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. . The California Highway Commission has called
today's Hearing on the proposed Bishop Freeway. The pur-
pose of the Hearing is to allow the interested governmental
agencles, civic organizations, and individual cltizens the
opportunity to present constructive facts regarding the
freeway proposals and to review the information developed
by the Division of Highways. The Commission will consilder
all information presented before making any route adoption.

Appropriate governmental agencies were informed
of the initiation of location studies for thls freeway in
compliance with the policy of the California Highway Com-
mission. At various times, during the study period, the
Division of Highways met with representatives of these
groups and members of their technical staffs to discuss
the studies then in progress and to obtalin thelr sugges-
tions.

On October 7, 1965, the Division of Highways held
a Public Hearing to present its findings.

On February 4, 1966, the State Highway Engineer,
having considered all information to date, recommended
that Alternate "F" (the red 1line) be adopted.

Today's Hearilng concerns general freeway locations
rather than precise freeway alignments. :

The factors used to evaluate the overall merits
of any freeway routing include a combined consideration of:

1. The effect on the community through or around
which the alternate passes.

2. The degree to which the alternate will fulfill
both existing and future traffic demands.

3. The initial cost of the project, which includes
costs of construction and rights of way.



. The community effects attributable to the
various Alternates are based on existing as well as
expected future development. The Division of Highways
has gathered information relative to this factor
through meetings with local officials and their staffs,
reviewing master plans with regard to planned future
developments, and holding the Public Hearing.

The calculation of benefits to traffic ex-
pected to use the facility is based on the monetar.
value of both the savings in time and reduced cost of
vehicle operation.

Construction and right of way costs are de-
termined by engineering methods. The attached Summary
of Comparative Data provides cost and right of way data
for the various alternates being considered.

When completed, this freeway will function as
an important part of the California Freeway and Express-
way System. It will form a part of an integrated system
of access-controlled facllities established by the State
Legislature pursuant to Senate Bill 480. It is estimated
that this freeway wlll afford the motoring public the
opportunity to save $5,400,000 in reduced travel time
and vehlcle operating cqsts during the first 20 years
after construction. '

Attached are small scale maps showing the
various freeway study line locations and a Summary of
Comparative Data.
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ENGINEERTING

DATA

LENGTH CONSTRUCTION RIGHT OF WAY
ALTERNATE (MI.) COST COST
"A" UNIT I (Orange)
Rte. 395 10.8 $2,780,000 $400, 000
Rte. 6 0.8 100, 000 10, 000
Total 11.6 $2, 880,000 $410, 000

"G" UNIT I (Purple)

Rte. 395 17142 $2,920,000
Rte. 6 0.8 100, 000
Total 12.0 $3,020,000
"I" UNIT I (Green)

Rte. 395 10.2 $2,790, 000
Rte. 6 1.9 260,000
Total 121 $3,050,000
"J" UNIT I (Yellow)

Rte. 395 [ $2,570,000
Rte. 6 2.9 280,000
Total 11.83 $2, 850,000
"K" UNIT I (Blue)

Rte. 395 8.4 $2,210,000
Rte. 6 5.6 740, 000
Total 14.0 $2,950, 000

$330, 000

10,000

$340,000

$950, 000
502000

$1,000, 000

$300, 000
50,000

$350, 000

$140,000
130, 000

$270,000

TOTAL
COST

$3,180,000
110, 000

$3,290,000

$3,250,000
110,000

$3, 360,000

$3, 740,000
310,000

$4,050,000

$2, 870,000
330,000

$3,200, 000

$2, 350,000
870,000

$3,220, 000

COMPARATIVE
20-YEAR
USER
BENEFITS

Base

-$ 350,000

+$2,398, 000

the

Data for recommended alternate is shown in red.




SUMMARY OF ECONOMIC DATA

UNIT I
IMPROVEMENTS TAKEN ACREAGE OF LAND TAKEN
Commerical |Agriculture Agriculture
Alt. Homes|Buildings Buildings Total | Commerciall Good Poch Total
A
(Orange)| 1 H Al 1 3 59 P.S.| 191 62 312

G
(Purple)

I
(Green)

J
(Yellow)

K
(Blue)

10 H

27

10

68

5a

L5

32

60

47

58

246

320

£93

263

351

UNTTD TX

Note:

H

2.5

C
P.S,

Data for recomnmended alternate

LEGEND

- Homes

Traller Spaces

- Commercial

- Potential Subdivision

is shown in red.
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DISPLAYS TO ACQUAINT THE PUBLIC
WITH THE STUDIES AND OBTAIN /

THEIR OPINIONS
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' AND ENGINEERS DURING
ENGINEERING STUDY

STATE HIGHWAY ENGINEER
REVIEWS ENGINEERING STUDY
AND PUBLIC MEETING DATA

<
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_ CALIFORNIA
HIGHWAY COMMISSION
CONSIDERS RECOMMENDATION
£1 AND HOLDS PUBLIC HEARING IF
~1 REQUESTED BY LOCAL AUTHORITIES

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS
NEGOTIATES FREEWAY AGREEMENT
| WITH COUNTY OR CITY REGARDING
ALTERATION OF LOCAL ROADS
AND STREETS

CALIFORNIA
HIGHWAY COMMISSION
ACTS ON ROUTE ADOPTION

HI6 W%QL::FOOAEIASSION
H

PREPARES DETAILED PLANS RIGHTS OF WAY AND
+CONSTRUCTION

CONSTRUCTION
COMMENCES

RIGHTS OF WAY
PURCHASE COMMENCES

CALIFORNIA DIVISION OF HIBHWAYS





