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October 30, 1964 

Mr. Myron D. Hawk 
City Engineer 
City of Campbell 
Campbell, California 
Subjects Payment of Costs for energizing traffic signals 

and lights at intersections of Route 5 Freeway 
with Hamilton and Camden Avenues 

Dear Mr. Hawks 
Your letter of October 14, 1964 requesting that the 
Board of Supervisors assume partial financial responsi-
bility for maintenance and operation of traffic signals 
and lights at the Intersection of Route 5 Freeway with 
Hamilton and Camden Avenues was considered by the Board 
at its meeting held on October 26, 1964. 
This matter was referred to the Department of public 
works for further investigation• 
This office will keep you advised in this regard. 

Very truly yours« 
BOARD OP SUPERVISORS 

Mrs. Jean Pullan 
Clerk of the Board 

JPsDMRsJc 
c c 8 P u b l i c w o r k s 
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Office of the 
CITY ENGINEER 

State of Galifornta 

October 14, 1964 
ornta 

Santa Clara County 
Board of Supervisors 
70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose, California 
ATTENTION: Mrs. Jean Pullan 
Gentlemen: 

The City of Campbell is in receipt of billing from the 
State Division of Highways for maintenance and operation costs 
of traffic signals and lights at the intersections of Route 5 
Freeway with Hamilton and Camden Avenue. 

This billing is in accordance with the.existing maintenance 
agreement between the State and the City and,therefore,the City 
has properly assumed the responsibility for payment. 

The question is raised at this -time, however, whether a 
portion of these costs should be rightly borne by the County 
Lighting District that the facilities fire in. In this regard, 
reference is made specifically to the highway lighting portion 
of these costs. 

It is, therefore, respectfully requested that this question 
be considered by your honorable body and the results of such 
consideration be returned to this office at your convenience. 

Very truly yours 
MYRON D. HAWK, 
CITY ENGINEER 

By Bill M. Helms, 
Assistant Civil Engineer 

BMH: cb 
cc: Kent Bonney 

City Manager 

Cooy each Ed Member - HV/C - DPW - CC -T V , " ? I UP 

Date' 
APPROVED 
RE: CE CC 
&Q.: .ABSTAINS: 
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CITY MANAGER October 28, 1964 

INFORMATION ONLY 

Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
County Administration Building 
70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose, California 

Gentlemen: 

The City of San Jose has received notification by letter from Mr. Rex Whitton, 
Public Roads Administrator, that Secretary of Commerce Luther has approved the 
request for the inclusion of State Route 5 freeway into the Federal Interstate 
Highway System. 

The assurance that the State Division of Highways may proceed at an accelerated 
schedule in the construction of this freeway will greatly relieve the traffic 
congestion and further the development of Santa Clara County and Alameda County. 

On behalf of the City Administration and the City Council I would like to express 
our sincere appreciation for the excellent cooperation and assistance your 
Board gave to make this project a reality. 

Sincerely, 

A. P. Hamann 
City Manager 

APH:tg 

cc: Each Supervisor 
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JOHN O. PASTORS, R . I . 
A. S. M I K 3 MONRONEY, OKLA. 
S T R O M T H U R M O N D , S .C . 
FRANK J. LAUSCHE, OHIO 
R A L P H YARBOROUGH, T E X . 
CLAIR E N G L E , C A L I F . 
E. L . B A R T L E T T , ALASKA 
V A N C E H A R T K E , I N D . 
O A L E W . M C G E E , WYO. 
P H I L I P A. H A R T , M I C H . 
HOWARD W . CANNON, N E V . 

W A R D E N G, MAGNUSON, W A S H . , C H A I R M A N 

NORRia COTTON, N . H O 
T H R U S T O N B. MORTON, 
HUGH SCOTT, PA. 
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W I N S T O N L . PROUTY, V T I 
J . G L E N N BEALL , M D . 

I&trxiieb ^Maie* JSbevicxle 
C O M M I T T E E O N C O M M E R C E 

E D W A R D J A R R E T T , C H I E F C L E R K 

July 10, 196k 

Mrs. Jean Pullan 
Clerk, Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
Room 52k County Administration Bldg 
TO West Hedding Street 
San Jose 10, California 299-2323 
Dear Mrs. Pullan 

Supplementing my letter of June 30 I am enclosing for 
your information a copy of a letter that has "been provided 
Senator Engle "by the Bureau of Public Roads. 

If you feel we can "be of further assistance in any way 
do not hesitate to write. 

With best regards, 
Sincerely yours, 

(Mrs.) Anne B. Collins 
Office Manager 
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
BUREAU OF PUBLIC ROADS 

, . " W A S H I N G T O N 2 8 , D C . . 

JUL 9 .1964 : 

I N R E P L Y R E F E R T O : 

39-30 ' 
Honorable Clair* Erigle 
United States' Senate 
Washington* D, Co 20510 

Dear Senator Engle: 

V ^ 
O/v 

Thank you: for your June 30 ccmraunication v/ith enclosed June 24 letter 
and resolution from.Mrs, Jean;Pullari& Clerk, Board of Supervisors, , County of Santa Clarâ ' California, urging inclusion of State Route 5 
Freeway fromState Rcute239 to Warm Springs," California, inthe . 
Interstate System*! ;, V ̂  • : " T . V. ' r 

The San Jose are a'is ̂served'by Interstate Route 680 9 which is located along State Route' 17p Nikitz Freeway. This location was requested < by the State and approved by the Bureau of Public Roads in 1957 
arid its improvement as a part of the Interstate program has been . 
undertaken since that time. . 
The State has recently requested the location.be'changed from State 
Route 17 to a proposed freeway designated Route 5,. This is the rotite 
xvrhich the Santa Clara County resolution would have, included in the 
Interstate System.. This request is now under consideration by the 
Bureau of Public Roads and no final decision has yet been reached. 
Your interest in this matter is appreciated. Your enclosures are 
returned as requested* 
• v : •v*Vr1.- . ., * '; » •> Sincerely/yoursi, / • ' 

• •. ' ; ; RES h* WHlTios . - ' • • • 

Reic Mc tttatton . 
Federal Highway Administrator 

Enclosure 



DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS 
P.O. BOX 3366 RINCON ANNEX, SAN FRANCISCO 94119 

rOV CALIFORNIA—HIGHWAY TRANSPORTATION AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN, Governor 

* < p 

August 6, 1964 

Board of Supervisors 
306590 
IV-SCl-17 County of Santa Clara 

Room 524 
County Administration Building 
70 West Redding Street 
San Jose 10, California 
Honorable Gentlemen: 

We were furnished certified copy of resolution adopted 
on June 1, 1964, by the Board of Supervisors of the County 
of Santa Clara requesting a jpedestrian crossing of Route 5 
(now Route 17) in the vicinity of Westfield Drive. We have 
been authorized to enter into a cooperative agreement 
wherein the costs of such pedestrian crossing will be on 
the basis of 50$ State cost and 50% local jurisdiction cost. 

Attached is copy of our letter of August 6 to Mr. A. P. 
Hamann, City Manager of the City of San Jose, in which we 
suggest that the cooperative agreement be between City of 
San Jose and the State. 

You will also note thatwe have informed Mr. Hamann of 
studies under way toward determining a proper plan for 
expansion of the existing 4 lane freeway to a predicted 
requirement for an 8 lane facility. A cooperative agree-
ment covering the pedestrian crossing financing matter 
will be presented to the City of San Jose just as soon as 
our 8 lane studies are completed. 

Very truly yours, 

Alan S. Hart 
District Engineer 

By 
R. A. Hayler 
Deputy District Engineer 

ABSTAINS: 
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OF .CALIFORNIA-HIGHWAY TRANSPORTATION AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN, Governor 
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RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
OF THE COUNTY OF SANTA -CLARA APPROVING 
PORTIONS OF THE PLANS FOR GUADALUPE 
FREEWAY (STATS ROUTE 292) AND ROUTE 5 

WHEREAS, the State of California through its Department of 
Public Works, Division of Highways, has presented a schematic . , 
plan of the proposed Guadalupe 

Freeway (State Route 292) within 
the City of San Jose, County of Santa Clara, between Jerome 
Street and Coleman-Market Street and Route 5 between Gregory 
Street and Almaden Avenue; and 

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors has reviewed said plans 
and is in agreement, with the provisions thereof; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors 
of the County of Santa Clara that said plans be, and the same 
are., hereby approved. 

'.'PASSED AMD ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the 
Co:.: zy of Santa Clara, State of California, this £UG 3 
by /he following vote: ; v 'Supervisors Levin D d k i M a g g i o r e Spangler M e h r k e n s SancKez 

Supervisors N o n e 
ABSENT: Supervisors None 

Ch^yrm^n, Bo^td of-̂ Su oervxsors 

ATTEST: JEAN PULLAN, Clerk 
Board of Supervisors 

& 
AUG 3 tm ' • 

ADOPT: YES: -l-D-M-S-Sz- ^ 
N O : ' ^ ABSTAINS: 

ABSENT: 
JRK:go 
7/15/64 



RICHARD B. R U S S E L L , OA. 
A L L E N J . E L L E N D E R , LA. 
L I S T E R H I L L , ALA. 
JOHN L . M C C L E L L A N , ARK. 
A. W I L L I S ROBERTSON, VA. 
W A R R E N G. MAGNUSON, WASH. 
SPESSARD L . HOLLAND, F L A . 
JOHN S T E N N I S , M I S S . 
J O H N O. PASTORE, R . I . 
A. S . M I K E MONRONEY, OKLA. 
A L A N B IBLE, N E V . 
ROBERT C . BYRD, W . VA. 
GALEC W . M C G E E , WYO. 
HUBERT H . H U M P H R E Y , M I N N . 
M I K E M A N S F I E L D , M O N T I 
E . L . B A R T L E T T , ALASKA 
W I L L I A M P R O X M I R E , W I S . 

C A R L HAYDEN, A R I Z . , C H A I R M A N 
LEV BRETT SALTON 
M I L T O N R . YOUNG, 
K A R L E . M U N D T , 8 . DAK. 
M A R G A R E T CHASE S M I T H , M A I N E 
T H O M A S H . KUCHEL, C A L I F . 
R O M A N L . HRUSKA, NSBR. 
GORDON A L L O T T , COLO. 
NORRIS COTTON, N . H . 
C L I F F O R D P. CASS, N.J . 

"TUCwieb Pieties -Sbercctfc 
C O M M I T T E E O N A P P R O P R I A T I O N S 

July 3, 196̂  

EVERARD H . S M I T H , C L E R K 
T H O M A S J . SCOTT, ASST. CLBRK 

Mrs. Jean Pullan, Clerk 
Board of Supervisors 
52̂  County Administration Building 
TO West Hedding Street 
San Jose 10, California 

Dear Mrs. Pullan: 

Thank you very much for your letter of 
June 2k and for sending to me the copy of the Resolution 
adopted by the Board of Supervisors of the County of 
Santa Clara on June 22, urging that the Bureau of Public 
Roads include California State Route 5 Freeway from the 
intersection of California State Route 239 "to Warm Springs 
as a part of the Federal Inter-State Highway System. 

Sincerely yours, 

THOMAS H . KUCHEL 
United States Senator 

K:Wu 

i 
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W A R R E N a . M A G N U 5 0 N , W A S H . , C H A I R ^ ^ H 
J O H N 0 . PASTORE, R . ! . NORRIB C O T T ^ I ^ i H j 

A . S. M I K E MONRONEY, O K L A . T H R U S T O N B . MORTON, K Y i 
S T R O M T H U R M O N D , 8 . C . HUGH SCOTT, PA. 
F R A N K J . L A U S C H E , OHIO W I N S T O N L . PROUTY, VT 4 

R A L P H YARBOROUQH, T E X . J . O L E N N B E A L L , M D . 
C L A I R E N G L E , C A L I F . 
E. L . B A R T L E T T , A L A S K A 
V A N C E H A R T K E , t N D . 
G A L S W . M C O E E , WYO. 
P H I L I P A ; H A R T , M I C H . 
H O W A R D W . C A N N O N , NEV. 

E D W A R D J A R R E T T , C H I E F C L E R K 

Ultrxileb ^benctie 
C O M M I T T E E O N C O M M E R C E 

June 30, 196̂  

Mrs. Jean Pullan 
Clerk, Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
Room 52̂  County Administration Bldg. 
70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose 10, California, 299-2323 
Dear Mrs. Pullan: 

On behalf of Senator Engle, I wish to acknowledge and 
thank you for your letter of June 2k with attached resolution 
regarding the inclusion of State Route 5 Freeway into Federal 
Inter-State Highway System. 

We are contacting the Bureau of Public Roads in the Senator's 
name and will let you know when a reply has been received. 

With best regards, 
Sincerely yours, 

^ / o Ar 

(Mrs.) Anne B. Collins 
Office Manager 
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DON EDWARDS C O M M I T T E E O N 
J U D I C I A R Y N I N T H C A L I F O R N I A D I S T R I C T 

Congress of tfjc (Mmtcb States 
Spouse of Bepreientattoe* 

JWaafuttstou, C. 

July 1, 1964 

Mrs. Jean Pullan 
Clerk, Board of Supervisors 
Room 524 County Administration Bldg. 
70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose 10, California 

Dear Mrs, Pullan: 

I have your letter of June 24 enclosing the 
Resolution adopted at the meeting on June 22, 
by the Board of Supervisors, urging the Bureau of 
Public Roads to include California State Route 5 
Freeway from the intersection of California State 
Route 239 to Warm Springs as a part of the Federal 
Interstate Highway System. 

By this time you probably know that Congressman 
Gubser and I met with Mr. Rex Whitton of the Bureau 
of Public Roads on June 25, and it now remains for 
the Bureau to consider the case and let us know their 
conclusions. 

With kindest regards. 

Sincerely, 

Member of Congress 

CC; Each Supervisor 

DE:th E U - - 1 
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GEORGE P. MILLER 
8 T H D ISTRICT . CALIFORNIA 

J O H N T . KEHOE 
ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT 

MRS. ESTHER P. MILLER 
SECRETARY 

Congress of tfje ̂mteti States 
Ho use of ftepregentatibe* 
WlMWngton»S.C 20515 

June 29, 1964 

CHAIRMAN! 
SCIENCE AND ASTRONAUTICS 

COMMITTEE 

MEMBER: 
SELECT COMMITTEE O N 

GOVERNMENT RESEARCH 

NATIONAL HISTORICAL 
PUBLICATIONS COMMISSION 

Mrs. Jean Rillan 
Clerk, Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
County Administration Building 
70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose 10, California 

Dear Mrs. Pullan: 

I wish to acknowledge your recent letter 
together with the copy of a resolution recently 
passed by the Board of Supervisors concerning 
the inclusion of State Route 5 Freeway as part 
of the Federal Inter-State Highway System. 

I appreciate having this resolution and 
shall bear in mind the views of the Board of 

CC: Each Supervisor 

o * 

r'V 
V 
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CHARLES S. GUBSER 
1 0 T H D I S T R I C T , C A L I F O R N I A 

M E M B E R : 

C O M M I T T E E ON A R M E D S E R V I C E S 

Congress of tfje GUmteb States 
$>ouae of &epresentattoe* 

UATF&FABTOTT, B. C. 
June 30, 1964 

INFORMATION ONL\ 

Mrs. Jean Pullan, Clerk 
Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose 10, California 

Dear Mrs. Pullan: 

This will acknowledge your letter of June 24 and 
the Resolution supporting efforts to have State Route 5 
included as a part of the Federal Interstate Highway System. 

I am pleased to inform you that I was able to ar-
range a meeting for City Manager A. P. Hamann to discuss this 
matter with the Administrator of the Bureau of Public Roads. 
I attended the meeting with Mr. Hamann and supported him in 
the excellent presentation he made to Administrator Whitton. 
We have also gained the support of other Members of Congress 
from the area. 

A copy of your letter and of the Board's Resolution 
is being submitted to the Bureau of Public Roads in order that 
support by the County may also be a matter of record. 

With all good wishes, I am 

Yours sincerely, 

Charles S. Gubser 
Member of Congress 

CSG:rh 

cc: Each Supervisor 
Director of Public Works 

k7 < 
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June 24, 1964 

Honorable Thomas H. Kuchel 
united States Senator 
Senate Office Building 
Washingtonf D.C. 

Subject: Inclusion of State Route 5 Freeway into 
Federal Inter-State Highway System 

My dear Senator Kuchelt 
Enclosed you will find a certified copy of a 

resolution adopted by the Board of Supervisors of the 
County of Santa Clara, California, at its regularly 
scheduled meeting on June 22, 1964. This resolution 
urges the Bureau of Public Roads to include Calif-
ornia State Route 5 Freeway from the intersection of 
California State Route 239 to Warm Springs as a part 
of the Federal Inter-State Highway System. 

Your consideration and support in this regard 
will be appreciated• 

Very truly yours, 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Mrs. Jean Pullan 
Clerk, Board of Supervisors 

JPfDMRses 
Encl. 
Same letter to: Senator Engle? Congressmen Gubser, Edwards, 
Miller, Cohelan and Jess C. Black-Asst.State Hiway Eng. 



» 
RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE 
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
REQUESTING THE BUREAU OF PUBLIC ROADS TO INCLUDE 
STATE ROUTE 5 FREEWAY FROM THE INTERSECTION OF 
STATE ROUTE 239 TO WARM SPRINGS AS A PART OF 
THE FEDERAL INTER-STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM 

WHEREAS, the California State Highway Commission has adopted 
State Route 5?as a freeway route; and 

WHEREAS, the Cities and Counties of the San Francisco Bay 
Area are continuing to realize unprecedented population increases, 
growth and development; and 

"WHEREAS, there exists a need for freeway to provide proper 
accessibility to the communities of the San Francisco Bay Area; 
and 

WHEREAS, the present rate of freeway construction cannot 
meet the.traffic demands of the San Francisco Bay Area; and 

WHEREAS, the inclusion of State Route 5 into the Federal 
inter-State System will accelerate the construction of Route 5 
Freeway thus serving the traffic demands with resultant savings 
to the motorists. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of Supervisors of the County of 
Santa Clara, State of California, does hereby request the Bureau 
of Public Roads to include State Route 5 Freeway from the inter-
section of State Route 239 to Warm Springs as a part of the 
Federal Inter-State Highway System. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County 
of Santa Clara, State of California, this ^ ̂  ^ 
by the following vote: 
AYES: Supervisors Levin De]Ia Maggiore Spang]er ^ ^ ^ ^ 
NOES: Supervisors None 
ABSENT: Su perv i s or s None 

ATTEST: JEAN PULLAN, Clerk 
Board of Supervisors 

RiSUC Wo*xs(3) 

JRK:go 
£/99 I ^ L 



C I T Y H A L L 

S A N Jose, C A L I F O R N I A 95 l 1 • 

T E L E P H O N E 2 9 2 - 3 1 4 1 

C ITY M A N A G E R June 10, 1964 
Mr. Howard Campen, County Executive 
Santa Clara County Administration Building 
70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose, California 

Dear Mr. Campen: 

The City of San Jose is vitally interested in having the Junipera Serra Freeway, known 
as Route 5, starting at Route 17, (Nimitz Freeway), just south of Valley Fair and Town 
and Country Shopping complexes, and extending to Mission San Jose, be made a part of 
the Federal Inter-State Highway System. The portions of this route lying westerly of 
Route 17 and northerly of Mission San Jose are already included within the Inter-State 
Highway System. The inclusion of this route into the Federal System will provide the 
highway capacity needed to serve Oakland, San Jose and Contra Costa County. 

The California State Highway Department supports this proposal, and has made a 
presentation for the inclusion of this route into the Inter-State System, to the Bureau 
of Public Roads, which was denied. Another application is being prepared for presenta-
tion with additional facts and figures to substantiate the Department's request and it 
hr.s asked us for our support. 

1 have discussed this with Congressman Charles Gubser and Congressman Don Edwards and 
bcth have consented to assist us in our application. I do not have to tell you how 
important this is. The Nimitz Freeway is rapidly reaching capacity, particularly in 
the Cities of Oakland and San Leandro, and through the area lying between the Cities 
of Santa Clara a<nd San Jose. 

» 

According to information from the Division of State Highways, it would not be able to 
finance this venture for approximately twenty years, whereas, if it becomes a part of 
the Federal System this could be done possibly within two years. Details covering all 
these factors will be included in our brochure which we are presently preparing. 

Our plan is to enlist the support of yourself, the various cities affected and variqus 
county governments affected. We also plan to make an appointment with Mr. Rex Whitton, 
Highway Administrator, Bureau of Public Roads, in Washington, D. C., the latter part of 
this month. In the inter-ipi, we would like to ask whether you will be willing to join 
with us in this matter of vital concern to all of our respective agencies. 

I might add that the route has been finally adopted as a State Freeway by the California 
Si:ate Highway Commission, and the local district office is proceeding with the final 
(k-.sign. 1 

OACH M MOMBER - HWL . UFW - P 
Al!.-AMERICA CITY v 

"IS'' 
Incl Map Resort-ion 

Sincerely, 

TC-r iv V 
A. P. Hamann 
City Manager 

JUN 2 * 1964. 
Date APPROVED 
FC-. CE CC PC DPVT FLD 
W O J — A B S T A I N S : 
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% * 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA—HIGHWAY TRANSPORTATION AGENCY EDMUND G, BROWN, Govornor 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS 
P.O. BOX 3366 RINCON ANNEX, SAN FRANCISCO 94119 

J u n e 1 5 , 1 9 6 ^ 

6^-05T09H3065.9 
IV-SCl-5-SJs,Cmb,D 
(New IV-SC1-17) 

Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County 
Room $2k9 County Administration Building 
70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose, California 95HO 
Attention Mr. Donald M. Rains 
Gentlemen: 

Receipt is acknowledged of your letter of June ^ by 
Mr. Donald M. Rains, Assistant Clerk of the Board, trans--
mitting a certified copy of resolution adopted by the 
Board of Supervisors on June 1, requesting the State 
Highway Commission to provide a pedestrian crossing of 
State Route' 5 in the vicinity of Westfield Drive. 

A copy of this resolution has been forwarded to our 
Headquarters Office with our report on this matter, 
together with copies of resolutions by the Council of 
the City of San Jose and the Council of the City of 
Campbell. It may be a few weeks before action is taken 
on this matter, but you will be informed of action taken 
just as soon as we ourselves know. 

Very truly yours, 
R. A. Hayler 
Acting District Engineer 

S V,, 
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l^O'LUTION OF THE' BOAlb OF S^2RVISORS 
•t 4 OF THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA REQUESTING 

THE STATE HIGHWAY COMMISSION TO PROVIDE 
A PEDESTRIAN CROSSING ON STATE ROUTE 5 
FREEWAY . / 

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of San Jose has 
adopted its Resolution No. 25161 requesting the California 
Highway Commission to provide a pedestrian crossing of Route 
5 freeway in the vicinity of Westfield Drive; and 

WHEREAS, the Route 5 freeway bisects the school service 
areas of the Campbell Union High School District; and 

WHEREAS, the County of Santa Clara Has investigated the 
pedestrian crossing need and found that the number of students 
that would benefit from the crossings are sufficient to war-
rant the pedestrian crossing; arid 

WHEREAS, a portion of the school service area is in the 
unincorporated territory of the County of Santa Clara. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of Supervisors of the County of 
Santa Clara does hereby request the State Highway Commission 
to provide a pedestrian crossing on State Route 5 freeway, pro-
vided, and upon the express condition, that no cost or expense 
whatsoever resulting from said crossing (including, but with-
out limitation, cost of engineering, land acquisition, or con-
struction) be imposed upon or made in any way an obligation of 
the County of Santa Clara. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Clerk of this Board be, 
and hereby is, directed to send executed copies of this Reso-
lution to the City of San Jose, City of Campbell, and the State 
of California, Department of Public Works, Division of Highways. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County 
of Santa Clara, State of California, this 1 1964 
by the following vote: 
AYES: Supervisors Levin Delia Maggiore Spangta- Mehrkens Sanche^ 

NOES: Supervisors None -
ABSENT: Supervisors N o n e 

ATTEST: JEAN PULLAN, C&erk b ifOO? 0f th^Board of Supery4loi;s 
« 3. 1954 /tZ 

Sft«l5ftaE — DONALD M. ftAINia . n n n n T j ^ V f 

• • A m n m t C l e . k i ^ o I S u p i r v i K n . ADOPT: Y E £ L B M 3 fc 

VfaL*) JRK:pt 5/20/64 ABSTAINS: flR^JTMT. 



JVune 4, 1964 

SAME LETTER TO3 
City of Campbell 
DiBt IV, Div of HWys, SP 

Mr• Francis Greirier 
City Clerk, city of San Jose 
City Hall 
San Jose, California 
Subjects Resolution Requesting Pedestrian Crossing 

Over State Sign Route 5 (Los Gatos Freeway) 
Dear Mr* Greinerr 

Enclosed you will find a certified copy of a 
resolution adopted by the Board of;supervisors of the 
County of Santa Clara requesting the State Highway Com-
mission to provide a pedestrian crossing on State Route 
5 (Los Gatos Freeway) in the vicinity of, Westfield Drive. 

The Board of supervisors adopted this resolution 
at its regularly scheduled meeting on June 1, 1964 and 
directed that a copy of this resolution be forwarded to 
you. 

Very truly yours, 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Donald M.. Rains 
Assistant Clerk of the Board 

DMRtmg 
Enclosure 
cc 8 Public Works 
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C O U N T Y OF S A H CLARA 
S.D. 4 

0 TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM r 

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

V o / 
DATE: May 22, 1964 

FOR: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA OF June 1 19 64 

FROM: STEFFANI, Design, Public Works 

TITLE: Resolution of the Board Requesting the State Highway 
Commission to Provide a Pedestrian Crossing on State 
Sign Route 17, The Los Gatos Freeway. 

DESCRIPTION: 
This proposed resolution requests the State Highway Commission 
to provide a pedestrian crossing connecting Westfield Avenue 
to Downing Avenue. The County has no jurisdiction at the site 
of the proposed crossing. 
The City 06 San Jose has passed a similar resolution at the 
request of the Campbell and the Cupertino Union School 
Districts. There would be no expense to the County. 
ECS:JLC:mt 
Attachments 

AGENDA DATA 
DATE: 
ITEM NO: 
BOARD ACTION 

APPROVED: 
755 JAMES T. POTT, COUNTY ENGINEER 
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AGREEMENT 

The Qount'y of Santa Clara, a political subdivision of the 
State of California, hereinafter referred to as "COUNTY", and 
the State of California, Department of Public Works, Division 
of;Highways, hereinafter referred to as "STATE", do enter into 
the following Agreement: 

WHEREAS, State proposes the improvement of Stat^ Highway 
Route 5 along a new alignment between the Route 5* 239 connec 
tion near Moorpark Avenue arid Route 115 (Alum Rock'Avenue) in th^ 
City of San Jose, by construction to freeway standards; and 

WHEREAS, County proposes to construct storm drainage 
facilities within an area known as the jfoorpark Storm Drain 
Assessment District, and has completed its plans and specifica-
tions for such improvement;-and 

WHEREAS9 State has requested and County is villing to revis^ 
said plans to, include.necessary realignments and betterments to 

". * " • * * •* ~ ' , * * <• 

County®s proposed plans to provide the additional required 
capacities for a portion of Staters future needs betveen a point 
appro rfjnately 550 feet westerly of. Meridian Road to Los Gatos 
Creek; and • - V 

WHEREAS^ State and County do mutually desire to cooperate 
• ; . • , - ; ' V - ' . * 

in the financing of such combined facilities, and desire herein 
to specify the proportionate share of the costs to .be "borne by 
County and State, and to arrange herein for maintenance; 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS AGREED AS FOLLOWS: 
SECTION I 

For and in consideration of the covenants and.conditions to 
be kept and performed by State, as set forth in this Agreement9 
County agrees* 

.1. To construct or cause to be constructed pursuant to 
laws governing County in the performance of such work, a storm 
water drainage system along the alignments and of the pipe . 
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sizes as delineated on a drawing entitled "Modified Moorpark 
System Relocated and Utilized foir State Outfall"9 a print of 
which, marked Exhibit "A", is attached to and made part of this 
Agreement*, This modified and relocated facility to be construc-
ted in lieu of Couiity's original planned system, as. delineated on 
a drawing entitled "Moorpark System W/0 Freeway System Presently 

; ' ' . v v - • -
Proposed for Storm Drain System", a print of which, marked 
Exhibit "B", is attached to and madfe' part.-of this Agreemento 

20 To prepare the plans and specifications'for the. 
aforesaid drainage .system, as delineated on Exhibit "A", said 
plans to be subject to the review.and approval of State insofar 
as they affect State's future freeway,, 

3o To maintain as constructed, the entire storm drainage • 
system to be constructed pursuant to this Agreement, except for 
the future connections thereto from State pumping plants0 

ba To grant" to State, the right "to make future connection 
to said system for State rs > pumping plant near Race Street , as 
delineated on Exhibit "A", and a proposed pumping plant near 
Menker Avenue* * 

Except for the costs to be borne by State," as herein-
after set forth, to bear the entire expense of the engineering 
and construction costs required to complete the drainage 
facilities to be constructed in accordance, with County5s plans 
for the Moorpark Storm Drain Assessment District*, 

• SECTION II 
For and in consideration of the covenants and conditions to 

be kept and performed by County, as set forth in this Agreement9 
State agrees: 

le To reimburse County promptly upon receipt of detailed 
• * 

billing therefor, 10o5% of the actual expense to'County of the 
construction costs*required to complete the drainage facilities 
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to be constructed by County between a point approximately 550 
feet westerly of Meridian Road and Los Gatos Creek, plus a flat 
charge oi 10% of such construction costs to State as an 
allowance for construction engineering, but in no event shall 
State's share exceed $*+l,000«00 without State's written consento 

20 To pay County a lump sum amount of $3,518*00, the 
actual amount* expended by County to revise its Moorpark Storm 
Drain Assessment District's plans to include the realignments anc 
betterments as requested by State® -

SECTION III 
IT IS UNDERSTOOD AND AGREED that neither the State nor any 

officer or employee thereof is responsible for any damage or 
liability-occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be 
done by the County under or in connection with any work, 
authority or jurisdiction delegated to the County lender this 
Agreement, It-is also' understood and agreed that, pursuant 
to Government Code Section 89501!-, County shall fully indemnify ar 
hold State harmless from any damage or liability occurring by 
reason of anything done or omitted to be done by County under or 
in connection with any work, authority or jurisdiction delegated 
to County under this'Agreement 0 

IT IS UNDERSTOOD AND AGREED that neither County nor any 
officer, or employee thereof is responsible for any damage or 
liability occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be 
done by the State under or in connection with any work, authorits 
or jurisdiction not delegated to the County under this.Agreement 

IT IS • ALSO 'UNDERSTOOD AND; AGREED that pursuant to 
Government Code Section 895«»1+> State shall-fully indemnify and 
hold County harmless'from, any damage or liability occurring by 
reason of anything done or omitted to be done by State under or ' 
in connection with any work, authority or. jurisdiction not-
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delegated to the County under this Agreemento 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have caused this -

Agreement to be executed by their respective Officers, duly 
authorized; By the County, this day of 
'MAR 16 1964 

day of 
, 196*+, and by the State, this 

, 19&*. 

APPROVAL RECOMMENDED 

District Engineer 

APPROVED AS TO.FORM AND 
PROQEDURE: •• 

Attorney, Department of 
Public Works 

County Counsel 

DEPARTMENT. OF 4 PUBLIC WORKS 
Acting through the 
Division of Highways 
State of California 
Jo Co Womack 
-State Highway Engineer 
By.' 
Deputy State Highway Engineer 

COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 

By .' • ' • 
Chairman, Board of Supervisors 

By 
CiS oarid of Supervisors 

- R A I N S E&NALLD M. R A I N S 
'Assistant Clerk Board of Supervisors 

b. 
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December 11, 1963 

Mr. Prank Groiner, Clerk 
City of San Jose 
First and Mission Streets 
San Jose, California 
Subjects Interchange Crossing Between State Route S 

and Capitol Expressway 

Dear Mr. Groiner: 

Enclosed you will find three certified copies of 
a Resolution adopted by the Board of Supervisors of 
the County of Santa Clara at its regularly scheduled 
meeting on December 9, 1963„ This Resolution requests 
the California State Highway Commission to provide an 
interchange crossing between the future State Route 5 
Freeway and the proposed Capitol Expressway in the vicin-
ity of Lendrum Avenue. 

It is our understanding that the Council of the 
City of San Jose desires to adopt a similar resolution 
and wishes that the County0 e Resolution accompany its 
in being forwarded to the State Division of Highways. 

We are forwarding the enclosed copies for this pur-
pose. 

Very truly yours, 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Mrs. Jean Pullan, Clerk 
of the Board. 

JPsDMRsmo'd 
Ends. 

ccs public Works w/Resol 



v. ' ^ 
RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF 

• THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA REQUESTING THE 
' CALIFORNIA STATE HIGHWAY COMMISSION TO PROVIDE AN 

INTERCHANGE CROSSING BETWEEN THE FUTURE STATE 
,ROUTE 5 FREEWAY (17) AND THE PROPOSED CAPITOL 
^EXPMSSWAY IN THE VICINITY OF LEND RUM AVENUE 

WHEREASthe Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa 
' Clara has adopted the Circulation Element of the County General 
Plan for Major Streets and Highways for the County of Santa 
Clara; and 

WHEREAS, the State Route 5 Freeway (17) and the Capitol 
Expressway are included within said General Plan; and 

WHEREAS, the Capitol Expressway, will serve as a primary 
' - i 

traffic carrier for the East San Jose and Evergreen areas, con-
necting these segments of the County and the City of San Jose 
to the Central Business District and other major shopping areas; 

/ 

and 
WHEREAS, the City of San Jose and the County of Santa Clara 

are presently jointly financing the construction of the Capitol 
Expressway from Aborn Road to Senter Road; and 

. WHEREAS, the City of San Jose and the County of Santa Clara 
are preparing joint agreements to complete the Capitol Expressway 
from Senter Road to Almaden and have approved financing for these 
projects; and 

WHEREAS, the County of Santa Clara will participate with 
the City of San Jose in the construction of the Capitol Express-
way from Jackson Avenue to Aborn Road prior to or coincident with 
the construction of State Route 5 Freeway (17). 

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of Supervisors of the County of 
Santa Clara does hereby request the California State Highway Com-
mission to provide an interchange crossing between the future 
State Route 5 Freeway (17) and the proposed Capitol Expressway 

<3o ^ DEC 9 1963 
ADOPT: 
NO: / A D C 

YESHt-B 
ABSTAINS:. 

ABSENT: 



< i 

in the vicinity of Lendrum Avenue. 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board -of Supervisors of the 

County of Santa Clara, State of California, on D E C 9 19&3 

. , 19 / , by the following vote: 
AYES: Supervisors, IZeyfo Delia Maggiore Spangler Mehrkcns Swhaa 

NOES: Supervisors, Non£ 
ABSENT: Sup e rvls o rs, None' 

ATTEST: JEAN PULLAN, Clerk of the 
Board of Supervisors 

- 2 -
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COUNTRY QF S A # T A CLARA 
Office of the BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

D A T E 

T H E B O A R D O F S U P E R V I S O R S A T I T S M E E T I N G O F 
R E F E R R E D T H E A T T A C H E D ' C O M M U N I C A T I O N T O ! 

P i r - K i n T k i r k l T D E P A R T M E N T 

D I R E C T I V E : 

S T U D Y A N D R E C O M M E N D A T I O N 
R E P O R T 
A T T E N D M E E T I N G 
P R E P A R A T I O N O F N E C E S S A R Y P A P E R S 
P O W E R TO ACT 
A p p r o p r i a t e Ac t i O N 
N o t i f y ' w r i t e r o f a c t i o n 
C o n s i o e r a t i o n 
R e c o n s i d e r a t i o n 
R e p l y t o w r i t e r 

R E M A R K S : 

A T T E S T : J E A N P U L L A N , C L E R K O F T H E B O A R D 

BY 
1 0 - S P - 5 A Rov. 5 - 6 2 
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D I V I S I O N O F H I G H W A Y S 
PUBLIC WORKS BUILDING 
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S A C R A M E N T O 7 
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IV-SCl-5-Var, 

Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
County Administration Building 
70 West Rosa Street 
San Jose 10, California 
Gentlemen: 

Reference is made to your letter of March 8, 
1963, forwarding four certified copies of resolution 
adopted by the Board of Supervisors of Santa Clara 
County on March 4, 1963* relating to construction of 
a connection of State Sign Route 17 (Legislative Route 5) 
and the ,proposed San Tomas Expressway. 

Your resolution was supplemented by Mr. James T. 
Potts1, Assistant Director, Santa Clara Department of 
Public Works, communication of April 12, 19633 which 
forwarded to our District IV office 1985 traffic infor-
mation and proposed geometric plan for Route 5 Interchange 
developed by Santa Clara County. 

Mr. Potts requested our comments on the County's 
plan and possible commitments of the State regarding the 
financing of revisions to the existing interchange if the 
County provided all rights of way necessary for construction 
of proposed modifications. 

The traffic projections and proposed plan furnished 
by Santa Clara County have been reviewed. Our predictions 
agree closely with the County's for the year 1985. 

In regard to.the geometric plan, we believe a 
more satisfactory plan would be obtained if it is altered 
as shown on Drawings No. 2 8 5 O - 6 - 9 A and 6-9B which are being 
forwarded to you under separate cover. 

The loop ramp proposed by the County in the 
southwest quadrant has been eliminated as it is felt that 
loop ramp access to Camden Avenue (future San Tomas 
Expressway) combined with traffic signals on Camden Avenue / 

Uate..SEP 3„.iae 
APPROVED ̂ fy/. 

Cocy each Bd M«nb.r - HWC - DPV/ . CC — - «• CC PC DPlT FLD 
NO: ABSTAINS; 



HECEHViE:D BOARD 'OIF 'SUPERWOKS 
AUG 28 8 23 AM '63 

COUNTY'OF 
SANTA CLARA 



• • 
Board of Supervisors -2- August 21, 1963 

east of Route 5 would create operational difficulty'in 
the weaving sections on Camden Avenue between the two 
proposed loop ramps. In this respect, it is recommended 
that the proposed loop ramp in the southwest quadrant be 
replaced by a diamond facility. It is further recommended 
that right of way be acquired to provide for a future loop 
ramp, as indicated, in the northwest quadrant. 

In the northeast quadrant, it is recommended 
that White Oaks Road be closed, removing access to and 
from the on ramp, thereby providing full access control. 

The ramp connections in the southeast quadrant 
have been revised to eliminate the requirement to close 
White Oaks Avenue. 

It is our understanding that on July 31* 1961, 
Santa Clara County officials reviewed the proposed 
revised plan and expressed satisfaction with it. 

It is our opinion that the existing diamond 
interchange will handle expected traffic volumes for 
some time following the CountyVs expressway construction 
in 1967. When and If traffic develops to the extent that 
freeway operation is affected, such modifications as 
required to alleviate the condition will1be given consid-
eration. This, of course, will be dependent upon avail-
ability of funds. 

If the Statefs suggestions for the interchange 
modification, as shown"on prints of Drawings No. 2 8 5 O - 6 - 9 A 
and 6-9B are acceptable to the County, State will furnish 
County information for its use in the protection of right 
of way for the planned facility. 

Sincerely, 

J. C. WOMACK 
State Highway Engineer 
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June 4, 1963 

IV-SC1,Ala-5-SJs,A,Mps;Fmt 
63-04T09H2795,0 

Honorable Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
Room 524 
70 West Rosa Street 
San Jose, 10, California 
Gentlemen: 

I wish to advise that on May 22, 1963* t h e California 
Highway Commission passed a resolution changing the 
location of State Highway Rngt.ft r in Santa Clara and 
Alameda Counties and the Cities of San Jose, Milpitas 
and Fremont between Route 115 and 0.4 mile south of 
Prune Avenue and establishing a freeway thereon. 

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

The law pertaining to freeways prohibits connecting 
any new public road, street or highway to the freeway 
without the consent of the Department of Public Works. 
The Department may give or withhold its consent as in its 
opinion will best subserve the public interest. Also 
the State is empowered to acquire by purchase the rights 
of access to abutting properties should such action be 
deemed advisable. 

Your cooperation is requested in advising this office 
of any contemplated subdivisions, applications for building 
permits, or plans for other possible conflicting develop-
ments on or near the,,adopted,̂ rve.eway route. It will then 
be possible for uŝ t'o1 contact' rthe prospective developer in 
an effort to reach afMituallyVsatisfactory understanding. 

n i , . 
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To: 
Honorable Board of Supervisors -2- June 4 , 1963 

Copies of this letter and attachments are being 
transmitted to the County Planning Commission, the 
Director of Public Works and the Supervisor of the 
Building Inspection Division. 

Yours very truly, 
J. P. SINCLAIR 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 

Attachment 
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IV-SC1, Ala-5 -SJs, A, Mps; Fmt 
RESOLUTION CHANGING LOCATION OF STATE HIGHWAY 

AND DECLARING A FREEWAY 
RESOLVED by the California Highway Commission that 

pursuant to the authority vested in it by law, this Commission 
does hereby alter and change the location of a section of State 
Highway Route 5, in Santa Clara and Alameda Counties and in the 
Cities of San Jose, Milpitas and Fremont between Route 115 and 
0.4 mile south of Prune Avenue, and officially designated as 
Road IV-SCl,Ala-5-SJs,A,MpsjFmt^ as said location is shown on 
the map submitted on April 23* 1963J by J. C. Womack, State 
Highway Engineer; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that said section of State 
highway, as so altered and changed, is adopted as the location of 
said section of State highway provided, however, that the existing 
traversable highway shown on said map as the existing State highway 
shall remain as the State highway location until the section of 
State highway adopted by this resolution has been constructed and 
is opened for traffic and appropriate disposition of the existing 
State highway has been made as provided by law; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that said section of State highway 
is declared to be a freeway, as said term is defined in the Streets 
and Highways Code, and shall have the status of a freeway for all 
purposes provided by law and is designated as a part of the 
California Freeway and Expressway System. 

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



THIS IS TO CERTIFY Thai the foregoing is a full and correct copy 
of the original resolution passed by the California Highway Com-
mission at its meeting regularly called and held on t h e £ 2 n & „ 
day of May. , 1 9 6 3 , in the City o f S a f i r a f f i e . n t O L , 
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and 
voting therefor. 

Dated this... 2 3 r J ' ' " " " 

ROBERT T. MARTIN 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE 

CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION 

E S T . 1088 B441S 12-81 CM S P O 
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XV-SC1,Ala-5-SJs,A,Mps;Fmt 
63-04T09H2795.0 

/Qtrf-
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 in Santa Clara 
and Alameda Counties between -Route 115 and 0,4 mile south 
of Prune Avenue, Road IV-SC1,Ala-5-SJs,A,Mps;Fmt. 

The State Highway Engineer, in accord with established 
practice, has recommended to the Commission that the route 
be relocated as shown on the attached map. For your 
information, the recommended routing conforms to the studied 
alternate referred to as Line A in the accompanying ,!Report 
of Route Studies". 

On receipt of the State Highway Engineer's recommendation,-
the Commission on April 24, I963, passed a resolution 
declaring its intention to consider the adoption as a freeway 
of the subject portion of State highway. A copy of this 
"Notice of Intention on Freeway Location1/ resolution is 
attached. 

As you will recall, the staff of the Division of 
Highways held a public hearing in Milpitas on March 27, 1963, 
to present the results of its studies with rdspect to this 
project and to receive in.return from those present any 
additional information which may have a bearing on the routing, 
particularly with regard to the local community aspects. All 
of the information presented for record at and subsequent to 
this hearing has been forwarded to the Commission for its 
consideration. In addition, each member of the Commission 
has been furnished a c'opy'of the transcript of the proceedings 
of this hearing to facilitate his personal review of the 
project proposal. 

CODY W MNR HR? . M7/C - OPW - CC ̂ C ' W R I , ^ I 
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Board of Supervisors -2- April 26, 1963 

The motion by your Honorable Board on April 1, 1963, 
waiving a hearing by the California Highway Commission is < 
on file. 

Sincerely, 
J. C. WOMACK 
State Highway Engineer 

J/O^t 

SINCLAIR 
ŝst. State Highway Engineer 
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NOTICE OF INTENTION ON FREEWAY LOCATION, ROAD IV-SC1,Ala-5-SJs,A, 
MpsjFmt 

WHEREAS, memorandum dated April 23> 1963* by J. C. Womack, 
State Highway Engineer, reporting to the California Highway 
Commission that studies for a freeway along a revised location 
of State highway in Santa Clara and Alameda Counties between 
Route 115 and 0.4 mile south of Prune Avenue, Road IV-SC1,Ala-5-
SJs,A,Mps;Fmt have been completed and submitting therewith a 

1 
map showing the location which is recommended for adoption; having 
been read and discussed, 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the State Highway Engineer 
be authorized and directed to give public notice of the Commission's 
intention to consider the adoption of a location of a freeway on 
State highway in Santa Clara and Alameda Counties between Route 115 
and 0.4 mile south of Prune Avenue, Road IV-SC1, Ala-5-SJs, A,Mps;Fmt 
and also to give written notice to the Boards of Supervisors of 
Santa Clara and Alameda Counties and the City Councils of San Jose, 
Milpitas and Fremont of such intention. Such notice to the Board 
of Supervisors of Alameda County and the City Councils of San Jose, 
Milpitas and Fremont shall specify that if any of these bodies 
considers a public hearing on the matter necessary, the Commission 
will hold or cause to be held such hearing, if requested by such 
local legislative body within thirty days after the first regular 
meeting of such local legislative body following receipt of written 
notice by the State Highway Engineer. 



BEGINNING OF ADOPTION Adopted os Freeway 
December 15,1954 END OF ADOPTION 

Adopted os Freeway 

I hereby certify that this map was prepared pur-
suant to and under my direction and is a true and 
correct map of a section of proposed State Highway 
Route 5 

I hereby certify that by resolution of the California Highway 
Commission on M a y 2 2 , 1 9 6 3 the location of State 
Highway on this map was selected, adopted and determined as the 
location for a section of State Highway Route 5 
and declared a Freeway. 

Attest:C 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

DIVISION O F HIGHWAYS 

MAP SHOWING 

L O C A T I O N OF 
STATE HIGHWAY 

IN SANTA CLARA AND ALAMEDA COUNTIES 
Between Route 115 

and 0.4 mile south of Prune Avenue 
IV-SCI,Ala-5-SJs,A lMps;Fmt 

A FREEWAY 

Secr&liftry~-
Cal i forn ia H i g h w a y Commission 
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PROPOSAL 
- 1 - IV-SCl,Ala-5-SJs,A, 

Mps;Frat̂  

Relocation and construction to freeway standards of 
the portion of State Highway Route 5 in Santa Clara and Alameda 
Counties between Route 115 (Alum Rock Avenue) in San Jose and 
Prune Avenue in Fremont,, a length of about 11.5 miles«. 
PRINCIPAL CITIESs 

The City of San Jose (population 258,000) is at the 
south project limitc The .routing passes through the City of 
Milpitas (population 10,000) and the City of Fremont (popula-
tion 57>600), located at the north project limit* 
EXISTING HIGHWAY: 

A. Legislative Description 
The legislative description of Route 5 reads in part 
froms 
a) Route 56 near Santa Cruz to Route 68 near Story 

Road, 
b) Route 68 near San Jose to Route 4 near Stockton 

via Hayward, 
The portion under consideration is located at the 
southerly segment described under (b) above. 

B, Existing Facility 
Existing Route 5 within the project limits is generally 
a two-lane conventional highway with traveled ways vary-
ing from 20 to 40 feet wide. Exceptions to this are 
three and four-lane segments north of the Santa Clara-
Alameda County Line and south of Coyote River, which 
vary in width from 30.to 48 feet* 

C. Federal Aid Routes 
This portion of Route 5 is included in the Federal Aid 
System of Highways under the designation of .FAP 22. 

D. Principal Deficiencies 
The principal deficiencies of the existing route are 
limited capacity for growing traffic, low deisign. speed, 
lack of access control, congestion through Milpitas, 
and three railroad grade crossings„ 
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TRAFFIC: 
The present average daily traffic volumes for this 

portion of existing Route 5 range from about 56OO at Coyote Creek 
to 9600 at Alviso-Milpitas Road and 4300 south of Mission Boule-
vard. Northerly on Mission Boulevard the present average daily 
traffic is approximately 9500* Commercial traffic constitutes 
about 11 per cent of the foregoing volumes. 
ROUTE PLANNING; 

The subject portion of Route 5 is included in the 
California Freeway and Expreissway System* 

The freeway routing for the adjacent segment of Route 5 
southwesterly of this project was adopted on December 20, 1962* 

* . « 

The freeway routing for the contiguous segment of 
Route 5 to the north was adopted on May 22, 1957* and^a f-reeway 
.agreement, with the City of Fremont was executed on June 19> 
1958. The portion of this prior adoption between Route 69 at 
tfarm Springs and the northerly project limit would be replaced 
as Route 5 by the project herein presented* However, it is 
proposed to redesignate this segment as Route. 69b 
MASTER PLANS: 

The County of Santa Clara has a General Plan which was 
adopted April 17, I960* The City of San Jose has. a general 
Plan adopted February 14,.1961* The City .of Milpitas has a 
General Plan adopted in January of 1958, however, a new General 
Plan is now being prepared* The City of Fremont has a General 
Plan adopted August 7> 1962. .The studied,.location, Alternate 
^A", discussed later in this report, is in general agreement 
with locations shown on these General Plans,, 

Alameda County has a master plan adopted in October 
of 1957 which shows a freeway along the general alignment of the 
existing highway within the project limits* This master plan, 
however, is now undergoing revision* 
AGRICULTURAL LANDS s 

Although some of the land traversed is presently in 
agricultural use, general plans of the cities in the area 
indicate future residential or industrial development* 
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PROPOSED TYPICAL SECTIONS 
The estimates for this portion of Route 5 are based 

on construction of a six-lane freeway with a minimum median 
width of 60 feet. This will permit ultimate development to 
eight lanes with a minimum median width of 36 feet," 

The possible provision of separated roadways for 
sections of the routing along the foothills northerly of 
Calaveras Road will be studied during design of the project• 

1 

STUDIES OP ALTERNATE ROUTES f 
During the preliminary studies two basic locations, 

Alternates A and B, and one variatibn, Line E, were developed 
in detail. " ; 

Alternate A 
Beginning at existing Route 115 (Alum Rock Avenue), 
Line A is east of and generally parallel to the Pacific 
Gas and Electric Company's right of way to Hostetter 
Road and then proceeds northerly along Dempsey Road to 
the base of the hills* It then follows the base of the 
hills to near East Warren Avenue where it curves to the 
west crossing existing Route 5 (Mission Boulevard) to 
Join the adopted location of Route 5 about 0.4 mile 
south of Prune Avenue, 
The principal controls for the A Line starting at 
Alum Rock Avenue and progressing northerly ares 
1. The developed areas between Alum Rock Avenue and 

McKee Road* 
2. The P.G. & E. Transmission Line, generally parallel 

to and from 1200 to ikOO feet or so west of Capitol 
Avenue from Alum Rock Avenue to north of Berryessa 
Road. 

3. Berryessa Elementary School, located on the west side 
of Capitol Avenue north of Berryessa Road. 

4. The developments along Dempsey Road* 
5. Russell Junior High School, north of Evans Road, 
6. The developed areas around Dixpp Road 
7. The high school site and developed areas off East 

Warren Avenue. 



- 4 - IV-SCI,Ala-5-SJs,A, 
Wps;Fmt 

Alternate B 
Beginning at Alum Rock Avenue and extending northerly, 
Line B is common with Line A to McKee Road. It then 
departs on an alignment east of the A Line crossing -
Capitol Avenue Just south of Mabury Road to run diago-
nally across agricultural lands,, to a location Just east Nqf the developed area south of Calaveras Road. At 
Calaveras Road, Line B curves northwesterly and then 
proceeds on a tangent alignment to a Junction with 
Lin£\A south of Dixon Road and is common with the A 
Line to the north project limit. 
The principal controls for the B Line proceeding south 
to north are: 
1. A new supermarket at. McKee and Capitol Avenue, 
2. Schools and developments around Sierra Roaid. 
3. A cemetery on Piedmont Road south of Calaveras Road. 
4. The schools and developed areas along Piedmont Road 

and Evans Road* 
5. The foothills to the east. 
Line E Variation 
The E Line variation is located.at the north project 
limit. „ It departs from the A Line about 0.2 mile south 
of Mission Boulevard on an alignment which varies up.to 
about l,100^feet to the east and then curves to the west 
Joining the A Line near Prune Avenue. The location was 
studied at the.request of the City of Fremont as an 
alternate which would miss the. existing deep water well 
located about 0.2 mile south of Prune, Avenue on the 
A Line. This line also would save expensive development 
fronting on Brown Road. It provides slightly better 
traffic service and is estimated to cost about $170,000 
less than Line A„ 
The locations of Lines A, B, and E are shown on the 
attached map Exhibit "A". , Comparative Engineering and 
Economic Data are included in the attached summary 
Exhibit "B". 
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In addition to the foregoing, two other variations of 
Line A were investigated but later dropped from con-
sideration. One of these involved a shift in alignment 
from the east side to the west side of the P a n d E 
transmission line on the southerly portion of the project 
between McKee and Hostetter Roads. This was found to cost 
about $1,000,000 more than Line A without offering any 
compensating advantages. 
The other variation investigated involved a westerly 
shift in the routing on the northerly portion of the 
project between Warren Avenue and Prune Avenue. This 
was discarded because it would affect an existing.golf 
course north of Mission Boulevard, would cost $200,000 
more, and provide $2,000,000. less in user benefits than 
Line A. 

ACTION TAKEN SUBSEQUENT TO INITIATION OP STUDIES 
A. . Conferences and/or Meetings 

Since Initiation of studies during I960, there have been 
numerous discussions and/or meetings with local officials 
of Santa Clara and Alameda Counties, the Cities of San 
Jose, Milpitas and Fremont and with other_interested 
individuals. 

B. Local Authorities Notified of Section 75*5 of the Streets 
and Highways Codê . 
On June 20, i 9 6 0 , the Board of Supervisors of Sa:nta Clara 
and.Alameda Counties and the City Councils of San Jose, 
Milpitas, and Fremont were informed by letter of the~ 
initiation of studies and of the provisions of Section 75*5 of the Streets and Highways Code. No information 
with respect to this section of the Code was offered 
by any of the Cities for presentation at the public 
hearing. 

C. Other State Agencies Contacted in Conformance with Section 
34 of the Streets and highways lode and Sgft (1^58) ~ 
The State Lands Division, the Department of Conservation, 
the Department of Parks;and Recreation, the Division of 
Beaches and Parks and the Division of Small Craft Harbors 
were notified of the proposed project and. Invited .to 
attend the public hearing by letters dated February 21, 
1963. 
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An answer has been received from the Division of Beaches 
and Parks requesting that their Archeological Staffs be 
advised of further developments on this route. 

D# Other Necessary Contacts with State and Federal Agencies 
By letters dated February 21, 1963, the Division of" 
Aeronautics, the Department of Agriculture, the Depart-
ment of Water Resources, the Department of Fish and 
Game, the Department of Finance, Division.of Architecture, 

; the Public Utilities Commission, and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers were advised of the proposed project arid 
invited to attend the public hearing. A reply has been 
received from the Public Utilities Commission advising 
that there is no apparent conflict of interests. A 
representative of the Corps of Engineers attended the 
public hearing and called attention to several stream 
crossings. He was assured of cooperation by the Divi-
sion as the design of the project proceeds. 

E. Public Hearing j 
A well publicized public hearing was held by the Division 
of Highways on March 27, 1963, in the Milpitas City Hall 
Auditorium. There were approximately 125 persons present 
including representatives from Alameda County, Santa 
Clara County, the Cities of San.Josey Milpitas,^and 
Fremont, the U.S. Bureau of Public Roads, U.S. Corps of 
Engineers, and various local .school^districts. 
The Assistant State Highway Engineer, District IV, 
presided at this hearing at which Alternates A and B 
and the E Line variation were presented without an 
expression.of preference. 
All those who spoke in general, expressed support for 
the A Line or opposition to the B Line. Only one person 
expressed support for the E variation. 
A representative of the U.S. Corps of Engineers, stated 
his agency would cooperate.fully with the Division to 
coordinate:plans in the interest of water resources 
development. 
The Santa Clara County Director of Public Works stated 
he would make a recommendation to the Board of Super-
visors and that the Board in turn would make a recom-
mendation shortly to. the Highway Commission 
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Mr. Perrich, Chief Deputy Surveyor of Alameda County, 
stated the Board of Supervisors of that County will 
make a recommendation soon. He subsequently submitted 
a letter dated April 8, 1963, to the Division of High-
ways recommending Line A in Alameda County. 
The San Jose City Engineer stated that San Jose favors 
the A Line, and has taken steps to preserve .and protect 
this route. 
The City Manager of Milpitas introduced a City Council 
resolution favoring the A Line. This routing was also 
endorsed by the Milpitas Planning. Consultant on the 
basis that it would best serve Milpitas and adjacent 
communities. 
The City Planner of Fremont Introduced a City Council 
resolution favoring the A Line and opposing the E 
variation. 
The Boards of Trustees of the East Side Union High 
School District and the Milpitas.Elementary School 
District went on record favoring Line A. 
The Planning Director for Bradrick Homes Subdivision, 
north of Brown Road, endorsed the A. Route,over the E 
variation. 
Mr. Lopez, a property owner north of Brown Road, 
favored the E variation since this would miss a well 
on his property. 
Copies of the transcript of proceedings and the report 
of this public hearing containing the documents men-
tioned above were forwarded for the Commission's 
attention under date of April 16, 1963. 

P. Letterg and documents received subsequent to the 
Public Hearing ! • 
Prior to and subsequent to the public hearing, several 
letters have been received with respect to this project. 
This material is included in the Report of the Public 
Hearing. 
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Subsequent to the preparation of the Report of Public 
Hearing, a resolution was received from the Board of 
Supervisors of Santa Clara County, This resolution 
which was adopted on April 1, 1963, approves*the align-
ment of Alternate A and waives the need for a public 
hearing by the California Highway Commission. 

ATTACHMENTS; 
Exhibit A - Location map showing the alternate routes 
presented at.the public hearing. 
Exhibit B - Summary of Engineering and Economic data. 
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Route 
SUMMARY OF ENGINEERING AND ECONOMIC DATA 

5 between Route 115 & Adopted Route 5 near Prune Avenue 

Line 
Constr. 
Length 
(Miles) 

Estimated Costs 
Constr. R/W 

($1,000) 
Total 

Improve-
. ments 
Req'd. 

20 Yr. User 
Savings 
(.$ Millions) 

A 11.5 15,290 6,620 21,910 69 86.4 
ABA 11.6 15,500 5,790 21,290 76 78.7 

Variation 0 - 6 0 - 1 1 0 -170 -6 +0.5 
Compared to 
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•ti&pix 11 o 1S63 

Jo Po Sinclair 
Aooiotmt Sfcato Highway Enginoar 
Division of Higlmaya 
P. OP Boss 3366* Rincon Annosc 
San Francisco, California 
Subjects Resolution approving olignmont plans for 

etat© Route 5 an& waiving public hoaring© 
thoreon 

Attentions Mr. C. J?o Gman©, Motriet Engineer 
E>©ar £0r# Sinel&irs 

Enclose you will find thr©<a certified copioo of a 
resolution cficpted by the ®oar& of Supawisora of the County 
of Santa Clara at its regularly ochedule$ meeting on 1* 
1$63« ^his resolution approves tha alignment plana for State 
Route 5 (Capitol Frooway) and waiwao tho need fox1 public hear-
ing thoraon before the California Stata Highway Coassiiaaion. 

Eh© onclosod copies or© for your rooor&eo 
Very truly yours0 
BQ&T2) 01? SUPEEVXSQftS 

tar Do Jean pullan, Cl©2ft 
of tho Board of Suparviaors 

End* 
cea Public Ttfosfeo Dopfc* w/r®sol 

County Counsel w/reool 



RE SOLUTION -OF. THE BOARD OF, SUPERVISORS OF THE . V 
. COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA,. , 

. : APPROVING THE .ALIGNMEJNT PLANS' FOR; STATE ROUTE .. 
;5 (CAPITOL FREEWAY) AND WAIVING PUBLIC HEARINGS 

• * v y • THEREON. „; .. - •• f:••, • 

' WHEREAS 

Division 

EAS,; .the State >of Calif of nia Department of Public Works., J ; - . 
' p f ' c o n d u c t e d ' ' a . public hearing onMarch 27 » ' , ';./ 

• ; 1963 relating to .the ̂ location. of State Rpute 5v (CapitolFreewa.y)' 
/ betweenState :(Alum-Rock' Ayjeritfe:)' and\:th.e>;e3?ist:ing;,' ^ 

State,Route.!5 rieat ^ 
... . ' V WHEREAS ̂  .tiie State D.ivisibn' of: Highways submitted at said -

: public1.hearing "A*1 /•:• '; ; V/V 

WHEREAS, this Board of Supervisors desires to 'adopt Route j _ 
MAM alignmient ..of said Capitol freeway as presented : at said V ; >, .. 
public hearinV:orî rjch\.27,V-\t96"3.r;. ( ... < ; 

•4 ; 

. i NOW, ̂ THERE^ORE^ ;Bfe' IT RE SOILED that this Bbard. of ' Super- -
1 ; . : ;(yisbrs :of the County of Santa; Clara, does hereby approve'the preqise f 

• aligmherit" forv 1State:'Route ̂  (CajpitoI Freeway) :,be twe4n : S ^ 
115 and existing State Route 5 near the City of Fremdrit 'as shown 4 

. . on alternate^alighnient Route "A11, as presented at̂^ the pub lie > ! 
hearing of/March. 27 , 1963, an.5 this Board furthier'waives theV ; < ; * 
need for public hearing thereon before the :California ;\State 1 ; •: 

; - ^ H i g h w a y ' : " ' v v'r ! 
- - 'V .v- • "• * ' ' • . • ^ - t •••-'[ i ;.• • i.'- . 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County v \ 

: ' ;of Santa Clara, State of California,,- pn 'April' V9 1963 V; by -'the ; " \ 
•.v following vote: ' • • ' ' ; . ;,v ':• • \ 

• .» AYES: ;/ - " .Supervisors, Sanchez, Delia "'Magg'lorê ^̂ •3î Vin#••"̂ Mehr.ken,s v • < • / : 
NOES: / ^ ^ "" 

ABSENT;., i. - Supervisors, Spangl^r 
- - V 'r ' • ̂  - - - -

' " v Chairman,. Board. of Supervisors ' 
ATTEST: JEAN PULIANyvClei^ V .--/V 
. •:[: \ the Board 1 o f Supervisors' • V ; / - ; >: ''Vi BSTAINS;!; ^ 
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DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS 
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 
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February 21, 1963 P L E A S E R E F E R 
T O F I L E N O . 

IV-SCl,Ala-5-SJs,A,Mps,EVnt 
63-04T09H2795.0 

Honorable Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
County Office Building 
70 West Rosa Street 
San Jose, California 

Attention: Mr. Ralph H. Mehrkens, Chairman 
Gentlemen: 

The Division of Highways has scheduled a public hearing at 
2:00 p.m.,. Wednesday,. March 27, 1963, i n t h e Clty H a l 1 Auditorium 
located at 160 North Main Street, Milpitas, California. 

The purpose of the hearing is to present the results of 
studies for the location of legislative Route 5* from Alum Rock 
Avenue in San Jose, to adopted Route 5 near Prune Avenue in 
Fremont. 

No specific recommendations will be made by the Division of 
Highways at this hearing. Representatives of local governments., 
civic groups, and individuals are encouraged to be present and 
express their views concerning factors which could influence 
the location and development of the freeway. Comparative data 
will be presented on several alternative studies. 

Section 75.5 of the Streets and Highways Code, provides 
that at any public hearing before the. department on the selection 
of any freeway route at which comparative estimates are presented 
of the benefits which would accrue to drivers of motor vehicles 
in the use of alternate routes, there will also be presented upon 
request of any city or county affected, estimates for the same 
period of the effect that the selection of any alternate may have 
upon community values, including but not limited to property 
values, State and local facilities, and city street and county 
highway traffic. 

Attached is a copy of Section 75.5, together with a resolu-
tion of the California Highway Commission which was adopted on 
February 26, 1958> setting forth current procedures for adoption 
of freeway locations in California. 

Cooy cach Bel Mor*b*r - HWC - OPW • CC - Pê JfaT 
ABSTAINS: 



Honorable Board of Supervisors -2- February 21, 1963 

If the County wishes to avail itself of the provisions of 
Section 75.5 regarding presentation of data on the merits of 
one alternate over another with respect to community values, 
an opportunity will be provided at this hearing. 

Prior to the hearing, exhibits showing various studies 
will be displayed for public review from 2:00 p.m. to 9^00 p.m., 
Thursday March 14, 1963 in the City Hall Au.ditorium located 
at 160 North Main Street, Milpitas, California. 

Very truly yours 

sst. State Highway Engineer 



Assembly Hill No. 05 

<•11A I'TKH (!!» 

An net In add ficclion 7S.5 io the 81 reef* mul Jfifthicay* Code, relating to slain hightvay and frrntrtitf rait (ex. 
I Appr<tv»'H l»y • iitvi-rnnr̂lnv 4. Il*'tK; i \vh»; 

Si-'M'i-l.'try fif ill»! AIuy f. t \ 
The'peoplo of the State of Galiforniado enact as followst 

SECTION 1. Section 75.5 is added to tho Streets mid High-
woys Code, to read: 

75.5. A t any public hearing or wanting before the commis-
sion'or department on tho selection of any state highway or 
freeway route at which comparative estimates are presented 
of the benefits that would accrue to drivers of motor vohicles 
iii tho use of alternative routes, on request, of any city or 
county affected, estimate* for the sumo time period, and based 
on similar assumptions, as the driver benefit (intimates shall 
also be presented of tho effect that tho selection of cither route 
would have upon community values, including but not limited 
to property values, stale and local public facilities, and city 
street and county highway tvafllc. Kuch estimates are required 
only if requested by an u(footed city or county which transmits 
witbits request such information relative to tho estimates as it 
may wish to havo presented. The department, whenever it an-
nounces that a public, hearing or meeting is to be held on the 
selection of any state hijrliway or fl-ecway route, shall notify 
any alToeted city m* county that it may make such a request. 
Failure of the department or Ihe commission to comply with 
tho requirements nf this section shall not invalidate any action 
of the commission as to tl»e adoption of a.routing for any state 
highway, nor shall such failure bo admissible evidence in any 
litigation for the acquisition of rights of way or involving the 
allocation of funds or the construction of the highway. 

o 

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

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

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

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

(b) Call to the attention of the appropriate local 
governing body, in writing, the provisions of Section 75.5 of the 
Streets and Highways Code; 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

9. The resolution of the Commission regarding the subject 
matter hereof, adopted on February 1 8 , 1955J is hereby rescinded. 

This resolution is hereby adopted by the California Highway 
Commission at Sacramento, California, this 26th day of February, 
1 9 5 8 . 
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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 

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS 
DISTRICT IV 
I S O O A K S T R E E T 

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

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

A D D R E B 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 J N C O N A N N E X 

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

P L E A S E R E F E R 

T O F I L E N O , 

January 14, 1963 

IV-SC1-5-D SJs 
56-04T09H1466.0 
60-04T09H2084.0 

Honorable Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
70 West Rosa Street, Room 524 
San Jose, 10, California 
Gentlemen: 

I wish to advise that on December 20, 1962, the California 
Highway Commission passed resolutions adopting the route for a 
portion of State Highway Route 5 in Santa Clara County between 
Route 239 and 115 and establishing a freeway thereon. 

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

The law pertaining to freeways prohibits connecting any 
new public road, street or highway to the freeway without the 
consent of the Department of Public Works. The Department 
may give or withhold its consent as in its opinion will best 
subserve the public interest. Also the State is empowered to 
acquire by purchase the rights of access to abutting properties 
should such action be deemed advisable. 

Your cooperation is requested in advising this office of 
any contemplated subdivisions, applications for building permits, 
or plans for other possible conflicting developments on or near 
the adopted freeway route. It will then be possible for us to 
contact the prospective developer in an effort to reach a mutually 
satisfactory understanding. 

Copies of this letter and attachments are being transmitted 
to the County Planning Commission, the Director of Public Works 
and the Supervisor of the Building/Inspection/Division. 

Yours very ''truly, 
J. P. SINC-SftjCR < 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 

C. F. GREENE 
District Engineer 
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Passed b y C . H . C . 

DEC 2 0 1362 

RESOLUTION ADOPTING STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE IV-SC1-5-D,SJs 

Resolved by the California Highway Commission that 
pursuant to the authority vested in it by law, this Commission 
does hereby select and adopt, as a part of the California 
Freeway and Expressway System, the route for a portion of 
State highway in Santa Clara County, between Route 239 and 
Route 115, Road IV-SC1-5-D,SJs as outlined in a "Report of 
Route Studies" dated November 1962, and as shown on a map 
thereof signed by J„ P. Sinclair, Assistant State Highway 
Engineer, dated October 3 1 , 1962, approved November 19, 1962, 
by J. C. Womack, 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 State0 

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 0 t h „ 
day o f J P £ . Q £ m b a r , 196.2, in the City o f L o _ s _ _ - A n g e l £ s 
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and 
voting therefor. 

Dated this 2 . 6 t h 962 . . 

ROBERT T. MARTIN 
. ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE 

CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION 

EST. 1906. B4416 12-61 BM 8PO 



RECEIVED 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

JAN 15 9 48 AH'63 
COUNTY OF 

SANTA CLARA 



Passed by C.W.C. 

I ;CC 2 0 1.362 

RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A FREEWAY 
ON ( 

ROAD IV-SC1-5-D,S Js 

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 City of San Jose, and the County of Santa Clara, and 
designated as Road IV-SC1-5-D,SJs. 

2. That the section of State highway hereinafter des-
cribed is hereby declared to be a part of the California 
Freeway and Expressway System, 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 5 in the City 
of San Jose and the County of Santa Clara between 
Route 239 and Route 115 as same is shown on the 
general route map thereof adopted by the California 
Highway Commission on December , 1962, which 
general route map is on file in'"the office, of the 
Department of Public Works at Sacramento, California. 

avh.. 
00, 
j ̂  

THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregoing is a full and correct copy 
of the <or ig iy resolution passed by the California Highway Com-
mission at its meeting regularly called and held on t h e . 2 0 £ h . 
day of ._D-af i .eml ie .y 1 9 6 - 2 in the City o f - L a s u . J i n g & l e p 
a^ma jority, of .the; members of said Commission being present and 
voting therefor.'1 

Dated thisi&feth„_day 196.2. 

ROBERT T. MARTIN 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE 

CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION 

E S T . 1 0 0 6 . 0 4 4 1 A 1 2 - f l l OH B F O 
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Freewoy Adopted 
November 25,1957 

BEGINNING OF ROUTE ADOPTION Freeway Adopted END OF ROUTE ADOPTION 

ROUTE 5 

I hereby certify that by resolution of the California Highway 
Commission adopted December 20,1962 the route marked 

1 roposed State Highway" on this map was selected and adopted as 
the route for a portion of State Highway Route S /n So/? fa C/ara 
County between /Poo fa 239 aod /Zoute / / S 

Attest: ^ ^ J ^ ' U c / - / 
Secretary 

California Highway Commission 

ffilAltihlhM 

L U M h ROCK 

FLORIN CE 

ROUTE 2 

... - » , - r ' 

M E M B E R S OI 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 

December 20,1962 

ROUTE OF PROPOSED 
STATE HIGHWAY 

IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY 
BETWEEN 

ROUTE 239 
AND 

ROUTE 115 
DIST.IV SC I - 5 -D ,SJs 

^ c a l e in Feet 
0 1000 2000 
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December 21* 1962 

Mr; w. Falltrick 
District Superintendent 
Franklin-McKinley School District 
400 Tully Road 
San Jose, California \ • • • 

Subj act 8 Routing of Highway Route S 

Dear Mr* Falltrick§ 
Please be advised that the Board of Supervisors 

at its regularly scheduled meeting on December 17* 1962 con-
sidered arguments relative to the advisability of holding 
public hearings on the routing of Highway Route #5 between 
Route #239 and Route $115. 

I t was the decision of the Board that further 
hearings were unnecessary* and a resolution was adopted con-
curring in the recommendation of the state Highway Engineer 
in the selection of Alternate &BCA route as shown in the re-
port of route studies» 

Very truly yours* 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Mrs* Jean Pullan* Clerk 
of the Board of Supervisors 

JP&DSflRsbs 



SfranMtn - <zA/[eD(inLu ^bisbuct ' 
^ Mr. T. W. Falltrick, Jr., Dist. Sup*. 

TRUSTEES 
4 0 0 TULLY ROAD 

WILBUR FAIR » . . ^ 
ANTHONY MAZOTTI . PHONE: CYpro* . 2 - 8 4 5 2 

® J O H N raT SAN J O S E ' CALIFORNIA 
JACK ADAMS . 

December 3, 1962 

Board of Supervisors- rf if '/ ,/y 
County of Santa Clara ^ '' 
70 West Rosa Street 
San Jose, California 

D • ' . • 

Gentlemen: 
The Franklin-McKinley School District has received acknowledge-
ment from.the State Division of Highways to our letter of October 
18, 1962, However, the local planning bodies have not communicated 
with the School District regarding the recommendations proposed in 
the above letter. ." 
The Board of Trustees of the Franklin-McKinley School District 
respectfully requests that the hearings on this matter be held 
open until such-time as the Board has the opportunity to further 
investigate information which has been brought to their attention, 
in order to protect the interests of the District. 

Very truly yours 

.Itrick ' 
District Superintendent 

TWF:lm 
cc; Mr. J. P. Sinclair, State Division of Highways 

Mr* A. P* Hamann, City Manager 
County Planning Commission * CO r5? 
City Planning Commission J> O 0 

CD O 
Mr. J. Orsburn, Bureau of Schoolhouse Planning. 22T O co 0 

<Z 6 

M O D B O R - M W C - D P W - C C -

> z =r S 
„ — 1 • Ss 2 
J- ' ~ '22 S r x o > 0 ' S . -S . 
>> ro £ 

. . DEO 17 W ' 
Date_u--'_ 
f * • APPROVED. - — 
. RE; CE> CC PC DPW FLD 
WOABSTAINS:..; 
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December 179 1962 

Mr* J. P. Sinclair 
Assistant State H&gtoay Engineer 
P* 0« Boat 3366 • Rincon Annex 
San Francisco0 California 

Res Resolution by the Board of Supervisors of Santa 
Clara County declaring the holding of a Public 
Hearing* on the routing of Highway Route #5 between 
Rotate #239 and Rout© ff!15» to be unnecessary* * 

Dear Mr. Sinelairs 
Enclosed you will find too certified copies of a resolution 
adopted by the- Board of Supervisors of'Santa Clara County 
at its regularly scheduled sneeting on December 17„ 1962« 
This resolution states that the Board of Supervisors are in 
concurrence t$ith the recoiraendation of the State Highway 
Engineer In the selection of alternate ABCA as shown on the 
report of route studies* 
I t also declares that the holding of a Public Hearing by 
the State Highway Commission on the proposed route is unnec-
essary* The enclosed copies are for' your information* 

Very truly yours9 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

JPsDMRstea 
enc* 
cc«Public Work© 

MrSo Jean Pullan 
Clerk of the Board 
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RESOLUTION WAIVING HEARING ON PORTION OF 
STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE 5 BETWEEN ROUTE 239 
AND ROUTE. 115, ALL WITHIN THE COUNTY OF 

SANTA CLARA 

WHEREAS, 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 5 in Santa 
Clara County between Route 239 and Route 115; and . . 

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on October 2, 1962 to 
present the results of the studies of the Division of Highways 
relating to this project; and 

WHEREAS, the State Highway/Engineer has recommended to the 
California Highway Commission that the selected route should be 
Alternate ABCA as shown on the Report of Route Studies; and 

WHEREAS, this,Board of Supervisors believes the California 
Highway Commission now has before it all pertinent information 
relative to this project. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that this Board of Supervisors 
concurs in the recommendation of the State Highway Engineer in 
the selection of Alternate ABCA as shown on the Report of Route 
Studies, and that this Board of Supervisors believes that the 
State Highway Commission now has before it all pertinent infor-
mation relating to this project as it affects local interests. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that on account of the aforesaid 
statements herein, this Board of Supervisors considers that a 
public hearing by the State Highway Commission on the proposed 
route is unnecessary. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a certified copy of this 
resolution be directed to the State Highway Engineer of the 

© e f t e e D E C 1 7 1962 
t . & W . W * TSxHB. ADOPT: w f ^ . YFS-?H—M-W-0— 

J . ' • NO.- X ABSTAINS.-,. 
ABSENT: . 

. C o m u t w " ' ' 
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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 

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS 
D I S T R I C T IV 
I B O O A K S T R E E T 

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

U N O B R K I L L 3 * 0 2 2 2 

November 29, 1962 P L E A S E R E F E R 
T O F I L E N o . 

IV-SOI-5-D.SJS 
56-04T09H1466.0 
60-04T09H2084.0 

Honorable Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
70 West Rosa Street 
San Jose. .10, 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 5 in Santa 
Clara County, between Route 239 and. Route 115. 

The State Highway Engineer, in accord with established 
practice, has recommended to the Commission that the route be 
relocated as shown on the attached map. For your information, 
the recommended routing conforms to the studied alternate 
referred to as Alternate ABCA in the accompanying Report of 
Route Studies. 

On receipt of the State Highway Engineerfs recommendation, 
the Commission on November 27, 1962, passed a resolution 
declaring its intention to consider adoption as a freeway of 
the subject portion of highway. A copy of this "Notice of 
Intention on Freeway Location" resolution is attached. 

As you will recall, the staff of the Division of Highways 
held a public hearing in San Jose on October ..2, 1962, to. present 
the results of its studies with respect to this project and to 
receive in return from those present any additional information 
which may have a bearing on the routing, particularly with 
regard to the local community aspects. All of the information 
presented for record at and subsequentttg this hearing has been forwarded to the Commissiorgtor-its consideration. In addition, 
each member of the Commissionfhas been furnished a copy of the 
transcript of the proceedings of this hearing to facilitate 
his personal review of the ̂ ĉ ecjfcj proj)o§al. 

A sous t? 1962 
KEt^Sr. 

APPROVED 
RE 1 CE CC PC DPW PLD 

Copy <*ch Bd Member - HWC - DPW - CC ^ ^ ABSTAINS: 
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To: 
Honorable Board of Supervisors November 29, 1962 

The Commission now wishes to insure that it has before 
it all the facts relative to this route location matter in 
order that it may act for the best interest of the State. To 
this end if your Honorable Board feels that additional pertinent 
information is now available which might be helpful to the 
Commission in the final route selection, it would be proper to 
submit such information at this time. 

If you feel that further presentation or explanation of 
this highway project would be helpful to you, please advise this 
office and the Division of Highways will have a representative 
present at the next regular, meeting of your Board. 

If your Honorable Board feels that a public hearing by 
the Commission is necessary to fully inform the Commission as 
to local interests, the Commission will on request of the County 
hold such a hearing. If your Honorable Board considers that a 
public hearing by the Commission on this..proposed relocation is 
unnecessary, will you please so advise by regular resolution. 

Your cooperation in advising us of your wishes in this 
matter will be sincerely appreciated. 

Very truly yours 
J. C. WOMACK 
State Highway Engineer 

District Engineer 
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NOTICE OF INTENTION ON FREEWAY LOCATION, ROAD IV-SC1-5-D,SJS 

WHEREAS, memorandum dated November 19, 19^2, by 
J. C. Womack, State Highway Engineer, reporting to the California 
Highway Commission that studies for a freeway location of State 
highway in Santa Clara County, between Route 239 and Route 115* 
Road IV-SC1-5-D,SJs have been completed and submitting therewith 
a map showing the location which is recommended for adoption; 
having been read and discussed, 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the State Highway 
Engineer be authorized and directed to give public notice of the 
Commission's intention to consider the adoption of a location of 
a freeway on State highway in Santa Clara County, between Route 
239 and Route 115, Road IV-SCl-5-D,SJs and also to give written 
notice to the Board of Supervisors of Santa Clara County and the 
City Council of San Jose of such intention. Such notice to the 
Board of Supervisors of Santa Clara County and the City Council 
of San Jose shall specify that if either of these bodies con-
siders a public hearing on the matter necessary, the Commission 
will hold or cause to be held such hearing, if requested by such 
local legislative body within thirty days after the first regular 
meeting of such local legislative body following receipt of written 
notice by the State Highway Engineer, 
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Freeway Adopted 
November 25,1957 

BEGINNING OF ROUTE ADOPTION Freeway Adopted 
September 20,1962 OF ROUTE ADOPTION 

III 
ROUTE 5 

I hereby certify that by resolution of the California Highway 
Commission adopted the route marked 

Iroposed State Highway" on this map was selected and adopted as 
the route for a portion of State Highway Route San fa C/ara 
County Jbetwee/? /?ouf<? 339 and /Saate / / S 

m ROUTED 

Attest: 
Secretary 

California Highway Commission 

M E M B E R S o r C A L I F O R N I A H I G H W AY C O M M I S S I O N 

0 ctober__3JA. J962_ 

State Highway £/igr. 
ended: 

Planning Engineer 

Appr^rf^November 19, ,9 62 

Stale Highway Engineer Ci»il Engineer—License No. 5945 

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

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

DIVISION O F HIGHWAYS 

MAP SHQWING 

ROUTE OF PROPOSED 
STATE HIGHWAY 

IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY 
BETWEEN 

ROUTE 239 
AND 

ROUTE 115 -
DIST.IV TSCI - 5 -D,SJs 

\ - 0 

Scole in Feet • 
0 1000 2000 4000 
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REPORT 
OF 

ROUTE STUDIES . 
RELATIVE TO THE FREEWAY LOCATION OF 

STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE 5 
IN 

SANTA CLARA COUNTY 
BETWEEN 
ROUTE 239 

AND 
ROUTE 115 (ALUM ROCK AVENUE) 

IN 
SAN JOSE 

ROAD IV-SCl-5-SJs 

November - 1962 
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PROPOSAL 
To establish the freeway location of the portion of 

State Highway Route 5 in the City of San Jose between Route 239 
and Route 115 (Alum Rock Avenue)* a distance of approximately 
7 A miles• 
HtlNCIPAL CITY 

The route under consideration passes through the City of 
San Jose which has a population of 3Q9>700. 
EXISTING HIGHWAY 
A. Legislative Description 

Route 5 is froms 
a) Route 56 near Santa Cruz to Route 68 near 

Story Road. 
b) Route 68 near San Jose to Route 4 near 

Stockton via Hayward." 
B. Existing Facility 

There is no existing State facility for Route 5 
between project limits. 

C. Federal Aid Routes 
Route 5 within project limits is not on the Federal 
Aid System. 
The section of existing Route '5 north of Route 68 
is FAP-5® 

D. f Principal Deficiency 
The principal deficiency at present is that there is 
no traversable route for Route 5 between project limits 
except via congested indirect City streets. Many of 
these City streets are operating at or beyond practical 
capacity. 
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TRAFFIC 
It is estimated that if this freeway were in operation 

today it would carry an average daily traffic volume ranging 
from approximately 40*000 at the westerly end, to approximately 
20,000 at the northeasterly end of the project. 
MASTER FLANS 

The County of Santa Clara has a General Plan which was 
adopted April 17, I960* The City of San Jose has a General Plan 
adopted February 14* 1961* Both of these plans provide for a 
freeway along the general corridor of the alternate locations pre-? 
sented herein. 
ROUTE PLANNING 

The subject portion of highway is included in the 
California Freeway and Expressway System. 

The adjoining portion of Route 5 to the west and south 
has been constructed to freeway standards and studies are currently 
under way to determine the freeway routing of the portion of Route 
5 to the north and east. The freeway location has also been 
established for Route 239 (the Junipero Serra Freeway) Joining this 
project on the west. Funds have 'been budgeted and work is now" 
under way on the first contract of the Junipero Serra Freeway from 
Route 5 to, Stevens Creek Road. 
PROPOSED TYPICAL SECTION 

It is proposed to develop this project as an ultimate 
8-lane freeway with a 22-foot median. The number of lanes to 
be provided initially will be determined when construction becomes 
imminent* 
STUDIES OF ALTERNATE ROUTES 

In general, six principal alternate routings or combi-
nations thereof were developed in detail* These are represented 
on the attached project map, Exhibit A, and the attached summary 
sheet, Exhibit B 9 as Alternates A, ABA, ABCA., AC A, AFA^ and AFACA. 

Alternate A - ... . 
— gvjyV.^ ^ 

Alternate A is the basic studjg.d routing which most 
closely resembles the location shown ionUlocal Master Plans. From the begimilĵ g of tfte "project to 
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Just west of Meridian Road this alternate Is generally 
parallel to and' just west of Moorpark Avenue, It then 
crosses to the south of Moorpark Avenue to avoid the 
extensive industrial development between Meridian and 
Lincoln Avenues and swings northeasterly across Los 
Gates Creek and the Southern Pacific Railroad. 

Line A then continues easterly? passing through the southerly portion of Gardner Elementary School Playground. 
After crossing the Guadelupe River, the A Line again 
swings northeasterly to pass between Woodrow Wilson 
Junior High School and Washington Elementary Schools traversing to the north of San Jose Bible College. It 
crosses the Coyote River through undeveloped Kelly Park 
and then proceeds through the open area north of and 
parallel to Story Roady passing between McKinley Elementary School and Jennings Radio Corporation to intersect Bayshore 
Freeway approximately 1400 feet north of Story Road. 
East of Bayshore Freeway to Jackson Avenue Alternate A 
traverses unimproved land which the City of San Jose has 
protected from development for a number of years pending 
the highway construction. The line crosses Jackson 
Avenue while curving to the north to Intersect Alum Rock 
Avenue. 
Alternate A B A 
This alternate is common to Line A from the beginning of 
the project to just east of Lincoln Avenue where it swings 
northeasterly to occupy a location two or three blocks or 
so north of Line A. This routing passes to the north of 
Gardner Elementary School and Wilson Junior High School. 
In the vicinity of 7th Street this alternate rejoins the 
A Line, which it follows to the end of the project* 
Alternate A B C A 
This location is identical to Alternate ABA discussed 
above except between 7th Stz&et and Lucretia Avenue where 
it swings southerly to pass to the south of San Jose 
Bible College 
Alternate A C A - -

t 1 v ' 
Alternate ACA Involves a cross-over fram, Line A to L 
between 3*"d and 8th Streets. ^ 
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Alternate AFA 
Alternate AFA differs from Alternate A only on the 
portion between Lincoln Avenue and the Guadelupe River 
where it curves southerly avoiding the Gardner Ele-
mentary School. This location passes through the south-
east corner of the Clky-cwned Biebrach Park near the 
easterly Junction with the A Line. The City Planning 
Director feels that this feature Is not considered 
objectionable since additional land could be purchased 
by the City for another park. 
Alternate AFACA 
This routing is a combination utilizing Alternate AFA 
westerly of the Guadelupe River and Alternate ACA east-
erly thereof. 
As a result of discussions With the City of San Jose, 
Franklin-McKinley Elementary School District and 
Jennings Radio Corporation, a design variation of the 
A Line was developed between Coyote River and just east 
of Bayshore Freeway. The School Board, In discussions, 
had Indicated that the A Line would be detrimental to 
classroom activity because of noise and fumes. Jennings 
Radio Corporation expressed concern that Line A would 
be too close to Its plant and would cause contamination 
of the clean air needed for Its operation. 
The resulting design variationp Identified as the A-l Line is located a maximum distance of 500+ feet north 
of Line A and Is a minimum of 300 feet further removed 
from Jennings Radio property. It Would require reloca-
tion of the McKinley School to a new site. School 
officials have indicated that the A-l Line would be 
acceptable to them on the condition that equivalent 
facilities be provided at the new site prior to destruc-
tion of the present school and subject to certain zoning 
provisions In the vicinity of the route. 
Line A-l involves an added cost of approximately $900,000 
but offers additional advantages from the standpoint of 
Increased traffic service (providing approximately 
$1 million more in 20-year user savings) and improved 
interchange conditions at Bayshore Freeway. A final 
decision with respect^to development along Line A-l as 
opposed to Line A eouid be made during the detail design 
of the project following route adcpfcfcoxW- -
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In addition to the foregoing principal alternates, two 
other locations shown in light dashed line on Exhibit 
A 9 were investigated but later eliminated from serious 
consideration for reasons listed below: 

Alternate AEA 
This routing was laid out to test a location south-
erly of the principal alternates in the vicinity of 
Keyes Street. It is 0*2 mile longer and provides 
approximately $28 million less user-benefits than 
the basic alternate Line A without offering any 
particular compensating advantages. 
Alternate AHA 
Alternate AHA follows southerly along the Western 
Pacific Railroad crossing Monterey Highway south 
of Fhelan Avenue and the Bayshore Freeway Just north 
of Tully Road* East of King Street it turns north-
erly to rejoin Line A near Jackson Avenue. This 
alternate was laid out in an attempt to evaluate 
utilization of somewhat less developed property than 
tho», principal alternates. It was found, however, 
that this alternate, "by reason of its added length 
(+2.3 miles) and its remote location from the future 
center of the City offered only from 50 to 60 per 
cent of the traffic service provided by the principal 
alternates. 

ACTION TAKEN SUBSEQUENT TO INITIATION OF STUDIES 
Conferences 
Eight meetings were held with technical staffs and local 
officials of the City and County subsequent to the 
initiation of studies early in i960. 

B. Local Authorities Notified of the Provisions of Section 
,75v5 of"~bhe Streets and Highways Code. 
On August 31* 1962, the Board of Supervisors of Santa 
Clara County and the City Council of San Jose were 
informed by letter, of the provisions of Section 75.5 
of the Streets and Highways Code. No information 
pertinent to this section of the 'iwas offered by 
either the County or the City for' presentation at the 
public hearing. 

A 1 * 
.., :, OS- . ...Uo 
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Other State Agencies Contacted In Conformance 
with Section 84 of the Streets and Highways Tfode 
and SCR1<M19$B.) 
The State Lands Division, the Department of Conserva-
tion, the Department of Parks and Recreation, the 
Division of Beaches axid Parks, and the Division of 
Small Craft Harbors were advised of the proposed 
improvement by letters dated August 31* 1962* and 
invited to attend the public hearing. 
Other Necessary Contacts with Federals State, 
Municipal or Local Agencies 
The Bureau of Public Roads, the U.S. Corps of 
Engineers, the State Department of Fish and Game, the 
State Department of Water Resources, the State Depart-
ment of Finance, the State Department of Agriculture, 
the State Division of Aeronautics, the State Division 
of Architecture, and the Public Utilities Commission 
were invited by letters dated August 31» 19^2, to 
attend the public hearing. 
The Santa Clara County Flood Control and Conservation 
District and the local school districts affected were 
similarly invited to attend the public hearing. 
Public Hearing 
A well publicized public hearing was held in San Jose 
by the Division of Highways on October 2, 1962, to 
present the results of the studies. Approximately 
325 persons attended this hearing including repre-
sentatives of the U.S. Bureau of Public Roads, the 
U.S. Corps of Engineers, the County of Santa Clara, 
the City of San Jose, San Jdse Unified School District, 
Campbell Union School District and San Jose Bible 
College. 
The Assistant State Highway Engineer, District IV, 
served as the presiding officer at this public hearing, 
during which the six principal alternates were presented 
without an expressed preference. Lines E and H were 
also briefly discussed as locations which had been 
investigated but found to be inferior for reasons 
previously mentioned« v\ 
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Representatives of Santa Clara County and the.City 
of San Jose went on record supporting the project 
but made no recommendation with respect to a specific 
routing. 
A representative of the San Jose Unified School District 
expressed concern regarding the possible closing off of 
access roads from the north leading to San Jose City 
College at Moorpark Avenue and San Jose-Los Gatos Road, 
and the need for adequate access to Woodrow Wilson 
School located just east of Quadelupe River. He also 
advised that the School District is opposed to the 
A Line where it requires land from Gardner Elementary 
School just east of the Southern Pacific Railroad. 
The Superintendent of Campbell School-District 
made an appeal that school districts be brought into 
the1'picture on highway planning earlier. He also 
expressed concern about the provision of adequate access 
to schools. 
The Division of Highways advised the school officials 
that the access features would be the subject of nego-
tiation with the local officials following route 
adoption. 
A representative of San Jose Bible College opposed the 
portion of the A Line affecting his institution. He 
advised that this routing would deprive the college of 
one-third of its campus area, would affect the use of 
the academic facilities due to the freeways proximity 
to buildings, and would isolate the college. 
A representative of Jennings Radio Manufacturing 
Company, east of McLaughlin Road, opposed the A Line in 
that area on the basis that it would seriously inter-
fere with the manufacturing processes of his company. 
He advised that the A-l variation would be acceptable, 
but not desirable. 
An attorney representing a property owner in the vicinity 
of the A Line between 7th Street and Lucretia Avenue 
submitted a. petition signed by some 90 residents opposing 
the A Line and recommending Line C. • 
Copies of the report and transcript^of' .proceedings of 
this public hearing were forwardedSfor the attention of 
the members of the California Highway1Commission-hinder 
date of October 31* 1962. 
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An addendum to this report containing subsequent 
correspondence received in connection with this 
project was forwarded for the attention of the members 
of the Commission on Monday, November 19, 1962. 

P. Actions Taken by Local Officials 
On November 5, 1962, the City Cornell of San Jose 
adopted a resolution recommending adoption of Alter-
nate ABCA and waiving a further public hearing. 
On November 13, 1962, the Board of Supervisors of Santa 
Clara County adopted a resolution recommending adoption 
of Alternate ABCA. 

ATTACHMENTS 
Exhibit A - Project Map 
Exhibit B - Comparative Data Sheet 



VUV10 V1NVS 
J O AJLNDOO 

Z9« Wl/01 01 OEMU sao 



EXHIBIT A 

\ 

U 
</> 

o 
-i 

© 

z 
< 

(0 

•j* % 

U0 IP 

52-

fsn^. 

ntuHS!0-

3t\ V 

- s 

Hi 

litfs-

of*** 

i 

ftp-
v 

f/ I 

•.oJJii^-

N70M7 

hS 

§ 

W •v' 

1 
O 
*s| 
SI k 
«fc 
iS 

Is 
- I , V ' 

1,-1 I 



toor^oo 

W 



COMPARATIVE DATA 

Length Construction Cost R/W & Utils. Total Cost 
Alternate Miles ($Mill.) ($Milly) ($Mill.) 

Improvements Diff. 20-Yr. User 
Required Savings ($Mill.) r 

PRINCIPAL ALTERNATES 
A 
ABA 
ABCA 
ACA 
APA 
APACA 

7.4 

7.4 

7 .4 

7 .4 

7.4 

7.4 

28.3 

27.8 
27.8 
28.3 

28.8 

28.8 

29.0 
29.0 
28.7 

28.6 

29.6 
29.2 

57.3 

56.8 

56.5 

56.9 

58.4 

58.0 

1 0 3 6 

1099 

1092 

1027 

1059 

1050 

Base 
+24.0 

+22.0 
- 0 .5 

+ 0 .3 

0.0 

OTHER ALTERNATES 
AEA 
AIBt̂  

7 .6 

9.7 

2 8 . 5 

2 9 . 2 

2 7 . 8 

28.5 

56.3 

57.7 

1 0 2 9 

8 5 0 

-28 .0 

1 0 0 . 3 
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-CLASS OF SERVICE 

This is a fast message 
unless its deferred char-
acter is indicated by the 
proper symbol. 

WESTERN UN|P 
INFORMATION of f lSLEGRAM 

J 

W . P . M A R S H A L L , PKCSIOCNT 03V« 3; SF-1201 

S Y M B O L S V 
D L = D a y Letter 

NL«=Night Letter 

LT= ^International ' 
Letter Telegram 

The filing time shown in the date line on domestic telegrams is S T A N D A R D T I M E at point of origin. Time of receipt is S T A N D A R D TIMEjet p^jnt of destination 

W t W f i t f j 03 
• . « ^ stf? u 

AF./. JOo 0 SXB238 PD FAX SACRAMENTO. CALIF 2 ? 13IP PST 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS * - ' ^ J , * 

COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA COUNTY COURTHOUSE SAN. JOSE CALIF "-c; 

THE CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION REQUESTED THE STATE HIGHWAY 
ENGINEER TO ADVISE THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF SANTA CLARA 
COUNTY OF THE COMMISSIONS INTENTION TO CONSIDER THE ADOPTION 
OF A FREEWAY ROUTING IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY BETWEEN ROUTE 239 , 
AND OUTE 115 ROAD IV-6CL5-D, SJS THE STATE HIGHWAY ENGINEER. 
HAS BEEN REQUESTED TO CONSULT WITH YOUR HONORABLE BODY PRIOR 
TO FURTHER ACTION ON THIS MATTER BY THE COMMISSION EXPLANATORY 
LETTER FROM THE DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS WILL FOLLOW 

J C WOMACK STATE HIGHWAY ENGINEER . 

Q 

a 

c c '*-





: • RESOLUTION OP THE BOARD. OF; SUPERVISORS' *0F'SANTA CIARA/ . /;•;" ' : • 
0 ' v/ ' COUNTY ..RECOMMENDING: ALIGNMENT FOR -STATE ROUTE 5 BETWEEN ;•1 • ', 

' •• STATE SIGN ROUTE ,17 nAT< MOORj?ARK AVENUE AND; STAf E' ROUTE.. ; • ; ' • 
^ ' V ̂  v 115 (ALUM /ROCK AVENUE) -IN THE VICINITY"OF, JACKSON AVENUE :': " -

. ŴHEREAS:, 
' hearing • dn^Qctober 1962fpr ;the purpose • pf - adopting a precise'/' " • 
f aligî xflent ''fQr' Statd ;Roi4te '5, "tĥ  JuniperQ ' Serra Freeway. Extension "v •' 

fpr 1 cOrisIdê rationy> ̂ r i d X ; - ! : , - -'r i;-
v , - \ v- WHEREASkv?. th^Boavd of-Supervisors • of $ant̂ ;-Clara Cb&rify/<; y ̂  < 
. • - - has Xevi^wed ĥ̂ r'̂ t.edtRoiiitê S.: andv̂ f inds ..';; 

., :•• v: will- be mo s;t ppapat ib le the gr ea tas ti pub lie;'; go pd .and :th.e -.lea s.t , v .. 
"• private; Injury . . ' - v < > ' \ :

; • 
v,'.;., NÔ ,. THEREfORE ,, BE IT RESOLVEDthkt' the '-Santa Clar.Couirity ^ 

-.V . Board o f $upe^ vis or e doefi her ehv' reconimend'' adoDtion of- ,then alienmeht • V > 
plan which fc 

1 • ; ' Route 
.yS'̂ 'i- vJ .; ' ^Tji^HER^ 
v.̂y;' ̂senjt•.to the.' As6istahit"./'sta(te\ High.̂ ,̂yJ Engineer; of ;.ki)ist^p't,^ 
V state ' iiiyiMon! of ifighŵ ys .tp;,^ «: a.,parŴ of:t:he- ' ; f 

proceedings; fpr' thifi'vclted.̂ pute;̂ ^̂  V V • 
: PASSED; AND ADOPTED bf ';Boaid of: ' 

jj. County, of $afita; tlara^ . St̂ te',pf, cilifo^nl^ 
• . ' s 1962; by tKe 

;AYE;S'J 
NOES 

... ABSENT: , ; Supervisors 

\ ' ' ' • ;Chairrt^Ti;'Bpard."ot; §tipervls9̂ s ; - • . 

d'.pf ̂ upervi^prs 'hereby'r$cpT^^nd>.4dopt^ 7 
which follows the A B > --C A Route .from' Sign̂ /Route tP ' ;*v 

a 115..: : . V.Hi? ^ v-' • v -

. ' ATTEST:r t ' JEAN^PULLAN; Clerk-Bpaicd 6f Supervisors t: 

1' oV ,v ' . ; • \ • < 

r ' OO M : ' V 
' J> ' - V .' 

7-".' 1 . '• • -
6 
T 

Dfl, . • ... - 'v'-\\\ 

• • v!- ' ' * .• . •' - J* t^'f i • &'hi• 



November 1962 

£4r0 Jo S>o Sinclair 
Resistant State Highway Engineer 
Po >00 Box 3366 o Rincon annex 
San Francisco, California 

Subjects Resolution by the Board of supervisors 
of th© County of Santa Clara recommending 
alignment for State Route 5 

Sear Mr® Sinclairs 
Enclosed you will find a certified copy of a 

resolution adopted lay the Board of Supervisors at its regu~ 
larly scheduled meeting on November 13* 19S2o This resolution 
recosamendo to the. division of Highx^a^s the alignment for State 
Route 5 between State Sign Route 17 at Moorpark Avenue and 
State Route 115 in tho vicinity of Jackson Avenue, follow the 
h « B - C ~ & &oute* 

She Board ha© • instructed that a copy of this reeol* 
ution he oent to you0 

Very truly yours 9 
BO&RD m smmvxsons 

£0rBo tfean Pullan, Clerk 
of the Board of Supervisors 

tfPaM&ab© 
Enco 
ccs Public Works Dept* w/enco 
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August 31* 1962 
p l e a s e r e f e r 
t o f i l e n o . 

IV-SCl-5-SJs 
62-04T09H2084.0 
56-04TO9H1466.0 

SCl-5-SJs 

Honorable Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
County Office Building 
70 W. Rosa Street 
San Jose, California 
Gentlemen: 

The Division of Highways has scheduled a public hearing at 
2:00 p.m., Tuesday, October 2, 1962, in the San Jose Civic 
Auditorium located on San Carlos Street between Almaden Avenue 
and Market Street* 

The purpose of the hearing is to present the results of 
studies for the location of Route 5* an extension of-the 
Junipero Serra Freeway from Route 239* the Los Gatos Freeway, to 
Route 115, Alum Roclc Avenue. 

No specific recommendations will be made by the Division 
of Highways at this hearing. Representatives of local govern-
ments, civic groups, and individuals will be encouraged to 
present their views concerning factors which could influence 
the location and development of the freeway. Comparative data 
will be presented on several alternative studies. 

Section 75*5 of the Streets and Highways Code, provides 
that at any public hearing before the- department on the selection 
of any freeway route at which comparative estimates are presented 
of the benefits which would accrue to drivers of motor vehicles 
in the use of alternate routes, there will also be presented upon 
request of any (J.ity-or County affected, estimates for the same 
period of the effect that the selection of any alternate may have 
upon community values, including but not limited to property 
values, State and local facilities, and city street and county 
highway traffic. 

Attached is a copy of Section 75.5* together with a resolution 
of the California Highway Commission which was adopted on February 
26, 1958, setting forth current procedures for adoption of freeway 
locations in California. 

DATE.JSEP N 1962. 

Cooy oach Ed tAei.-.bsr - H W C - D P W - CC * Wgfr 





Honorable Board of Supervisors -2- August 31* 1962 

If the County wishes to avail itself of the provisions of 
Section 75•5 regarding presentation of data on the merits of 
one alternate over another with respect to community values, 
an opportunity will be provided at this hearing. 

Prior to the hearing, exhibits showing various studies 
will be displayed for public review from 2:00 p.m. to 9:.00 p.m. 
at the San Jose Civic Auditorium on Monday, September lif, 1962, 
and Thursday, September 20, 1962. 

You are cordially invited to attend. 
Very truly yours 

k. SINCLAIR 
st. State Highway Engineer 

Attachment 
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An net in add H notion 7-).5 it) the »S'Ircctx and Jlirihwa}/* Code, 
rolalivfj to state highway and frrewtnf routes. 
I A|i|»i»*Vfil hy »;m-crn«»r̂lny 4, Kilir-l vhl; 

Si'i*rr'l:iry nf KlitU; .M«y I. 1!»*iil.| 
The'people of the State of California do enact as follows: , \ 

SECTION 1. Section 75.fi is added to tho Streets and High-
woys Code, to read: 

75.5. A t any public hearing or meeting before the u'ommifl-
sion or department on tho selection of any stato highway or 
freeway route nt which comparative estimates are presented 
of the benefits thai would accrue to drivers of motor vohiclcs 
iii tho use of alternative routes,, on request of any city nr 
county affected, estimates for the same time period, and based 
on similar assumptions, us tho driver benefit estimates shall 
also be presented of the cffcet that tho selection of cither route 
would have upon community values, Including but not limited 
to property values, shite and local public rucilitios, und city 
street and county highway truflic. Such estimates are required 
only if requested by an »fleeted city or comity which transmits 
with its request such informstion relative to the estimates as it 
may wish to havo presented. The department, whenever it an-
nounces that a public hearing or meeting is to be held on the 
selection of any state highway or freeway route, shall notify 
any affected city or county t hat it may make such a request. 
Failure of the department or the commission to comply with 
tho requirements nf this section shall not invalidate any action 
of the commission as to tlie ndoption nf a routing for any state 
highway, nor shalt such failure be admissible evidence in any 
litigation for the acquisition of rights of way or involving the 
allocation of funds or the construction of the highway. 
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9 • 
RESOLUTION RESTATING PROCEDURE RELATIVE TO ADOPTION OP FREE!* 
WAY LOCATIONS BY THE CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION. 

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

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

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

(b) Call to the attention of the appropriate local 
governing body, in writing, the provisions of Section 75.5 of the 
Streets and Highways Code;. 

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

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

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

3. When authorized so to do by the Commission, the State 
Highway Engineer shall notify the appropriate local governing body, 
which notice shall be publicized, of the intention of the Commis-
sion to consider the location of the freeway. Such notification 
shall include a statement that the Commission or designated members 
thereof will hold a public hearing on the proposal, if requested to 
do so by the local legislative body within thirty (30).days after 
the first regular meeting of such body following receipt of such 
written notification; provided, however, that if, prior to receipt, 



of such notification from the Commission, the local legislative 
body or bodies shall have, by resolution, declared that no public 
hearing by the Commission is necessary, then'the notification by 
the State Highway Engineer shall advise such local body only of 
the intention of the Commission to consider the matter. 

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

./ ' 
5. After the expiration of such period of thirty (30) 

days, if no hearing is requested, or after such meetings or hear-
ings as the Commission may hold, the Commission will adopt a 
location for the freeway between the limits under consideration.' 

6. The authorization referred to in numbered paragraph 3 
of t h i s resolution, to give public notice of the Commission's 
intention to hold a hearing, shall be by resolution of the 
Commission relating to each specific freeway location proposed to 
be considered. In all other respects, this resolution authorizes 
the'State Highway Engineer, without further resolution or order of 
t h i B Commission, to do such things and take such action as may 
appear to him to be necessary or proper to comply with the above 
specified procedure. 

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

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

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

This resolution is hereby adopted by the California Highway 
CommiBBion at Sacramento, California,,, this 26th day of February, 
1958. 5 > 

P jX'bO v 1 * 
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# 
DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS 

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

Gentlemen: 
Attached for your files is a copy of the resolution 

of the California Highway Commission, as recorded on 
December 27, I960, relinquishing to the County of Santa 
Clara superseded portions of State Highway Route 5 
between DiSalvo Avenue and Park Avenue, Road IV-SC1-5-B. 

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

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 B R H I L L 9 - 0 2 2 2 

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

S A N P R A N C 1 S C O I B 

January 5, 1961 P l b a b e R e f e r 
t o f l l t t n o . 

IV-SC1-5-B 
Rel inquishment, 
No. 221^0 

Very truly yours 
J. P. SINCLAIR 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 

District Engineer 
Attachment 





u v r n m ' { y ' x \ n n ^ • a; ni960 
RELINQUISHM ENT OF SUPERSEDED STATE HIGHWAY nJ-'JfJ 

IN THE COUNTY OP SANTA CLARA, ROAD IV-SCL-5-B 
WHEREAS, portions of the State highway within the County 

of Santa Clara along Stevens Creek Road, San Carlos Street and 
Race Street between DiSalvo Avenue at the freeway and the south 
city limits of San Jose at Park Avenue, road IV-SC1-5-B, here-
inafter particularly described, have been superseded by a change 
in the location of said highway; and 

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

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS VOTED by tire Calif ornia Highway 
Commission that it relinquish, and it. does hereby relinquish to. 
the County of Santa Clara, effective upon the recordation of a 
certified copy hereof with, the Recorder of Santa Clara County, 
those portions, of^superseded State highway In said county, to-
gether with the right of way and appurtenances thereof, described 
as follows: 

All those portions of the superseded State, highway, road 
IV-SC1-5-B, (Stevens Creek Road, San Carlos Street and Race 
Street), which lie outside of the San Jose city limit lines de-
scribed in San Jose City Ordinances Nos, 5028, 5217, 5758, 4511 
and 2030 and which are bounded on the westerly end on said Stevens 
Creek Road by the southerly prolongation of the easterly line of 
DiSalvo Avenue across last said road (said prolongation being along 
the present easterly line of State freeway, road IV-SCl-5-SJs) and 
bounded on the northerly end.on said Race Street by the'San Jose 
city limit lirie which runs easterly along the center of Park 
Avenue. 

A net length of 1,19 miles, more or less, consisting of three 
portions with net lengths of 0.01 of a mile, 0.66 of a mile and 
0.52 of a mile, more or less. 

ALSO a road connection at the southeasterly corner of Bascom 
Avenue and said San Carlos Street said connection being all that 
parcel of land described!as Parcel No. 1 in the Final Order of 
Condemnation No. 56421 recorded May 5, 1942 in Volume 1093, at 
page 333, Official Records of Santa Clara County. 

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 S,$ate<=p V 

CO 

highway hereby relinquished. t: o c-> CS 
•ri CD •-1 ro 

r-o 
71 

CO TV-

-+—* *v> —- r* . 
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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 f h a J A f c to-
day o t b e n o m b e x . . , 1 9 . 6 0 , in ihe Cify o f . . S . k G . r a m e n t p 
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and 
voting therefor. 

PMfd fhis.,.15-th . . ( d a y o I Z a ^ f f l L t e x 

G. N. COOK 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE 

CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION 

r s t , K ) « n . 0 0 9 3 3 1 - B P BM R P Q 
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April 23, 1957 
P L E A S E R E F E R 
T O F I L E N O . 

ifQT-1008 
IV-SCl-5,i].2-LGts 
D,Cmb,SJs;HJts 

Dear Mr. Bushnell: 
Construction of Route 5 freeway in the vicinity of 

Downing Avenue will result in certain properties losing 
their access. The location of the properties involved, 
together with names of owners, have been indicated on 
attached print of location and topography maps, drawings 
Nos. 669-2 and 995-2, r e spe c"fcive ly. 

At time of freeway agreement negotiations with the County, 
it was anticipated that the area involved would probably be 
subdivided prior to freeway construction due to rapid develop-
ment occurring in vicinity. In the event that such development 
did not take place, it was planned to provide access to the 
area by constructing a frontage road to the west of and 
immediately adjacent to planned freeway between severed 
portion of Downing Avenue and Dutard Lane. 

Although shown on freeway agreement with County, frontage 
road was considered tentative only by both State and County 
and it was agreed that if development of area provided neces-
sary access, frontage road would not be constructed. This 
matter was covered in our letter to you dated March 29* 1955 
to which you replied by letter dated April if, 1955* 

As you know, considerable development has taken place; 
however, three landlocked properties do remain at the 
present time. Because of recent subdivision construction, 
it now appears that a more desirable solution would be the 
extension of severed portion of existing Downing Avenue 
westerly to Westfield Avenue. This extension can be con-
structed more economically than.can the originally planned 
connecting frontage road and, in our opinion, will result 
in a much more desirable street pattern. The method of 
providing access has been discussed with property owners 
concerned, who have indicated a firm desire that Downing 
Avenue be extended to Westfield Avenue. 

M B . 6 - 1957 



Mr. Bushnell - 2 - April 23,,1957 

The originally planned location for frontage road and . 
the now proposed extension of Downing Avenue have been 
indicated on attached print of portion .of drawing No. 669-2 
in green and red color respectively. 

* . * 

As shown on'attached, print a portion of the .proposed. • 
construction will "be located within-unincorporated. area .of. 
the County and it' will be necessary that we receive County1's 
approval thereof. . . .. ' • ' ' 

Xt;is suggested that we be furnished at this time with • a resolution"of the County Board of Supervisors approving 
extension of Downing Avenue, and that modification of the . 
freeway agreeraent.be delayed.'in order that any additional 
changes.,found necessary may be included in'a -single revision. 

As portion of the. proposed construction will be located 
within the Cities of Campbell and San' Jose, similar' requests 
for resolutions . "are being made to -these .agencies. * / 

We hope that you may give this matter; your early 
attention, as' it is* expected that freeway construction will 
be underway' this summer. • -

• f .-.Very 'truly yours,' 
B. W; Booker- _ 

• ' Asst. State Highway Engineer 

By. . 
R. A.. Hayler^ 
District Engineer 
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S T A T E O F C A L I F O R N I A 

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

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS 
DISTRICT IV 

T 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 

S 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 

January 31, 1956 
P L E A S E R E F E R 
T O F I L E N O . 

iWr-1008 
D,Cmb,SJs 

Mr. Leonard Bushnell 
County Engineer 
Santa Clara County Court House 
San Jose, California 
Dear Mr. Bushnell: 

Construction of Route £ freeway interchange facility pro-
posed at Hamilton Avenue will result in certain properties 
losing their existing access to Hamilton Avenue. It was 
originally planned that these "landlocked properties be provided 
with access by constructing the two frontage roads indicated 
on Exhibit "A" attached to Freeway Agreement dated Deb ember II4./ 
1953 between County of Santa Clara and State. 

Studies Indicate that through purchase and exchange of the 
remaining portion of severed properties, the frontage road shown 
on Exhibit "A" as extending-northerly from Hamilton Avenue may 
be eliminated. 

We would appreciate receiving County of Santa Clara1s 
approval on elimination of this frontage. road, a portion-of.which 
is located within unincorporated area of. the County0 

Very itruly .yours, . 
B. W. Booker 
Asst. State Highway Engineer 

DATE FEB 6 - 1956 
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RELINQUISHMENT OF STATE HIGHWAY 
IN THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 

ROAD XV~SGL~5~C 

WHEREAS5 the California Highway Commission on October 19, 1949, adopted a resolution declaring a certain section of State 
highway In Santa Clara County between 3o7 miles north of Santa 
Cruz County line and 2U1 miles south of Junction of Route 42 in Los Gatos, road IV~SC1«5~C* to be a freeway^ and 

WHEREASj, era Mar©h 10, 1950 a freeway agreement was entered 
into between the Department of Public Works of the State of Cali-
fornia, hereinafter referred to as 31the State", and the County of 
Santa Clara,, hereinafter referred to as "the Countyby the 
terms of which the 8tate in constructing said freeway, agreed to 
make certain changes affecting county roads, and the County, 
among other matters, agreed to the connecting of county roads to 
said freeway and to resume control and mainte nance there of upon 
notice of completion; and 

WHEREAS, in constructing said freeway certain existing 
State highway has been superseded by relocation; and 

WHEREAS J, pursuant to said agreement the State has connected 
certain county roads in the vicinity of Oaks Road with said free-
way by utilizing parts of existing county roads combined with 
additional right of ways 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS VOTED by the California Highway 
Commission that It relinquish, arid It does hereby relinquish, to 
the County of Santa Clara, ©f f ©C-'lii ive upon the filing of a 
certified copy hereof with the Board of Supervisors of said 
County, those portions of superseded State highway and county, 
road connections In said County, together with the right of way 
and appurtenances thereof, described as follows: 
PARCEL I 

COMMENCING at the most southerly terminus of the course 
described as "S„ S^S'W., 256.12 feet" In the deed from Reginald 
G„ Theobald to the State of California, recorded December 15, 
1941 in Volume 1078, page 129, Official Records of Santa Clara 
County; thence along the easterly line of said State highway 
N. 5°25DE.S 256*12 feet, N0 23°09840"Eo 2.62,49 feet, N 4®39,50MW., 
457.06 feet, N. 5®25DE*, 500,00 feet and Ne34*40'Eo, 143.27 feet to an angle point in the easterly line of that certain 4.815 acre 
tract of land described in the deed from Montezuma Mountain Ranch 
School, a corporation, to the State of California recorded 
April 20, 1938 in Volume 8?2<9 page Official Records of 



Santa Clara Countyn- said angle point being the southerly terminus of the course described as MN. 6®53Q30"Wo, 281.47 feet" in the last said deed- thence continuing along said easterly highway 
line N„6®5303OiaWo 281.47 feet, N.5°25'E., 1725.96 feet, N.71°58'E. 
62.19 feet and. No14©21d30wH:w , 218o08 feet to the most southern corner of that certain 12.22 acre tract of land described in the 
deed from San Jose Water Works, a corporation, to the State of 
California recorded March 2?, 1942 In Volume 1088, page 200, 
Official Records of Santa Clara County^ thence continuing along 
said easterly highway line N o 2 ® 3 5 0 , 418.37 feet, H.28*1?*X.9 

50.00 feet, No3®31II20HW., 440.95 feet, N046o22BW0, 153.41 feet, N.32®31'W0, 470.10 feet, N.55®5?°Eo, 63*74 feet, N.17°46120MW., 215.23 feet9 Nc13^37°WU0 137.12 feet, and No33°19'W., 80.79 feet to the northerly terralnua of the course described as " N J ^ W V . , 
80o79 feet" in the Agreement between the Southern Pacific Company, a corporation and the State of California, recorded 
August 20, 1940 in Volume 997* page 269, Official Records of 
Santa Clara County^ thence leaving said easterly highway line 
S074°458W0 , 260.55 feet and S013®26fl28JIW0, 161.13 feet to the westerly line of said State highway5 thence along said westerly 
highway line S„21°53G 50,3E., 18?.98 feet. S01®318 05«W., 161.55 feet, S024°27d25"EO» 687.03 feet, S0X8®&25Eop 491*49 feet, S.10©42D20"WOi, 486o45 feet and S0X9®36°E0, 132.01 feet to the southwestern corner of that certain 10W120 acre tract of land described In the d©ed from San Jose Water Works, a corporation, 
to the State of California, recorded July 19, 1938 In Volume 884, 
page 295j> Official Records of Santa Clara County; thence con-
tinuing along'said westerly highway line S.19«36°E., 33o52 feet 
and S05®25I)W0 , 1060.48 feet to the southwestern corner of that certain 0.803 acre tract of land described In the deed from 
Victor Frank to the State of California, recorded March 10, 1938 . 
in Volume 866, page 258, Official Re&wds of Santa Clara County; 
thence continuing along said westerly highway line So5025'W., 139o52 feet, Sol3®005 40»We, 453*98 feet,'S.10®13<30»E., 259,62 feet and S.5025'W0„ 316.98 feet to the northwestern corner of that certain tract of land described in the aforementioned deed 
from said Reginald 0-. Theobald® thence continuing along said 
westerly highway line 805®25QW0, 783.02 feet and S.11°59115MW., 358*48 feet; thence leading said westerly highway line 8.8k°35*E.9 111.02 feet to Engineer^ Station 190+43.88 E.G. of the Department 
of Public Works 11 survey between the southerly line of Santa Clara 
County and Linden Guleh, road XV-SGX~5-Gj thence continuing 
S084°35aEOJ) 70oQG feet to the point of commencement. 

The length of State highway hereby relinquished Is 1.08 
miles. 
PARCEL II 

COMMENCING- at the most western corner of that certain 0.298 
acre tract of land designated as "Parcel 3U in the easement from 
San Jose Water Works, a corporation, to the State of California, 



• • 

recorded October 25, 1950 in Volume 2082, page 247, Official 
Records of Santa Clara County- thence N051°52IIE.J 33-50 feet; thence N.69°^6ttE0,, lW02.6 feet; N.73°55'E., 89.38 feet; thence N.80°316Eo ? 156ol5 feet; thence N.79®j!J'0'E., 119.16 feet; thence No36°53B20r,Eo D 234*35 feet; thence Nc50©49 • 01"E. , 160,00 feet; thence N.83°^06Eo, 197.00 feet; thence N.42°27'E„, 191.00 feet; thence S.86°280Eo, 131.00 feet; thence S048°46'E.5 61.00 feet; N.60°53 s 71o00 feet; thence N.3®38B50"E., 104.35 feet to a 
point on the northern line of that certain tract of land 
described in the deed from Richard H„ Lamb, et ux, to the State 
of California, recorded April 25, 1950 in Volume 1967, page 122, 
Official Records of Santa Clara Comity, said point being distant 
along said northern line S.89056°W.» 388.97 feet from Engineer's 
Station 226+00.88 on the M0iM line of the Department of Public 
Works1 survey between Woodwardia and Los G-atos, Road IV-SC1~5~C; 
thence N.32®331115,5E0 , 122.55 feet- thence N.8°13'20»E., 40.00 feet; thence S.81^46D40"E,, 25 feet; thence N.67°02101»E., 47.59 
feet; thence N.2®55D59"W., 40o00 feet; thence N.78°05107 "W., 89.5^ feet; thence N.46°19'55"W., 75.51 feet; thence N.^ll^O"*., 
77.54 feet; thence B;88°59«23 "W., 408.78 feet; thence N.46®31104«W. 
131.66 feet; thence No19035a^5"W., 72.7^ feet to the most western corner of that certain 0.845 acre tract of land described in the 
deed from George Larimorc, et ux, to the State of California, 
recorded July 17 , 1950 in Volume 2016. page 160, Official Records 
of Santa Clara County; thence N#49°59'30"E., 91.07 feet; thence N.1®34"25MW. , 257.21 feet; then©e N.89°01»15ME0 , 80.42 feet to a point of cusp, said point of cusp being the most eastern 
corner of that certain 0o094 acre tract of land described in the deed from Soren C. Sorensen, et ux, to the State of California, 
recorded October 3<> 1950 in Volume 2066, page 334, Official 
Records of Santa Clara County; thenoe from a tangent that bears 
S.89°01,15,,Wo, along a curve to the left with a radius of 40 feet, through an angle .90o35B40M, a distance of 63.25 feet; 
thence 5.1*3^*25*%.$ 39.17 feet; thence , 89.12 feet; 
thence S.3°25,32,,E., 88.74 feet; thence tangent to last named 
course along a curve to the left with a radius of 100 feet 
through an angle of 64036,,46t,, a distance of 112.77 feet; thence 
S. 68°02 818 "E o , 37.28 feet; thence Nw 82°12«49tsE., 40.31 feet; thence S. 6l°4l8 53"E., 90.55 feet; thence S.85°08I05,,E., 153.83 
feet; thence tangent to last named course along a curve to the 
right with a radius of 130 feet, through an angle of 32°16109M 
a distance of 73.22 feet to the northern terminus of the course 
described as "N.23°08"E0, 24.86 feet" in the deed from Vaughn E. G-ifford, et ux, to the State of California, recorded December 
20, 1950 in Volume 2120, page 199, Official Records of Santa 
Clara County; thence continuing'along last said curve to the 
right with a radius of 130 feet, through an angle of 11®40J03U 
a distance of 26.47 feet; thence S.4l®lla53"E.. 110.30 feet; 
thence Ne72°26810«E., 34.28 feet; thence S.85°48«27"E., 80.62 feet; thence N.54°15c05ME., 137.76 feet to a point distant 
N.79°35fl15,lW., 15^.76 feet from Engineer8 s Station 229+28.85 on 



the said "Ox" line; thence S.5031042wW. 9 194.07 feet; thence S«41°03'47"Wo. 493.47 feet; thence N.66°35'W., 183.10 feet; 
thence S„33°3*MW.; 126.00 feet; thende 8.65034,Wo, 232.00 feet; thence B.44°00«Wo, 198.00 feet; thence S*62®06'W., 92.00 feet 
to the southeastern corner of that certain 0.328 acre tract of 
land designated as "Parol 2" in said easement from San Jose 
Water Works, a corporation to the State of California; thence 
8.54°43BW0, 81.59 feet; thence S.77052BW., 173.18 feet; thence S.79°32'W.„ 169.70 feet; thence SQ72°18«W., 213.45 feet and thence N051056°15SJWo., 40.00 feet to the point of commencement. 

The length of State highway hereby relinquished is 0.61 
of a mile. 

The total length of State highway hereby relinquished is 
1.69 miles. 
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m C U L B E R T L. O L S O N 

OOVCRNOR OF CALIFORNIA 
C . H . P U R C E L L , S T A T E H I G H W A Y E N G I N E E R 

CHIEF OF DIVISION 

F R A N K W . C L A R K 

D I R E C T O R 

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

©epartment of public UDorks 
SACRAMENTO 

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 August 5, 1939 P L E A S E R E F E R T O 

F I L E N O . 

IV-SCr,SC1-55-B 

To the Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
San Jose, California 
Gentlemen: 

Re 5 Relinquishment 
Road IV-SCr,SC1-55-B 

There is transmitted herewith, for filing 
with the Board of Supervisors of the County of 
Santa Clara, as required by Section 73 of the Streets 
and Highways Code (Chapter 514 of the Statutes of 
1935), a certified copy of a Resolution of the 
California Highway Commission, passed on July 28, 
1939, relinquishing to the jurisdiction of said 
County, for use as a county highway, a portion of 
the state highway on Road IV-SCr,SCl-55-B, which 
has been superseded by relocation. 

Please acknowledge receipt of this Resolu-
tion. 

Yours very truly 
C. H. PURCELL 

Cometo GOLDEH GATE InTERDATlOHAL EXPOSlTIOn 
'JeAruart, /<3° /<? December 2* /9J9 
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RELINQUISHMENT OP RIGHT OF V M I N SANTA CLARA COUNTY 
ROAD I V - S C L - 5 - B 

WHEREAS, the State of California heretofore acquired 
a rigflrt of way for State highway purposes in Santa Clara County, 
In Sections k, 5 , S , 9 j 16 , and 21, T., 9 So, R.. 1 W.„ M.D.Bo 
& Mo t and in Section 32, To. g So, R . 1 W . , M.D.B. , & Mo(, between 
the southerly boundary of Santa Clara County and Los G-atos, 
road IV-SC1-5-B, and 

WHEREAS, a portion of said right of tray Is no longer 
needed for State highway purposes and the California Highway 
Commission deems the relinquishment of said portion is neces-
sary by reason of alteration and revision in alignment of a 
portion of the route of the State highway and deems it for the 
best interests of the State of California,, 

IT IS VOTED, that the State of California, acting 
by and through the California Highway Commission, does hereby 
relinquish to the County of Santa Clara that portion of the 
State highway right of way in Sections 5, S, 9, 16, and 21, 
To .9 S. / Ro 1 w., M.D.B. & M*, and in Section 32, T. g S., 
R. 1 V/.\p M.D0B0 & Mo, as said right of way is shown upon 
renumbered Sheets 1 to 15, Inclusive, of State Highway Layout 
No. 132 In Santa Clara Cpunty, from the Southerly Boundary 
to Los Gatos, approved August 10, 191*f* date of resolution 
August 11,, 191̂ p and upon renumbered Sheets 16, 17 arid i& of 
State Highway Layout No. ^21 in Santa Clara County, through 
Alma, approved March g, 1920, date of resolution April 1 3 , 
1920o 

Said State highway sheets hereinbefore mentioned, 
are hereby made a part hereof by reference and the State 
Highway Engineer is requested to furnish true and correct 
copies of said sheets, showing the portion of said State 
highway hereby relinquished, for filing, to the'County 
Recorder of the County of Santa Clara;, 

The purpose of this resolution is to revert to the 
County of Santa Clara, as county highway, the title to 
the portion of State highway, hereby relinquished. 

THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregoing is a full and cor- j 
rect copy of the original resolution passed by tho California 
Highway Commission at its meeting regularly called and held | 
on thft_ 28th Hay nf July, J939, in the 
City nf Sacramento , a majority of tho 
members of said CoinmiLjion being present andvotingjhg 
for, and that the saotfriTaTijf̂  & 
in full force and effettr̂ —̂ T"̂  

A$riit»it SaJretarjr ofth. 
California H/ghafyCommlotloo 
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-prf- /v ̂  O 

RELINQUISHMENT OF RIGHT OF WAX IK 3AOTA CWZ 
M D SABTA CLARA COUNTIES 
RQAD-XV-SCR, 3CL-55-B 

WHEREAS, the Stat© of California, by statutory 
authority, ha© been maintaining as State highway right of 
uay the former county.road in Santa Crus arid Santa Clara 
Counties, in Sections 16 and 21, T* 9 3., R. 1 W., 
B. D. B* £ H., along Summit Road botoen superseded Stat© 
Kigitoay Route 5 and nouly constructed Rout® 5, road 
IV-ser^Cl-SS-B, 

WHEREAS, a portion of ©aid right of way I si no 
longer needed for State highway purposes and the Cali-
fornia Highway Commission deems the relinquishment of > 
oaid portion Is necessary "by reason of alteration and 
revision In alignment of a portion of Stat© Highway Route 
5 and deeras It for the beat intereots of the State of 
California, 

1fU 18 VOTED, that the State of California, act-
ing by and through tha California Highway Commission, 
does hereby relinquish to the Counties of Santa Crus and 
Santa Ci&ra all that portion of the right of tray for 
road' IV-.sCrpSGl-55-B, In Sections 16 and 21, T. 9 8,, R. 1 , 'M. D. B. & H., that lies easterly and'southerly 
of the easterly right of m y line of road IV-3Cr,SCl-5rB»C, 
as the last said right of uay is shorn upon renumbered .sheets 1 
2 of Pl&h and Profile of State highway in Santa Crus and 
Santa Clara Counties, bottjeen Inspiration 3?t* and Los 
Gatoo, approved Ootob3r 25, 1937» 

Said State highway sheets, hereinbofore mentioned, 
arc hereby made a part hereof by reference and the State 
Highway Engineer is requested to furnish true and correct 
copies of said sheets, shouing. the portion of said State 
highway hereby relinquished, for filing, to the County 
Recorders of the Counties of Santa Gru?» and Santa Clara. 

and 

The purpose of 
the Counties of Santa 
highway, the title to 
relinquished. 

this resolution is to revert to 
Cruz and Santa Glara, as county 
the portion of Stfrt.fi highway hereby 

THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregoing is a foil and cor-
rect copy of the original resolution passed by the G&lifornk 
Highway Commission ;»t its meating regularly called and heV 
on tha 28th day of, July,, 1939} jn i; . 
City of. Sacramento , a majority of ik 
members of said Commission being present and 
for, arid that the ssKtrrfî Tn̂ erB̂ KPScint 
in full force and ê  
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FRANK W. HOGAN, Clerk 
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August 18, 1939• 

Mr. Co Ho Purcell, 
State Highway Engineer 
Department of Public Works 
Sacramento, Calif* 
Dear Sir: 

This will acknowledge receipt of the two 
certified copies of resolutions of the California 
Highway Commission, passed on July 28, 1939, relin-
quishing to the jurisdiction of the County of 3anta 
Clara, for use a9 apunty highways, a portion of the 
State highway on Road IV-SCr,SC1-55-B, and 1V-SC1-5-B, 
which have been superseded by relocation. 

Very truly yours, 
•V 

PRANK W. HOGAN, CLERK. 

By 
Deputy Clerk. 



C U L B E R T L . O L S O N 

G O V E R N O R O F C A L I F O R N I A 
C . H . P U R C E L L , S T A T E H IGHWAY E N G I N E E R 

C H I E F OF D I V I S I O N 

P R A N K W . C L A R K 

D I R E C T O R 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

©epartment of public Works 
SACRAMENTO 

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

PUBLIC WORKS BUILDING August 5, 1959 P L E A S E R E F E R T O 

F I L E N O . 

IV-SC1-5-B 

To the Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
San Jose, California 

Re: Relinquishment 
Road IV-SC1-5-B 

Gentlemen 
There is transmitted herewith, for filing 

with the Board of Supervisors of the County of 
Santa Clara, as required by Section 73 of the Streets 
and Highways Code (Chapter 514 of the Statutes of 
1935), a certified copy of a Resolution of the 
California Highway Commission, passed on July 28, 
1939, relinquishing to the jurisdiction of said 
County, for use as a county highway, a portion of 
the state highway on Road IV-SC1-5-B, which has 
been superseded by relocation. 

Please acknowledge receipt of this Resolu-
tion 

Yours very truly 

Secretary 
\ 

i 
V. 

Cometo GOLDEH GATE ID T E RD ATI O n GL EKPOSlT IOn 
OeAruary /Su /o -December /939 




