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Octobor 30, 1264

Mr. Myron D. Hawk
City Engineer

City of Campbell
campbell, California

Subjeects Payhene of Costs for enorgizing traffic signals
: and- lights at intorsections of Route 5 Freecway
with Hamilton and Camden Avenuos

Doar Mr., Hawk:

Your letter of October 14, 1964 requesting that the
Board of Supervisgors assume partial financial responsi-
bility for maintenance and operation of traffic signals
and lights at the interscction of Route 5 Froeway with
Hamilton and Camden Avenucs wag considaered by the Board
at itc meeting held on October 26, 1964.

Thic matter was refeorred ¢o the Department of Public
Works for further investigation.

This office will keep you advised in this regard,
Vory truly yours,

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Mro., Jean Pullan
Clork of the Board

JP:DMR3 jC

¢ccg Public Works
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“COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA
- - ¢ %Lomce o’tae BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

;g./;zf | bt 7 =5 , 196 <

Twe BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AT ITS MEETING OF /2517)*'wzkf: 19 €2

REFERRED THE ATTACHED COMMUNICATION TO:

’

DIRECTIVE:

STUuDY AND RECOMMENDATION

REPORT

ATTEND MEETING

PREPARATION OF NECESSARY PAPERS
"POWER 710 Acr

APPROPRIATE ACTION

NOT!FY WRITER OF ACTION
CONSIDERATION

RECONSIDERATION

REPLY TO WRITER

/Ma/c z‘&é@/

DEPARTMENT

rﬂlmllu

REMARKS :

ATTEST:  JEAN PULLAN, CLerk oF THE BoARD

10-8P-5A Rav, 5-62
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| Gitg of Gampbel/

Office of the
CITY ENGINEER State of California

October 14, 1964

. ' e

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, therefom,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 ®mre in. In this regard,

.reference 1s 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

Lol &7 Pebelomir—
By Bill M. Helms,
Assistant Civil Engineer

OCT 2 6 1964
DAate o === f
- APPROVED 2.7 ALl . .5

Cooy each Bd Masmber - YWC - DPW - CC - PEmeyvel RE: CE ¢C c/ DPA F‘LD
Cowr@onER- 80

BMH:cb

cc: Kent Bonney
City Manager
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CITY OF SAN JOSE ,/1E§%L¢"/

CALIFORNIA

CiTy HatL
SAN J0OSE, CALIFORNIA 95110

TELEPMDNE 292-3141

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,

T ———

A. P. Hamann
City Manager

APH:tg

ccC

Each Supervisor

SAN JOSE

ALL-AMERICA CITY

i} T
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* ' WARREN G, MAGNUSON, WASH., CHAIRMAN
JOHN O. PASTORE, R.l. NORRI!S COTTON, N.H:
A. 6. MIKDZ MONRONHY, OKLA:  THRUSTON B, MORTON, KYi .

STROM THURMOND, 8.C. HUGH 8COTT, PA. -

FRANK J. LAUSCHE, OHIO WINSTON L. PROUTY, VT:

RALPH YARBOROUGH, TEX: J. GLENN BEALL, MD. Qlc .

CLAIR ENGLE, CALIF. { a ’3" { & {
E. L. BARTLETT, ALASKA nt e a ez ena e
VANCE HARTKE, IND,

GALE W. MCGEE, WYo, COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE

PHILIP A, HART, MICH.
HOWARD W. CANNON, NEV,

EDWARD JARRETT, CHIEF CLERK

July 10, 1964

Mrs. Jean Pullan

Clerk, Board of Supervisors

County of Santa Clara J/\®

Roam 524 County Administration Bldg. ' o&,

70 West Hedding Street /1@1.}
San Jose 10, Califormis 299-2323 IO/V

0)
Dear Mrs. Pullan: j“l)r
Supplementing my letter of June 30 I am enclosing for
your informetion 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,

P N

P
(Mrs.) Anne B. Collins
Office Manager

QLo oo
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" Washingten, D. C.’ 20510 L e ,’Nzaok.—:

‘Dear Senator rmgle'. ’

. - . «
! S . . . : ’ T I ”
’ M ’ ) L s :
) . . . - . .. RS .
TR SR . - . a - LT
. . 7 - . .
. AY N . . - -

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE | .
BUREAU OF PUBLIC ROADS - - : P

. WABHINGTON 28, nc o
N g i . L oo : o
- : - JuL 9T 11964 ¢
.- “ L . L i -
.. B . _l X ' R ' . . - ) . .
. oy e . _ . < s, " .IN REPLY REFER TO:

LA TR e s 0 s e e 3G
. . - : e ' . .

. ’.Honora.ble Cla:.r Bngle - .

United States Senate ' P T A Y

. i . . .
[ . -

Thank you’ for your June 30 ccmmmlcatlon mth enclosed June 24 1etter' ) ,
and resolution from Mrs, Jean Pullar, Clerk, Board of Supervisors;. o

_ County -of Santa Clara,Califernia, urging inclusion of State Route. 5
"Freeway from State Rr.nrte 239 to Warm Sprmgs, Callfomla' in the R

. Interstate System° 5, '

S The -San Jose area is’ served by Interstate Route 680 whlch is 1ocated '

-. along State Route 17, Nimitz Freeway. This locatlon was requested

by the State and approved by the Bureau of Public Roads in: 1957
and its inprovement as a part of the Interstate program has been
undertaken since that time. :

vy

o .,.The State has recently requested the 1ocat1on bc changed from State -
"~ Route 17 to a proposed ‘freeway designated Route 5.. This is the route

which the Santa Clara County resolution would have included in the -
Interstate System. This request is now under cons:tderatmn by the

: Bureau of Publlc Roads amd no fmal dec:.smn has yet been reached

Your 1nterest in th1s matter is apprecmted Your enclosures are
returned as requested. ‘ ;

-,
. .
LT

o T e e Smcerely yours,

“Enclosure ... .. "

Réx M, Whltton . o
Federal nghuay Admmstrator

LI
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OF CALIFORNIA—HIGHWAY TRANSPORTATiON AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN, Governor

PARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

R P, O, BOX 3366 RINCON ANNEX, SAN FRANCISCO 94119

Xom

August 6, 1964

306590
Board of Supervisors IV-SC1l-17
County of Santa Clara
Room 524

County Administration Building
70 West Hedding Street
San Jose 10, California

Honorable Gentlemen:

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

Attached 1s 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

R. A. Hayler
Deputy District Engineer

)
L .

TN

" pate_ MUG 17 1968

/t
Cooy cach Bd Metiaber - HWC - DPW - CC - aewial APPROVED W%, -?:""%
fods ]

RE: CE CC 'PC FLD
NO: _ ABSTAINS: ______.
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" sBE -OF :CALIFORNIA—HIGHWAY TRANSPORTATION AGENCY o . o ' . ' EDMUND G. BROWN, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

P. O. BOX 3366 RINCON ANNEX, SAN FRANCISCO oAty r S : w;-'i ,,:.:" o '_ August 6g 1964 N .
,f;ﬂr. a. Py Hmmann e R '
, Ean Joac, Cal&fomnia ) R N oL
Doge. Mpe Hamanns L ;:-*”i*'_f wr-f*T“ :z:f‘;” =;"7 J?”‘f?;':l

S U&th your iottor - of E@bxuarg 7 gou tranamittea rosolu«'
tion Wo. 25161, odoptod by tho City Coundil of Sam Jogo, - L
roquooting podootrian eroociuns of Stato Route § (now 17)
ab YODﬁfiola Drivo andl of Roubo 230 (now 280) 1n ¢tho vicinity
of Copa Blemeo Drivo. By lottor of Maveh 23, you informed
ug you conoidorod tho coust of podestiian erosomngﬁ ahould bo
baoed on 50,5 contributiona by tho Stato and 508 contribution
by loenl opomoios. You monbioncd aloo thobt tho City of Som .
Jogo hod weached o fivcmeiol asroomont with tho school dise
trietn offectod by tho Uootficid Drivo-Routo 5 freewsy
eronoinsg.  You rogquontod thot ¢ho CGasa Blanea Drive crossing
opplicatiﬁn bo continucd until ouch ¢imé asg tho loear agenciec
hod aswoold te oa appo?tionmonﬁ of tho costa )

. Uo hove boon authprizea to entcr into a cooporaxlvo agree-ﬂ{
nent whorein the cost of tho pedostrion erossing at UOatfiold ’
DPrive will dbe on the baois or 50% atate eout ana 50% local
Juriﬁdiotion eoaﬁ. L

. in tho vialn&ty cf Hostfleld Prive; it is our undorntanﬁa
- ing tho City of Sem Jopo, has Jurisdiction ¢ver btho area oot
_CFly of -the fraam pnd tho City of Campboll ond County of
Santa Clara over the avoes ¢notorly of tho frooway. It appears
advicablo to ue that the cooporative agrocment boe betwcon the
City of Som Jooo omd tho Stote. This will poriit Sen-Jooe to
mako. gueh finoncial arrangomonts as dosired uith tho othor
. local juricdictions 4nd with tho tohool distyicto affectoa.
Floaso inform us 1? thaa propoual io aaﬁisfaotowy.-

Becant traffio ptudiop 1maicaﬁo a fatvro requlwcmont for
en 8 lano frooway for tho portion of Routc 17 botweom Camden
© - Avonue ond Hoorpark Avonucs  Tho oxisting 4 lanc frecway was .-
- ‘dooirmed 50 that tuo additional lamos could bo sddod at some .
futuro doto, consoguently, dotoilod studies ave roquired to & -
" dotormine whot should bo domo te provide the indicatcd futurc
8 lomose It wall bo 1mposoibleo %heraforog to propare cost

_— . . , K



-estlmatea required~for theﬂco peratlvaxagreement for the. N

‘podestrian crosging untllwour odght lqn@;stuaiomvmre campleteae'j-

: Thego -studleg are under way: ahd’ just andcon” as- the proper.

“mothod. for expanding the”exlotina faglkity o detormined,. the"
nn«cooporativc -agreomont: ‘will 'be'propared cnd trenamittad

‘Cltyte approval. -1t currently. appaarsqthat~1ﬁ»will'be~

th&s year bofore the~eigh ‘leno € ud '

Alen 8, Hart
mobx*iqt Enwmcc&?

- gR g sléNE
o KA HAYLER“




ATTEST:
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s to /&22¢4//

‘m@@fﬂ %sz*

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
OF THE COUNTY OF SANTA 'CLARA APPROVING
PORTIONS OF THE PLANS FOR GUADALUPE
FREEWAY (STATE ROUTE 292) AND ROUTE 5

' WHEREAS,

Public Works,

the State of California through its Department of

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

VHERTAS ,
and is

NOW,

of the County of Santa Clara that said plans be,

arz, hereby approved.

the Board of Supervisors has reviewed said plans
in agreement with the provisions thereof;

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVEDR by the Board of Supervisors

and the same

PASSED 4ND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the

Co:f -y of Santa Clara,

by _me following vote:

Supervisors None

ABSENT: Supervisors pepe

JEAN PULLAN, Clerk
Roard of Supervisors

Q-"’/-—/\/fvé/(:w
-

Jl\l\ [2Je]
7/15764

ee @@@%E@%

State of California,

A

this AUG 3 1964

'Supervisorsy .., pell Maggiore Spangler Mehrkens Sanchez

//
Bo@%d o Supervisors

AUG - 3y -
ADOPLL231£>%7f YES: -—D—M-S—Sz—
NO:____ ABSTAINS:

ABSENT:




CARL HAYDEN, ARIZ., CHAIRMAN / ;//('
RICHARD B, RUBSELL, GA, LEVERETT SALTON MASS. !
N,

ALLEN J, ELLENDER, LA. MILTON R. YOUNG, N.
LISTER HILL, ALA. KARL E. MUNDT, 5. DAK

JOHN L, MCCLELLAN, ARK. MARGARET CHASE SMITH, MAINE %«

A. WILL!S ROBERTSON, VA. THOMAS H. KUCKEL, CALIF. . P j
WARREN G. MAGNUSON, WASH, ROMAN L, HRUSKA, NEBR,

SPESSARD L. HOLLAND: FLA. GORDON ALLOTT, COLO. @ cnr{eb ﬂ%i“ies '%en“{c

JOHN STINNIS, MISS. NORRIS COTTON, N.H.

JOHN ©. PASTORE, R.J. CLIFFORD P, CASE, N.J. COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS

A. 8. MIKE MONRONEY, OKLA.
ALAN BIBLE, NEV.,
ROBERT €, BYRD, W. VA;

GALE W, MCGEE, WYO. 6
HUBERT H. HUMPHREY, MINN, JU-lY 3) 19 h'
MIKE MANSPFIELD, MONT;

¥, L, BARTLETT, ALASKA

WILLIAM PROXMIRE, WIS,

EVERARD H. SMITH, CLERK
THOMAS J. SCOTT, ASST. CLERK

Mrs. Jean Pullan, Clerk

Board of Supervisors

524 County Administration Building
TO West Hedding Street

San Jose 10, California

Dear Mrs. Pullan:

Thank you very much for your letter of
June 24 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

KW
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. WARREN G, MAGNUSON, WASH., CHAIR.
JOHN O, PASTORE, R.l. NORRIS COTTUNPN.H: d

A. 8. MIK. MONRONRY, OKLA, THRUSTON B, MORTON, KY:
STROM THURMOND, &.C. HUGH SCOTT, PA.

FRANK J. LAUSBCHE, OHIO WINSTON L. PROUTY, VT,

RALPH YARBOROUGH, TEX. J. GLENN BEALL, MD. Ql *

CLAIR ENGLE, CALIP. c { b 3{ { ,% {
£, L. BARTLETT, ALASKA T X ez enaite
VANCE HARTKE, IND.

GALE W, MCGEE, WYO, COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE

PHILIP A; HART, MICH.
HOWARD W, CANNON, NEV.

EDWARD JARRETT, CHIEF CLERK

June 30, 1964

Mrs. Jean Pullen

Clerk, Board of Supervisors

County of Santa Claras ' 2
Room 524 County Administretion Bldg. %O
70 West Hedding Street R),
San Jose 10, California, 299-2323 AT]O/V

Dear Mrs. Pullan: O/VL b

On behalf of Senator Engle, I wish to acknowledge and
thank you for your letter of June 24 with ettached resolution
regarding the inclusion of State Route 5 Freeway into Federal
Inter-State Highway System.

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

With best regards,
Sincerely yours,

P

(Mrs.) Anne B. Collins
Office Manager
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DON EDWARDS
NINTH CALIFORNIA DISTRICT

o 0

Congress of the United States

Bouse of Representatives
Washingtor, . €.

COMMITTEE ON
JUDICIARY

3
July 1, 1964 (iﬁﬁa

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 Comgressman
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,

S Ediada

Member of Congress
e P
Govv
CC: Each Supervisor e

DE:th am gl el
AT
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COUNTY of
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GEORGE P. MILLER
8TH DisTRICT, CALIFORNIA

JOHN T. KEHOE
ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT

MRS. ESTHER P. MILLER
BECRETARY

I CHAIRMAN;

SCIENCE AND ASTRONAUTICS
COMMITTEE

Congress of the United States smLeeT commriTeE O

GOVERNMENT RESEARCH

Bouge of Representatives NATIGNAL HISTORICAL

PUBLICATIONS COMMISSION
Wasghington, B.EC. 20515
June 29, 1964

Mts. Jean Pullan

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 receantly
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
Supervi sors should legislation pertaining to
this subject come before us in the House of
Representatives. :

Sincerely,
E P&;E; R

CC: Each Supervisor v,






CHARLES S. GUBSER ‘ O ' , MEMBER:
107H DisTRICT, CALIFORNIA . f COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES

Congress of the Wnited States

TBousge of Vepresentatives
Waghington, B. €.

June 30, 1964
INFORMATION ONLY

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,
1 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, 1 am

Yourg sincerely,

%[M/éd /

Charles S. Gubser
Member of Congress

CSG:rh

cc: Each Supervisor wh
Director of Public Works Ct

-
€
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June 24, 1964

Honorable Thomas H. Kuchel
United States Senator
Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C.

Subject: 1Inclugion of State Route 5 Freeway into
Federal Inter-sState Highway System

My dear Senator Kuchel:

Enclosed you will £ind 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
Clexk, Board of Supervisors

JP;DMRies

Encl. ‘ .

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



e
<?//// 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 Sén 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 Caiifornia, 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
SUN 2 2 1964

of Santa Ciara; State of California, this

>

by the following vote:
AYES: 4 Supervisors [Ievin Della Magpiore Spangler Mehrke;rs Sanchez
NOES: Supervisors Noné

ABSENT: Supervisors None

ATTEST: JEAN PULLAN, Clerk

man,éﬁGérd ?f;§ﬁpervi56fs
Board of Superv1sors

(‘/’@/-‘;ZW Zée/ b6 — ” A—-é
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CITY OF SAN JOSE : j

CALIFORNIA

CiTY HawL \
San Jogeg, CaLiFornNia 95110

TeLepHaNE 292-3141

CITY MANAGER ' 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
Fighway 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
h«s asked us for our support.

1 have discussed this with Congressman Charles Gubser and Congressman Don Edwards and
beth 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 amd 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 varlous
county governments affected. We also plan to make an appointment with Mr. Rex Whltton
Highway Administrator, Bureau of Public Roads, in Washington, D. C., the latter part of
t):is month, In the inter&m, we would like to ask whether you will be willing to Joln
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

State Highway Commission, and the local district office is proceeding with the final
dosign.,

Sincerely,

'r‘f.f-' '.ﬁm*eoay each Bd Member - WW—TNPPQE /25 N P
L;u SHERICA CITY ) o ’ \\J JUN 2 2 \364

‘“EE A, P. Hamann Cpate_ M E - -

City Manager APFROVED . _-oceomcmmmmemme =
. . fig: CE CC PC pp® FLO
Inel: %%goiueion ' : NO: f ABSTAINS: cacnmmm
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—HIGHWAY TRANSPORTATION AGENCY EDMUND G, BROWN, Govarnor

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

P.O. BOX 3366 RINCON ANNEX, SAN FRANCISCO 94119

June 15, 1964

64-05T09H3065.9
IV-SC1-5-SJs, Cmb,D
(New IV~SCL-17)

Board of Supervisors

Santa Clara County

Room 524, County Administration
Building '

70 West Hedding Street

San Jose, California 95110

Attention Mr. Donald M. Rains
Gentlemen:

Receipt 1s acknowledged of your letter of June 4 by
Mr. Donald M. Rains, Assistant Clerk of the Board, transe
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 coples 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 actlion 1s 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
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@orurton o THE Boakp or s@krvisors
; ‘OF THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA REQUESTING
THE STATE HIGHWAY COMMISSION TO PROVIDE

3&&5) = A PEDESTRIAN CROSSING ON STATE ROUTE 5

v Wets)

' ATTEST: JEAN PULLAN, Clerk

FREEWAY

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

-adopted its Resolution No. 25161 requesting the California

Highway Commissiou to provide a pedestrian crossing of Route
5 freeway in the vicinity of Westfleld 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; and

WHEREAS, a portion of the school service area is in the
unincorporated terrltory 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, 1and‘acquisition, or con-

struction) be imposed ubon 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‘Wbrks, Division of Highways.
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County
of Santa.Clara, State of California,,this. JUN 1 1364

by the following vote:

AYES: . Supervisors I eyin Della Maggiore Sgangfér ‘Mehrkens Sautheqi,’
NOES : Supervisors Nope - . L
uABSENT: . Supervisors None

- of t& Board of Super ors .
%::%{Ze — W-]“ fam W1 g (© -‘
. DONALD - o
1 * Assistant Clerk Bo.m:l of Supervisors ADOPT:__M_\LYEW_
PIS{L)  gri:pt 5/20/64 | NO:____ ABSTAINS:

v A
ARQCNT.



June 4, 1964

SAME LETTER TO:
City of Campbell
Dist IV, Div of Hwys, SF

Me.. Francis Greiner .

City Clerk, c1ty of San Jose
City Hall _

San Jose, Callfo:nia

Subject: Resolution Requesting Pedestrian Crossing
S Over State Sign Route 5 (lLos Gatos Freeway)

Dear M:.‘Greiner:-

Enclosed you will £4nd a certified copy of &
resolution adopted by the Board of Supervigors of the
County of Santa Clara reqnesting 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 thie resolution
at its regularly scheduled meeting on June 1, 1964 and
directed that a copy of this reaolution be forwarded to

you,
Very truly yours,
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

donald M. Rains
Assistant Clerk of the Board

DMRtmg
Enclosure

cés delic works



¢ ~
_ A ,
g . ® S.D. 4
county | of santa clara
L
o? 84~’
A < -
;(;::jg)g TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM
2 »
o 3
0 2 DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
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441':0“‘.[ .
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 of 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 //;A7
‘ l{‘_,,u// 7,
4
AGENDA DATA
DATE:
. ITEM NO:
\ g__\__‘-—\\_,@u__“ BOARD ACTION
APPROVED:
755 JAMES T. POTT, COUNTY ENGINEER
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' AGREEMENT

,The'Qounty of Santa Clara,'a political-snbdivision of* the
State of California, hereinafter referred to as "COUNTY", and
the State of California, Department of Public Works, Divisipn_*'
' of*Highways; hereinafter referred to as "STATE", do:enter into
the following Agreement- | . ‘ |
WHEREAS, State proposes the improvement of State Highway

Route 5 along a new alignnent betmeen.the.‘RouteAS,_239:connec-.

D

ftiOn near.Moorpark Arenuehand houte 115 {(Alum RochlArenge)lin th
City of San Jose, by construction to freeway'standardsg”and
WHEREAS, County'prOposes to construct storm drainage

«facilities within an area known as the. Moorpark Storm Drain

\...f"

Assessment Dis rdiet, and has completed its plans and specifica-’
~ tions for such improvement-‘and ' S B

. WHEREAS, State has requested ‘and County is° willing to revise
said plans to include necessary realignments and betterments to
County"s proposed plans to provide the additional required
capacities for a: portion of State's future needs between a point

appro xmately 550 feet westerly of Meridian Road to Los Gatos
: Creek, and o | e ‘a Sfi . .
WHEREAS, State and County do mutually desire to cooperate
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 4
For and in consideration of the covenants and conditions to |
be kept and performed by State, as set forth in this Agreement,
County agrees: ' | . i“
' 1. To construct or cause to be'constructed'pnrsuant tofl
: laws governing County in the perfornance of such work, a storm "

wateér drainage system along the alignments and of the pipe\.'
LA e co gl

..4ag¢44%;;. :%Z%¢Z¢ﬁ¢aé{é§¢<eé§2n,4Z2¢zaa» .Aﬁf%L;;‘.
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... sizes as delineated onva drawing entitled "Modified Moorpark

System'Relocated'and Utilized for State outfall",_a print of ‘
which, marked Exhibit "A" is attached to and made part of this

SAgreemento This modified and relocated facility to be construc-

ted in lieu of County s original planned system. as. delineated on

,g drawing entitled "Moorpark System W/0 Freeway System Presently;
'Proposed for Storm Drain System", a. print of which, -marked

-Exhibit "B" is attached to and made part -of this Agreemento

2° To prepare the plans and specificatiens for the

aforesaid drainage system, as delineated on Exhibit AN, ‘said

- plans to be subject to the review. and approval of State insofar

as they’ affect State's future freewayo _

3. To maintain as ‘constructed, the'entire storm drainage -
system to be constructed pursuantﬂto'this Agreement, except“for
the future connections thereto from State.pumping plantso

Tk, To grant to State, the right to make future connection

'.to said system for State's. pumping plant near Race Street, as

delineated on Exhibit "A", and a proposed pumping plant. near

' Menker Avenue,

55. 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 completeAthe drainage

~facilities to be constructed in‘accordance.with_county"s plans

‘for the Moorpark Storm DrainiAssessment District,

.0 ... . ' SECTIONII
For and in consideration of the covenants and conditions to
be kept and performed by County,y as set forth in this Agreement,
State agrqe3°
' 1. To reimburse County promptly upon receipt of detailed A
billing therefor, 10.5% of the actual expense to ‘County of the
construction costs required to complete the drainage facilities

.26 -
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-.to he constructed by County between a point approximately 550

A'State's share exceed $hl 000 00 without State's written consent°

© O T O O » W N

done by thé County under or in connection with any work,

‘reason of anything done or omitted tolbe dOne'by State under or -

feet westerly of Meridian Road and Los Gatos Creek, plus a flat
charge of 10% of such construction costs to State as an

allowance for construction engineering, but in no event shall

| _20 To pay County a lump sum amount of $3,518, OO, the
actual”amount expended by-County to revise its Moorpark Storm
Drain Assessment District's plans to include the realignments and
betterments as requested by State. _ "
 SECTION III ‘ B
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

authority or jurisdiction delegated to the County ynder this
Agreement. It-1is alsd understood:and agreed that, pursuant
to Government Code Section 895 L, County ‘shall fully indemnify aJ

hold State harmless from any damage or liability occurring by
reason of anythingldone‘or omitted to be done by County under or
in connection with any work, authority or juriSdiction delegated

to County under this’ Agreement°

. 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 \ith any ‘work, authority
or jurisdiction not delegated to the County under this Agreement
- 1T IS ALSO UNDERSTOOD AND AGREED that pursuant to

Government Code Section 8954k, State shall fully indemnify and
hold Countyiharmlessﬁfrom,any damage or liability occurring by

in connection~nithgany work; authority or. jurisdiction not.

3s

d
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1 , delegated to the County under this Agreément.
2 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have caused this
3 Agreement to be executed by their respective Officers, duly
4 authorized: By the County, this o _day of
"5 | __MAR 16194 _, 196%, and by the State, this
. 8 day of E - y 1964,
- | . | ,
APPROVAL RECOMMENDED : DEPARTMENT. OF PUBLIC WORKS
8 oo E . Acting through the
. o - Division of Highways
9 e : , e . State of California
. S i : ‘
10 District Engineer - i J. C. Womack
' o -State Highway Engineer
1 - S S :
: S e T By . .
12 . ‘ o : " .
. - Deputy State Highway Engineer
13 APPROVED AS TO. FORM AND“ . _ N
. PROCEDURE: - .
14 ' ) ‘ ,
, , COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA
16 | : : :
16 Attorney, Department of - C o ‘
"Publlc Werks S ~ _ "BK R L :
17 : _ - . Chalrman, Board of Supervisors
18 | | -
19 County Counsel
20
21 . g ,
22 | ~ o | o *~
2 | /
26
26 oo
T R A
27 , ‘ . : R | ,
28 AR
29
30
31 Ly |
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8TATE OF CALIFCRANIA

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

DISTRICT {V

Modifred Moorpark Systerm
Kelocated ond U/lized ..
for Stqre Cutrals

DRAWN BY 2 AV A

DATE /2- 2F - 63

CHECKED BY 1/

CCALE Y= oo’

REVISED

DR.NO. L 44 D5~

€0. |RTE.{SEC.| Proj. No. [UEP

FLE (e | 5 oy 2044

oRrRDIr NO.

EXHIBIT A
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Mo?wrk SysTem WO freeway
System [resently Fropased

DATE /2-23 - &3

"= o0’
OR. NO. D L D&t

CALE /
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For Storm Drarn Sysrermn
DRAWN BY 247487

CKED BY A/
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Dacembor 11, 1963

Mr. Prank Greiner, Clerk §jzzLé

Clty of San Jese - &
rirst and Mission Streots
BSan Jose, California

Bubject: Interchange Crossing Between State Route S
and Capitol Expressvay

Dear Mr. Greinor:

Enclosed you will find three cextified copioes of \
a Resolutiocn adopted by the Beard of Supeorvisorxs of
the County of Santa Clara at its regularly scheduled
meating on December 9, 1963. This Resolution requests
the California State Highway Commission to provide an
interchange crossing between the future State Route §

Freceway and the proposed Capitol Expressway in the viein-
ity of Lendrum Avenue,

It is our underxztanding that the Council of tho
city of San Jose desires to adopt a similar resolution
and wishes that the County’s Resolution accompany its
in baing forwarded to the State Division of Highwoys.

Wo are forwarding tho aacloscd copies for this pur-
pose.,

Vory ¢ruly yours,

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Mrs., Jean Pullan, Clerk

of the Board,
JPi1DMR:mo’d

Encls,

cc: Public Works w/Raesol,
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RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF

THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA REQUESTING THE
CALTFORNIA STATE HIGHWAY COMMISSION TO PROVIDE AN
INTERCHANGE CROSSING BETWEEN THE FUTURE STATE
ROUTE 5 FREEWAY (17) AND THE PROPOSED CAPITOL
EXPRESSWAY IN THE VICINITY OF LENDRUM AVENUE

WHEREAS, the 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; énd | "

WHEREAS, the State Route 5 Freeway (17) and the Capitol
Expressway are 1ﬁc1ﬁded wlthin sald General Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Capitoi Expressway_will_Sgrve as a primary
traffic carrier for the East San Jose and'Evergreen areas, con-
necting these segments o? the County and the Clty of San Jose
to the Central Business Dlstrlct and other major shopplng areas;
and '

.WHEREAS, the Clty of San Jose and the County of Santa Clara
are presently Jointly financing the constructlion of the Capiltol
Expresswa& from Aborh.Road fo Senter Road; and

. WHEREAS, the City of San Jose and the County of Santa Clara
are preﬁéring Jolint agreements to complete the Capitol Expr?séway
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 1n the construction of the Capitol Express-

way from Jackson Avenue to Aborn Road prior to or colncldent 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 Iinterchange crossing between the future

State Route 5 Freeway (17) and the proposed Capitol Expressway

Co. CocesvoZ . DEC 9 1963 @

ADOPT: LA, VES—B-M§-¢—
NO: ABSTAINS:_____

ABSENT:
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& o o

in the vicinity of'Lendrum Avenue.
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board‘of:Supervisors of the
County of SantéJClafé,‘State of'Califérnia, on DEC: 9 1963
, 19 . , by the following vote |

AYES: Supervisors, EKevin' Della Magglore Spang!cr Mchrkcns Sanches
NOES: - Supervisors, 'ane
ABSENT: ‘Supervisors, None'

]

ATTEST: JEAN PULLAN, Clérk of the
Board of Supervisors

Q% e




‘DEED TATUS

Pfioglng Prainage &“
e by Tract 26 84——

| LEGAL OWNER: |
'S'uimy Eﬁad Co

| Ba YSHOEF Voreigt K. &8 - j
|
|

OWNERSHIP |
CERTIFICATION: ,

DATE REQUESTED: 4 ° 7°GOby EEsz’
DATE RECEIVED:JS e 9260 by A8,
- CA4B. |

DATE CHECKED: 5 » 9= 60 by
PROCESSED: 5 = /& = GO by Uﬁl

. ACTION: 1 -

2 Date to B/S

3 Date to B/S 0. Ke
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"COUNTY.OF SA(PTA CLARA

A 2#

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AT
REFERRED THE ATTACHED COMMUNICATION TO:

czZ 2 /@22?494£¢u£a~¢§_

[odisss e dba

ITS MEETING OF

REMARKS

DEPARTMENT

. o2l
1%74 e s

&Ofﬁce of the BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

DATE

_/é;zz‘_s" s 1963

__,,/é/éf 3 1963

.rrumﬂu

DIRECTIVE:

STUDY AND RECOMMENDATION

REPORT

ATTEND MEETING ,
PREPARATION OF NECESSARY PAPERS
PowER TO AcT :
APPROPRIATE ACTION

NOTIFY WRITER OF ACTION
CONSIDERATION

RECONSIDERATION

REPLY TO WRITER

V0-5P-5A Rav, 5-62

JEAN PULLAN, CLERK oF THE BoARD

K// Ax/d“&aa/
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Lo N - ‘D EDMUND G. BROWN » John Erreca
, . c. womack ' GOVERNOR OF CALIFARNIA KK S BB rehd
B8TATE HIGHWAY ENGINEER DI’R!CTOR

# STATE OF CALIFORNIA
x Department of Public Works
. SACRAMENTO
DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS August 21, 1963 PLEASE REFER TO
PUBLIC WORKS BUILDING FILE No,
P, O. Box 149D
SACRAMENTO 7 IVv-SCl-5-Var,

Board of Supervlsors

County of Santa Clara

County Administration Bulilding
TO West Rosa Street

San Jose 10, California

Gentlemen:

Reference 1s made to your letter of March 8,
18663, forwarding four certified coples 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 (Leglslative Route 5) .
and the ,proposed San Toéomas Expressway.

- Your resolution was supplemented by Mr, James T,
Potts', Asslstant Director, Santa Clara Department of
Public Works, communication of April 12, 1963, which
forwarded to our District IV office 1985 traffic infor-
matlon and proposed geometrlc plan for Route 5 Interchange
developed by Santa Clara County. '

Mr, Potts requested our comments on the County's
rlan and possible commltments 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 furnlished
by Santa Clara County have been reviewed. Our predictions
agree closely wlith the County's for the year 1985,

In regard to the geometrlc plan, we believe a
more satisfactory plan would be obtained if it is altered
as shown on Drawings No, 2850-6-9A and 6-9B which are beilng
forwarded to you under separate cover,

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

APFROVED .= _7zf ________ -
Eg: CE ©C PC DPW FLD

NO:___.___ABSTAINS: ___ ...
N

Coby each Bd Member - HWC - DPW - CC e
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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 1s recommended
that the proposed loop ramp in the southwest quadrant be
replaced by a diamond facllity. It is further recommended
that right of way be acquired to provide for a future loop
ramp, as indlicated, in the northwest quadrant.

In the northeast quadrant, it ls recommended
that White Oaks Road be closed, removing access to and

from the on ramp, thereby providing full access control.

The ramp connectlons 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 officlals reviewed the proposed
revised plan and expressed satisfactlon with it.

It is our oplnlon that the existing diamond

interchange wlll handle expected traffic volumes for

some time following the Countytls expressway construction
in 1967. When and if traffic develops to the extent that
freeway operation is affected, such mocdifications as
required to allevliate the condition will'be given consid-
eration, This, of course, wlll be dependent upon avall-
ability of funds.

If the Statel!s suggestlions for the interchange
modification, as shown ‘on prints of Drawings No. 2850-6-9A
and 6-9B are acceptable to the County, State wlll furnish
County information for 1lts use In the protection of right
of way for the planned facility.

Sincerely,

J. C. WOMACK
State Highway Engineer

/W__
“Deputy StaEg/%;g%:ZI Engineer
A P

Sep. Cove.
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- 0 77" gYATE OF CALIFORNIA . m Wﬂ

ORIGINAL  pbivisioN oF HIGHWAYS 2f 5=
DISTRICT IV

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

ADDRESS AlLlL COMMUNICATIONS TO
P. O. BOX 3386, RINCON ANNEX PLEASE REFER
S8AN FRANCISCO 19 TO FILE NO.

June 4, 1963

IV-S5Cl,Ala-5=SJds,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, the California
Highway Commisslon passed a resolution changing the
location of State Highway Raute 5 1n Santa Clara and
Alameda Counties and the Cilties of San Jose, Milpiltas
and Fremont between Route 115 and 0.4 mile south of
Prune Avenue and establishing a freeway thereon.

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

The law pertalinlng to freeways prchiblts connecting
any new publlc road, street or highway to the freeway
wlthout the consent of the Department of Public Works,
The Department may gilve or wlthhold its consent as in its
opinion will best subserve the public Interest. Also
the State 1ls empowered to acquire by purchase the rights

of access to abutting properties should such action be
deemed advisable.

Your cooperation 18 requested in advising this office
of any contemplated subdivisions, applications for bullding
permits, or plang for other possible conflicting develop-
ments on or near the adopted, freeway route. It will then
be possible for us- to’contact ‘the prospectlve developer in
an effort to reach a mitually: satisfactory understanding.

Moy B . .
MRS - . ‘_
{ CE RIS

PR SN '} - - -~
BY.e 0 L [ QH‘,
[ DN
[ T



| AECEIVED
BOARD OF SUPEAVISORS

Jui 7 9 us AM’83
COUNTY OF
SANTA CLARA



i e rvars 85

I 05 R R D OTS N

[P NN S D R

T P TS

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

Coples of this letter and attachments are belng
transmitted to the County Planning Commission, the
Director of Public Works and the Supervisor of the
Bullding Inspection Division.

Yours very truly,

J. P, SINCLAIR
Asst. State Highway Engineer

C. F. GRE

District Engineer
Attachment




- Passed by C.H.C,

@ e MAY 22 1963

RESOLUTION CHANGING LOCATION OF STATE HIGHWAY
AND DECLARING A FREEWAY

RESOLVED by the California Highway Commission that
pursuant to the authority vested in 1t by law, this Commlsslon
does hereby alter and change the location of a section of State
Highway Route 5, 1n Santa Clara and Alameda Counties and 1n the
Citles of San Jose, Milplitas and Fremont between Route 115 and
0.4 mile south of Prune Avenue, and offlcially designated as
Road IV-SCl,Ala-5-SJs8,A,Mps;Pmt, ag sald lccation 1s shown on
the map submitted on April 23, 1963, by J. C. Womack, State
Highway Englneer; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that sald sectlon of State
highway, as 80 altered and changed, 1s adopted as the locatlon of
sald sectlon of State highway provided, however, that the exlsting
traversable highway shown on sald map as the existing State highway
shall remain as the State hlghway location until the sectlion of
State highway adopted by this'ﬁesolution has been constructed and
is opened for traffilc and appropriate disposition of the existing
State highway has been made as provided by law; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that sald section of State highway
i1s declared to be a freeway, as sald term 1s deflned in the Streets
and Highways Code, and shall have the status of a freeway for all
purposes provided by law and 1s designated as a part of the
Callfornla 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 sald State highway 1s for the best interest of
the State..



THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregoing is a full and correct copy
of the original resolution passed by the California Highway Com-

mission at its meeting regularly called and held on the22nd...

dayof __May 1963, inthe City ofSacramento ,
a majority of the members of said Commission being preseni and
voling therefor.

Dated this_23rd ﬁ-of May ,1963...

[ ez,

ROBERT T. MARTIN
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE
CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION

EST. 1986, B4416 12-861 EM SPO
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. STATE OF CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
DISTRICT IV

180 OAK BTREET
SAN FRANCISCO 2, CALIFORNIA
UNDERRHILL 3-0222

ADDRESS ALL. COMMUNICATIONS TO April 26’ 1963

P, O, BOX 3366, RINCON ANNEX

BSAN FRANCISCOC 10

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

Gentlemen:

and Alameda Countles between Route 115 and 0.4

Al LT, /@7&

o2 s

PLeAsE REFER
TO FiLE No.

IV-3Cl,Ala-5-SJs,A,Mps;Fmt
63 04T09H2795 0

JEE s—

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

of Prune Avenue, Road IV-SCl,Ala-5-SJs,A,Mps;Fmt.

information,

mile south

The State Highway Englneer, in éccord with established
practice, has recommended to the Commission that the route
be relocated as shown on the attached map.

For your

the recommended routing conforms to the studlied

alternate referred to as Line A in the accompanylng Report
of Route Studies”, .

of the subject portion of State highway.

On receipt of the State Highway Engineerts recommendation,
the Commission on April 24, 1963, passed a resolution
declaring its intention to consider the adoption as a freeway

"Notice of Intention on Freeway Location" resolution is
attached.

particularly with regard to the local community aspects.,

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 réspect to this

project and to receive in.return from those present any
additional information which may have a bearing on the routing,

A copy of this

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 Commlssion

has been furnished a copy of the transcript of the proceedings
of this hearing to facilitate his personal review of the
project proposal.

Copy oach B Man by

CUNC - DPW - CC eyl o4 |

Date_MQ‘:(...@,____....’" ......
APPROVED«? ;:Z:Zké.-éf./
re: ¢g & PC pPW FLO

-

ABSTAINS: cemamis”
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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 flle.

Sincerely,

J. C. WOMACK
Sta Highway Engineer

P/ SINCLAIR
sst. State Highway Engineer



NOTICE OF INTENTION ON FREEWAY LOCATION, ROAD IV-SCl,Ala-5-SJs,A,
. Mps; Fmt

WHEREAS, memorandum dated April 23, 1963, by J. C. Womack,
State Highway Engineer, reporting to the California Highway
Commisslion that studles for a freeway along a revised locatilon
of State highway in Santa Clara and Alameda Countles between
Route 115 and 0.4 mile south of Prune Avenue, Road IV-SCl,Ala-5-
SJs,A,Mps;me have been completed and submitting therewith a
map showiné the location which 1s recommended for adoption; having
been read and discussed,

NOW THEBEFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the State Highway Engilneer
be authorized and directed to glve public notice of the Commisslon's
intention to conslder the adoptlion of a location of a freeway on
State highway 'in Santa Clara and Alameda Counties between Route 115

’énd 0.4 mile south of Prune Avenue, Road IV—SCl,A;a-S—SJs,A,Mps;Fmt
and also to glve writtgn notice to the Boards of Supervisors of
Santa Clara and Alameda Countlies and the City Counclls of San Jose,
Milpitas and Fremont of such intention. Such notice to the Board
of Superyisors of Alameda County and the City Counclls of San Jose,
Milpitas and Fremont shall specify that if any of these bodies
considers a public hearlng on the matter necessary, the Commisslon
will hold or cause to be held such hearing, if requested by such
local leglslative body ﬁithin thirty days after the first regular
meeting of such local legilslative body followlng receipt of written
notlce by the State Highway Engineer. .
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PROPOSAL |

- 1 e IV-SCl,Ala-S—SJS,A,
Mps;Fmt

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 mlles..

FRINCIPAL CITIES:

The City of San Jose (population 258,000) is at the
south project limit. The .routing passes through the Cilty of
Mllpitas ?population 10,000) and the City of Fremont (popula-
tion 57,600), located at the north project 1imit.

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 1s located at the
southerly segment described under (b) above.

B. Existing Facllity

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 Ald Routes

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

D. Principal Deficlencies

The principal defilciencies of the existing route are
limited capacity for growing traffic, low design speed,
lack of access control, congestion through Milpitas,
and three railroad grade crossings,



Mps;Fmt .
TRAFFIC: '

The present average daily traffic volumes for this
portion of existing Route 5 range from about 5600 at Coyote Creek
to 9600 at Alviso-Milpitas Road and 4300 south of Mission Boule-
vard. Northerly on Mission Boulevard the present average dally
traffic 1s approximately 9500, Commercilal traffic constitutes
about 11 per cent of the foregolng volumes.

ROUTE PLANNING:

The subJect portion of Route 5 1s included in the
California Freeway and Expressway System,

The freeway routing for the adjJacent 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 freeway
-agreement with the City of Fremont was executed on June 19, -
1958, The portion of this prior adoption between Route 69 at
Warm Springs and the northerly project 1limit would be replaced
as Route 5 by the project herein presented. However, it is
proposed to redesignate this segment as Route 69.

MASTER PLANS°

The County of Santa Clara has a General Plan which was
adopted April 17, 1960. The City of San Jose has a general
Plan adopted February 14,.1961, The GCity of Milpitas has a
- @General Plan adopted in- January of 1958, however, a new (General
‘Plan 18 now being prepared. The City of Fremont has a General
Plan adopted August 7, 1962. .The studied.location,” Alternate
WAM, discussed later in this report, 1s 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
exlsting highway wilthin the project limits. This master plan,
however, 1s now undergoling revision. A :

‘.KGRICULTURAL LANDS:

Although some of the land traversed 1s presently in
agricultural use, general plans of the cities in the area
indicate future residential or lndustrial development..
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PROPOSED TYPICAL SECTION:

The estimates for this portlon 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 1anes 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.

STUDIES OF ALTERNATE ROUTES

During the preliminary studies two basdc 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 controle for the A Line starting at
Alum Rock Avenue and progressing northerly are:

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 1400 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.

L, The developments along Dempeey Road.

5. Russell Junior High School, north of Evans Road,
6. The developed afeas around Dixon Road '
7

. The high school site and developed areas off East
Warren Avenue,
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Alternate B

Beginning at Alum Rock Avenue and extending northerly,
Line B 18 common with Line A to McKee Road. It then

departs on an alignment east of the A Line crossing -
Capitol Avenue Jjust socuth of Mabury Road to run dlago-

. nally across agricultural lands to a locatlon Jjust east

“of the developed area south of Calaveras Road. At
Calaveras Road, Line B curves northwesterly and then
proceeda on a tangent alignment to a Junction with
Line\A south of Dixon Road and is common with the A
Line to the nerth project limit. -

The principal controls for the B Line proceeding south
to north are:

l. A new supermarket at McKee and Capitol Avenue.
2.‘“Schools and developments around Sierra Rosd.
3. A cemetery on Piedmont Road south of Calaveras Road,

L4, The schools and de;eloped areas along Pledmont Road
and Evans Road. . .

5., The foothills to the east.

Line'E Variation

The E Line wvariation is located at the north project
limit.. It departs from the A Line about 0.2 mile south
of Misslion Boulevard on an alignment which varies up to
about 1,100 feet to the east and then curves to the west
Joining the A Line near Prune Avenue. . The locatlon was
studled 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., Thig line also-would save expensive development

fronting on Brown Road. It provides slightly better
traffic service and 1s 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 1ncluded in the attached summary
Exhibit "B",



-5 - IV-SC1;Al4-5-5Js,4,
: Mps;Fmt

In additlion to the foregoilng, two other variations of
Line A were investigated but later dropped from con-
slderation. One of these involved a shift in alignment
from the east slde to the west side of the P.G. and E

.transmission line on the southerly portion of the project

between McKee and Hostetter Roads. This was found t0 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 1t would affect an exlsting. 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 OF STUDIES

‘Al

. Conferences and/or Meetings

Since initiation of studies during 1960, there have been’
numerous discussions and/or meetings with lécal officials
of Santa Clara and Alameda Countles, the Cltlies of San
Jose, Milpitas and Fremont and with other Interested
1ndiv1duals.

Local Authorities Notifled of Section 75 5 of the Streets

.andeigHWay) Code, -

On June 20, 1960, the Board of Supervisors of Santa Clara
and Alameda Counties and the City Councils of San Jose,
Milpltas, 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
wlith respect to this section of the Code was offered

by any of the Cities for presentation at the public
hearing.

Other State i

gencles Contacted inVConformance withfSection

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
ggggnd the public hearing by letters dated February 21,
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An answer has been recelved from the Divlision of Beaches
and Parks requesting that thelr Archeologlcal Staff be
advised of further_developments on this route.

Other Necessary Contacts with State and Federal Agencles

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 Archltecture,

. the Public Utilities Commisslon, and the U.S. Army Corps

of Engineers were advised of the proposed preject and
invited to attend the public hearing. A reply has been
recelved from the Public Utilities Commission advising
that there 18 no apparent conflict of interests. A.
répresentative of the Corps of Engineers attended the
public hearing and called attentlion to several stream-
crossings. He was assured of cooperation by the Divi-
sion as the design of the project proceeds. .

Public Hearing . 3

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 1oca1 .8chool districts.

The Agsistant State Highway Engineer, District IV,
presided at this Nearing 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 varilation.

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
developmment.

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 recommendatlion 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 Cilty Council
resolution favoring the A Line., This routing was also
endorsed by the Milpltas Planning.Consultant on the
basis that 1t would best serve Milpitas and adjacent
communities,

The City Planner of PFremont introduced a Clty Councill
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 B
variation. L "

Mr. Lopez, a property owner north of Brown Road,
favored the E varlatlon since this would miss a2 well
on his property.

Coples of the transcript of proceedings and the report
of this public hearing containing the documents men--
tioned above were forwarded for the Commlssion's
attentlon under date of April 16 1963.

Letteryg and documents received subsequent to the
Public Hbaring -

Prior to and subsequent to the public hearing, several
letters have been recelved with respect to this project.
This material is included in the Report of the Public

“Hearing.



-8 - IV-5C1;A1a-5-838, A
 Mps;Pmt

Subsequent to the preparation of the Report of Public
Hearing, a resolution was received from the Board of
Supervisors of Santa Clara County. This reaolution
which was adopted on April 1, 1963, approves the align-
ment of Alternate A and walves the need for a publie
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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SUMMARY OF ENGINEERING AND ECONOMIC DATA

Route 5 between Route 115 & A&éptéé Route 5 near Prune Avenue

Constr. Improve- 20 Yr., User

Line Length Estimated Costs ($1,000) . ments Savings
(Miles) Constr, R/W Total . Req'd. ($ Millions)
A 11.5 15,290 6,620 21,910 69 R

ABA 11.6 15,500 5,790 21,290 76 78.7

E Variation 0 -60 ~110 -170 -6 +0.5

Compared to
A

qugf Ay SLg~G-BTY F TOS-AT
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apEdl 13, 1263

Mr, J. P. Sinclair

Aspiotant Scote Highwoy Engincey
Diviolen of Highlwoys

P. O, Box 3366, Rincon Annex
San Francicco, Californise

Subjcets Resolution approving alignmont plans for
State Route 5 and woiving public hoarings
thoreon

Attontion: Mr. €. P. Crecone, District Engincor

Dear Mr., Sinelblr:

Encloscd you will find threso cortificd copics of a
rasolution cdopted by tho Eoord of Superviscrs of the County
of Santa Clara at its regulariy ocheduled meoting on Apzil 1,
1863, Thizc rasolution opproves tho alignment plans for State
Route $ (Copitol Frooway) ond waivoo ¢the noef for public heaxe
ing thorcon bofore tho Californic Stata Highway Commisoion.

The onclosed copies ape for your rocods.
Very truly yours,

BOAT®D QF SUPERVISORS

m.'oo Jean pulian, Clerhk
of tho Boaxd of Suparvicors

JP DR be

Enel.,

ces  Public Worko Dopt. w/rosol
County Counscl w/regel
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. RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE *ﬁflf
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA R
. , APPROVING THE ALIGNMENT PLANS FOR STATE ROUTE

L s (CAPITOL'FREEWAY) AND' WAIVING BUBLIC HEARINGS }ﬁfﬁ*fj,

T Division of Highways,,has conducted a. public hearing on March 27 :jﬂiéu

'y v.*; .A.

v 'E{Q:P 1963 relating to the 1ocat10n of State Route 5 (Capitol Freeway)

WHEREAS this Board of Supervisors desires to adopt Route

)

"A" alignment of said Capitol Freeway as presented at said .’ffffffﬂ"ﬁﬂ

1; public hearing on March 27 l963 3 'ff:f‘::‘;ifgztirf;:?f.lff;{"_ffgrgﬁ

alignment'for*State,Route Sn(Capitol Freeway) between.State Route : %ﬂ?

115 and existing State Route 5 near the City of. Fremont'as shown',

'. . 1‘

on alternate alignment Route "A“ as presented at the public ';'“Yf“sy
| = hearing of March 27 1963 and this Board further waives)the j;;;a.iuh
. ey 5'. . / ‘ .
need for public hearing thereon before the California State B
SO NP I AP St

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County

f Santa Clara State of California on April 1 1963 by theVL S
following vote. ,: ,,‘ -_»- . | o K . » ‘;f‘ “

o AYES im{f
Nossﬁjf;(

ABSENT_“r

© - ., ATTEST:: JEAN PULLAN Clerk of | -
Ly the Board" of Supervisors

"
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/g’» o STATE OF CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

) y .
> DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
& DISTRICT IV
150 OAK STREET
SAN FRANCISCO 2, CALIFORNIA
UNDERHILL 3-0222
ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO

P, O. BOX 3386, RINCON ANNEX Febmar’y 21 3 1963 PLEAVSE REFER
B8AN FRANCIBCO 19 . To FIiLE NoO, i
IV-SCl,Ala-5-SJs,A,Mps, Fmt
63-04TO9H2795.0

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 schedﬁled a public hearing at
2:00 p.m,, Wednesday,. March 27, 1963, in the City Hall Auditorium
located at 160 North Main Street, Milpitas, California,

The purpose of the heéring 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.

Attaehed“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.

vave. TR 4 1953

e W W YW

Apmovaosef/ Z .Z&a

C RE:r CB €¢C P
Cooy cach Bd Member - HWC - opW - CC - PETWYET : DPW FLD
WO ______ABSTAINS:.__._._
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Honorable Board of Supervisors -2- February 21, 1963

If the County wishes to avall 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 Auditorium located
at 160 North Main Street, Milpitas, California.

Very truly yours,

P. SINCLAIR
sst. State Highway Engineer



Arsemhly Bill No. G

CUATER G0

An ncl 1n add Seclion 73.5 (o the Steeets mud Hinhways Code,
relating to sinle Miglaway and frecway voules.

' P\ pproved by Governoe My 4, (800, Flled whik
NeerPelary of Banle Muy b 100

The peoplo of the State of California.do enact as follows:
g }

Scerion 1. Seclion 75.5 is added to the Strects and High-
ways Code, to read: '

76.6. At any public hearing ov niceling before the conimia-
gion or dopartment on the seleetion of any state highway or
freeway route at which comparative catimates are presented
of the benefils that wounld acerue to drivérs of motor vohicles
iti the use of allernative voutes, on request of any city or
county affected, estimates for the mune time period, and based
on similay assumptions, ns the. driver benefit estimates shall
also be presented of tha efect that tho selection of cither route
would have upon community values, including but not limited
to properly values, utale and loenl public Tacilities, and city
street and connty highway traflie. Buch estimates are required
only if requested by an allncted eily or cointy which transmits
witheits roquest sueh infornstion rolative to the estimatey as it

“inwy wish to have presentfed. Phe department, whenever it an-

nouneces that a pablie hearing or meeting is-to be held on the
gelection of any state hiphway or fleewny vonte, shall: notify
any affected city vr connty thatl it may make such a request.
Failure of tha dopartment or the commission 1o comply with

_ the requiremonty of this seetion shall nol. invalidate any action

of the eomiskion ax to tha ndoplion of a.routing for any state
higliway, nor shall such failure ha ndminsible evidence in any
litigation for the neruisition of righis of way or involving the
allocation of funds or the construction of the highwny.

/
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RESOLUTION RESTATING PROCEDURE RELATIVE TO ADOPTION OF -
WAY LOCATIONS BY THE CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION. FRER

. 'RESOLVED, by the California Highway Commission, that the
following procedure shall be followed in the adoption of freeway
locations in the State hlighway system: :

1. When it 18 proposed to locate or relocate any portion
of a State highway ap a freeway, the State Highway Engineer, or .
his authorized representative, shall: _

(a) At the initiation of the studies necessary to
determirs the possible locations to be presented to the Commission
for consideration, and from time to time thereafter, confer with
the appropriate local governing bodles, and other agencles that may
.be affected thereby and wlth 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 Sectlon 75.5 of the
8treets 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 acqualint
interested individuals, officlals and civic or other groups with the
studies made and the information developed, and to obtain their views
with respect thereto. A : : ‘

In conducting any such meetings where major controversy
appears probable, the State Hlghway Englneer may arrange for a
Division ot 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 agencles,
any information submitted pursuant to Section 75.5 of the Streets
and .Highways Code, the studies made, and a recommendation as to the
location ot 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 notificatlon
shall include a statement that the Commission or designated members
thereof will hold a public hearing on the proposal, if requested to
do mo by the local legislative body within thirty (SO)Adays 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 bodles shall have, by resolutlon, declared that no public
. hearing by the Commission 18 necessary, then the notification by

the State Highway Engineer shall advise such loc¢al body only of
the intention of the Commission to consider the matter.

‘ 4, If any such legislative body requests-such hearing,
the Commission, or a designated member or members thereof, will
hold a hearing, after public notice given in such manner as the
Commission may determine, at which time and place all persons,
and official bodies and other organizations interested in the
matter, shall be afforded an opportunity to be heard. The
Commission may also, on its own motion, call a public meeting or
hold such hear%hgs as 1t may deem appropriate.

5. After the expiration of such period of thirty (30)
~days, 1f no hearing is requested, or after such meetings or hear-
4ings as the Commisslon may hold, the Commission will adopt a .
.location for the freeway between the limits under consideration.

T 6. The.authorization referred to in numbered paragraph 3
of this resolution, to glve public notice of the Commission's
Antention to hold a hearing, shall be by resolution of the
Commission reluting to each specific freeway location proposed to
be considered. In all other respects, this resolution authorizes
the'State Highway Engineer, without further resolutlon 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 Sectlion 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 1in such manner as the
affected city or county requests. ‘ : -

o ‘8. It is recognized that, in addition to the foregoing,
the State Highway Engineer, through his representatlves, may hold
any adaitional meetings or hearings required to qualify any highway
proJject for the use of Federal funds pursuant to any Federal
statute or rule or regulation promulgated thereunder. :

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

" This resolution is hereby adopted by the California Highway
Commission at Sacramento, California, this 26th day of February,

| 1958.
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/ ‘ STATE OF CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT CF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
DISTRICT IV

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

ADDREBS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO
P. O. BOX 32688, RINCON ANNEX FPLEASE REFER
SAN FRANCISCO 19 To FILE NoO.

January 14, 1963

IV-SC1~5-D, SJs
56-04TOSOH1 166 . 0
60-04TO9H2084,0

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

e 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 resoclution 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 wlthout the
consent of the Department of Public Works. The Department
may give or withhold l1ts consent as in 1ts 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 actlion be deemed advisable.

: Your cooperation is' requested in advising this office of
any contemplated subdivisions, applications for bullding permlits,
or plans for other possible conflicting develcpments 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,

Coples of this letter and attachmen%é afe being transmitted
to the County Planning Commission, the Director of Public Works
and the Supervisor of the Building, InspectionsDivision.

Yours very tfuly,

J, P, SINGLAZR . . .
Asst, State Highway Engineer

%::E? Dy i NP

C. F., GREENE
District Engineer
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Passed by C.H.C.

o ‘ ® DEC 2 0 1362

RESOLUTION ADOPTING STATE HIGHWAY ROUTE IV-SCl1-5-D,SJs

Resolved by the Californla Highway Commlssion that
pursuant to the authorlty vested in 1t 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-SCl-5-D,SJs as outlined in a "Report of
Route Studiles" dated November 1962, and as shown on a map
thereof sligned by J. P. Sinclair, Asslstant State Highway
Englneer, dated October 31, 1962, approved November 19, 1962,
by J. C. Womack, State Highway Engineer, and further identifiled
by the signatures of a majority of the Commissioners, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Commisslon has found
and determlined, and hereby declares, that such selection
and adoption of the location of sald State highway is for the

best interest of the State.

THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregoing is a full and correct copy
of the original resolution passed by the California Highway Com-
. mission at its meefing regularly called and held on the20th .

day of December; 196.2, in the City of Los _Angeles
a majority of the members of said Commission being present and
voting therefor.

Dated ihis_2.6_‘§h..-,da%.____ ecember. .., 1962.
Bl e Jectncleo

ROBERT T. MARTIN
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE
CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION

a}'.

EST. 18906, 54416 12-681 5M 8PO




RECEIVED
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Jaw !5 9 usAH’63

COUNTY OF
SANTA CLARA




)

. ‘ " Passnd by CH.C.

CLe 20 1962

RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A FREEWAY
ON
ROAD IV-SCl-5-D,SJs

FVRESOLVED by the California Highway Commlssion:

'i.- That the public interest and necesslty require the
laylng out, acqgisition 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
deslgnated as Road IV—SCl;S-D,SJs. |

2, That the section of State hlghway hereinafter des-

ceribed 1s hereby declared tolbe a part of the California

Freeway and Expressway System,

have the status of‘é freeway,

and from the déte hereof shall

as said term 15 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 18 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 1s8 shown on the
general route map thereof adopted by the California
Highway Commission on December an s 1962, which
general route map is on file in ‘the office of the :
Department of Public WOrks at Sacramento, California..

2V,
GO,

LTI MO

BVl o

B L ATD

of Ihe'ongmal resolufion passed by fhe California Highway Com-

“day of_Decembexr196.2inthe Cify of Los _Angeles

THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregaing is a fuII and correct copy

mission al its meeting reqularly called and held on the.20th.

ammmWMmmmmMmMmmummmmbwmmumnm
vohng 1herefor6
- Dated this£20Lh_dayof, _Recember ~ 1962,
= L7 el

ROBEAT T. MARTIN
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE
CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION

BST. 18506, g4418 12-81 5M BPO
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BEGINNING OF ROUTE ADOPTION Freeway Adopted

o END OF ROUTE ADOPTION _October 3, 1962
September 20, 1962 '

Freeway Adopted
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

MAP SHOWING

-~ ROUTE OF PROPOSED
] L STATE HIGHWAY

2

o o

- \ A \¢ : [
TGS S pia o imy i

| ~ IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY
| < 2 | BETWEEN
I hereby certify that by resolution of the California Highway A, oA . > /‘,.ﬂ//[7 _ﬂpfw T
Commission adopted Decemberh20,|962 , tjle rgutg mar(lited _ T / : e - ROUAED 239
“Proposed State Highway” on this map was selected and adopted as ; : - , : o
the route for a portion of State Highway Route & /5 Sopty Claro | % '-:7 ey (Q’{;Lb““ﬂ N _ | -
County betweern Rovte 239 ond fPoute //5 , 3 4'*‘6{7-&’/‘%___ ‘ - - - R OUTE |15
Attests __Z Fee 7 il IR s P "o | | - - DISTIV  sCl-5-D,SJs
C’I‘f;::"‘i‘ }i‘f;;::;y%mmi“b“ / J MEMBERS oF CALIFORNIA HicHw Ay CoMMission e Scale in Feet —
; December 20,1962 01000 2000 4000
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December 21, 1962

Mr. T. W. Falltrick

District Superintendent
Franklin-McKinley School District
400 Tully Road |

San Jose, California .

Subjects Routing of Highway Route 5
Dear Mr, Falltricks |

o ot
‘- sty f [ HE I

Please be advised that the Board of Supervisots B
at its regularly scheduled meeting on December 17, 1962 con-
sidered argwaents relative to the advisability of holding
public hearings on the routing of Hidhway Route #5 between
Routc #2392 and Route $1l15.

_ It was the deocision of the Board that further
hearings were unnecessary, and a resolution was adopted con-
curring in the roccmmsendation of the State Hidhway Engineer
in the selection of Alternate ABCA route as shown in the re-
port of route studies. .

Very trqu yours,

BORRD OF SUPERVISCORS

Mrs, Jean Pullan{ Clerk
of the Board of Supervisors

JP s DMR sbs
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k : Mr. T. W. Falltrick, Jr., Dist. Supt
TRUSTEES . :

WILBUR FAIR 400 TULLY ROAD
ANTHONY MAZOTYTI .

: . C - PHONE: CYpross 28452
\0 EDWIN GOULD ‘ o
/)96 . JOHN FECI - , :

SAN JOSE, CALIFORNIA.
JACK ADAMS '

' December 3, 1962 /{é@é@
Board. of Super;tisors- . A ?W | P
County of Santa Clara . 4 d//} , /ﬁé&/ 7
70.West Rosa Streéet Co ' A L
San ‘Jos“e, California 4 o Lo g :

Gent lemen :

The Frankhn-McKinley School District has recelved 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 D:Lstrlct regarding the recommendat).ons proposed in
‘the above letter. .

‘The Board of Trustees of the Franklln-McK:Lnley 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 dttention,
in order to protect the 1nterests of the District.

Very truly yours

o P

S /ax,/ﬁu,//
: T. W. Falltriek =

District Supelentendeqt

'l'WFln

“Mr. J. P. Sinclalr, State D1v1sion of nghwa.ys
Mr, A. P. Hamann, City Manager
County Planning Commission -

.
2
City Planning Commission : : (12 o % B
Mr. J. Orsburn, Bureau of Schoolhouse Planm.ng. ZO W °
A
PE o= oan
o——«t f Ay
O L w3
oo oM
F}; o L ox=e :f’:o
' o 2 N ; G
: \ QU TURCTRY B 3
AWm&HMMW-HWC*DPW'fG;'M ,‘1> ™~
- . DEE 17 1967
Da,te_.___'_ ____________________
APPROVBD ___________________
RE: CE- CC PC DPW FLD

. WO _--*___ABSI‘AINS BT
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Decembox 17, 1962

Mz, J. P. Sinclair

Asolatant State H%ghw@y Engineer
P, O, Box 3366 -~ Rincon Ammex
San Francisco, Califoxnia

Re: Resolutien by the Board of Sugervia@za of Santa
* Clara County declazing the holding of a Public
Hearing on -the rcuting of Highway Route #5 between
Route #2329 and Route #115, to be unnecessary.

. —-

Degxr Mr. Sinclair:

Enclosed you will £ind two cerxtified coplies of a resolution
adopted by the Board of Supervisoxs of Santa Clara County
at ico re%mlarly gcheduled maseting on December 17, 1962,
Thic zesolution states that the Boaxrd of Supervisors are in
concurrence with the récommendation of the State Highway
Engineer in the selection of alternate ARCA as shoim on the
Teport -of route studies. ' R : .

It aleo declares thst the holding of a Public Hearing by
the State Highway Ceazmiceion on the propesed route is unnece
esoarys The enc-oaed copiles are for your information. ~

Vexry truly yours,
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Mxs., Jean Pullan
Clexrk of the Board
JP:DMR: hm .
ene.,
ce-Pubiic Worke
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#/@560 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

N

for conSLderation the matter of the relocation and 1mprovement
as a freeway ot a portion of State ﬁighway Route 5 in Saota
Clara County between Route 239 and Route 115 apq . .

, WHEREAS, a publlc hearlng was held on October 2 1962 to
preaent the reSulta‘of the studies of the Division of Highways
relating to this oroject; aod ‘

WHEREAS, the State Highwanyngineef ﬁaaireooﬁmehded to_the
California Highway Commission tﬁatfthe aelected route should be
Alternate‘ABéA as‘ehown:on'the Report of Route Studies; and

| WHEREAS this.Board.of Supervisors believes the California

Highway Comm1531on now has beﬁ:re it all pertinent information
relative to this project.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that this Board of Supervisora
concurs in the recommendation of the State Highway Engineer in
' the selection of Alternate ABCA as shown on the Report of Route

Studies, aad that this Board of Supervieors 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 Comﬁission 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

). OFFIcE Bs “ﬂ o | DEC 17 %62
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[ . o ” STATE OF CALIFORNIA m

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

vy ’é o DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
%’ DISTRICT IV

180 OAK STREET
B8AN FRANCISCO 2, CALIFORNIA
UN DERHILL 3.0222

ADDRESH ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO
P. ©. BOX 3360, RINCON ANNEX

B8AN FRANCISCO 19 November 29! 1962 ::BF‘::: ::“
IVv-S0l-5 SJs
56- ouT09H1£66 0
60- O4TO9H2084 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 relocatlon 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 Englneer's 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" resolutlon 1s attached.

As you will recall the staff of the Divlision 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
recelve 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 Commissior®¥or.its consideratlon. In addition,
each member of the Commilsslionrhas been furnished a copy of the
transcript of the proceedings of this hearing to facilitate
hls persocnal review of the;qugecg prgpogal.

ey €. AQOL& C 11 1962
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To:
Honorable Board of Supervisors November 29, 1962

The Commlission now wishes to insure that it has before
it all the facts relative to this route location matter in
order that 1t may act for the best interest of the State. To
this end if your Honorable Board feels that additional pertinent
informaticn is now available which might be helpful to the
Commission in the final route selection, it would be proper to
submlt 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 Divlision 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 1s necessary to fully inform the Commission as
to local interests, the Commlssion will on request of the County
hold such a hearing. If your Honorable Board ccnsiders that a
public hearing by the Commisslon on this._proposed relocation is
unnecessary, wlll you please 50 advise by regular resolution.

Your cooperatlon in advising us of your wishes in this
matter willl be sincerely appreciated.

Very truly yours,

J. C. WOMACK
State Highway Engineer

H AYANIA
Dlstrict Engineer
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NOTICE OF INTENTION ON FREEWAY LOCATION, ROAD IV-SCl-5-D,SJs

WHEREAS, memorandum dated November 19, 1962, by
J. C. Womack, State Highway Engineer, reporting to the California
Highway Commission that studies for a freeway location of State

hlghway in Santa Clara County, between Route 239 and Route 115,

- Road IV-SCl-S-D,SJs have been completed and submitting therewith

a map showing the locatlon 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 1ocation of
a freeway on State highway in Santa Clara County, between Route
239 and Roﬁte 115, Roéd IV-SC1-5-D,3Js8 and also to glve written
ﬁotice 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 bodles con-
slders a publlic hearing on the matter necessary, the Commission
will hold or cause to be held such hearing, 1f requested by such

local legislative body within thirty days after the first regular

meeting of such local leglslative body following receipt of written

notice by the State Highway Engineer.

Céd
4 B



: RECEIVED
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Nov 30 10 o9 AM °§?

COUNTY OF
SANTA CLARA



P

N

.=
~— -

Ty

—

BEGINNING OF ROUTE ADOPTION

Freeway Adopted

Q

November 25,1357 SANTAN. /<t ) 1ot Sy e
C /ARA: / /7 L@ :
/ 7/ T o

Y

7 R ®
N <
Y%, %w&
-’7 ‘ N

NN

_ S

I hereby certify that by résolution of the California Highway

Freeway Adopted

END OF ROUTE ADOPTION | October 3, 1962
September 20, 1962 { :
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MAP SHQWING

ROUTE OF PROPOSED
| m : - STATE HIGHWAY
ROUTE 2 : 3 |

IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY
BETWEEN

Commission adopted the route marked
“Proposed State Highway” on this map was selected and adopted as ROU TE 239
the route for a portion of State Highway Route & /n Sontry Claro AND _
County between Povite 239 ond Poute //5 ROUTE 115 .

Attes __ | 1 DISTIV  SCI-5-D,Sds

California Highway Commission MEMBERS or CALH’ORNIA. HicHway CoMmMissioNn _ Scale in! Feet - A
: O_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
EETWEEN
ROUTE 239
AND
ROUTE 115 (ALUM ROCK AVENUE )
IN
SAN JOSE

ROAD IV-SC1l-5-SJ8

November - 1962
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PROPOSAL

To establish the freeway locatlion of the portion of
State Highway Route 5 in the City of San Jose between Route 239
ang Route 115 (Alum Rock Avenue), a distance of approximately
7.4 miles.

FRINCIPAL CITY

' The route under consideration passes through the Clty of
San Jose which has a populatlon of 309,700,

EXISTING HIGHWAY

A, Leglslative Descrlption

Route 5 is from:

a) Route 56 near Santa Cruz to Route 68 near

b) Route 68 near San Jose to Route 4 near
Stockton via Hayward."

B. Existing Facility

There 1s no existing State facllity for Route 5
between project limlts.

c. Federal Aid Routes

Route 5 within project limits is not on the Federal
Ald System{

The sectlon of existing Route 5 north of Route 68
18 FAP—S °

D. ‘ Principal Deficiency

The principal defilciency at present is that there is

no traversable route for Route 5 between project limits
except vlia congested indirect Clty streets., Many of .
these City streets are operating at or beyond practical
capacility.

’
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TRAFFIC

It 18 estimated that 1f thilis freeway were in operation
today it would car 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 PLANS

' The County of Santa Clara has a General FPlan which was
adopted April 17, 1960. The City of San Jose has a @General Plan
adopted February 14, 1961. Both of these plans provide for a
freeway along the general corrideor of the altermate locations pre-
sented herein.

ROUTE PLANNING

The subJect portlon of highway is included in the
California Freeway and -Expressway System.

The adjoining portion «f Route 5 to the west and south
has been constructed to freeway standards and studles are currently
under way to determine the freeway routing. of the portion of Route
5 to the north and east. The freeway locatlion has also been
established for Route 239 (the Junipero Serra Freeway) Jjoining this
project on the west. Funds have been budgeted end work 1is now’

- under way on the first contract of the Junlpero Serrs Freeway from

Route 5 to. Stevens Creek Road.

FROPOSED 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 willl be determlned when construction becomes
imminent,

‘STUDIES OF ALTERNATE ROUTES

In general, six principal alternate routings or combi-
natlons thereof were developed in detaill. These are represented
on the attached project map, Exhlibit A, and the attached summary
:gegt, Exhibit B, as Alternates A, ABA, ABCA, ACA; AFA, and

ACA, ‘

Alternate A . e

o W

Alternate A is the basic studléd routing which most
closely resembles the location shown, omlthe local
Master Plans. From the beg%ﬂﬁﬁng of tHe pﬁgJect to
' . .'\\QOB
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Just west of Meridlian Rezd thls alternate is generally
parallel to and' Jjust west <f Moorpark Avenue, It then
crosses to the south of Moorpark Avenue to avold the
extensive industrial development between Meridian and
Lincoln Avenues and swings northeasterly across Los
Gatos Creek and the Southern Pacific Railrcad,

Line A then continues easterly, passing through the
southerly portion of (ardner Elementary School Playground.
After crossing the Quadelupe River, the A Line again

swings northeasterly to pass between Woodrow Wilson

Junior High School and Washington Elemenitary School,
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 Road; passing between McKlinley Elementary
School and Jennings Radio Corporation to intersect Bayshore
Preeway approximately 1400 feet north of Story Road.

East of Bayshore Preeway tc 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 constructicn. The llne c¢rosses Jackson
Avenue while curving io the north to intersect Alum Rock
Avenue,

Alternate A B A

This alternate is common to Line A from the beglinning of
the proJect to Just east of Lincoln Avenue where 1t swings
northeasterly to occupy a location two or three blocks or
8o north of Line A, This routing passes to the north of
Gardner Elementary School and Wilson Junior High School.
In the vicinity of Tth Street thls alternate rejJoins the
A Line; which it follows to the end of the project.

Alternate A B C A

This location is ldentical to ‘Alternate ABA diséussed
above except between 7th Stmeet and Lucretia Avenue where

1t swings southerly to pass to the south of San Jose
Bible College

Alternate A C A . u'ﬁ

Alternate ACA involves a cross-over ﬂro& JLine A 'to Line C
between 3rd and 8th Streets, .
‘\\ },(v %\\ T’M

W ?S) a2

~l’






Alternate AFA

Altermate AFA differs from Alternate A only on the
portion between Lincoln Avenune and the Guadelupe River
where 1t curves sgoutherly aveiding the Gardner Ele-
mentary Schwcol, This leszation passes through the south-
2a8¢ corner of the City-cwned Biebrach Park near the
easterly Junction with the A Line, The Clty Planning
Director feels that this feature 1ls 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 Guadelups River and Alternate ACA east-
erly thereof.

As a result of discussions with the Clity of San Jose;
Franklin-McKinley Elementary School District and
Jennings Radio Corporation, a design wvariation of the

A Line was developed between Coyote Rliver and Juat east
of Bayshore Preeway. The School Board, in discussions,
had indicated that the A ILdine would be detrimental to
classroom activity because of nolse and fumes. Jennings
Radio Corporatlion expressed ¢oncern that ILine A would
be too close to its priant and would cause contamination
of the c¢lean air needsd for its operation.

The resulting design variabtion, identified as the A-1
Iine 1s located a maxlmum distance of 500+ feet ncrth

of Line A and is a miniwum of 300 feet further removed
from Jennings Radlic property. It would require reloca-
tion of the MeKinley School to a new slite. School
officials have indicated that the A-]1 Line wculd be
acceptable to them on the condition that equivalent
facilities be provided at the new site priocr to destruc-
tion of the present school and subject to certain zoning
provisions in the vwicinity of the roube.

Iine A-1 involves an added cost of approximately $3900,000

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 Rayshore Preeway. A final
decision with respect to development along Line A-1 as
opposed te Line A c¢ould be made during the detail design
of the project following reute adopbicnt: -
12 . *
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addition to the foregoing principal alternates; two

other locations shown in light dashed line on Exhibilt

Ay

were investigated but later eliminated from serious

cunsideration for reasops listed helow:

Alternate AEA

Thils routing was laid out to test a location south-

erly of the principal alternates in the vicinity of
Keyes Street., It is 0.2 mlle longer and provides
approximately $28 million less user-benefits than
the basic alternate Line A without offering any
particular compensatlng advantages.

Alternate AHA

Alternate AHA follows southerly along the Western
Pacific Rallroad crossing Monterey Highway south

of Phelan Avenue and the Bayshore Freeway Just north
of Tully Road., East of King Street 1t turns north-
erly to rejoin Line A near Jackson Avenue, Thils
alternate was laid out in an attempt to evaluate

utilization of somewhat less developed property than

‘thes, principal alternates. It was found, however,

that this altermate, 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.

TAKEN SUBSEQUENT TC INITIATION OF STUDIES

A.

Conferences

Eight meetings were held with technical staffs and local
officials of the City and County subsequent to the
initlation of studies esrly in 1960,

Local Authorities Notifled of the Provislions of Section

‘9

of the Streets and Highways Code.

On August 31, 1962, the Board of Superviscrs of Santa
Clara County and the City Council of San Jose were
informed by letter, of the provisions of Spetion 75.5
of the Streets and Highways Code. No information
pertinent £o this sectlon of the Cmdpdwas offered by
elther the County or the City for'presentation at the

public hearing.
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. Other Staﬁe Agencles Contacted in Conformance

with Section 84 of the Streets and Highways Code
and SCR 19,(1958[)~

The State Lands Divislon, the Department of Conserva-

tion, the Department of Parks and Recreation, the
Division of Beaches and 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 pubklic hearing. '

Other Necessary Contacts with Federal, State,

Municlpal or Lpcal Agencles

The Bureau of Public Rocads, 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 Aercnsutics; the State Division
of Architecture;, and the Publlc Utilitles Commission
were invited by letters dated August 31, 1962, to
attend the publlc hearing.

The Santa Clara County Flood Control and Conservation
District and the loczl 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 studles. Approximately
325 persons attended this hearing including repre-
sentatives of the U.,S3. Bureau of Public Roads, the
U.S5. Corps of Engineers, the County of Santa Clarsa,
the City of San Jose,; San Jase Unified School District,

Campbell Union Scheool District and San Jose Bible
College.

The Assistant State Highway Engineer, District IV,
gserved 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 mentiocned, . G
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Representatives of Santa Clara County and the. City

of San Jose went on record supporting the project

but made no recommenddtion with respect to a specific
routing.

A representative of the San Jose Unified Scheol District
expressed concern regarding the possible c¢losing off of
access roads from the north leading to San Jose City
‘College at Moorpark Avenue and San Jose-Los Gatqs Road,
and the need for adequate access to Woodrow Wilson
School located Just east of Guadelupe River., He also
‘advised that the School District 1s opposed to the

A Line where 1t requires land from Gardner Elementary
School  just east of the Southern Pacific Railroad.-

The Superintendent of Campbell Unilpm.:Scheool.Distriet:-
made an appeal that school districts be brought into

the ':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 officlals following route
adoption.

A representative of San Jose Blble College opposed the
portion of the' A Line affecting his institution. He
advised that this routing would deprive the colliege of
one-third of its campus area, would affect the use of
the academic facillities due to the freeways proximify
to bulldings, and would 1solate the college.

A representative of Jennings Radio Manufacturing
Company, east of McLaughlln Road, opposed the A Llne in
that area on the basls that it would seriously inter-
fere with the manufacturing processes of hls company.
He advised that the A-1 variation would be acceptable,
but not desirable,

An attorney representing a property owner in the vicinlty
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 forwardeddfor the attention of
the members of the Califo-mis Highwa¥y' Commission- “under
- date of October 31, 1962, : w2
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An addendum to this report contalining subsequent
correspondence received in connection with this
projJect was forwarded for the attentlion of the members
of the Commission on Monday, November 19, 1962.

F. Actions Taken by Local Offlicials

‘On November 5, 1962, the City Council of San Jose
adopted a resolution recommending adoption of Alter-
nate ABCA and wailving 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
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COMPARATIVE DATA

{

Length' Construction Cest R/W & Utils. Total Cost Improvements Diff. 20-Yr. User -
Alternate Miles ~ ($Mill.) ($Milr.) = ($Mill.) Required Savings ($Mill.) '

PRINCIPAIL ALTERNATES

A 7.4 28.3 29.0 5T7.3 1036 Base

ABA 7.4 27.8 29.0 56.8 1099 +24Qo
ABCA 7.4 27.8 . 28.7 56.5 1092 +22.0
ACA 7.4 28.3 28.6' 56.9 1027 - 0.5
AFA T.4 28.8 29.6 58.4 1059 + 0.3
AFACA 7.4 28.8 29.2 58.0 1050 0.0

OTHER ALTERNATES

AEA 7.6 - 28.5 27.8 56.3 1029 - -28.0
© AHR) 9.7 29.2 28.5 57.7 850 -100.3
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COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA COUNTY COURTHOUSE SAN JOSE CALIF ©
THE CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION REQUESTED THE STATE HIGHWQY
ENGINEER TO ADVISE THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF SANTA CLARA
COUNTY OF THE COMMISSIONS INTENTION TO CONSIDER THE ADOPT!ON
OF A FREEWAY ROUTING IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY BETWEEN ROUTE 239 .
MND OUTE 115 ROAD IV-SCL5-D, SJS THE STATE HIGHWAY ENGINEER .. . -
HAS BEEN REQUESTED TO CONSULT WITH YOUR HONGRABLE BODY PRIOR
TO FURTHER ACTION ON THIS MATTER BY THE COMMISSION EXPLANATORY
LETTER FROM THE DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS WiLL FOLLOW ‘

J C.WOMACK STATE HIGHNAY ENGINEER o
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;*RESOLUTION OF THE" BOARD or SUPERVISORS OF SANTA CLARA SRE
”.COUNTY RECOMMENDING ALIGNMENT -FOR STATE ROUTE. 5. BETWEEN ~t¥vnju,§
. STATE. SIGN ROUTE 17 ‘AT ‘MOORPARK 'AVENUE AND' STATE: ROUTE," ™. i %
115 (ALUM ROCK AVENUE) IN THE VICINITY OF JACKSON AVENUE B T

R
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fufglhearing on; Octobef ﬁ;'1962 fDr the purpose of adopting a, precise* ; L
% .jalignment for State ROQte 5 the Junipero Serra Freeway Extension‘{ :
i{ (AlumHRQck Avenue)'n>af'Jackson ’vgﬁﬁg; and ‘.;

-”“r Valternate'réuté alignmen

o for,considerationr'énd '4'“' = ‘

private~in3ury RO ,.‘,v STNRTRR AN g SN e e
" ““’f . NOW ,: THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED thét ‘the Santa Clara County )

Board of Supervisors doés heréby recommend adopfion of the’ alignmentr;“
.7plan whiqh follows the A -G % ”A:Route frpmeignfRoute 17 to‘fﬁ‘*
Route ALs. T ‘ g oo
: *"‘_BE'IT FURIHER
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‘Novémber 14, 1962

Mz, J. P. Sinclalr

Aspiotant State Highway Engincer
P. 0. Box 3366, Rincon lnnex
San anncisco, California

Subjecta Resolution by the Board of Supcervisors
: of the County of Santa Clara recommending
g;iggmggt for State Route S

Doar Mro sinclaira

Encloaed you will £ind a co:tified copy of a

reeolution ‘adopted by the Board of Supervisors at its regu=

lariy scheduled meeting on Novembor 13, 1962, ‘Thie rcoolution
rocommends to the Division of Highways the alignment for State

"Route 5 botwaen State Sign Route 17 at Moorpark Avenue and

State Route 115 in ¢ho vicinity of Jackson Avenue. £ollow the
&aa-c-&mw&:e,

The Board hao- inetructed that a eopy of this resole
ution be oant €O you.

Very truly yours,

BORRD OF SUPERVISORS -

Mrs. Jean Pullan, Clerk
of the Board of Supervisors
@ﬁm;abm
Eng. , _
ccs Public Works Dept. w/enc.
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- STATE OF CALIFORNIA
) : DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
DISTRICT IV

W\/ 1850 OAK STREET

SAN FRANCISCO 2, CALIFORNIA
UNDERHILL 3-0222

ADDRESS ALL COMMURICATIONS TO August 31, 1962 oLear RerER
T e rnancieca e 7o Fite No.
TV-SC1-5-8Js
62-04T09H2084.0

56-04TOgH1466.0

Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of Santa Clara

County Office Bullding

70 W, Rosa Street

San Jose, Californla

Gentiemen:

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
gtudies for the locatlon of Route 5, an extension of- the
Juniperoc Serra Freeway from Route 239, the Los Gatos Freeway, to
Route 115, Alum.Rock Avenue. - .

No specific recommendations will be made by the Division
of Highways at this hearing. Representatlives of local govern-
ments, civic groups, and individuals will be encouraged to ‘

- pregsent their views concerning factors which could influence
the location and development of the freeway. Comparative data
will be presented on several alternative studles.

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 vehlcles
in the use of alternate routes, there will also be presented upon
reguest of any gity~or County affected, estimates for the same
period of the effect that the selection of any alternate may have
upon communlty values, including but not limlted 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 Commlssion which was adopted on February

26, 1958, setting forth current procedures for adoption of .freeway
locations in California. DA
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Honorable Board of Supervisors -2 August 31, 1962

1

If the County wishes to avall 1tself 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, exhiblts 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 14, 1962,
and Thursday, September 20, 1962,

You are cordially invited to attend.

Very truly yours,

. SINCLAIR '
st., State Highway Engineer

Attachment
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Assembly Bill No. 67

CHAPTHR 60

An acl o add Seclion 73.5 to the Strects and Hinhacays Code,
relating lo slals highway and freeway vaules.

' FABBroved by Giovernae™ oy 4, 1000, Filet whb
Neevelary of it Moy o, (000}

The people of the State af California.do enact as}fallows:
: )

' Scomon 1. Section 75.6 s adiled to the Streets and High-
ways Code, to read: : ,

76.5. At any public hearing ov meeting bofore the commis-
sion‘or department on the seleetion of any state highway or
freeway route nt which eomparative estimates are presented
of the benefits thal would accrue to drivérs of motor vohicles
ii the use of allernative routes,. on request off any city or
county affected, estimates for the sama Lime period, and based
on similar assumptions, ny the driver benefit extimates shall
also ba presented of the effeet thal the selection of cither route
would have npon commumity values, ineluding but not limited
to properly values, stule and loeal public facilities, and city
street and counly highway teaflic. Biuch estimates are required
only if requested by an aflected city or eonnty which transmits
with its vequest gueh informntion rolative to the erlimates as it

“muy wish to huve presented. 'I'he department, whenever it an-

nouncey that a pnblic hearing or meeling is-to be held on the
gelection of any stute highway or fkeewny route, shall notify
any affected city or connty that it may make such a request.
Failure of the dopurtment or the commission to comply with

_ the requiremonts of this section shall not. invalidnte any action

of the commission ax to the ndoption of a.ronting for any state
higliway, nor shall such fnilure ho adminsible evidence in any
litigation for the nerquisition of vights of way or involving the
allocation of funds or the construetion of the highwny,
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RESOLUTION RESTATING PROCEDURE RELATIVE TO ADOPTION OF FREH=
WAY LOCATIONS BY THE CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION. ¥ FREE

. RESOLVED,'by the California Highway Commission, that the
following procedure shall be followed in the adoption of freeway
locatlions in the State highway system: : :

1, When it 1s proposed to locate or relocate any portion
of a 8tate highway ap a freeway, the State Highway Englneer, 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 consilderation, and from time to time thereafter, confer with
the appropriate local governing bodles, and other agencles that may
.be affected thereby and with their technical and planning personnel,
obtaining where avallable any master or general plan of the areaj

~ (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 sufficlent information has been accumulated to
permit intelligent discussion, -publiclze and hold such public
meeting, or meetings, as may be reasonably neceasary to acquaint
interested individuals, officlals 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 Hlghway Engineer may arrange for a
Division ot 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 agencles,
any information submitted pursuant to Sectlon 75.5 of the Streets
and .Highways Code, the studies made, and a recommendation as to the
location ot 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-
pion 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 80 by the local legislative body within thirty 130)_days after
the first regular meeting of such body following receipt of such
written notification; provided, however, that if, prior to receipt/



-2-

of such notification from.the Commission, the local legislative
body or bodles shall have, by resolution, declared that no publiec
- hearing by the Commission is necessary, then’ the notification by

the State Highway Engineer shall advise such local body only of
the intention of the Commission to consider the matter.

- 4, If any such legislative body. requests-such hearing,
-the Commission, or a designated member or members thereof, will
hold a hearing, after public notice given in such manner as the
Commission may determine, at which time and place all persons,
and official bodles 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 1t may deem appropriate,

/
5. After the expiration of such period of thirty (30)
~days, 1f no hearing 1s 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 resoclution of the
Commission reluting to each speciflic freeway location proposed to
be considered, In all other respects, this resolution authorizes
the ' 8tate 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 conmply with the above
specified. procedure. 1 .

"T. At any public meetings held by the State Highway
Engineer, or his authorized representative, any materlal 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, 1f so requested by-the
.affected clty or county, or shall be recelved in such manner as the
affected city or county requeats: ' : : o

.. '8. It is recognized that, in addition to the foregoing,
the State Highway Engineer, through his representatives, .may hold
any adaitional meetings or hearings required to qualify any hlghway
project for the use of Federal funds pursuant to any Federal
ptatute or rule or regulation promulgated thereunder, :

g, The resolution of the Commission regarding the subject
matter hereof, adopted on ggppggry 18,“1955, is hereby rescinded.’

This resolution 1s héfeby adopted by the California Highway
Commission at Sacramento, leifornig,,thia 26th day of February,
1958, ' e boou e
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
R DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
DISTRICT IV

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

ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO
P. 0. BOX 3366, RINCON ANNEX January S, 1961

PLEASE REFER
BAN PRANCISCO 18

TO FlLE NO,

IV-SCl-5-B
Rel inquishment.
No. 22140

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, 1960, relinquishing to the County of Santa
Clara superseded portlions of State Highway Route 5
between DiSalvo Avenue and Park Avenue, RoadﬂEG-SCl—S-B.

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

Very truly yours,

J. P. SINCLAIR
Asst. State Highway Engineer

By =, /%/74,@,/%

L. A. WEYMOUTH
District Engineer

'Attachment
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RELINQUISHMENT OF SUPERSEDED STATE HIGHWAY s ?9
IN THE COUNTY OF 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-SCl-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 sald 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 theCalifornia Highway
Commission that it relinquish, and 1t. 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, descrlhod
as follows

All those portions of the superseded State highway, road
IV-3Cl-5-B, (Stevens Creek Road, San Carlos Street and Race
Street), which lie outside of the San Jose city 1limit lines de-
scribed in San Jose City Ordinances Nos. 5028, 5217, 5758, 4511
and 2030 and which are bounded on the westerly end on sald Stevens
Creek Road by the southerly prolongation of the easterly line of
DiSalvo Avenue across last sald road (sald prolongation being along
the present easterly line of State freeway, road IV-SCl-5-SJs) and
bounded on the northerly end. on sald Race Street by the San Jose

city 1limit line 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 0.0l 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 sald 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, Officlal Records of Santa Clara County.

The purpose of this resolution is to vest in the County of
Santa Clara as county hlghway all of the State of California's t?
right, title and interest in and to the portions of Lhe S;atecﬂ
hlghway hereby relinquished

V¢~



THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the foregoing is a full and correct copy
of the orlginal resolution passed by the California Highway Com-

mission af Ifs mesting regularly called and held on the_. A4 th.
day ohecember., 19.60, in the City of Sacramento
a majority of fhe members of said Commission being prescnt and
voting therefor.

Pafed this. 1540

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

TST, 1060, 90333 1.50 BM AFO
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

DISTRICT IV
180 OAK S8TREET

BAN FRANCISCO 2, CALIFORNIA
UN DERHILL 3-0222

ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO April 23’ 195 7

P. O. BOX 3388, RINCON ANNEX

SAN FRANCIBCO 19

PLEASE REFER
TO FILE No.

8
/U’“/ %N‘ﬁﬁ %%Tségos Li2-IGts,

D,Cmb,SJs;LGts
Mr. Leonard Bu
County En er
Santa;; ra County -

Cou House
Jose, Californiea

Dear Mr. Bushnell:

Constructlon 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, respectively.

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 i1t 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 L, 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 portien 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 Downlng
Avenue be extended to Westfield Avenue,

DATE_MAY 6- 1957 T
ABRROVER /e [—
RE: cE c¥ PG sﬁg o
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Mr. Bushnell - Y 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 draw1ng No.- 669 2
in green and red color respectively.

[

As shown on attached print a portlon of the .proposed.

-construction will be .located within unincorporated area .of

the County and it will be necessary that we receive County'sf
approval thereof. .

"It 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 .
freevay agreement be delayed in order that any additional
changes found necessary may be included 1n a s1ngle revision, -

i

As portion of the proposed construction will be located

within the Cities of Campbell and San Jose, similar requests

for resolutions ‘are belng made to these agencies.

We hope that you may give this matter your early

attention. ag 1t is. expected that freeway construction will
be underway this summer.

. Very' truly yours, .

B. W. Booker . '
Asst, State nghway Engineer

By.

a[CﬂV

ENGINEERING \,,

APR 2 319570

TA GL nA
SAN couut

ENGBNEEMNG

MAY2 19578 =

A GLAR
SA%BUW& A




.G"""\"‘;Gu

T o gt

"f“"“’**r |

e

S

T

T

e o

e e

sy

L

[~

v

P ~—-¢-«,=,;.

>ALMAR¢04'_ B

- T

' ,» -E::L £C|‘h) Umn's Cf' Sandose-.. ;
BRI - S T.. o
' C,ampb

C‘*H let’rSoﬂ

| INCOMPLETE PLAN -

'FOR DESIGN STUDY,

NCOMPL i,;

ETTF[IN PLAN

(FOR: DESIGN STUDY

| TR S,
Lol

<) ‘. .rv‘
G

~ -

ATW05 7

e

i gy e

-

v

WA!NWR!GHT

- TOANIEL

4’ . . . PR
iqu\qxﬂ e i L

% A

. 3
{
b

e ————

e ——— . A " )
e ;

s

—

HEDDING

RN S g

i Bl

- -

- .
~ L
/

¥

o ad

4

I

3

e —

o , -

Loty

e

lglettar ot /4”"/ 973
L"r‘ tﬁf,“ /v R’I‘Lﬂf/.im !

- l'rAn OF CALIFORMIA
DEFPAATM ENT OF PUSLIC WORKS

(A

T —AVE

"FRUITDALE

i ‘.-'.'_.x’u...._‘ .

e i

INCOPﬂPLETE PLAN

T e T Il SO ORI .
-~

DlVl§iQN OF HIGHWAYS

DISTRICY IV
. LOCATION MAP.
) Between
Saratoga Ave (R1a42)
Tand Bascom Ave.

""I""“““""*‘n BT Y

_DRAWR BY D, tUl " | DATE4-22-57

CHECKED BY - 90‘6 SCALE ('t 400"
REVISED -~ - oR. NG _

ﬂtfr -c.“" arefszc| - wo.

2 isals 31 ¢e9-2 (7]

FOR DESIGN STUDY Ll fed




et e i S i

S
RCHRRD

N~

' L - Q
1ROV OB 000 0 330
OOO-OOOOOOOOé

A%
v
O
0
0

YN PRUNES

)
0
0
O

0 &‘/L’I'CO/'JL'. p/p.-:-'

o

&
0000

“ s
-

e T

—_— — oarmu.tec

L oL LA

P

v : !
o e . £,
Corn vy a - pIRT E“ 4T CHERRY

R Ty S

~ i , !,"'7‘ C!""‘j Ler'fS _'o‘\c San JO";@_ &) g” ;’I Owy

{
i
!

Sd b
Y
i w6 Prunes
4 £

Tt
g

- B fmg .

City Limits

WJ/INI ﬁ \.o o o
&7-a” o
Pears O

Q@
(Xl Chorner § @ .
e 8 9

8 g g

CTTO T T ofpfTt
ORCHARD o[:’»‘-f';
o

Qoooog}oocéggi:

?OOOQDOPOOOO

0oo

/O IRRIGATION (OM. PIPE DEP.
"(#[RR)'

% curray ~ Cherries

(@) -Q“apmc or

JECHERRIE S . )
el ond ~
D e P FICE )

Z B
Sw F3 Q_ﬁoOP-;:? OO oA o

relnmy  Beywood Ave.

. "’, i) R mc— '
£33 4 72 av lum,

‘ §~ !";/l'l‘ v oo Hlume

e — — - ar— ©O g
of Compbeﬁ - T O SO

J‘frauaem;’

>olh - (BeEeo
’g .
I

@'~ 8
Cherries

1
+¥
'+§I~V.
P
’Q

‘V'aod

&
if Hume

Slrawberr,es

O e

(™)
3

e

o

o
rC.‘.CJ
N

Lo

H.¢ M. Kawcharg

~
IR
M

3.
D
VI
Y
>
3
3

R
(o)
o
3
A
3

Q-G

Mills

vCoun:hJ of Soni-tq Clara

City Limits of Ccnﬂpbell

L warce jowes_
W 5 i .

'Ua%w‘ep, ), O C DO QI
fo) X © 00O -
s o XZOC/I;R(/ES

X : X

©Spog o

ACHERRIES T Z

X X X x

O oo Qoo obﬁ'

00 00A@A0 0 o a Cecoo

|

7 0,<' s X X
- . 0.9_/ O-T: :
0 0 0,,2005309""

, B O X 00 o | XA S
; , 00000000 BoO0 oo - o o o P CO00r00000A0xx00030 00 “
| 2 3 : ; -‘ & ' © 9 5 ©COL09Ox0no
; + y 4 Iy B 4 . 1 : S —i . / . O O o Q o &) </
SR 7 : : ¢ 7 P > ; r o / - © o
: s B & [} 270 y; 2 QA0 Q Qéf';\ 350 L l ; 3 + : ‘ / . : ) .
' WA 20000%0 o a | o ; 4 3 —2 : . . -
i - QO 6 } b 7 ; 4 ,
D' PRU]ES Qt"" el %ﬂer;gfz.g*g j‘\i 4 7 8 9 420 7 g ? 30 I 2 T T
. — § - L + .
. cood 1D o“’ 9 2 :{.’o | 7 * 5 6 7 :
i O X x. &yﬁ:&m’_r 737 O J}. I_I- 7 ’ -
' X X ’[ e a . a l T Q O "WALNY TS X
.,Oxchoco‘I"‘“ o o 21© O o o
: ' : ' 1! '
i . AP \vax‘;ﬁ‘_ﬂ( X x . — - '; OO0 fo} -0 (@) ' - ,' ) .
; , “n 7~ ~-%% o000 [T i~ -0 0 o o o :
: Pooccacdr gou> odf by 20 © 9 @ o0 06 o 0o 9 o o o

B
o, T = ey g e

/
et

-

e e AP A R M S 2 gL S

¢
o
[
N
e
Tt
%

1
.
~ - — - e .
a It
-

RIwao

3 0 0 ° 6 6 o = . o 5
. 3 ult LTI 2 02009 90 000 o 0o
) - : ) — —
A ,
©
3 - .o
7 : STATR OF CALIFORNIA B .
DEFARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS - )
. - DlVlSION_ OF HIGHWAYS
- DISTRICT 1Y :
: 1 ~ TITLE |
- Wmﬂﬂe
- ,“__Z_"IROB‘SB :h;ﬁzs{(f):_,_ o
’ DRAWN BY = . Lun . DATEF € 22-S7]
. . CHECKED BY fef3 ScaLe  \'=\0D"
R ‘ ‘ REVISED DR. NO.
: . v FILE co. |RTE.|SEC. _NO. .
L | o Fea s Petfiisa @orren]
. o C - .._.--,4-’5.58,,_(1OQO_~[ s : 4 T T 7
(9 : - — -
S : - LEGEND -
‘Q V o . . f’ V : .‘ V V l . . . _ l "
) R I . Existing Pavement - o===a -
S . - STL o Propdéed -pqvéménf; SR s
- OMPLETES PLA N | Existing Property Lines  ——
, P T ' DY | Proposed  RAv 1 ——
;¥OR DESIGN STUDY | propoeca A —
h - S SR o : : S - B ) C’i-hj 'I:.’.i'h’ii‘t's.\.’.ine‘s* - _ ‘“' ‘
_ - o = FIT RS 1157 ., from
compsnyi letter of L2 - e
P AO-OO . \%i} . ‘ L,‘ ij-&hofl ST
Ma: 3000 Aomhvengothan Toe L “
7 » B e e TR TR T

RAVEL D,' ﬂ‘f e - .
el B T 0 0 0 9 o -

o

i l 757 o P wp O © x o oo

o F) ; . OO :
e PRt = T80 0 se0 o © ©°° ° Qe
! l%‘cm’ ] A = - : Co : ) -

O £LL€ pyats




N B . ﬂ o ———
- s’ e N B .
& forpdle! ifZadt .
. . ‘. hoan >, . i
. - e, Foms 2 < - _ -
e oot ¥ '~ STATE OF CALIFORNIA . _'/% o) - !é ‘
Ao DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS . e -

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

DISTRICT 1V
150 OAK STREET
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’7/ DRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO Januar’y 31 s 1956
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| B8AN FRANCISCO 19 - . TO FILE NoO.
- L QT~1008
Iv-8C1-5,l2-1Gts,

D,Cmb,SJs
Mr. Leonard Bushnell ] |
County Engineer

Santa Clara County Court House

San Jose, California

Dear Mr. Bushnell:

Construction of Route 5 freeway interchange facility pro-
posed at Hamilton Avenue will result in certain prcoperties
losing thelr exlsting access to Hamilton Avenue. It was
originally planned that these 'tandlocked properties be provided
with access by constructing the two frontage roads indicated
on Exhibit "A" attached to Freeway Agreement dated Detember 1l
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 Exnhibit "A" as extending northerly from Hamilton Avenue may
be eliminated, :

We would appreciate réceiving County of Santa Clara's
gpproval on elimination of this frontage. rocad, a portion.of. which
is located within unincorporated area of the County,.

Very +truly . yours,

B. W. Booker ,
Asst., State Highway Engineer

<) . 7
[t T /4/47
By /%f/ J&/f e
. sJ¢ Co Black

gast. District Engineer

_  pyrg FEB - 1958
APPROVED _ - /é e

RE: CE cC PC ENG.& TN.Z.

- T g T TSR



dﬂ;bt‘ ol
.'Jr« o8B ‘ °k°r
o Hep Flle




. ’ .

RELINQUISHMENT OF STATE HIGHWAY
IN THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA
ROAD IV-8CLw5-C

WHEREAS, the California Highway Commission on October 19,
1949, adopted a resolution declaring a certaln section of Btate
highway in Santa Clara County between 3,7 miles north of Santa
Cruz County line and 1,1 miles south of junction of Route 42 in
Los Gatos, rosd IV-80l-5-C, toc te a freeway; and

WHEREAS, on Mareh 10, 1950 a freeway agreement was entered
into between the Department of Public Works of the State of Cali-
fornia, hereinafter referred toc as %the State", and the County of
Santa Clara, hereinafter referred t¢ as "the County®, by the
terms of which the B8tate in econstructing sald freeway, agreed to
make certain changes affecting sounty roads, and the County,
among other matters, agreed to the connecting of county roads to
sald freeway and to resume control and maintenance thereof upon
notice of completion; and

WHEREAS, in constructing saild freewéy certain existing
State highway has been superseded by relocation; and

WHEREAB, pursuant to sald agreement the Btate has connected
certain county roads in the vicinity of Ogks Road with sald free-
way by utilizing parts of existing county roads combined with
additional right of way:

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS8 VOTED vy the California Highway
Commiesion that 1t relinqiish, and i dces hereby relinquish, to
the County of Santa Clara, effective upon the filing of a
certified copy hereof with the Board of Supervisors of sald
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 coursse
described as "S. 5°25'W,, 256,12 feet" in the deed from Reglnald
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 sald State highway
N. 5025'E,, 256,12 feet, N, 23°09'40"E,, 262,49 feet, N 4°39'5C%W,,
457,06 feet, N. 5°23'E,, 500,00 feet and N,34°LO'E,, 143,27 feet
to an angle point in the easterly 1ine of that certain 4,815 acre
tract of land deseribed in the deed from Montezuma Mountain Ranch
School, a corporation, tc the 8State of California recorded
April 20, 1938 in Volume 872, page 374, Officisl Records of



. .
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Santa Clara County, said angle proint being the southerly terminus
of the course described as "N, £953'30%W,, 281,47 feet" in the
lagt said deed: thense continuing along said easterly highway
line N06°53”30&W°n 281,47 feet, N, 5925E,, 1725.96 feet, N.71°58'E,,
62,19 feet and N,14921130%E,, 218,08 feet to the most southern
corner of that certain 12,22 acre tract of land described in the
deed from Ban Jcse Water Works, a corporation, to the State of
California recorded March 27, 1942 in Volume 1088, page 200,
Orficial Records of Santa Clara Ccunty; thence continuing along
said easterly highway line N, 2985°10%W,, L18.37 feet, N.28°17'E,,
50,00 feet, N,3°31020%W,, 440,95 feet, N, L6°22'W,, 153,41 feet,
N,32031'W,, 470,10 feet, N, X5PS7IE, 63,74 feet, N,17046120%W,,
215,23 feet, N, 13°37'W,, 137,12 feet, and N,33°19'W,, 80,79 feet
to the northerliy tesrminua of the course described as "N,33°19'W., .
80,79 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, Officlal Records of
Santa Clara County: thence leaving said easterly highway line
B.7hel5'W, 260,55 feet and 8,13%26'28%W,, 161,13 feet to the
westerly line of said Btate highwa¥F; thence along sald westerly
highway line B.21°¢53'50YE,, 187,98 feet, 8,1°31'05'W,, 161,55
feet, B,200271259E,, 887,03 feet, 8,180421E, L9145 feet,
8,10042020"W,, 4BE&.45 feet and B,19%36°'E,, 132,01 feet to the
gsouthwestern sormner of that certaln 10,120 acre tract of land -
described in the deed from San Joge Water Works, a corporation,
to the State of California, recorded July 19, 1938 in Volume 884,
page 295, Official Records of Barnta Clara County; thence con-
tinuing along said westerly highway lime 8,.19936'E,, 33.52 feet
and 8,3°25'W,, 1060,48 feet to the scuthwestern 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, Officiul Rewsrds of Sunta Clara County;
thence continuing along said westerly highway line S,5925W.,
139,52 feet, 8,13°00'40"W,, 453,98 feet, 5,10°13'30"E,, 259.62
feet and 8,5°25'W,, 316,98 feet toc the northwestern corner of
that certaln tract of land described in the aforementioned deed
from sald Reginald G. Theobald; thence continuing along sald
westerly highway 1line 8,5°925'W,, 783,02 feet and 8.11°59'15%W,,
358.48 feet; thence leaving said westerly highway line 8,.84°35'E,,
111 .02 feet to Engireer's Station 190+43,88 E.¢. of the Department
of Public Works! survey between the southerly line of Santa Clara
County and Linden Guleh, rcad IV-8C01~5-C; thence continuing
B.8BLe35E,, 70,00 feet tc the point of sommencement.,

N The length of State highway hereby relinquished is 1,08
miles.

PARCEL II

OOMMENCING at the most western corner of that certain 0,298
acre tract of land designated ag "Parcel 3" in the easement from
San Jose Water Worka, a corporation, to the Btate of California,



recorded October 25, 1950 in Volume 2082, page 247, 0fficilal
Records of Banta Clara County; thence N,.51°52'E,, 33.50 feet;
thence N,63°46'E,, 144,26 feet; N.73°55'E,, 89.38 feet; thence
N.80°31'E,, 186,15 feet: thence N,79°40'E,, 119,16 feet; thence
N.36953'200E,, 234,35 reet; thence N,50949101"E,, 160,00 feet;
thence N, 83°40'E,, 197,00 feet; thence N,42927'FE,, 191,00 feet;
thence 8,86°28'E,, 131,00 feet; thence S,48946'E,, 61,00 feet;
N.6C°531E,, 71,00 feet; thence N,3°38'S0"E,, 10L.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 Celifornia, recorded April 25, 1950 in Volume 1967, page 122,
Orficial Records of Santa Clara County, sald point being distant
along saild northern iine 8,89°56'W.,, 388,97 feet from Engineer's
8tation 226+00,88 on the "01" line of the Department of Public
Worke! survey between Woodwardia and Loe Gatos, Road IV-8Cl=5«C;
thence N,32033115"E,, 122,55 feet: thence N,8°13'20"K,, 40,00
feet; thence 8,81%LE'LOGYE,, 25 feet; thence N,67°02'01%E,, 47,59
feet; thence N,29255'89"W_ L0O,00 feet; thence N,78°05'07'W,,
89.5& feet; thence N, 46°19i55W, 75,51 feet; thence N,34°11'20"W,,
77.54 feet; thensce 8,88°59123"W,  LO8,78 feet; thence N, 4E°31104"W,
131,66 feet; thence N, 19°035ihs%Ww, = 72,74 feet to the most western
corner of that certain 0,845 acre tract of land described in the
deed from George G, Larimore, et ux, to the State of Californils,
recorded July 17, 1950 in Volume 2016, page 160, Official Recoprds
of Santa Clara County; thence N.h9°59%30"E.9 91,07 feet; thence
N,le3Lt258W, , 257, 21 feet:; thence N,89%01115"E_ . 80,42 feet to

a point of cusp, said point of cusp being the most eastern
corner of that certain 0,094 acre tract of land described in the
deed from Soren C, Sorensen, et ux, te the State of California,
recorded October 3, 1950 in Volume 2066, page 334, Officilal
Records of Santa Clara County; thence from a tangent that beare
8.89°01'15"W,, along a curve to the left with a radius of 40
feet, through an angle 50°35'40"  a distance of 63,25 feet;
thence 8,1°34'25%E,, 39,17 feet; thence B.5°14'42"E,, 89,12 feet;
thence 8,3°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 64036'46", a distance of 112,77 feet; thence
8.68°02'18"E,, 37.28 feet; thence N,82°012t'49'E,, 40,31 feet;
thence S8,61°41!53%E,, 90,55 feet; thence 85,85°08!'08"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 32016'09"

a distance of 73.22 feet to the northern terminus of the course
described as "N,23°08'E,, 24,86 feet" in the deed from Vaughn E,
@Girford, et ux, to the State of Californig, recorded Descember
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 11e40!'03"

a dlstance of 26,47 feet:; thence 5.41°11153%E,, 110,30 feet;
thence N,72°026'10%E,, 34,28 feet: thence S.85°58'27"E., 80.62
feet:; thence N,534015105%E,, 137,76 feet to a point distant
'N,?79°35815"W,, 154,76 feet from Engineer's Station 229+28,85 on
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the said "01* line; thence 8,5°31'42%W,, 194,07 feet; thence

S, 410030474, h95,h7 feet; thence N,66°35'W., 183,10 feet;
thence 8,33°3 126,00 feet; thende 8.565°3L'W. 232,00 feet;
thence 8 ML°OO“W°D 198,00 feet; thence 8.62°06'W,, 92,00 feet
to the southeastern corner of that certain 0,328 acre tract of
land designated as "Parcl 2" in said easement from San Jose
Water Works, a corporation to the State of Qalifornia; thence
8.54043W,, 81,59 feet; thence 8,77°52'W,, 173,18 feet; thence
8.,79°32'W, , 169 70 feet thence S 72°18‘W,, 213,45 feet and
thence N, 51056015uw°, hO 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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) CULBERT L. OLSGON

C.H.PURCELL, STATE HIGHWAY ERGINEER GOVERNOR OF CALIFORNIA

FRANK W. CLARK
CHizF OF DIVIBION

DIRECTOR

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Department of Public Works

SACRAMENTO
DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS PLEASE REFER TO

PUBLIC WORKS BUILDING August 5, 1932 FILE NO.
IV-8Cr,5C1-55-B

~To the Board of Supervisors
County of Santa Clara

San Jose, California
Gentlemen:

Re®* Relinguishment
Road IV-gCr,s5Cl-55-B

There is transmitted herewith, for filing
with the Board of Supervisors of the County of
Santa Clara, as reqﬁired by Section 73 of the Streets
and Highways Code (Chapter 514 of the Statutes of
1935), a certified copy of a Resolutlion of the |
California Highway Commission, passed on July 28,
1939, relingquishing to the jurisdiction of said/
County, for use as a county highway, a portion of
the state highway on Road IV-SCr SC1-55-B, which
has been superseded by relocation.

Please acknowledge receipt of this Resolu-
tion.

Yours very truly,

C. H. PURCELL
Sta: ighway Engin Eff:)
T

Come o GOLDEN GRTE INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION
. February /8 fo Decemdber 22 /939
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RELINQUISHMENT OF RIGHT OF VAY IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY
ROAD IV-SCL-5-B

WHEREAS, the State of California heretofore acquired
& right of way for 8tate highway purpoees in Santa Clara County,
in Sections 4, 5, 8, 9, 16, and 21, T. 9 8., R. 1 W., M.D.B.
& M., and in Seotion 32, T. 8 8., R. 1 W., M.D.B. & M., betweon
the southerly boundary of Santa Clara County and Los Gatos,
road IV—SCI-S-B, and . ‘

WHEREAS8, a portlon of saild right of way 1s no longer
needed for State highway purpoges and the California Highway
Commigsion deemg the relinquishment of sald portion is neces-
sary by regson of alteration and revision in alignment of a
portion of the route of the State highway and deems 1t for the
best interests of the State of Galifornia,

. IT I8 VOTED, that the 8tate of California, aoting
by and through the Californises Highway Commission, does hereby
relinquish to the County of Santa Clara that portion of the
State highway right of way in Sections 4, 5, 8, 9, 16, and 21,
T. 9 8., Ro 1 W., M.D.B. & M., and in Section 32, T. 8 S.,
R. 1 W., M.D.B., & M., as sald right of way is shown upon
renumbéered Bheets 1 to 15, inclusive, of State Highway Layout
No. 132 in Banta Clara Cpunty, from the Southerly Boundary
to Los Gatos, approved August 10, 1914, date of resolution
August 11; 1914, and upon renumbered Sheets 16, 17 and 18 of
State Highway Layout No. 421 in Senta.Clara County, through
Alma, approved March &, 1920, date of reeolution April 13,

- 1920, -

Said State highway eheets hereinbefore mentioned,
are hereby made & part hereof by reference and the State
Highway Engineer is requested to furnish truse and correct
copies of said sheeto, showing the portion of said State
highvay hereby. relinquished, for -£iling, 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 Btate highway hereby relinquished.

THIS IS TO CERTIFY That the forcgoing is a full and cor- ‘
rect copy of the original rasolution passed by tho California
Higghway Commission at its mesting regulacly called and hold |

. " on the_28Lh _day of July, 1939 in the
;- City of Sacramento ;2 ma]onty of tho
: : members of said Comnmicuion being present and voting the q
= A ' for, and that the saprefias @, ided, and isdow /. -

in full force and effe

t crotery of the
Cnll(ornlnw "huhy Lomalnalon
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RELINQUISHMENT OF RIGHT OF WAY IM SANTA CRUZ
AND SANTA CLARA COUNTIES

- ROAD-XV-8CR, 8CL-55-B

. WHEREAS, the State of California, by otatutory
authority, has been maintaining as -8tate highway right of
vay the formor county road in Santa Cruz and Santa Clara

Countics, in Sections 16 aond 21, T. 9 8., R. 1 W,,
M., D, B, & M,, along Sumit Road botween supermeded State

Highvay Routo 5 and nowuly constructod Route 5, road
Iv-sCr, 8C1-55-B, and

WHEREAS, a portion of o6ald right of way g1 no

longer nceded for State highvay purposes and the Calli< .
fornlia Highway Commigsion Geems the relinquiehment of '
oaid portion is necessary by reason of alteration and

" revision in alignmeant of a portion of State nghway Route
5 and ‘deeng it for the beat intercots of the State of

l,'-California,

: CT7 I8 VOTIED, thuﬁ the Stato of California, A0t~
. ing by ané, throush tho Californio Highway Ccmmission,
. doss hereby relinquish to the Counties of Santa Cruz and
v Santa Clara all that portion of the right of way for

road’ IV—BCr,scl-SS-B, in Sections 16 and 21, T. 9 8.,
R. 1 W., k. D. B, & M., that lies casterly and ‘southerly .

T ~ of the sastorly right of way line of road IV-8Cr,3C1-5-B,C,
o < as the last sald right of way is shown upon renumbered Sheets 1 and
2 of Plan and Profile of State highwsy in Santa Crug and

Santa Cliara Countiles, between Inspiration Pt. ana Los

Gatoo, approved Ootobar 25, 1937,

9aid Btate highway shecte, hercinbefore mentioned,
are hereby made a part hereof by refersnce and the 8tats
Highway Engineer is requested %o furnish true and correct
copies of 6ald sheets; showing the portion of ssid State

“highwvay bereby relinquished, for filing, to the County
Rogorders of the Counties of Santa Crus and Senta - Clara.

”he purpose of this resgolution ig to revert to

the Counties of Santa Cruz and Sants Clara, as county
the title to the portlnn.ot_stana_highmax_hanahv

highwey,
relinquished. THIS 1S TO CERTIFY That the foregoing is a full and cor-
SRR ' rect copy of the original resofution passed by the Culiforniz |
e . Highway Commission at its moating regularly called and helc |
S on the_28th_ day of __duly, 1939 ,inii.
IS City of___Sacramento , 8 ma;oniy 'of 1 ihe

| | ' members of said Commission bemg present and vo

for, and that the sg
in full force and effe

v | o & o
. t
. caﬂ(arnb\wighwu Com#llulo:
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4 By

_ FRANK W. HOGAN Clerk

U?D

r\4j
. N\Ni‘xs

Deputy




August 18, 1939.

tir. C. H. Purcell,

State Hlghway Englneer
Department of Public Vorks
Sacramento, Calif,

Dear Sir:

This will acknowledge receipt of the two
certified coples of resclutions of the California
Highway Commission, passed on July 28, 1839, relin-
quishing to the jurisdiction of the County of Santa
Clara, for use as~€gunty highways, a portion of the
State hlghway on Road 1lV-8Cr,SCl-55-B, and-1V-8C1-5-B,
which have been superseded by relocation,

Very truly yours,

FRANK W, HOGAN, CLERK.

By

Deputy Clerk.
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CULBERT L. OLSON .
f

C.H. PURCELL, STATE HIGHWAY ENGINEER GOVERNOR OF CALIFORNIA FRANK W. CLARK

CHIEF OF DIVIBION DIRRCTOR

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Beparement of Public Works

SACRAMENTO
DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS PLEASE REFER TO

PUBLIC WORKS BUILDING Augu.st 5, 1939 FILE NO,
IVv-8Cl-5-B

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

Re: Relinquishment
Road IV-SCl-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,
19392, relingulshing to the jurisdictlion of said
County, for use as a county highway, a portion of
the state highway on Road IV-8Cl-5-B, which has
been superseded by relocation.

Please acknowledge receipt of this Resolu--
tion.

Yours very truly,

C. H. PURCELL
State ghway E gineti>

By~

Secretary

N, .
Come fo GOLDEN GATE_INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION
..... Debruary /8% fo December 22 /939
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