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I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

It has been one of the City’s goals to improve bicycle and pedestrian mobility by
making walking and bicycling easier for its residents and community members.
To continue improvements to make walking and bicycling safer, the City has
committed to efforts to expand mobility and connectivity options of residents and
community members by expanding the City’s trail network.

Permanente Creek Trail runs from the north side of Mountain View at Shoreline
Golf Links to Rock Street. The City is currently coordinating efforts with the
Mountain View Whisman School District to design and construct a trail extension
from Rock Street to West Middlefield Road adjacent to Crittenden Middle School.
The project design is scheduled to be completed by the end of 2016 and begin
construction early 2017.

The objective of this study is to determine if extension of the Permanente Creek
Trail from West Middlefield Road to McKelvey Park is feasible. This study
analyzed the 1.8-mile stretch along Permanente Creek between West Middlefield
Road and McKelvey Park at Mountain View Avenue for opportunities to develop
and construct a minimum 8 wide trail. The study evaluated rights-of-way,
opportunities, and challenges for extending the trail along Permanente Creek.

The study found that the areas adjacent to Permanente Creek are either privately
owned or owned in fee by the Santa Clara Valley Water District (SCVWD). Much
of the right-of-way required to construct a minimum 8 wide bicycle and
pedestrian trail is occupied by private properties and have obstructions that would
make construction of a trail very challenging. Although construction of a trail is
feasible in some areas, it is not recommended to construct in those areas because
the trail would not be a continuous path and the pathway required to access these
areas is circuitous. The study proposes use of existing streets and sidewalks for
bicycle and pedestrian access to and from West Middlefield Road and McKelvey
Park on Mountain View Avenue.

II. INTRODUCTION AND PROJECT BACKGROUND

The City of Mountain View is faced with substantial traffic congestion and one of
the City’s major goals is to improve transportation by enhancing mobility and
connectivity. ~ Additionally, promoting active transportation helps reduce
greenhouse gas emissions and improve Mountain View’s overall health, wellness,
and livability. The City’s mobility needs are fulfilled by a range of travel modes,
including driving, walking, bicycling, and public transit. Streets, sidewalks, and
trails serve a variety of social, recreational, ecological, and accessibility goals.
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The City has committed extensive resources to mitigate vehicle impacts and
expand mobility and connectivity options of residents by approving design,
construction, and feasibility studies to improve bicycle and pedestrian
infrastructures.

On June 16, 2015, the City Council approved a staff study of extending the
Permanente Creek Trail as part of the 2015-16 Capital Improvement Program. The
objective of the study is to determine if further extension of the Permanente Creek
Trail within the City of Mountain View is feasible. The feasibility study analyzed
the 1.8-mile stretch along Permanente Creek between West Middlefield Road and
McKelvey Park on Miramonte Avenue. Included in the study are current uses of
right-of-way, opportunities and challenges for extending the trail, conclusion, and
recommendation.

III. FEASIBILITY STUDY
This study focused on opportunities to extend and construct a Caltrans Class I
minimum 8 wide trail with 2° wide shoulders on both sides adjacent to
Permanente Creek between West Middlefield Road and McKelvey Park at
Miramonte Avenue (see Figure 1: Location Map). The study area is broken up
into the following segments:
*  Segment 1: West Middlefield Road to Central Expressway;
*  Segment 2: Central Expressway to California Street;

*  Segment 3: California Street to El Camino Real; and

*  Segment 4: El Camino Real to Ernestine Lane/Mountain View Avenue.
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Figure 1: Permanente Creek Location Map
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Analyses of each segment are as follows:

Segment 1: West Middlefield Road to Central Expressway

Segment 1 is between West Middlefield Road and Central Expressway.
Permanente Creek is an open channel in Segment 1 and crosses under West
Middlefield Road, San Ramon Avenue, San Luis Avenue, Montecito Avenue,
Hackett Avenue, and Central Expressway. Figure 2 shows what type of
encroachment would occur at the different areas of Segment 1 if a trail is to be
constructed.

Areas surrounding Permanente Creek are privately owned and primarily
residential, and the SCVWD has easement rights to access the creek for
maintenance purposes (see Appendix A for Parcel Maps of Segment 1). Areas
shown in red (Major Encroachment) are properties which would be impacted
significantly if a trail is constructed due to fence lines extending to the wall of the
creek. Areas shown in orange (Minor Encroachment) are properties which would
not be significantly impacted since there may be sufficient space to construct a trail
without relocating fence lines. In both cases (Major Encroachment and Minor
Encroachment), the City would be required to obtain right-of-way or easements
from private property owners, SCVWD, and the San Francisco Public Utilities
Commission (SFPUC) for trail construction, operation, and maintenance.
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Figure 2: Segment 1 Encroachment Map

Figure 3 shows areas in Segment 1 where construction of a trail is feasible and
areas where obstructions exist. Areas shown in blue (between San Luis Avenue
and Montecito Avenue, and between Hackett Avenue and Central Expressway)
have little or no physical obstructions and, therefore, construction of a trail is
feasible. Areas shown in red (between West Middlefield Road and San Luis
Avenue, and between Montecito Avenue and Hackett Avenue) have obstructions
making construction of a trail infeasible.
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Figure 3: Segment 1 — Feasible Trail and Obstructions

Figure 3 also shows the path pedestrians and bicyclists would need to take if the
feasible trail is constructed. It is not recommended to construct a trail in areas of
Segment 1 where feasible because the trail would not be continuous and the path
trail users would need to take would be circuitous.
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The nearest parallel bicycle and pedestrian route for Segment 1 is Farley Street (see
Figure 4). Sidewalks currently exist on both sides of Farley Street for pedestrians.
Farley Street is a narrow street and measures approximately 35" from face-of-curb
to face-of-curb. Farley Street has been improved with Neighborhood Traffic
Management elements such as speed humps and traffic circles which reduce
vehicle travel speeds. Class III bicycle lanes on Farley Street can be achieved with
installation of signage and sharrows.
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The following are photos of different areas of Segment 1.

Figure 6: Permanente Creek at West Middlefield Road Facing South
Showing Property with Fence Line Extending to the Wall of the Creek
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Figure 8: Permanente Creek at San Ramon Avenue Facing North
Showing Property Fence Line Right Against the Wall of the Creek
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Figure 10: Permanente Creek at San Ramon Avenue Facing South Showing
Property to the Right of the Creek with Fence Right Against the Wall of the Creek

JH/2/PWK
907-11-07-16FS-E 10 of 43



Figure 11: Property with Fence Line Extending to the Wall of the Creek
Facing South from San Ramon Avenue
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Figure 12: Permanente Creek at San Luis Avenue Facing North

JH/2/PWK
907-11-07-16FS-E 11 of 43



>

QW

o

T e

e
P e o e = o,

.
—
S
-

Figure 13: Permanente Creek at San Luis Avenue Facing North Showing a Maintenance Access
Ramp Leading Directly to the Creek and Fence Line Extending to the Wall of the Creek

Figure 14: Permanente Creek at San Luis Avenue Facing South
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Figure 15: Permanente Creek at San Luis Avenue Facing South
Showing Sufficient Space to Construct a Trail

Figure 16: Permanente Creek at Montecito Avenue Facing North
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Figure 17:
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Fiqure 18: Permanente Creek South of Montecito Avenue Showing
Sufficient Space to Construct a Trail at this Location
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Figure 19: Permanente Creek at Hackett Avenue Facing North
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Figure 20: Permanente Creek North of Hackett Avenue Showing a Maintenance Access Ramp
Leading Directly to the Creek and Property Fence Line Against the Wall of the Creek
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Figure 21: Permanente Creek at Hackett Avenue Facing South
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Figure 22: Permanente Creek South of Hackett Avenue Facing South
Showing Sufficient Space to Construct a Trail at This Location
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Figure 23: The City of Mountain View Would Need to Obtain Easements from a Private
Property Owner and the SFPUC a Trail at this Location North of Central Expressway

Figure 24: Permanente Creek Facing South Towards Central Expressway
Showing Sufficient Space to Construct a Trail at this Location
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Segment 2: Central Expressway to California Street

Segment 2 is between Central Expressway and California Street. Permanente
Creek runs through an open channel, underground box culvert, and crosses under
Central Expressway, Caltrain railroad tracks, Villa Street, and California Street.
Figure 25 shows what type of encroachment would occur at the different areas of
Segment 2 if a trail is to be constructed.

Areas surrounding Permanente Creek are mostly privately owned and primarily
residential, and the SCVWD has easement rights to access the channel and culvert
for maintenance purposes. A couple of areas are owned in fee by the SCVWD (see
Appendix B for Parcel Maps of Segment 2). Areas shown in red (Major
Encroachment) are properties which would be impacted significantly if a trail is
constructed due to fence lines (property lines) extending to the wall of the creek in
private backyards. Areas shown in blue (Major Encroachment with Box Culvert)
are properties which would also be significantly impacted since the creek runs
through an underground box culvert and existing facilities (parking lot) exist on
top of the box culvert. In both cases, the City would need to obtain right-of-way or
easements from private property owners, SFPUC, SCVWD, and the Southern
Pacific Transportation Company/Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board, and
mitigate the impacts to the private properties that would be impacted if a trail is to
be constructed.
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Figure 25: Segment 2 — Encroachment Map

Figure 26 shows areas in Segment 2 where construction of a trail is feasible and
areas where obstructions exist. Areas shown in blue (directly south of Villa Street)
have little or no physical obstructions, making construction of a trail feasible.
Areas shown in red have obstructions, making construction of a trail infeasible.
Trail construction in Segment 2 is infeasible due to impact on private properties,
including significant loss of parking spaces for the apartment complex at 333
Escuela Avenue, and significant cost of mitigating impacts of trail construction.
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Figure 26: Segment 2 — Feasible Trail and Obstructions

The nearest parallel bicycle and pedestrian route for Segment 2 is Escuela Avenue
(see Figure 27). Sidewalks currently exist on both sides of Escuela Avenue for
pedestrians. Escuela Avenue measures between 40" and 46" from face-of-curb to
face-of-curb with parking on both sides of the street.
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Per the California/Escuela/Shoreline Complete Streets Study, additional
improvements to Escuela Avenue have been conceptually studied and reviewed
by the City Council, but additional research and options need to be explored to
resolve parking needs in the area before Class II bike lanes and other
improvements can be implemented.
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Figure 27: Segment 2 — Alternative Bicycle/Pedestrian Route

The following are photos of different areas of Segment 2.
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Figure 29: Permanente Creek at Central Expressway
Looking South Towards the Railroad Tracks
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Figure 30: Permanente Creek at Day Worker Center of Mountain View
Showing Property Fence Line Adjacent to the Creek Wall

Figure 31: Permanente Creek at Villa Street Looking North
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Figure 32: Permanente Creek at Villa Street Looking North Showing
a Maintenance Access Ramp Leading Directly to the Creek
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Figure 34: Permanente Creek at Villa Street Looking South — Creek is
Running through an Underground Box Culvert at this Location

Figure 35: Permanente Creek at California Street Looking North
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Segment 3: California Street to El Camino Real

Segment 3 is between California Street and El Camino Real. Permanente Creek
runs through an open channel, underground box culvert, and crosses under
California Street, Latham Street, and El Camino Real. Figure 36 shows the type of
encroachment that would occur at the different areas of Segment 3 if a trail is to be
constructed.

Areas surrounding Permanente Creek are mostly privately owned and the
SCVWD has easement rights to access the concrete channel or culvert for
maintenance purposes. One small area south of California Street is owned in fee
by the SCVWD (see Appendix D for Parcel Maps of Segment 3). Areas shown in
blue (Major Encroachment with Box Culvert) are properties which would also be
significantly impacted since the creek runs through an underground box culvert
and existing facilities, including drive aisles and parking lots, exist with the
easement over the top of the box culvert. The City would need to obtain right-of-
way or easements from private property owners and the SCVWD, and mitigate the
impacts to the existing structures/facilities (such as replace parking or access) that
would be impacted if a trail is to be constructed.
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Figure 36: Segment 3 — Encroachment Map

Figure 37 shows areas in Segment 3 where construction of a trail is feasible and
areas where obstructions exist. Areas shown in red have obstructions, making
construction of a trail infeasible. Trail construction in Segment 3 is infeasible and
not recommended.
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Figure 37: Segment 3 — Feasible Trail and Obstructions

There are three alternative routes in Segment 3: Escuela Avenue, California Street,
and Pettis Avenue, and Latham Street and Pettis Avenue (see Figure 38).
Sidewalks exist on both sides of Escuela Avenue, California Street, Latham Street,
and Pettis Avenue for pedestrians. Escuela Avenue measures approximately 40’
from face-of-curb to face-of-curb with parking on both sides of the street. Escuela
Avenue from California Street to El Camino Real is currently indicated as a
recommended bike route in the City of Mountain View Bike Map.
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Per the California/Escuela/Shoreline Complete Streets Study, additional
improvements to Escuela Avenue have been conceptually studied and reviewed
by the City Council, but additional research and options need to be explored to
resolve parking needs in the area before Class II bike lanes and other
improvements can be implemented.

California Street is a designated bike lane and has existing Class II bike lanes.
Latham Street and Pettis Avenue are narrow with parking on both sides. Class III
bicycle lanes on Latham Street and Pettis Avenue can be achieved with installation
of signage and sharrows.

Staff is currently evaluating concepts that could be implemented to reclassify
Latham Street as a Bike Boulevard. Improvements will enhance safety for all
travel modes, including bicyclists and pedestrians.
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Figure 38: Segment 3 — Alternative Bicycle/Pedestrian Routes
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The following are photos of different areas of Segment 3.
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Figure 40: Permanente Creek at California Street Looking South
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Figure 41: Permanente Creek at Latham Street Looking North

Figure 42: Permanente Creek at Latham Street Looking South —
The Grate Shown in the Photo is Used for Access to the Box Culvert
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Segment 4: El Camino Real to Ernestine Lane

Segment 4 is between El Camino Real and McKelvey Park on Mountain View
Avenue. Permanente Creek runs through an open channel and crosses under El
Camino Real, Ernestine Lane, and Mountain View Avenue. Figure 43 shows what
type of encroachment would occur at the different areas of Segment 4 if a trail is to
be constructed.

Some areas surrounding Permanente Creek in Segment 4 are privately owned and
the SCVWD has easement rights to access the concrete channel for maintenance
purposes. Some areas of Segment 4 are owned in fee by the SCVWD (see
Appendix D for Parcel Maps of Segment 4). Areas shown in orange (Minor
Encroachment) are properties which would not be significantly impacted since
there may be sufficient space to construct a trail without relocating fence lines.
The area shown in light blue is a planned trail with the SCVWD at McKelvey Park.
The City would need to obtain right-of-way or easements from private property
owners and the SCVWD if a trail is to be constructed in Segment 4.
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Figure 43: Segment 4 — Encroachment Map

Figure 44 shows areas in Segment 4 where construction of a trail is feasible and
areas where obstructions exist. Areas shown in orange have a planned trail
construction with the SCVWD. Areas shown in red have obstructions, making
construction of a trail infeasible.
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Figure 44: Segment 4 — Feasible Trail and Obstructions

There are two alternative routes in Segment 4: El Monte Avenue/Lloyd Way/
Ernestine Lane and El Camino Real/Mountain View Avenue (see Figure 45).
Sidewalks currently exist on both sides of El Monte Avenue, Lloyd Way, Ernestine
Lane, El Camino Real, and Mountain View Avenue, with a gap on the west side of
Mountain View Avenue south of El Camino Real. A sidewalk connection to close
this gap is recommended. El Monte Avenue has existing Class II bike lanes on
both sides of the street. Lloyd Way and Ernestine Lane are narrow streets with
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parking on both sides of the streets. Class III bicycle lanes on Lloyd Way and
Ernestine Lane can be achieved with installation of signage and sharrows.

El Camino Real and Mountain View Avenue have no existing bike lanes. Class III
bike lanes on El Camino Real and Mountain View Avenue can be achieved with
installation of signage and sharrows. A midblock connection on El Camino Real
between El Monte Avenue and Shoreline Boulevard is in the El Camino Real
Precise Plan, and staff will seek opportunities to provide this crossing in the
future.
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Figure 45: Segment 4 — Alternative Bicycle/Pedestrian Routes

JH/2/PWK
907-11-07-16FS-E 37 of 43



The following are photos of different areas of Segment 4.
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Figure 46: Permanente Creek at Hidden Garden Apartments
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Figure 47: Permanente Creek at Hidden Garden Apartments
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Figure 48: Permanente Creek at Hidden Garden Apartments Parking Lot

Figure 49: Permanente Creek at Ernestine Lane and
Mountain View Avenue Facing North
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Figure 50: Permanente Creek at Ernestine Lane and
Mountain View Avenue Facing South

Figure 51: Permanente Creek South of Ernestine Lane
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Much of the right-of-way required for trail construction is occupied by private
properties and have physical obstructions that would make the trail construction
very challenging. The study proposes use of existing sidewalks and streets for
pedestrian and bicycle access to and from West Middlefield Road to McKelvey
Park on Mountain View Avenue.

Figure 52 shows the alternative pedestrian and bicycle routes in the study area.
Further evaluation of the alternative pedestrian and bicycle path alignment is
required to determine feasibility of providing a pedestrian and bicycle crossing at
Central Expressway between Farley Street and Escuela Avenue. The crossing
would most likely need to be an overhead bridge to span Central Expressway and
the railroad tracks. A tunnel is not feasible due to SFPUC Hetch Hetchy aqueducts
and Permanente Creek.

Staff proposes placing a project to determine the feasibility and right-of-way
requirements for a pedestrian/bicycle bridge as an outer-year project in the
Capital Improvement Program. Existing efforts to improve crossings at Rengstorff
Avenue, Castro Street, and Mayfield Avenue (San Antonio) are under way. This
crossing would be taken up as progress is made on the others and staff resources
and funding become available in the future.
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IV. CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION

Trail extension from West Middlefield Road to McKelvey Park on Mountain View
Avenue would provide a safe, off-street route for pedestrians and bicyclists linking
residential, commercial, and open space areas. The Permanente Creek Trail
extension would also improve mobility and connectivity options for City residents
and community members.

The study found that most of the right-of-way required to construct a minimum of
8 wide bicycle/pedestrian trail is occupied by private properties and have
obstructions that would make construction of a trail along the creek alignment
very challenging. Acquiring the necessary property rights for trail construction
would be very costly and may lead to acquisition of entire properties due to
unmitigatable impacts such as loss of parking spaces for an apartment complex
and loss of driveway access to multiple homes. Although construction of a trail is
feasible in some areas, it is not recommended to construct in those areas because
the trail would not be a continuous path and the pathway required to access these
areas is circuitous.

The study proposes use of existing streets and sidewalks for bicycle/ pedestrian
access to and from West Middlefield Road and McKelvey Park on Mountain View
Avenue. Further evaluation of the proposed alternative path is required to
determine feasibility of a pedestrian/bicycle crossing at Central Expressway.

JH/2/PWK
907-11-07-16FS-E 43 of 43



APPENDIX A



i

OFFICE

Yellow = Esmt
Green = Fee

OFf

3

WESTz0s MIDDL

EFIELD

COUNTY ASSESSOR- « - - -

CLARA “CALIFCRNIA

COUNTY,

le

[ ]
R {
/ o i _ )
4] \ |
GPS SURVEY |2 ¢ ¢ o ¢ ¢ SANS o
© "'-§ l l : J
=
A L
JUNCTION AV, * '
ul
>
<

190

® RAMON

1"=500'

T

RENGSTORFF

5

~ o Y
3 \ &L
o e
oS LA
"d"
JANE LN.
LY
wy
L)
JEwELL Pl \ L i Iyl )
® o © o e MONTECITO_®

1 e

® PEACOCK SAVE_*8
2

®

\

ISTA @

> o

SOUTHERN

- | e AVE_e
| X O = .‘ '\‘.__
T g E ' [72]
o ° l,___,,_,____m-—— ) kcn
0~ - s
: i = >
| p %z a_ (
: ; :0 | E
[14] A wxdy {2
[ ] 8 )
& | Slﬁavolp_ " \:ERID!AN "”_ r _;k‘_'_wzlﬁﬁmnrﬂ e,
L CENTRAL ot EXPRESSWAY -'I

PACIFIC L TRANSPORTATION

COMPANY



pback
Typewritten Text

pback
Typewritten Text

pback
Typewritten Text

pback
Typewritten Text

pback
Typewritten Text
Yellow = Esmt
Green = Fee


pback
Typewritten Text


OFFICE

Yellow = Esmt
Green = Fee

ROS 213720

SIER

®

OF

T

s e’
v R A
ROS. 558/ 25 TR. N2 7196

509 SIERRA VISTA
@ CONDOMINIUM

COUNTY ASSESSOR- - - - SANTA  CLARA GOUNTY, CALIFORNIA
Project - 1024~

Frplv\ : aun‘h.i r?' Santa Clara

BK : 4 7

24370 :
5 1605796 4-1-50
Easemen

PCL
N2

36

37

E1:]

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

a9

50

—_
(=]
o

25 |77 ]

1"z100'

COMPILED IN CONFORMA,
OF THE REVENUE @ }‘fﬁ%ﬂ'éﬁ'& AR
EFFECTIVE DATE - MARCH Lisey -

ALFRED E. CARLSON - ASSESSOR »



pback
Typewritten Text
Yellow = Esmt
Green = Fee

pback
Typewritten Text


@ : 0

R

—_—

0

Yellow =

LOMO ACRE

Green = Fee

‘ -_-_-_-_‘_-_-_-_-_-_-_-____"
] xl\

5255 0

Esmt

l :

1%

~

wt

,..7,_‘_'_1@_-.}-_7 =

I 5 50
. Iix
: . b 942645 N 4;:; a7 PM 39#M|3 AVEN UE
i g 0 T4 % T 23 et k|
T lag 0.635 l'z” = 393398 . ']
o “ | 3 6018 O ¢ \ ;
r e 7 ! | | d i)
(] I | K E i
S ¢ > 108 ]IS & 1 / (A
S 3 R R ¥ w | S
Project : 1024 -1, : i = >: &
Fre Oauﬂfbi of_ 5anTa Clara i ‘ i |
ook T 4 DTO : ﬂ o | e . o
[L09790 4 2(-59 | I 52 ol o & 3 5
asemen ' 3 : I a7 i oo 5 @ -
;650 T T = — ¥ R ¥ 16 b ]
:|| vg i B g w'/
= el
. 24 : o % 4 :
43 h 15668 ._J‘_‘__ 25 —}: E N”'S 1720 UNITS [3.55 & &? :
T < o> ”u::;f::‘ ——138 3
5/ W 4 | UNITss.g UN‘I?ss;g- | - 5
' < " | .74 AC. NET! = @
2.48 AC.NET g NL o 2 gy 3 g 1s24cC NET f 2\
19 II 26 = as o PCL. A 149 | 50 . 4::;2 7 ,'-;_"_ |
165 * Lo (313 04°1) 29275 N 90 10-120.39 % 95 730 L — L”"?‘l_ loaas 81 vt
e £e58> . permanente 4 E : Creek 754 3 i}ﬁxﬁﬁj&h'
T o T T [ 1 eoiz T i) | == I T ' _1r I s P G-I by |
e | 12
3 II s | 5 i e 7 |.8 ;9 l CRE | 2 ]I 3 : 4 5 : 5 : 7 | 8 : 9 ! 10 I i | [ 5 _
T | | l by o N | 1 | | 2 l ' = S _
o * " z 3 | 21| 20 18 18 oi7 ¥
9|5‘[715 5| 39| 33 3253 = -@gl_9|_'91£7|.§1~_.51_f|ﬁ:_?IﬁI_.|_|_.§ N :
A T TR S S & /T o S R S . §
l l : ] | | I ! I I ; { I 50 1 50 : 50| 50 l 50 I 50 } 50 | 4571 3
so | s0 | 50| %0 %0 2| e0 | s |50 L &x :::”:::D : ss‘n‘ irias lsig I’itj Bll.K ;270'2 724 716 I 7648 . 700 F0r 824 446
4i6 $IMBLK, 6 Jre sz 534 556 ‘2 4 S TR E E T ‘ ! S\
7 * TRACT Nf| 760 £ " brRACT NA 775
i MEADOW GLENN|-UNIT N22 MEADOW.GLEN
% T x UNIT N2 3
3w _ wl |
[F1] e . =
2|z o'y ol> @ A
HE © e 2|< i
: £ eouru.‘:n W murmm:e it G:Ec uj‘ 3.

HE REVENUE 8 TAXATION S00€ ;b
EFFECTIVE DATE-M s
;LFRED E. CARLSON: —asssssolt“?

g \-:



pback
Typewritten Text
Yellow = Esmt
Green = Fee

pback
Typewritten Text


OFFICE OF COUNTY ASSESSOR- - - - "SANTA CLARA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

BOOK PAGE P'
Vo 150 || 10 =
@ - @ e @ {%-'
prA LUMA ACGRES \ \ TRACT N2 694 ---MEADOW GLENN -+ UN.N2I e
—HACKETT TRNE795 PN ST 20 o ST b
e PM3edMiTme i TS o o ® —- AVENUE — ¥
’:‘ 12043 [ e9e& | 6324 103 13 177 __{.
| | 0.26 AC. . : E< _
o 2 oy B | #3885 3 : =
. {ig =l | B . . SR T R | A (. ?..I
Y PCL. | | PcL. 2 | PCL.3 LOTZ ______ | |
f 140 90 [ o oy s {
> 1467 T b
T: 1|2(3]a 567[3 k‘ 314|5|5 ___________ \
o o
|t bt ssber : . A
2 O C I L § % 1"=100 5 h
WIT N2 AND LOT % 25 a .42 AC :a o ————— il
THE SAME . Lo !_6‘ | i
] 1 279.38 . ;
3 2 8
= = £
+ S [ TN N E ) D t
P 10 ;
9, g = = E
o |l 3
© L?g ] . B i o s . {
N :
@ N 1.80 AC. NET : 22 g Lol
s 5t 2 L 7 3 @
S 9 - L L R :
ES 27938 103,13 .o 22299 ; 5 i
€ |a'f] 7 VILLAGE SIERRA ns 8l = @ : A
) o PcLol TOWNHOMES 1 B
alﬂ i CONDOMINIUM PLAN
T TR. N2 7951
2l — - |
\_ - — L3
=3 Yellow = Esmt |
> 9
Sl — i
<€ - Green = Fee
W -
< 51 pcLz i
o 79.12 N .
(A
o PTN.6 =
wWole i,
il i & —To53a —\— v

g . e, (3 r h *
‘ " \'.l B. E
l Eans < ( I 30 3 2 . i
l 2 5 S 7 1 ;
S : : S| \ MERIDIAN B
5ILVERWOOD e ) ; o= gl : WAY :
_ : . . =

—— CENTRAL —— L— EXPRESSWAY — |

RO 5 160/15817

| o | B i

IVE BATE Ium:lg I



pback
Typewritten Text

pback
Typewritten Text
Yellow = Esmt
Green = Fee



APPENDIX B



Green = Fee

Yellow = Esmt

OFFICE

SIERRA VISTA

SILYERWOOD av

OF

COUNTY

ASSESSOR: -

*SANTA

GRANADA

CLARA COUNT

AV

-
™
<
4
o
a

Y

CALIFORNIA

g 3

P ABGER

INDEX

MOFFETT

/T

_CENTRAL i EXPRESSWAY )
sobTHERN PACIFIC ® B e TRANSPORTATION
CRISANTOD AVE, 1929
LELAND AVR. o . HIGDOM {
: : ®
o E4
'\ ]| T ®
= : T
3
7 & > I . {
olie - : 73¢ 50 1500 1350 A :
STANTORD AVE, 2 ” e 0 % VILLA® & o » I v s 5 s e 8 % 8 s e .
= L 0] i I'I r‘ |_¥ - i
w H o
= . of 3 ';' ';' v L
u e < > =
B = . e 3
p j | y | o
L. e W o DAMNA® & o »
ERSITY AVE P ; (IP) G ] .
. . -
i [l.
. L]
L]
— S L] L ] L
= s ¢ o o s CALIFORNIAe © o o o o ° ® e 5 % o 8 s 0 o & -8 -9 % 9 5. & & 05T v oucEECEESINSIE
{ ]
[ e Lo | - i . I~
L ; . z
m | - @ - :
: - EROKON) _ ] : :
= @ 4 mvtnnnnu * L » s
w o i | e
g @. ; CJ;YRO@ I' ., v e MEHC. D . 25 ",‘—_J. i) ST'.I.(. e & 9 & &
} < | 1
= ,, GAMEL _WAY _j ccemenrany [ 1 = “‘ | . r = | ;
o = y v Y o @ o o < = .
; L g o o @ - - x @ P » 5
— I - - - - a w ¢ z :
T —?_T_—‘—_.\ll:' .-—-QL < I I: ]ql |> J‘g B )
] I . S LA s & & = 1 . W 4
IS [T~ o2 y ~ '.l " e * s e .ls‘r. .3 ~ l
B a7 36
o . ==
2055

1]

CLARK AvE

=

WEST

vno hih
i, 5
COMPILED IN CONFORMANCE WITH 8ET. 321 I o =

’30

Yosewmire

TOSEMITE Avg,

"me—;.f ATE.



pback
Typewritten Text
Yellow = Esmt
Green = Fee


COUNTY ASSESSOR SANTA CLARA COUNTY, CALIEORNIA

Yellow = Esmt " 7
e
Green = Fee . Z, S
uw Z w» LT
= o <
= w @ w
< ®
AFE -
MERIDAN WAY
..—!-"'".—"_
RO.5. 16077
CENTRAL EXPRESSWAY
Y
72-43-(02)14L  PCL.34 $.B.E. 200-43-(18)5  PCL.|
‘N PACIFIC TRANSPORTATION CO. 54 CABLE R/W ESMT. 6.80 AC. TOTAL
PENINSULA CORRIDOR JOINT POWERS BOARD (PTN. ON Pg. |83 ALSO BK. |4Qﬁ_a: 428 54)
SBE BT2-45-102)]4L _PCL.36 AL
S B e hASiFIC - TRANSPORTATION co. PENINSULA CORRIDOR JOINT POWERS BOARD (ASSESSED ON Pg. 4)
g5 T T = I " ]l B0.34 | o 177 54 :
g | 1o | 1 12 13 14
' | ll ‘;;] ?.’f ; pcL. B
/ Il 14 1| 3| 12§ I/ o 10 DL
&2 i &2 €.a . o @
t || ]| li“ 03 ; \?y/ =
i & ) S [ 8 ¥ e w| 2.04ACNET
1e2e g8 o -’%:0 9 IS'?';
T o,
HIGDON FU\CTN 2972. AVE S
1815 ., 309
:! 5539 ,.‘; 125 |
& i
a 2 Wi 31‘,9 &8 16 1n|m
1 L W, S , ®
< 100 =
© & .
. XBr 43 c |3 % gy P T V7 =
: 8 > 8
——————— e a1\ et :
50" 9 4 50% 3 .
s Sy 4z 8 12 @ 3w I £ ° T RET T
L S : 1
- F————t——— & PF————- PCL. A : 125,
I
sZdle @ a1 @ gy g 2w '1
BT /024 3y - Sz e wo ' Z w00, |2 al
Aty . < i | | 4 | @ £ Sl
s Lo \ - @ | 15 16 | 0T [a 18 | 10 Slxi
- o N
PAGE_Z_/__U clespl 5 150la9.] = g2 33 ™
' DATE/;,:&& ;n b =3 | = (=g P~ |=2 [}
—— A a. | | | ] 1“‘
i 50 | 50 | S50 | B0 [ 50 | 50 5755 /7of 0
/L 7608 _J80% 1504 7802 1792 1764 e 1722-34-46-58 1710
- PM.382-M-56 o
- e ———— E)T —?—

o
|
|

ON |

R

1160
AVE


pback
Typewritten Text
Yellow = Esmt
Green = Fee



Yellow = Esmt
Green = Fee

TRACT

COUNTY,

N2489-+ BON VI

CALIFORNIA

EW TERRACE

13

g

57

T
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|

124

ln 16 2
e

1 104.11

106,71

faal

STREET

2I8ASE

20r-9

g

: Iy

3

___%____

50 i ae.w—o'\

IR

240 /12

201520

o

i

€

irs.

ir40

7o

ree

g

1715

irog

260

CHIQUITA ;

————<—CALIFORNIA —— — STREET

J.C. HARDING

TRACT

—o—-—— VILLA

HIGDON
AVE.

L.—

®



pback
Typewritten Text
Yellow = Esmt
Green = Fee


B MELELLAN
SUBD.

STREET— ——¢

raz0

1848

faEAmu A

OFFICE OF COUNTY ASSESSOR:- + » « - SANTA CLARA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA
rl
-y —
C. CASTRO SUBD.
TRACT N2 B57 .
= ——T—ESCUELA €« AVENUE cavTetia TRACT -
ROS.258/42 3y5-5 " 28/ 263 === 335 2i9-8 it —}‘l
/c 137.388 318.56 HEEEE] 105.77 o
t T
| I
|
" 1
g 2 |
o H
$ |
|

4.03 TOTAL

;=

NET AC.

|
|53 4 s3 | 53

PTHN.

318.49

BOOK

154

PERMANENTE

MARK TUBAN SUBD.
—HIGDON

ROS. 100/17

Frod: /024-/
From: Guitélaim Oeed From

S County o Flood Coprvol
8k: 4370 3. 7
# /609776 4-/~57

—— Fasememt

& —AVE: —

®

Yellow = Esmt
Green = Fee

WAY



pback
Typewritten Text
Yellow = Esmt
Green = Fee


APPENDIX C



Green = Fee

Yellow = Esmt

OFFICE

SIERRA VISTA

SILYERWOOD av

OF

COUNTY

ASSESSOR: -

*SANTA

GRANADA

CLARA COUNT

AV

-
™
<
4
o
a

Y

CALIFORNIA

g 3

P ABGER

INDEX

MOFFETT

/T

_CENTRAL i EXPRESSWAY )
sobTHERN PACIFIC ® B e TRANSPORTATION
CRISANTOD AVE, 1929
LELAND AVR. o . HIGDOM {
: : ®
o E4
'\ ]| T ®
= : T
3
7 & > I . {
olie - : 73¢ 50 1500 1350 A :
STANTORD AVE, 2 ” e 0 % VILLA® & o » I v s 5 s e 8 % 8 s e .
= L 0] i I'I r‘ |_¥ - i
w H o
= . of 3 ';' ';' v L
u e < > =
B = . e 3
p j | y | o
L. e W o DAMNA® & o »
ERSITY AVE P ; (IP) G ] .
. . -
i [l.
. L]
L]
— S L] L ] L
= s ¢ o o s CALIFORNIAe © o o o o ° ® e 5 % o 8 s 0 o & -8 -9 % 9 5. & & 05T v oucEECEESINSIE
{ ]
[ e Lo | - i . I~
L ; . z
m | - @ - :
: - EROKON) _ ] : :
= @ 4 mvtnnnnu * L » s
w o i | e
g @. ; CJ;YRO@ I' ., v e MEHC. D . 25 ",‘—_J. i) ST'.I.(. e & 9 & &
} < | 1
= ,, GAMEL _WAY _j ccemenrany [ 1 = “‘ | . r = | ;
o = y v Y o @ o o < = .
; L g o o @ - - x @ P » 5
— I - - - - a w ¢ z :
T —?_T_—‘—_.\ll:' .-—-QL < I I: ]ql |> J‘g B )
] I . S LA s & & = 1 . W 4
IS [T~ o2 y ~ '.l " e * s e .ls‘r. .3 ~ l
B a7 36
o . ==
2055

1]

CLARK AvE

=

WEST

vno hih
i, 5
COMPILED IN CONFORMANCE WITH 8ET. 321 I o =

’30

Yosewmire

TOSEMITE Avg,

"me—;.f ATE.



pback
Typewritten Text
Yellow = Esmt
Green = Fee


—-—

' Yellow = Esmtt—

OFFICE CF

CALIFORNIA

LSSESSCHR

CLARA

COUNTY, . CALIFORNIA

C@l“i[

- TR. N2 6800 - LELLAN TR?’E;[
‘Green = Fee e ~—----|
g -
.-..' e . ]
L.d' B = 2 2
> o &
< |
:\ : 2.37 AC. NET | 3
L
@ |
|
MT.VERNON | D)
cT. 1
|
@ |
|
El]
o
GAMEL
sl
WAY
|
i 0. 47
=
< g3 36
@ af
Ll-l T~
: pas: | )
e a 210.74 g
1]
| 50.74

1858

RO.5.174/34 %

—T—— LATHAM -
C. CASTRO

@ SUB D. i LEKSICH AVE.

|

.M.- 578 TM- 45
s s+ —o—g TREET—-
- - R
T @FOIS?MPEJQWEPN_SL?BD‘
= 5

% BUENA VISTA © & 1.
; SUBDIVISION =



pback
Typewritten Text
Yellow = Esmt
Green = Fee



Cox J5F

7
@.Proje.cr: /024~ ®
s

EFr: County of Santa Clara
SRR Y370 97
#6097 4-/~5%

 Fasement

@ ProjecT: /024-5 L1990
From: laurel Dev- £a.
BKr: 8970  Fq. 62/

HIGHIE5Z FA7-72
357 lpgress £9réss Easemeni

/15, ghannel g/yv=1g'453m€nf
]

F’rm‘ecf.' jo24~5.0/
7ot Harrin f‘lﬂ‘k‘ﬂ’ﬁxﬂ{p
Bk péc £g. 14
#5958823 ‘Z’-Z”’?g - |
EasemenT |

pq. 34
Bria \® grorecr oed- 7/
5 S
9 7 o 564

K: D57 .
§59¢77§/ﬂ B-8-78
Fasement .

See
for

llow = Esmt

een = Fee


pback
Typewritten Text
Yellow = Esmt
Green = Fee


Prodect: [024~12
From: 17
ook T3/
8371397
ASENENT

llow = Esmt
een = Fee

OFFICE

OF

COUNTY

6
f2 Pl¥mouth 5t
{;9.0?0; reet Ltd
" j-gs

TRACT N2 774l
CONDOMINIUM PLAN

COUNTY, CALIFORNJIA

£ couPiLED 1N = Wi sEc T

UNIT|PCL. UNIT|PCL.
| 33 14 46
2 34 5 47
3 35 -] 48
4 |3s I |49
5 a7 ] S50
6 |38 | 19 151
7 139 o152 |
g |40 1153
5 |41 | 22 | 54 |
10 |42 3 53
i 143 4 | 56
12 14 5 57
13 |4 € 58

11, EFFECTIVE DATE-MARCH 11988
[FRED €., CARLSON ~.ASSESSOR ¢

A
08 CALDERON ettt

REAL

cASTR

el CAMINO


pback
Typewritten Text
Yellow = Esmt
Green = Fee


APPENDIX D



SPARGUR

/; A

l

avs —

/"1 | RONDEN |
AR 2
A " FopD ST3

/0 . 5

i
2 1
i .
e
Lo

ST. JOSEPH
PARCCHIAL SCHOOL

a

S)

N
RAYMUNDO 4\2_9/F

Hale

HIGGINS AV

ARROYO

MARILYN DR.

SPRINGER




OFFiICE Ut CUUNIT AdSEOLUN SHIVIA  LLA™A CUUIN D, VALl it A
TWP 6S - R2 W i
sh £ | )
: | =5 5 - \\LZ .
“4:\ . : (%) @ \ | = |50
R~ : 3
' s I
l

o a——— MIRAMONTE— . AVE.: =

‘ Ll R 720 | ] . 136 .
| %f = 390.41 1 3
| / 1
| !
| Q@ 7
@ Q \b ; :
| ' \
i 3
| ; \H
| ! A N 2z :
E & e \ 5 22
4 7 S '\?\J
l (% :
| CITY OF D :
| MOUNTAIN VIEW \{\_‘,
s 0
| < 2
. : Q
N, // 501 AC.NET 6T3AC ,
/o’/- / ‘0
'(av : '\%w o
_./_ Sele S At ) (565.€7 26026 . £
CJ,"' i 26 =6 // ‘
| . 28 25/¢ 30 [/ 43 ___@
7QC n ‘g’/ '-_—_' . - l
T i ¥ .Zé’_/_é‘g//:'.“ ..... Ig ;
/ O ' &5’ ’ = |
/ UN TAIN .9’.9-25/ 55 ! on "g & 3
538474 Sy forh s DA CRREs gz - M- 39
E y:727082 o ____l_zi.lg____ig
| e
| | <
|
|
! /T\
| ¢ <>I & ' o A:lb382¢e2
| | ] V355038
- s w
| Z, A
m"“' =
i =, Z <
| 8 & O
| 4 B¢ e
rF 5 3 L5 z
I (]\ [ opcL. 2 S ess =
‘8 ! : Z1e o doripot TH SEC. 327
I | ] o IS T
;" ' | 313 ZFFECTIVE DATE -MARCH L1987
A | HE ALFRED E_CARLSON—ASSESSOR
675 : 713} - : .

M - 10




- o
= o 2

PM536-M-13 ¢
1513 .

el . _LFSt=5 /571
| VARSI & é 227.63
o T cE, 2 Al 3 4
9 9
%
0.48 AC.NET
\- £0.03 35 pPCL. 96 .45
| o \ TN S8
BN PR v D
2009 Ac Net el
Iﬂ (1.}

AY LT

Y
- Pl e S b SEEENR
(FMLY SAN FRANCISCO- SAN JOSE ROAD)
—r————— - c———————— " - — s e
1411 1407 1405 14013 1379 7355 1347 1313
125 O‘u‘ 86.22 125125 .‘ :
‘5185 ! 86
- 3 l' R Sl (et
§ 7_-? | ¢ \ L5 l
= MONTEBELLO &  ACRES
16 15
/:‘b." :
% SR T 29 | 8
W\ ¢33 - T
b —7:7- 32 ' 50 50 ‘ 100 ' 100
: \?‘.& /366-8 1364 1360 1356 1344 1332
phe . PARK (ANZA ST)
1357

1365

1361

/-/

| COMPILED IN CONFORMA
NCE
TIVE DATE-MARCH | i900"

ALFRED. E. CARLSON - ASSe %




	Final Study
	Appendix A
	Appendix B
	Appendix C
	Appendix D




