-
nated as Division IV, SCL V, Section B, Stations 579 to 947, 
commonly known as San Carlos Street, in the County of Santa Clara. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County 
of Santa Clara, State of California, this 18th day of February, 
1946, by the following vote: 

AYES: Supervisors, Brown, Pfeifle, McKinnon, Wool, Cooley 

NOES: Supervisors, None 

ABSENT: Supervisors , None 

ATTEST: ALBJERT J, NEWLIN 



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 REQUESTING HIS ACTION TO 
CAUSE THE COMPLETION OF THE 
WORK OF IMPROVEMENT OF SAID 
STATE HIGHWAY, 

L E O N A R D R. A V I L L A 
D I S T R I C T A T T O R N E Y 

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

C O U R T H O U S E 

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

D1ST. ATTY . S O O 1-46 2 9 3 4 



i • 

PARTIAL RELEASE OF MORTGAGE. 
THIS INDENTURE, made and entered into on this the 36th 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 Viotor Anzini of the same plaoe, party of the second part; 

WITNESSETH; 
THAT WHEREAS THE SAID pARTY of the second part by a 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 
onmMay 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 
property therein described; 

AND WHEREAS the said party of the second part has on the date first 
above written paid to the riarty 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 debt secured by the said mortgage; 

NOW THEREFORE THIS INDENTURE WITNESSETH; that the said Lester Swall 
party of the first part herein in consideration of the aforesaid sum 
of ($1,00) One Dollar the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, does 
by these presents grant, release, quitclaim 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 follows, to wit; 

Beginning at a 5 inoh by 5 inch.witness post standing on the South-
erly line of the Sari Franoisco 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° 591 West 375.8 feet to a point; thenoe North-
erly with a ourve to the right with a radius of 430 feet for 77.78 feet; 
thence North 4° Sl-fr1 East 135.7 feet to a point; thence with a ourve 
to the left with a radius of 370 feet for 345 feet to the plaoe of be-
ginning, and containing 0.44 acres of land. Also beginning at a point 
on the Northerly line of the San Francisco Road North 58° 17* West 
242.9 feet from the Southeasterly cornet of Lot 14 of C. Castro Subdi-
vision; thence North 58° 08* West 151.8 feet to a point; thence North 



2° 591 East 121.5 foot to a point on the Easterly side of the San Fran-
oisoo Road; thenoe Southerly with a ourve to the left with a radius of 
370 feet for 223.49 feet to the plaoe 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 lion, right, title and interest whatsoever of the party 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 discharged from the afore 
said mortgage, and that the rest of the lands in the aforesaid mortgage 
named shall remain unto the party of the first part herein, as here-
tofore. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the party of the first part herein has set 
is hand and seal on this the day and year first above written. 

\, 
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3° 591 East 121.5 feet to a point on the Easterly side of the San Fran-
oisoo Road; thenoe Southerly with a ourve to the left with a radius of 
370 feet for 233.49 feet to the plaoe 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 whatsoever of the party 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 discharged from the afore 
said mortgage, and that the rest of the lands in the aforesaid mortgage 
named shall remain unto the party of the first part herein, as here-
tofore. 

T v r . o ? m w r a o n w T T t a r \ r i A W —x.— « -OJ. J. _ ~ — A. V «» U o a m A 4 > 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA,) 

County of Santa Clara 

On this 2.8th -day of.... Sepiionxbar , in the year One , in the year One Thousand Nine Hundred 

before me, GLADYS M. BEVERLY, d Notary Public, in and for the County of Santa Clara, personally appeared, 
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PARTIAL RELEASE OF MORTGAGE, 
THIS INDENTURE, made and entered into on this the 26th day of Sep-

tember A. D., 1912, by and between B. Anzini of the Town of Pet&luma 
County of Sonoma, State of California, party of the first part and 
Victor Anzini, of the Town of Mountain View, Santa Clara County, 
State of California, party of the second part; 
WITNESSETH; 

THAT WHEREAS the said party of the second part by a certain in-
denture of Mortgage dated April 14, A. D. 1911 and recorded in the 
offioe of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara State of California 
on April 15, A. D. 1911 in Book 205 of Mortgages at page 129, did for 
the purposes and for the consideration therein mentioned mortgage the 
real property therein described; AND WHEREAS the said parties of the 
seoond part herein have on the date first above written paid to the 
party of the firBt 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 is hereby aoknow-

Vi V 
ledged, does by these presents grant, release, quitclaim and set over 
unto the said party of the second part, to his heirs and assigns all 
that part and portion of the aforesaid mortgaged lands described as 
follows, to wit; 

Beginning at a 5 inch by 5 inch witness post standing on the 
Southerly line of the San Francisco Road on the line between the lands 
of V. Anzini and J. H. Teal, thenoe South 61° 23' East 249.2 feet to a 
point; thenoe South 2° 59* West 375.8 feet to a point; thenoe North-
erly with a curve to the right with a radius of 430 feet for 77.78 
feet; thenoe North 4° 51i' East 135.7 feet to a point; thenoe with a 
curiae to the left with a radius of 370 feet for 345 to the plaoe of be-
ginning and containing 0.44 acres of land. Also beginning at a 

North point on the Northerly line of the San Francisco RoadA58° 17• West A 



242.9 feet from the South-easterly corner of Lot 14 of C. Castro Sub-
division; thence North 58° 08' West 151.8 feet to a point; thence 
North 2° 59' East 121.5 feet to a 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. 

TOGETHER WITH ALL AND SINGULAR the tenements, hereditaments and 
appurtenances thereunto belonging or in anywise appertaining; and all 
the lien, right, title and interest whatsoever of the party 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 discharged from the afore-
said mortgage, and that the rest of the lands in the aforesaid mortgage 
named shall remain unto the party "of the first part herein, as here-
tofore. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the party of the first part has hereunto set 
his. hand and seal on this the day and year first above written. . 

4L 



242.9 feet from the South-easterly corner of Lot 14 of C. Castro Sub-
division; thenoe North 58° 08' West 161.8 feet to a point; thenoe 
North 2° 59f East 121.5 feet to a point on the Easterly side of the 
San Francisco Road; thenoe Southerly with a ourve to the left with a 
j 
radius of 370 feet for 223.49 feet to the place of beginning, contain-
ing 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 whatsoever of the party 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 discharged from the afore-
said mortgage, and that the rest of th© lands in the aforesaid mortgage 
IQAmAd akoll J ——J- - ^— - -- - - ' 

J> SS. 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF SONOMA 

On thi8.^?-5rtk*_-day the year of our Lord, one thousand nine hundred and.\ 

before me, H. A. RESPINl, a N o t ^ ^ u b l i c in and for said County and State, residing therein duly commissioned and sworn, per-

sonally appeared 

known to me to be the person whose name subscribed to the within 

instrument, and acknowledged to me that he executed the same. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my Official 

Seal the day a nd ^ ^Kw^h i f i ^ r t ' f i ^ ^ 5 first above written. 
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PARTIAL RELEASE OF MORTGAGE. 

THIS INDENTURE, made and entered into on this the 36th day of 
September, A. D. 1913, by and between the Farmers and Merchants State 
Bank, a corporation duly organized and* existing under and by virtue of the 
laws of the State of California, with its principal place of business in 
the Town of Mountain View, County of Santa Clara, State of California, 
party of the first part, and Victor Anzini and Louisa M. Anzini, his 
wife, of Santa Clara County, State of California, parties of the second 
part, WITNESSETH; 

THAT WHEREAS the said parties of the second part by a certain indenture 
of Mortgage bearing date November 12, 1909 and recorded in the office of the 
recorder of Santa Clara county, State of California on November 16, A. D., 
1909 in Liber 198 of Mortgages at page 232, did for the purpose and for the 
consideration therein mentioned mortgage the real property therein desoribed 
AND WHEREAS the said parties of the second part have on this date first 
above written paid to the party of the first part the sum of ($440.00) 
Four Hundred For$y Dollars lawful money of the United States of America, 
atod being a portion of the debt secured by the aforesaid mortgage; 
NOW THEREFORE THIS INDENTURE WITNESSETH; That the said Farmers and Mer-
chants State Bank, party of the f i r B t part herein in consideration of the 
aforesaid sum of ($440.00) Four Hundred Forty Dollars the reoeipt whereof 
is hereby acknowledged, does by these presents grant, release, quitclaim 
and set over unto the said parties of the second part, their heirs andK 
assigns, all that part and portion of the aforesaid mortgaged lands de-
scribed as follows, to wit; 

Beginning at a 5 inch by 5 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, thenoe South 61° 23' East 249.2 feet to a point; 
thenoe South 2° 591 West 375.8 feet to a point; thenoe Northerly with a 

curve to the right with a radius of 430 feet for 77.78 feet; thence North 
4° 51i' East 135.7 feet to a point; thence with a ourve to the left with 
a radius of 370 feet for 345 feet to the place of beginning, and contain-
ing 0.44 acres of land. Also beginning at a point on the Northerly line 



of the San Francisco Road North 58° 17' West 242.9 feet from the South-
easterly corner of Lot 14 of C. Castro Subdivision, thence North 58?08' 
West 151.8 feet to a point; thence North 2° 59* East 121.5 feet to a 
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 feat to the 
place of beginning, oontaining 0.11 acres of land. 

TOGETHER WITH ALL AND SINGULAR the tenements, hereditaments and ap-
purtenances thereunto belonging or in any-wise appertaining; and all the 

i 
lien, right, title and Interest whatsoever of the party of the first part 
of, in and to the same; TO THE INTENT AND PURPOSE that the lands hereby 
conveyed 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 heretofore. 

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 hereunto affixed by its president 
JV S. Mockbee, on this the day and year first above written. 

FARMERS AND MERCHANTS STATE BANK 
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of the San Francisco Hoad North 58° 171 West 243.9 feet from the South-
easterly corner of Lot 14 of C. Castro Subdivision, thenoe North 58?08» 
West 151.8 feet to a point; thence North 3° 59» East 181.5 feet to a 
point on the Easterly side of the San Francisoo Hoad; thence Southerly 
with a ourve to the left with a radiuB of 370 feet for 233.49 feet to the 
plaoe of beginning, oontaining 0,11 acres of land. 

TOGETHER WITH ALL AND SINGULAR the tenements, hereditaments and ap-
purtenances thereunto belonging or in any-wise appertaining; and all the 

« 

lien, right, title and interest whatsoever of the party of the first part 
of, in and to the same; TO THE INTENT AND PURPOSE that the lands hereby 
conveyed 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 heretofore. 

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 hereunto affixed by its president 
J« S. Mockbee, on this the day and year first above written. 
$tate nf (Enliforuta, 

County of J3.en.tR....C.l».xeL 
On this § 6 t h day of S£p.t.01&!fofiX. the year one thousand nine hundred and t̂ O-lVe. 

UforG Gladys•....Beyerly Noiary pubuc 

in and for the - County of.... S a n ta... C l a r $ . personally appeared 

- „ _ - - - - - ~ TT known to me, to be the 

• ~ * PRESIDENT 
• ^ in and who executed the within instrument, and also known to me to 

be the •person who executed it on behalf of the corporation therein named, and he achnowl-

"S- edged to mc that such corporation executed the same. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my Official Seal at 

. . . . my office in the .OMlnty of S a n t a , the dayand year in 

," > * this Cirrtificfitc first, above urritfgfyf Js / /sU /fe^Lt* s 

•President, Secretary or other Person. y . f ' - l . . ^ T Z ^ ^ y . . . . . * , 

Cowdory'H Form No. 28 (Ackimwlcitsmcnt— Corporation) Notary Public, In and for the .County o f S a n t & - - ( s r i S l f f i l f c of California 
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