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MINUTES OF A REGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL, CITY OF 
~OS ALTOS }!ELD AT 8 : 00 l?..l"!, 'J'UESDAY, NOVEMBER 13, 1962 AT 
THE CITY HALL ONE NORTH SAN Jl.!'l"TONIO ROAI? , LOS ALTOS, CALIFO.~IA 

The meeting was called to order by the Mayor at 8: 10 P, M. 

ROLL CAI/L: Present: Mayor Thurber, Councilmen Conner, Cimino, 
Corenrnan 

Absent: Councilman Faas 

M+NUTES· of the meeting of October 30, 1962 were appvoved by 
voice vote on motion 1of Councilman Conner seconded by 
Councilman C9renrnan. 

REPQRTS: None 

MISCELLA.~OUS CORRESPONDENCE: 1. Protest of Mrs. H.P.Stevens, 
800 Dixon Way, against distri 

bution, b·y the League of Wome_n Voters, of materials· in the 
Library, was referred t o the County Library Conunission. 

2, Sugg·estion qf W. L. Frazer, 11751 Terrace Drive, that 
parking in front of Fremont Cleaners and adjacent business on 
Miramonte be prohibited from 4:00 to 6:00 P.M. to permi't a 
right turn lane, was referred tq th~ Chief of Police. 

NJ;:W BUSINESi.,: 1. Council approved ·the findings of the Chief of 
.·f"olice that public heal th and safety require the 

insta·l~ation of a stop sign on Fallen Leaf Lane at Homestead 
Road. Mot:1,.on qy Councilman Conner was seconde4 by Councilman 
Corenrnan and pas:sed· by v:oic·e .vote. 

2. Recommenpation of the Chief of Police that parking be pro
.h'1bited on one s ide of Altos · Oa-ks Lane was considered, and 
motion by· _C9,µnc1lman Conner that all street parking on Altos 
.. Oaks betw~,eI). ·Fremont and Golden be prqhibi ted failed for lack 
of a ~ecpQd, Motion by Councilman Conner was seconded by 
Councilman Corenrnar:r ·and passed, by voice vote that the matte_r 
of restricted parking· on Altos Oaks Lane be held over for two 
we .. ~:ks for tl)e purpose of not-ifying all the doctors in the 
Alto.a Oaks piedical area that Council will constder prohibiting 
ap :park}~g ~m Altos Oaks between Fremont and Golden. 

3, Peti ti·on ,was considered from owners .of 21 parcels on Golden 
Way '.and Covington Road protest.ing street ;Layout in Mo1,1ntain View 
~ubdi~+sit;ms;· rrac-ts 3087 and 3088, Gest Ranch. Council heard 
from :R.?Y Stewart; 929 Golden Way, George H. Greeley, 917 Golden 
Way, ·Rollin Young, 1035 Golden Way, that trafi'lc · will funnel 
down Golden Way to the danger of children,with added cost for 
ma"intenance of streets, and no benefit to Los Altos. After ' 
dj,_scus·sion with members of the assembly, the City Engineer, 
the City Attorney, and . the 9hief Administrative Offi cer, the 
Mayor stated that he will· consult ·the Mayor of Mounta in Vi e;,i, 

Mrs. Richard Seegmiller, 954 Golden, asked if dirt trucks used 
for eubdi~!~ibb 66nstr~ction, could be required to use some · 
other :rout·e··: ·· .. ·. ', ·. ··· · 

OLD BUSINESS: 1. In the matter ·of 62-PUD/C-7 Camino Associates, 
Councilman Cimino read the list of conditi ona l 

uses ~hich woul~ be acceptable to the applicant i~ the ~ortion 
of the Lou~ks Street buildi ng whicl) is parallel tb' ·R-1 property 
atout 100 ft. from the R-1 line . 

In . discussion wi th Roy Stevens (applicant) the Mayor asked that 
the 'purned building on the corner of San Antonio and El Caminq 
b ~. ref!1o veq. as quickly as possible , i.f 62 - PUD/ C-7 is granted. 
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~ondit+Q!1~ recommended by the Planning Commission were read 9!1¢. 
by one; ·~hd agreed to by Mr. Stevens and the Council, with th~· 
followJn~ ch~nges and additions: 

,, . 

To condition 2, add: "concrete path:'laY along San Antonio Roa~ 
as p~r·~~~ter Plan . " 

Cond1tton 4: traffic egress on El Camino at 140 ft. from extension 
of the ~e~isting San Antonio curb li~e to be closed. 

CondittPP 8, relative to study of traffic on Loucks; omit . 
. ' . . (' 

Condi tr1on 9 of the Planning Commission , which now becomes #8,· 
change'.·t,o. read: "Within one year of date of Final approval"·-.: 
the ef.f.ect of this being that the date to be used in reckoning 
time 1~··th~ date of Council appr6val (November 13, 1962). · ··: 

Agreemirt to Condition #12 of the Planning Commission, which n9w 
becomes #11, relative to dedication of 45 ft . strip on.San i:.nt;oni o, 
was qufl.ified by Mr . Stevens. with the approval of the City Attprney 
11 8Ubjeot.· to the rights Of the iesseeS involved. II : , 

r •: 

Condi tiqn was added, which will be Condition #12, the following 
uses will not be allowed for the main floor section of that portion 
of th~

1

pentagonal stru'cture facing Loucks Avenue which is 100 ft. 
more on·'~ess fr0·m the rear line of those residential lots which 
are on '.t;)'le east side of R1lma Lane: - . 

a . Department and variety stores 
!). Food Markets 
c. Repair Shops 

· d .. Food Lockers 
e .- Restaurants 
f. Bars & Liquor Stores 
g . Bus Depots 
h. ·Hotel & Motel Uije . 
1. Laundries & Dry Cleaning Plants, coin operated ~n~ qthel' 
'.j. Mortuaries 
k. Garages.· 
1. Garden Nurseries 
m. Paint and Wallpaper Stores 
n. Service Stations 
o. Pet Shops 
p. Bakery Goods Stores 
q .. · Soda · fountain and ice cream stores 
r. Hardware Stores 
s.,Sho~ repair shops 
t. Sporting .Goods Stores . 

Mr. Stevens asked that Council act to improve the 45 ft . San . Antonio 
strip; :io as not to leave a va-cant lot in front of the PUD . : 

. . · . ,·: · ·.- •'i •• 
MOTION by Councilman Corenman was seconded by .Counc,ilman Cimino an<:i 
passed by v·oice vote that Council accept the recorrimencfation or ·. the 
Planning Commission with the 12 conditions as revised~- and grant 
approv~l to 62-PUD/C-7, the conditions l;>_eing as follows: 

1 . T~at the approval doe~ not include the rotating signs ·and 
t~at the design of signs should: be approved by the Planning 
Cp~mission at a later date , after submission of detailed 
p:).ci.ns for same . 
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2, Construction of cu~b and gutter and 5' pathway on Loucks 
along the length of the site in a location approved by 
the City Engineer, and also a concrete pathway a l ong 
San Antonio Road a:s:-; per Master Plan . 

3. Provision for adequate on- site storm drainage in accordance 
with detailed plans approved by the City Eng'ineer . 

4. Approval by State Highway Department of all constructi on 
i n the public right-of-way along El Camino and approval to 
be contingent upon this approval of the State, and that 
traffic egress on El Camino at 140 ft. from extension of 
the:~xisting San Antonio curb line to b~ closed. 

5. ~ny construciion in the proposed r ight-of- way of San Antonio 
Road be i n accordance with detailed plans approved by the 
City Engineer, 

6 . Mee.~ing Fire Dep!3,rtment requirements. 

·. 7-. Meet_irig Heal th Department requirements. 

'8, ,Marking of lanes to be approved by the Planning Assistant 
·and ·also 'the Chief of Police . 

~\ ·co~st~uction to· start within one year from date of final 
· ;a'pproval and to be completed within three years of start 
bf constr uction. · 

10. That the outdoor lighting in the parking area or on bui_ldi ngs 
be -approved by the Planning Commission . . 

I 

:\1 . Dedication of a 45 ft .. strip for street widening on San Antonio I 
-Road, stibject to the rights of the l~ssees involved . · 

12.} I'he following uses wil l not be al l owed for the main floor . 
· s.e·ction of that portion of the pentagonal str ucture facing 
. Loucks Avenue which i s 100 ft . more or less from the rear 
liire of those residential lots which are on the east side of 
Rilma t.a.ne : 

a . Department and variety stores 
·b . Food Markets 
c. Repair Shops 
d. ·Food Lockers 
e. ·Restaurants 
f, Bars & Liquor stores 

· g. ·Bus Depots 
h . Hqtel & Motel Use 
i, Launaries & Dry Cleaning Plants , coin operated and other 
J . 'Mortuaries 
k. Gar.ages 
1 . 'Ga::rden Nurseries 
m. Bal nt ··a:nd Wallpaper Stores 
n~ Service Stations 
o. Pet Shops 

l' 

p. Bakery Goods Stores I 
q. Soda Fountain and ice cream sto r es 
r. Hardware Stores 
s. Shoe-repair shops 
t. Sporting Goods Stores 

The Mayor with consent of Council d irected the City Engineer to prooe_7,d 
;~.:j..-J;h alternate plans for widening San Antonio Road to take i nto 

' #o.n-si-deration the extra wi dth that will be available . 

Council Minutes 11/13/62 

~. 



I 

I 

I 

-4-

Councilman Cimino asked that Staff make · ·the changes in the 
map consi s·ten_t with the direct-ions outlined, i.e, the· · 
El (;amino egress .closu-r.e and .the Ri l ma· Lane uses. 

Motioh by. ; Councilman Conn.er was se·c~-~ded by Councilman Coreriman 
and ' passed by voice vote that the City Attorney be authorized 
to ,riter,Jnto agreement with others ,than .the develope~ of 
62-PUD/C- 7 .wi.th regard to the road .widening and if necessary 
to institute condemnation proceedings to handle any sever·ance 
damages .that may o.e involved. 

379 . ,. 

,, f, •: 
... '.•: 

Grant 
st . Jo, 

#8 

2 . R~so.lution No. 1008, annexation. of Grant-St . Joseph #8 
was r·eiid, ._setting hearing for December ·18;' 1962 at 8:00 P·.M. 
at the City H~ll, and.adopted on motion of Councilman Conner 
seconded by Councilman Corenman, by the following vote: 

AYES: · Mayor. .Thur,ber, Coun~ilmen .Conner, Cimino,· Corenman 
NOES : None . 

Re s 
#1008 

ABSENT: Counci lman Faas 
I ~ • . • • 

3, Councilman Corenman reported that the Planning and Zoning 
Committee had reached no-,recommendation . for the Mosher -
Division of Land. 1) One soluti on would be to i nsure that 
Distel does not .cut . t hrot1gh to ~l ('.;amtn.o by cul-.de-sacing.'·:_,, ; _,_'. 
the -:end of the half street. 2) Another possibility, is to· .. tr.y:: 
to create a full street. 3) A thi rd poss i bility is that 

· inasmuch as. ,the property meet{3 the requirements of . the ·sub·- · ,:· 
divt·~fon ord,inance, .i.t should be approved as is , but it- would 
present a problem i n the future. .. 

Councilman Conner expressed himself as .unal terab·ly opposed to 
a~pfoval of any half stree'ts . . : . 

,After discussion with the City. Engineer and·the City Attorney, 
· · motion wa9 made by Councilman Corenman, seconded by Councilman 

Cimino, and later withdrawn with consent of the second that ' 
Council grant the Mosher Division of. Land subject to a)Mee·ting, 
Heal th Department requirements; ·b) Meeting Fire Department · 
requirements; c) Dedication of the areas,and easements requir~d 
to cul~de-sac and dead-end the northwesterly portion of the 
street (including legal requirements or steps necessary to-have 
a 1 ft. £ee simple or reservation or whatever would be requi red 
to make a permanent c.losure); d) Improvements of the northerl y 
extension of the westerly half of Distel; e) Construct i on of a 
drainage di tch; f) Payment of the required storm drainage fee. 

Council . . requested t he City Engineer to suggest a revi sed plan, 
next week, for the ultimate development of the property . 

4. qouncilman Corenman reported that two·· members of the Planping 
and Zoning Comroittee·met by telephone, the third member did not 
report, to consider 62 - HM-20 Higgins, By invitation of the . ' 
committee the neighbors attended .the meet i ng , The -following 
spoke: R. D. Sferra, 1020 Alegre, Lew Conner, 1021 Alegre, 
Joe Cullen , 1050 Alegre , Mr . McBride, 1031 . Alegre. All opposed 
the house moving. 

Mos her 
D/L 

,; 

E 
T 

62~.HM-20 
Hi ggi n~ 

·:f __ ; '··1 

Applicant Ira Higgins i ncluded in his statement ·that the Builq1ng 
In~pec tor said the house p a ssed Code, the .lo t . conforms to reqUire
rnerits, and he has agreed t o paint the house, landscape Lt, p~~ 
in a driveway, and put in a foundation. 

Co unc i l discussed the matter with members of t he assembly, t he 
_ .. _Chi ef, Admi nistra_t ive Officer, the City Attorney , and the app+°1can't , 
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COUNCIL.P.ECESBED ·to 10:10 so that neighbors could study the 
plan of remodeling . 

Furtri"er discussir,.r. inducted those mentioned above and Planninl!j 
Commissioner Wyatt . 

MOTION was made by Councilman Conner was seconded. by Councilman 
Corenman THAT the applicant be permitted to move the house that I 
stands on supports back of this lot, onto the lot, under .the .· 
conditions that the house as to wiring and every other detail be 
brought up to City standards , and subject to the approval of 
the Building Inspector, that the house be painted and th~t th~ 
property be landscaped in accordance with the plan which the 
applicant has presented, that the applicant place either cash 
or faithful - performance bond in the amount of $2, 000 , to the 
saJisfaction of the City Attorney, and al.so if there ts any 
new construction in the public right-of-way that. it be subject 
to inspection by the City Engineer . 
AND WAS AMENDED with consent of the second 
THAT this work be carried out and completed as far ~s the buildi ng 
location improvement and constr uction are concerned within three 
months, excepting the landscaping which s-nall be completed on or 
before June 1, 1963 , Motion was passed by voice vote . 

The City Attorney asked :Mr . Higgins if these conditions are 
agre~able, and Mr . Higgins replied that t hey are.· The City 
Attorney asked if he would develop it in accordance with the 
plot plan submi tted, and Mr . Higgins ·replied "Yes . " 

5. Councilman Conner r epor ted that conference had been hel d 
with the architect and Mr. Powell of the Board of Realtors 
concerning the memorial gift to the City , ·The living Christmas 
tree has been abandoned in favor of a flagpole with suitable 
landscaping to be placed at some future date at the exact 
location which in the future will be determined as the turnaround 
point at the new entrance to the Civic Center site . The·e2{act 
location cannot yet be known becaµse the final detai led plans 
for the entrance and the intersection of Main, San Antonio and 
Edith at the Civic Center have not been made. Counc ilman Conner 
aske·d permission of the Council to discuss the matter fur ther 
with the Board of Realtors and that the -matter be delayed for 
one or more weeks . The Mayor agreed, with consent of Council . 

6. In the Burns Avenue matter, Councilman Conner asked permission 
of Council to withdraw, if it seems advisable , any objections 
that Los Altos made to the Board of Supervisors several weeks 
ago . The Chief Administrative Officer stated for the record 
that no objections have been made to the Board of Supervisors . 
After discussion, Councilman Conner was given permission by the 
Mayor with consent of Council to ask the Board of Supervisors 
to continue the hearing . 

7. Agreement to compensat i on for landscape damages to the Bowen 
property, as r ecommende d by the City Attorney and the City 
Engineer, in connection wi th construction of sewer project 
1962-18, was approved by voice vote on motion of Counci l man 
Corenman seconded by Councilman Conner . 

ORDINANCES~ The City Attorney presented to Co uncil ordinance 
calling election for January 29, 1963, invo lving 

the North Los Altos Water Company . 1 ) 'l'he City At torney presentec;l 
map , to which the City Cler·k attested, prepared by the City 
Engineer, indicating the proposed wa t'e r _district within the 
city limits . The map was marked for i dentification . 2) The 
City Attorney presented map prepared by Carrol l Bradberry and 

I 

I 
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Associates showing the existing system within the Distri ct. 
3) The City Attorney caused to be filed Certificate of the 
City Clerk with regard to certification of petitions . 

"The.City Clerk began the first reading of proposed Ordinance 
#2.77 , -- Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Los Altos 
provi ding for hearing on petition to.form Munic i pal Water 

~'Distric t No. 1 of the City o f Lo s Altos arid on the incu~ting 
of a bonded indebtedness by said Distri ct to pay the cos t and 
expenses of a water system for said District , and further 
reading was waived on motion of Councilman Cimino seconded 
by Councilman Qorenman , by the following vote: 

AYES: Mayor Thurber, Council.men Corenman, Conner, Cimino 
-·NOES: None 

ABSENT: Councilman Fas.s 

WARRANTS : None 

·.·.ADJOURNMENT : The meeting was adjourned at 10 : 50 P . M. 
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J1R. JNf'Ho•r A. LA a oAro 
~00 S11D SraErf' 
Los AL!' OS, C..f.L l1'0ItNIA 

DrAR !!11. LA (JORIO: ,:.:.-..·, 

r. 11•c..&11D f'O APPLIC..f.f'ION 52-PUD/C-7 BT CAKZ•o AaacczAr••, 
f'U APPLlCA!!_f' WOULD BE WILLING f'O AORrK f'O ..f. 11•a~Rzcrzo• 
o• rsr Usr PrAnZf' !'BA~ WOULD TURrUA DBTINE crAf'AlN n
D•srAABLr usrs TOR re• KAIN TLOOA srCf'ION or f'HAf' P••rAoo• 
6fRUCf'U1!B r..f.CIWO LOUCKS AYENUE 'l'HA!' IS Wlf'HlN 100 r•rr or 
f'H. AE..f.A Ll#r or f'HOSr RrSIVENrIAL LO!'S WHICH l'ACB o• 
Rz LIIA L.on. 

.J 

1. DrPAA f'KENr S!'oRra 
2. FooD !f .. uirrrs 

. . 3. REPAIR Snops 
~. FooD LocKBRS 
5. Rrsr..f.UJUNf's 
6. 8..f.Rs & LiquoR SroRr6 
7. Bu~ DrPors 
8. Hor~L oA · 11of'r£ Us• 

L. 9. L..f.UJ1DR1rs & DAr CLEANING PLaf's +l., • .-i o
1
;)~(.!,.:l. 

10. !foAf'UARirs .. a11
~··-

11. Gm .. ars 
12. GmDrN NCTBszRrrs 
13. PAIN!' AND WA£LPAPER S~oRrB 
14. SKRVIcr S~A~roaa 

o, r~,... s.h-p.,:;~ 
I, ADDI!'Io• ro ~" ABOrr, ~URE ARK Of'~rR CONDtrro,AL uara 
roR WH ICH A BPrCIAL u~• PrRY.If IS RrqUIBrD, co,.RrD U.DrA 
srcrzo•s or rs~ soxr•o ORDINA NCE 10-2.803 AND 10-2.804~ 
WB1CB If' IS ,~Lr WO~LD ..f.DD ANY NrCK8SART usr co•rROL •r 
rn Crrr Cou,crL. 

Sr•crRrL r. 
CA!fINO ASSCCIA1ES 
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AGENDA - For a meeting of the Board of Adjust-::lents of the· Planning 
Commission to be held at -7: 45 p ;m., October 11, 1962 1n 
the City Hall, No . 1 North San Antonio Road, Los Altos, 
California. 

• I 

62- V- 126 Dickman Construction Company. Request for a 
variance ·of th~ ·requ1red·siue yard setback. 

62-V- 127 Phillip Burns. Reauest for a variance of the 
·required side yard setback. · 

AGENDA - For a regular meeting of th~ Plann:tng Co1mr,lssion of the 
City of Los Altos to'be field' at 8 : 00 p.m . , October 11, 
1962 in the City Hall, No. 1 North San Antonio Road, Los 
Altos, California. 

I. ROLL CALL a.Lt'~ 

(}) 

® 

II. MINUTES - Meeting of September 27j 1962. o//~ 
A ,o I 1/'iJ,t; '"j;,_ 7Y ,. /..J ~ 

III. 

IV. 

v. 

CORRESPONDENCE ~ v~ //1~ ~ 

PUBLIC HEARINGS 

1. 62-PUD/C-7 Camino Associates. Request to 
construct and operate a planned unit develop-~ 
ment on a 5~ acre site on San Antonio Road. ~ 

2. 62-HM-20 Tra Higgins. Request to move a. !1J>1. 
residential structure - to 1051 Alegre Avenue. W 

REPORT OF. DESIGN COMMITTEE - Cor.unission Action 

,A..£,~ ~ 1. 62-D-191 Lydia McK:1.nney . Request for 
design ·approval of a one story addition to {!J 

~A.,,, • .L',. - -7 L-, . ~/T - F·- an existing commercial building located at 
~ ·t. .,.........-f ~~ 371 Second Street .• 

VI. SUBDIVISIONS 

VII, 

VIII. 

1. Whetstone Division of Land. Two lots on 
Yerba Buena Avenue . ' 
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LEGAL NOTtO: • 

I NOTICE or ,u~uc HEJ\lllNG \ 
NOTICE: IS IIE:Rl!:llY GIVEN by lhe 

cuy Council o( lh.• city of _LQ, All~ 
tha.t" a publlc hea.rtna wlU ,b:&' held & 

Ctl Ha.II No Ooc .North SUI Antonio 

\

Ro!'d ~ AltOI. Call!orn1a, ,At 8 (X) 
p M .. 'on No'lernl:>er'8, 1962, for the purf 

·• . ·, o[ e'Of\Sldlrtna: lhe appUce..Uon o 
~iv> A.uocll tt-1,' ffePOD/C-7, r~i: 
u,e Pennlt .to ~rt1truol a.n.d ope 
& planr,. tlj.unlt.devetopmentjcornmerclal 
on \~e /~llo'llln~ d•,;<:l!><d,p~~ "\ 

"-PPN>xtmaie1y. 5-- W· ~er~ ~r 
by v.1 • cam)no S~. ._,, b 

0 
Roe.rt 'and t.ouc · ~ue: e 
common.>)' knot' ~c , ~ . 

~~~%r~(d ~~ ~e · lnvtt.td lo 

1ttcnd and ,c:<pr~~ielrMvi7" ~~r· 
City Clttk . 

~ ib;~~ UJ. l ~ ~-

Councif"~f ~ans For Cent~r 
i.d1t: couhcr"i'Riii1c~ri~tr '.'a- proposal. !or ~ $2.5 mlllloi!..,. 

plfuilte<!-Ullil'r.!~el~r.m'eni .Oil ,the SOUthwes"£' corner Of 
El Clmlno Re:il an<l san" Antonio road when lt meets \"-· 
ooTu~~N=L -

~Plan~lng.:~ri\!1}.fsslonj!111 unanimously recommended 
approval last, weelt_;i, 1 • , • " 

l'laml\call,for a.'S½•acre shopping center of s~lallty 
st~, ·-~~;ant. B.Ild~ a. large ot!lce building. The 
center ?olll!i reyl_li,~ tlJe,:~te,-gu~~ Old .Plan on Res, ) 
tauraltt inffia seN!ci> statlon'plus·~me-<> d. 

HEARING : Camino Associates 62-PUD/G- 7, El Camino, San Antonio 
and Loucks . 

The Mayor announced this as the time and place for hearing on 
62- PUD/C - 7, Camino Associ ates . 

The Chief Administrative Officer reported that Planning 
Commi ssion pub l ic hearing was held October 11, and Commission 
recommendation was for conditional approval. No written 
correspondence has been received . 

Roy Stevens for the applicant showed plot plan for 5½ acre 
property, Removal of existing buildi ngs and widening of 
San Antonio Road are part of the plan. Shops, restaurant 
and bank would be on El Camino and the corner. P-A, with 
pati o, would be on Loucks, Architecture is adobe stone with 
post - beam type construction, fireproof shake roof, He showed 
architectural rendering and elevations. The building on 
Loucks is 100 ft . from the R property line, with landscaping 
next to the R properties . 

Applicati on is made under Article 18, 10-2 . 1803 of the 
Los Al tos Municipal Code . 

Electronic firms want the upper floor of the P- A. Shops 

62 - PUD/C 
- 7 

Camino 
Associates 

in the San Antonio - El Camino building wi ll be high quality 
specialty shops . The atmosphere will be restful, peaceful; 
there will be automatic sprinkler systems; it wil l be maintained 
on a professional basis - it will be an asset to the neighborhood . 
It will improve the value of homes in the neighborhood, will 
clean up the entrance to Los Altos , a nd be a beautiful thing. 
Other advantages to the City will be taxes on real estate and 
sales, more than $30 , 000 a year. It will lead to the general 
improvement of the properties a cross San Antonio, 

Of 36 people in the 300 ft . zone of interest, 34 signed 
in favor. The owner of the property has lived in Los Altos 
59 years. This development will allow him to retire, will 
remove from him a severe burden. 

No others wished to speak in favor. 

The Mayor called for speakers in opposition, 

Dr, I mre Molnar referred to his letter dated October 5 that was 
forwarded to Planning Commission., 

Mrs. Thomas, 1055 Rilma Lane, not in opposi tion, r eceived 
assurance from Mr. Stevens that the 10 ft. planted area will be 
fully planted. 

Mr. Randall, 1035 Rilma, "not entirely in opposition," reminded 
Counci l of the traffic complications; he suggested a signal at 
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·:-Los Altos Avenue and El Camino; and s1,;.ggested a 30 ft. 
planting strip. He said R development would be possible there. 

Mr . Stevena, at the Mayor 1 s request, outlined the traffic 
pattern. The State Division cf Highways has approved the 
egress near 3an Antonio. From the floor Planning Commissioner 
Tobey said that Planning Corrunissio~ had wanted that egress 
clos~d. 

To Councilman Conner 1 s question whet~er the R pl anting strip 
could be 5 ft. wider, Mr . Stevens said that would take out one 
line of parking. On thi8~side of the building there could 
be no use tha t required mu·c.J:1'· traffi:-:. Council discussed parking 
with Mr. Stevens and PLanning Assistant Riddle ; and discussed 
uses of parts cf the Loucks 3t. building, including the City 
Attorney in the discussion. Mr. Stevens said he would guarantee 
that the second floor of the building will be P-A. The 
guarantee of other s,µi table.;. uses is t he general tone and 
~asic quality of t~e .development. The Mayor suggested that 
the City Attorney, ·Mr . ·Stev.ens, and Councilman Cimino work 
with the matter of uses;',.,_,. · . 

Dr. Molnar ment ioned his concern for t he two vacant R lots 
on the corner of Rilma. 

Chi ef of Police Renshaw asked specifically that the egress on 
El Camino within 100 ft. of San Antonio be closed . 

The public hearing was closed by voice vote on motion of \ . 
Councilman Cimino seconded by Councilman Corernnan. , \ 

I.r:i_.,reply to question of t!le City Attorney, Mr . Stevens stated.· · , 

•

·. .J_,he accepts postponement of action until next meeting: 
.<~,':>'' ~.' • cilman Ci!llino asked t~e Planning and Zoning Assistant\ t o 

··:,.~ · ,ljwide analysis as to how this plan meets or does not meet .. 
. \:!'...f;liif or·di nance. The Mayor aE'ked the City Attorney, Mr. Stevens, · 
· · :;a.'nd Councilmen Cimino and Coren.11an to meet . " i 

:• t 
postponed action to November 1·13 , 

'j 
With consent of Council, t ne Mayor 

PUJ;)/C- 7 
Caminp 
A'esocia tes 

OLD BUSINESS: 1 . In the matter of 62-PUD/C-7 Camino Aseoc1ates, 
Councilman Cimino read the list of conditional 

uses which would be a cceptable to the applicant i n the portion 
of the Loucks Street building which is parallel to R-1 property 
about'100 ft . from the R-1 line. 

In discuss ion with Roy Stevens (applicant) the Mayor asked that 
the burned building on the corne r of San Antonio and El Camino • 
be removed as quickly as possibl e, if 62-PUD/C- 7 i s granted. 
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MINtJTES OF A REGULAR MEETING OF 'rHE CITY COUNCIL, CITY OF LOS ALTOS; 
HELD AT 8:00 P.M . TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 6, 1962 AT THE CITY HALL 
ONE NORTH SAN ANTONIO ROAD, LOS ALTOS, CALIFORNIA 

The meettng was called to order by the Mayor at 8 : 05 P.M. 

ROLL CALL Present: Mayor rhurber, Councilmen Conner, Corenman, 
· · Cimino 

Absent_: Councilman Faas 

The Pledge o_f Allegiance was given. 

MINUTES of the meeting of October 23 were approved by voice vote 
on motion of Councilman Conner seconded by Councilman 
Corenman. 

HEARING : Camino Associates 62-PUD/C-7,· El Camino, San Antonio 
and Loucks. 

The Mayor announced this as the time and place for hearing 9n 
62-PUD/C-7, Camino Associates . 

The Chief Administrative Officer reported that Planning · 
Commission public hearing was held Octo.ber ·11, and Commission 
recommendat i on was for conditional approval . No written 
correspondence has been received. 

Roy Stevens for the appli cant showed plot plan for 5½ acre 
property . Removal of existing bui l dings and widening of 
San Antonio Road are part of the plan. Shops, restaurant 
and bank would be on El Camino and the corner. P-A, with 
patio , would be on Loucks. Architecture is-adobe stone with 
post- beam type construction, fireproof shake roof. He showed 
architectural.rendering and elevations. The building on 
Loucks is 100· ft . from the R property line, with landscaping 
next to the R properties. 

Application is made under Article 18, 10- 2.1803 of the 
Los Altos Muni ci pal Code. . 

Electroni c firms want the upper floor of the. P-A. Shops 
in the San Antonio - El Camino building wil l be high quality 
specialty shops. The atmosphere wil l be restful, peaceful; 

62 - PUD/C 
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Cami no 
Associates 

there will be automatic sprinkler systems; it will be maintained 
on a professional basis - it will be an asset to the ne i ghborhood . 
It wil l improve the value of homes in t he neighborhood, wil l 
clean up the entrance to Los Altos, and be a beautiful thing . 
Other advantages to the City will be taxes on real estate and 
sales , more than $30,000 a year . It wil l lead to the general 
improvement of the properties across San Antonio. 

Of 36 people i n the 300 ft. zone of int erest, 34 signed 
in favor. · The owner of the property has l i ved i n Los Altos 
59 years . This deve l opment will allow him to r etire, wi ll 
remove fr.om him a severe burden . 

No others wished to speak in favor. 

The Mayor called for spe~kers in opposition. 

Dr . Imr.e Molnar referred to his letter dated Oc tober 5 that was 
forwarded to Planning Commission . 

Mrs . Thomas, 1055 Rilma Lane, not in opposition, received 
assurance from Mr . Stevens that the 10 ft. planted area will be 
fully planted. 

Mr . Randall, 1035 Rilma, "not entirely . in opposition," rel'(linded 
Council of the traffic compl i cat ions; he suggested a signaJ at 
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Los Altos Avenue and El Camino ;· and suggested a - 30 ft. 
planting strip . He said R development would be possible there . 

Mr. Stevens, at the Mayor 1 s request , outlined the traffic 
pattern. The State Division cf Highways ha s approved the 
egress near San Antonio. From the floor Planning Commissioner 
Tobey said that Planning Commiss ion had ·wanted that egress 
cl osed . 

To Councilman Conne r 1 s question whether the R plan.ting stri p 
coul d be 5 ft . wid er, Mr. Stevens sai d that would take out one 
l ine of parking . On that s ide of the building there could 
be no use that required much traffic, Council discussed parking 
with Mr . Stevens and Planning Ass i stant Riddle ; and discussed 
uses of parts of the Loucks St. building, _ including the City 
Attorney i n the discussion. Mr . St evens said he would guarantee 
that t he second f' loor of the building will be P-A . The 
gua rantee of other suitable uses is the general tone and 
basic quality of the development . . The Mayor suggested t hat 
the Ci ty Attorney, Mr. Stevens, a nd Councilman Cimino work 
with the matter of uses , 

Dr . Molnar menti oned hi s concern for the two va.cant R lo ts 
on the corner of Rilma. 

Chi ef of Poli ce Renshaw asked 8pecifically that the egress on 
El Camino within 100 f't. of San Anto_nio be closed . 

The public hearing was c losed by voice vote on motion of 
Counci lman Cimino seconded by Councilman Coren.~an . 

In r epl y to question of the 9ity Attorney, Mr. Stevens s tated 
that he accepts postponement of a c t i on until next meeting . 
Councilman Cimino asked t!'l.e Planning and Zoning Assistant to 
provide a nalysis as to how this plan meets or does not meet I 
the ordinance. The Mayor asked the City Attorney, Mr . Stevens, 
and Councilmen Cimino and Coren.~an to meet . 

With . consent of Council, the Mayor po stponed action to November 13. 

BID OPENINGS : 1. Bonds · - Sewer Project 1962-18 . 1~e Chi ef 
Administrative Officer announced this as the 

time a nd place for the op~ning of' bonds for the sale of 
Asses.sment Bonds in c:onnection with Sewer Project ·1962-18 . 

Bi ds were opened from: -

Boettcher & Company 
Gross & Company 
First Muni ci pal Invest-

3 , 36+ % 
3 ,99+% 

ments of Arizona 4 . 1124 % 
Stone & Youngberg 3,63+ </: 
Uruttenden, Podesta & Miller 3 . 67+ % 
J . . B. Hanauer & Uo . 3 , 88+ % 

Reconunendation of the Chi ef Admini s tra t ive Offic er that Council 
take the matter under advisement a nd r efer bids to the Director 
of Finance and Bond Counsel wae accepted by vo i ce vote on moti on 
of Councilman Corenman seconded by Councilman Conner , 

2 . Bids for fire engine, opened October 30, for 1000- gallon 
comb i nation pwnper were opened from Coast Equi'pment Co . (whi ch 
was in all respects responsive) and from Wesco Equipment, which 
was not responsive directly insofar as pump and axl e were con
cerned and not responsive in t he matter of chassis. However, 
there was perhaps some misunderstandi ng of the b i d based on 

I 
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conversations with the City of Los Alt-cs. Therefore the 
Fir~ Chief and the City Attorney concur in the recommendation 
of the Chief A~~inistrative Officer that all bids be rejected 
and readvertised for opening at 3:00 P . M. Tuesday November 20, 
1962 at the City Hall. The bidders have been notified that 
this reconm1endation will be made ·to Council. 

On motion of Councilman Cimino seconded by Councilman Corenman, 
Council by voice vote adopted the recommendation of the Chief 
Administrative Officer to reject a ll bids and readvertise for 
November 20 opening. 

REPORT of the Planning Comrnission meeting of October _25 ,1as 
· read, and the following action taken: 

62-D-192 Louis Halber. Req·uest for design control to alter an 
existing s~ructure at 104 Second Street. 

Recommendation of·the Planning Col!L~ission was accepted and 
conditional approval granted to ·62-D-192, by voice vote on 
motion of co·uncilman Corenman seconded by Councilman Cimino. 

62-D-193 Paul Myers . Request for design control for a new 
offlr.e building at 166 Main Street. 

Reconunendation of the Planning Conunissiori was accepted and 
approval granted to 62-D- 193, by voice vote on motion of 
Councilman Corenman ·seconded by Councilman Cimino . 

62 -D-194 Patio for Youth Center, City of Los Altos. Request 
!'or design control . 

'After discussion with Re6reation Director and the Chief 
Administrative Off'i cer, motion by Councilman Cimino was 
seconded by Councilman Corenman and passed by voice vote 
to appr-ove _62-D-194. 

Mosher Division of Land. Three · iots on Distel Drive . 

Council discussed the · half-street proposed with the City 
Engineer, the City Attorney, Planning ·commissioncr Tobey, 
and the Mayor with consent of Council referred the Mosher 
Division of Land to the Planning and Zoning Committee . 

Bahr #4 Subdivision . Six l ots on Berry Avenue . 

After discuss ion, motion by Councilman ·Cimino seconded by 
Councilman Corenman was passed by voice vote to approve 
the Bahr #4 Subdivision subject to the conditions recommended 
by the Planning Commission . 

Ramsey Division of Land . Tentative map, Post Office site, 
First Street. 

After discussion, motion to _approve the Plann ing Conuni ssion 
recommendation for approval was made by Councilman Conner, 
seconded by Councilman CoreTh~an, and passed by voice vote . 

62- HM- 20 Ira Higgins . 
to 1051 Alegre . 

Reque~t to move a residential structure 

After discuss i on of letter of appeal from Mr . Hi ggins, motion 

313 

62- D- 192 
Halber 

62-D- 193 
Myers 

62-D-194 
Youth 
Center 

Mosher 
D/L 

· Bahr 
#4 
S/D 

Ramsey 
D/L 

62- Hri!-20 
Higgins 

·by Councilman Conner ·was seconded hy Councilman Corenman to 
refer 62-HM-20 to the Planning and Zoning Committee. After 
report by Planning Commissioner Tobey of the Planning Commission 
d iscussion (See Planni ng Commission Minutes), motion was passed 
by voice vote, report to be made n~xt week. 
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COUNCIL F..ii:CZSSE~ TO 10:15- P.M. 

Chief Admi·nist:rative Off.leer Rope rea•.'l. _the ·.bid analysis of : 
bo?:.d bids fer Froject 1962- 18 .Sewers .. a nd . t.he recp,;r,menda tio_n . 
for s:.;.le of bonds to Boettcher & ~Jompar,y. 

P.es·ol.ution #l006, . A. ReE~lU:tion: D~ter:ni!ni~g Ur].pai d. ~sses~r.;~nts 
and ···frovidin:?; for Issuance of .Bonds,:" Sewer As.sessmen_t )'ro.c.eeoi ngs 
Projes:it No .. 196'2-18, was-.. r2ad a.nd ;adopted . on mo.t:J,on-of. CotJ.nci lman 
Conner seconded by -. Councilman Go:::?en,mn. PY · the ronowir.g· vqte: : 

·-A:TES: -Mayor 'I'hurber, .Councilmen Connep, .Cor.ernnan, CiJr.ino . 
NOESt None 
ABSENT : Councilman Faas 

Resolution #1007, A · Resolut:lon.,A\vardin.g Sale ~.r'.'Borid~; .. Sewer . 
Assessment : Proceedings Project, _ +992::-10,c: was- raad. and p.t'i.°9pted. on 

-ihction cf· Councilman Corenm:1n seco nd.ed .by .. Councilman. Cimi no by 
th_e ··following--- vot.e : · · ,:,. __ ; .: · ·· ; ,· ._, ., :'. · : · ' 

~. ·: ,· ;'( . . : ~ .· , -. .. 
.. , ·· AYES: ·. Mayor Thurber, CounciJ,.men -C9pner, ·. c;o_renn;te-ri~, 
· ,NOEs : :None · ' ,.:ic,· .. · :,·, · 
·- .. ABSEk'!T:·· Councilman. Faas : 

Cimino . 

rt"'.ISCELLANEOlJS COF..RZS?ONDEN.CE: · 1., Resigr1a.tion of ·Chrl st'i°an A·. 
. . ·. viilder..-Jr . ~f';r,;>m .the Capital . 

Improvement8 
by the Mayor 
be expreS:sed· 

Corrunit tee for reason· of ~b~_ci( t:nJur y , . . was acc·epte.d 
who , w1 th consent of Council, and that s"y'riipa thy 
to. Mr . . Wilder ; 

· Chi'fstrrias 2. Request: ~f th~· :Board of' th_~. ~~tho_q_bt. C:ommuni;ty Chur'cn· that 
:·: ,, ··· menchants .cooperate -in Christmas -displc.y ar.id . . l'.efrain·unti l 

af.t·er Thanksgi ving, was fon,ardet:f to the Cha.'11..ber: of'..Cormner'ce , 
by-- t he Mayor ,. With consent, of. Co~nc'i;t. :; , .. . .. . . . 

I 

Bd of 3. Copy of letter was read from "the · E~a?:?if O:f'.,S\lpervtsor.~ o.r. •·· .1 
Sups . the Co~nty to the State Highway Commissi on requesting that they 

Foothill proceed- inmied;l,ately .with, c~ms1tru,~ tion, on __ E:). )'f;ont,e:, . • · . .-·:·· 
Exp r essway . ,· -: · ·'· · ·. , · ,. ·· , · · , . ·; . . . 

4 . Letter of Orvi l l e L. Dykstra , Edgecliff Place, was r ea~; · .. 
Fire conunendi ng the Fire Department for its fine performance at' · ' 
"Dept -. , .29 , Whitney -SJreeL :·, Staff wil l : pr~pare:; l etter, for the !ljayo_r I sj 

·· · ~. , s1gn.a..tuc:>e expres~ing app~ec_iat'. j.on . . .. < _· _, , ·_ · · · · · · 
· .. : . . / . . .... • . "f " . . ' •,: ·- ' . · ., . . . ' . : . •• . . . ' 

Ramsey 
D/ L 

5. League of California 81 ties and· Cit-y "o.f Sunnyvale .. no.t ices :of 
meeting Thu:::,sday, Nov1:,mber 15, wa s noted , ·.. · · '' · '· · 

6. ·P;o;:~s~~ arine:ia, t ·i o_n.s ,, i;o·. cube~tino, .k.r.d: I.v!our,."ta_in Vie,/ ~,~re ·· 
noted, in:-:luding t h e Eaton prope'rt:y on "the e.~_st sid"e o_f . 
Mountain View- .Stever..s Creek Road . · 

l\TEW EUSINESS : · None' 

OLI) ·BTJSINE3S : 1. 'Ehe final map of Ramsey Division of Land was 
app:-oved by vo i ce vote on motion of Councilman 

Conner seconded by Councilman Corenman . 

Goodwill 2, In the ma tt·er 'of· tl1e Goodwil l col l ection box, the Ma yor 
stated thi;.t he would take no part i n . discussion .. and w_9uld_ n9t 
vote . · ·,, . 

Request of Goodwill that · loca t i on of box on Whitecliff Market 
parking lot be approved was discussed by- Counci l with the 
Chief of Pol i c e . The Chief Administrative Officer called 
attention to Council Minutes of July 16, 1962 wh ich noted the 
r.equireme.t",t of . "removal of one-day notice if they prove to be 
d efr i menta:1 to 'tr:e best int erests of the property owner" 
a nd c0m.'l1unication o f Jul y 5, 1962 wh8r e in Mr . La t hrop, 
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Executive -Director of Goodwill , said that the boxes would 
_carry adequate liability insurance. 

Goodwill 

Motion by Councilman Cimino was. seconded by Councilman 
Corenman and passed by voice vote 

THAT Council grant permit for installation of Goodwill box 
subject to a · proper sign requesting materials to be placed 

inside the box and subject to bei ng rescinded by Council at 
any time· and for whatever reason it feels suffices and for 
box to be removed within 24 hours of such notice . 

3. Consideratidn of bids for second fire vehicle was deferred 
for two weeks . 

4 . Councilman Conner reported for the Public Works Committee 
that the matter of the evergreen tree memorial from the Board 
of Realtors has been considered by the architect . His recommen
dati on, that the tree be placed next the Youth Center Building, 
the location to be determined by extending the north line of 
the building to the west 60 ft . and then 20 ft . south, would 
provide a good location eventually but would at present be in 
the midst of the orchard, and is not satisfactory to the Board 
of Realtors . The Chief Admi nistrative Officer read letter from 
William T. Powell of the Board of Realtors. After discussi on, 
the Mayor with consent ot; Council requested that Counc1lman 
Conner, the architect, . and Mr. Powell meet .to consider the 
matter and report to Council . 

5 , Council discussed i ts instructions of last week to the 
Chief Administrative Officer to protest to the Board of 
Supervisors the proposed abandonment of Burns Avenue, i n 
view of the expressed i ntention of the developer Ira Higgins 
to annex the area to Los Altos. The construction of Stevens 
Creek Freeway .has changed the orientation of the area toward 
Los Altos, and the Morton Street bridge connection would b~ 
suitab_le as · :part of Los Altos. 

The Ma yor with consent of Council referred the matter to the 
Public Works Committee for. consultati on with staff and report 
at ne_xt meeting. 

OTHER MATTERS: Councilma~ Cimino received permissi on to absent 
himself from Council for two weeks if necessary, 

by voice vote on motion of Councilman Conner secopded by 
Councilman Corenman . 

. WARRANTS in the amount of $77,042.66 were approved by voice 
vote on motion of Counci lman Cimino seconded by 

Councilman Corenman. 

ADJOUfu\fMENT: The meeting was adjourned at 10:55 P.M. 

Ever
green 

Memorial 
Civic 

Center 
Bd of 

Realtors 

Burns 
Ave. 

abandon
ment 

Cimino 
absence 
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October 23~ 1962 

Honorable Mayor and Members 
of the City Council 

City of Los Altos 

Gentlemen: 

Action taken by the Planning Commission at its regular meeting 
of October 11, 1962 as follows: 

A P P R O V A L S 

62-PUD/C-7 Camino Associates. Request to construct and operate 
a planned unit development on a 5+ acre site on~ 

.S/l)J.,,"'N, San Antonio Road. r-, ,s:--., I -
c~,. ~ '--"<...---- I 

Motion that Co:nmission recommend approval of 62-PUD/C-7 
subject to the following: 

1 . That the approval does not include the rotatl~g 
signs and that the design of signs should be approv~d 
by the Planning Co:nmission at a later date, afte~ 
submission of oetai l ed plans for same. 

2. Construction of curb and gutter and 5 ft . pathway 
on Loucks along the length of the site in a locatlon 
approved by the City Engineer . 

3 . Provision for adequate on - si t e storm drainage tn 
accordance with detailed plans approved by the C1ty 
Engineer. 

4 . Approval by State Highway Department of all con
struction in the public right -of-way along El Carr.inc 
Real and approval to be contingent upon this approval 
of the State. 



• 
-3-

62-V-126 Dickman Construction Company. ·Request for a variance 
of the required side yard setback was denied under 
Section 10-2.1105 (a) through (g) of the Los Altos 
Municipal Code. 

62-V-127 Phillip Burns. Request for a variance of the required 
side yard setback was held for the October 25, 1962 
meeting. 

62-D-191 Lydia McKinney. Request for design approval of a one
story addition to an existing commercial building 
located at 371 Second Street was returned to applicant. 

62-D-188 Louis Berman. Request for design approval of a one
story addition to an existing residence at 164 Main 
Street was returned to applicant for redesign or 
resubmittal. 

WHB:HER:p 

jl,t#y°&dle K_ 
William H. Bethke, Chairman 
Los Altos Planning Commission 
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN by the City Council of 
the City of Loo Altos that a public hearina tl1ll be 
held at City Hnll , No. One North Sen Antonio Road, 
Loo Altos, California at 8:00 P.M. on November 6, 
1962, for the purpose of oonoidcring the application 
of Camino Associates, 62-PUD/ C-7, for a Use Permit 
to conotruct and operate a planned unit development/ 
commercinl on the follom.ne described property: 

Approximately 5 - 3/4 acreo bounded by El 
Camino Real, San Antonio Road nnd Loucks 
Avenue beins commonly known as the Loucks 
property. 

All interested persons are invited to attend and 
c;mprco o their viet1s thereon • 

J ohn M. H. Hope~ City Clerk 

Publish: October 18, 1962 tilthout map 



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN by the Planning Commission 
of the City of Los Altos that a public hearing will be 
held at City Hall, No. One North San Antonio Road , Loa 
Altos, California at 8:00 P.M. on October 11, 1962, for 
the purpooe of considering the application of Camino 
Aoaociates for a Uae Permit to construct and operate 
a planned unit development/commercial on the followinB 
described property: 

Approximately 5 - 3/4 acreo bounded by El Camino 
Real , San Antonio Road and Loucl'.s Avenue being 
commonly known ao the Louclrn property. 

All interested persona are 1nv1ted to attend and expre3s 
their views thereon. 

John M. R. Hope, City Clerk 

Publ1oh: September 27, 1962 with map 
October 4, 1962 without mnp 
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• Affidavit of Publication 
LOS ALTOS NEWS 

LOS ALTOS, CALIFORNIA 

No ________ _ 

In the Superior Court 
OF THE 

COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA. STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 

COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 
ss. 

_ _::0..:'=---=R:.c'=---=T'-'u"-c=k:..:e,,_r=-----, being first duly sworn, deposes 

and says: That at all times hereinafter mentioned he was a citizen 

of the United States, over the age o! eighteen years, and a resident 

of said county, and was at and during all said t imes the _ _ _ _ 

Publ 1 sher of Los Altos NEWS, a newspaper ot general 
circulation published weekly in Los Altos, In said County of Santa 
Ciara, State of Call!ornla, that said Los Altos r,,'E1,VS Is and was at 
all times herein menttoned, a newspaper o! general circulatrnn as 
that term is defined by Section 6000 of the Government Code, and, 
as provided by said section, is published tor local news and intelll· 
gence of a general character, having a bona fide subscription 11st of 
paying subscribers, and is not devoted to the interest s, or published 
tor the entertainment or Instruction o! a particular class, pro!ess1on, 
trade, calling, race or denomination, or !or the entertai nment and 
instruction of any number ot such classes, professions, trades, call
ings, races or denominations; that at all times said newspaper had 
been established and published in the said Los Altos. in said County 
and State, at regula r intervals for more than one year preceding 
the first publication or the notice herein mentioned; that said notice 
was set in type not smaller than nonpareil, describing and express
ing in general terms. th<! purport and character of the notice in
tended to be given; that the 

l egal notice 
of which the annexed ts a prin ted copy, was published and printed 
in said newspaper at least 

one time 
commencing on the 

18th day of October 1962 
and ending on the 

both weeks, inclusive, and as often during said time as said news· 
paper was regularly Issued. 

\w~,, . (' 

/ . 
•. . 

,.,. , /"\ ' · · 

18th Oct. 2 
Subscnbro and sworn to befor e me this __ day ot ___ , 196-

Nota ry Public m a nd for Santa Clara Coun ty, California 

Lucille P. Tucker 

My commission expires: 12-13-65 

·1 ,, 

(, 

. ) , 

' >· 
( /!' : 
, •• , I 

i· .l . 
l' 
I 

I ' 
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN by the City Council of 
the City of Loa Altos that a public hearing will be 
held at City Hall, No. One North San Antonio Road, 
Loa Altos, California at 8:00 P.M. on November 6, 
1962, f or the purpose or considering the application 
of Camino Aasociates, 62-PUD/C-7, for a Use Permit 
to con5truct and operate a planned unit development/ 
commercial on the following described property: 

Approximately 5 - 3/4 acres bounded by El 
Camino Real, San Antonio Road and Louoka 
Avenue being commonly known as the Loucks 
property. 

All interested persons are invited to attend and 
expreas their views thereon. 

John M. R. Hope, city clerK 

Publish: October 18, 1962 without map 

· ~ 



P. C. Minutes 10/11/62 - 2 

IV. PUBLIC HEARINGS 

1. 62-PUD/C-7 Camino Associates. Request to construct a::d operate 
a planned unit develop~ent on a 5+ acre site on San Antonio Road. 

The Chairman announced this as t~e time and t~e place for 
hearing. Report of the staff was read~ recorr.nending conditional 
approval. Correspondence was read from Dr. I. Molnar, Rilraa 
Lane. 

Roy Stevens, for the applicant, Cam~no Associates, described 
the present entrance to Los Altos at San Antonio Ro2.d. This 
application is designed to set a group of buildings on one 
corner which will be in harmony with Los Altos, to attract 
the kind of' tenants we want in Los Altos - to beautify one 
corner of the intersection, 

Many neighbors have been concerned about the taking of resi
dential property in the area. Of the 5+ acres, 2 acres at 
the back is zoned R, most of the 5 acres is C-3. The zoning 
ordinance specifically provides for PUD application on this 
corner. 

The proposal consists of two basic buildings. There seems to 
be agreement now that The Old Plantation will not be rebuilt. 
The plan is to move the gas station 350 1 on El Camino away 
from the corner. The gas station would fit the arch.l.tecture 
(showed drawing), Approximately 75 1 from the gas station 
would be the entrance to the development, which would be a 
group of shops, restaurant on the corner, then development 
along San Antonio Road. The building is set back to allow 
for additional. traffic lanes and stacking, and 45~ dedication 
for widening San Antonio . 

Facing Loucks is a pentagon structure, unusual, analogous to 
the Sunset Magazine structure (large internal patio - offices 
and suites facing the patio) with entrances on Loucks and 
El Camino. This is the office and professional portion, a 
2-story structure. (Showed architectural rendering.) 

Across El Camino are shopping districts of ccopetitive stor~s. 
A development competitive with Mountain View stores would not 
be wise. The nature of this structure is not for the discount 
sales organization or ma~ket; it is for a high-grade center 
professional and comrr.ercial, offering a type of atmosphere 
not available on the other side of the highway . lt is dig
nified, compatible with Los Altos. It will be an addition 
to the corner and bring benefit to the City. It will attract 
other businesses of similar nature so that the other side of 
San Antonio will no doubt also be generally improved and 
developed . 

The development wil l be professionally maintained; it will 
improve home values in the area, a s Rancho has, and yet :tt 

I 
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P. C. Minutes 10/11/62 -4 

Mr. Ahnfeldt said Cow.mission has before it a PUD sub~itted 
by Camino Associates, applicatio:'.1 for lJP in C-3, R-1 dis':,r1Gt 
on the corner of San Antonio Road a!'ld El Ca-r~il'!o Real. Il:'...s 

MOTION t.hat the Comr.:lssion recomr:iend to t he Council approval 
of this application with the following conditions: 

1. That the approval does not include the rotating signs and 
that the design of signs should be approved by the Planning 
Commission at a later date, after subffiission of detailed 
plans for same. 

2. Construction of curb and gutter and 5' pathway on Loucks 
along the length of the site in a location approved by 
the City Engineer. 

3. Provision for adequate on-site storm drainage in accordance 
with detailed plans approved ~y the City Engineer. ~'A 

4. Approval by State Highway Department of all constructieYD~ 
in the public right-of-way along El Camino Real and · '\ 
approval to be contingent upon this approval of the State. 

5. Any construction in the proposed right-of-way of San 
Antonio Road be in accordance with detailed plans approved 
by the City Engineer. 

6. Meeting Fire Department requirements. 
7. Meeting Health Department requirements. 
8. Applicant to study the one-way traffic suggestions off 
~ Loucks Avenue, as mentioned in the City Engineer 1 s report 1~,~ 

to Commission. l ~~ 
9. Marking of lanes to be approved by the Planning Assistant!\_ , 

10. Construction to start within one year from date of ~lan~ifiest~~~ 
S9mm1as1~ approval and to be completed within three years 
of start of construction . 

11. That the outdoor lighting in the parking area or on buildings 
be approved by the Planning Commission. 

12. Dedication of a 45 ft. strip for street widening on San 
Antonio Road. 

was seconded by Mr. Tobey and, after discussion, AMENrn,IENT was 
offered by Mr. Ahnfeldt seconded by Mr. Walters-

THAT Condition 10 require completion within two years of start 
of construction. 

Motion as amended was passed by voic e vot e . 
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STAFF REPORT . PLANNING. "DEP"ARTMENT OCTOBER 5, :i..962 

62-PUD/C-7 c~~ino As~ocia~es 

This is a request to construct and operate a pla::1::1ed il>"'1.~t 

development/commercial on 5.51 acres. The slte is bo'...lnded o:o 
the north by El Camino Real, on the east by San Antonio Roadj 
on the south by Loucks Avenue-, and on the west by C-3 and R- 1 
zonj.ng districts. The El Cain.ino and San A::1t.o:.1.io frontag'?. ie 
presently zoned C- 3. There is a small portion of this site 
1n the southwesterly quadrant wh1ch is zoned R-1. As outlined 
in Section 10-2.1803, Paragraph c, this type application is 
permitted in this location. The proposed uses are permitted 

r • • "' • ... • uses. 

The existing buildings on the site are a Sf-.!rvlce statlon, 
automobile repair garage, and the remains of the Old Plantatio~ 
Restaurant. All of these structures are to be removed. T~~ 
service station is to be replaced on the northwest corner of 
the site. It w111 be placed on a 15,876 sq. ft. area on this 
development. 

Front yard requirements and front yards proposed are as 
follows: 

El Camino Real 
San Antonio Road 
Loucks Avenue 

Re~u).ped 
0 rt G 

60 ft. 
50 ft. 

Proposed 
72 ft. 
60 rtG 
61 ft. 

In addition, applicant indicates dedlcatlon of 45 ft. on Sa~ 
Antonio Road for the future widening. 

The side yard requirements on that part of the site ad
jacent to commercial is O feet. On ·the portion adjacent · to 
R- 1, the applicant proposes a 100 ft. setback, the first 10 ft. 
of which will be landscaped. 

A restaurant, numerous specialty shops, and the service 
station are proposed along the El Camino Real and San Anton~o 
frontage . These shops will be one story. A two story pro
fessional office building is·proposed on the southwest portion 
of the site . The height requirement is two stories or 30 ft. 
and proposal is for one story and two story structure which 
complies. Also in the two story structure wil l be a few 
commercial shops. Applicant indicates that these shops will 
be primarily accessory shops for the office pat ron s . 

In comput ing the parking, staff finds that the applicant 
used the parking ratio for a C-2 zoning district which is o~e 
space for every 200 sq . ft . of gross ·f loor area on the first 
floor a nd one space for every 300 sq. ft. on the second floor . 
Using this ratio , he arrives at a required nunber of spaces 
of 288 . Ac t ually the formula for parking s paces in the C-3 
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62-PUD/C-7 Camino Associates -2 

and PA- 1 zoning d1stricts is one for every 150 sq. ft. on ~he 
first floor and one for every 250 sq. ft. on the second floor. 
This, ~lus the restaurant which will have approximately 320 
seats ·(80 spaces p'lus 5 for EmpJ would require 327 parking 
spaces. This would leave the applicant short on the parking 
by some 37 spaces. 

We have thoro~ihly reviewed this plan with the Chief of 
Police and the Fire Chief . The Fire Chief indicates that the 
traffic flow pattern and access to buildings is satisfactory 
to his department. He does recommend, however, that the 
~nter1or court q,..r.~f the professional building have what ~ 
he terms as dry stand pipe system and automatic sprinklers. 

The Chief of Pollce after reviewing the plan feels that 
it will not be de.t~i~ental from a traffic point of view. 
Admittedly, this development would increase traffic on Loucks 

, Avenue near San Anton io Road. It is the suggestion of the 
Chief of Police and the Planning Assistant that consideration 
be given to providing for entrance only off Loucks and the 
~asterly drive, an1 exit only out of the westerly drive. 
We feel that thi s could be accomplished without harm to 
interior flow and create a better traffic situation on 
Loucks Avenue. 

, The proposed exterior treatment and the proposed land-scape plan for this development is, in our opinion, very 
satisfactory. The proposed exterior on general site layout 
for the service station is also satisfactory. 

Although technically the·a:pplicant is short on parking 
as required under C-3 and PA-1 zoning districts, the uses 
proposed ·here , pr:!.rr~arily shops and the large restaurant, with 
the shops open during the daylight hours and the restaurant 
primarily open for evening trade, staff feels that applicant 
has more than sufficient parking. 

1' 

1 We feel that this development as proposed would be com-
patible with the existing land use pattern and would not be 

, · detrimental to the adjacent properties. In fact, we feel that 
.this development creates an appropriate transition from the 
San Antonio-El Cami~o commercial into R-1 uses and is in keeping 
with the objectives stated in Section 10-2.1802 . It is our 
opinion that the applicant has made every effort to protect. 
the adjacent properttes. This development in this location 
will create an esthetically pleasing entrance to the City of 
Los Altos. Staff recom.~ends approval of 62-PUD/C-7 subject 
to the following~ 

1. That t his approval does not include the rotating 
signs and that design of the signs should be 
approved b'/ t.he Planning Commission at a later 
date after submission of detailed plans of same. 
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62-PUD/C-7 Camino Associates -3 

2. Construction of a curb and gutter and a f:':.. ve foo!, 
pathway on Loucks Avenue along the lengt\1 of t~.e 
site 1n a location approved by the City Englneer. 

3. Provisions for adequate on-site storm drainage 1~1 
accordance with detailed plans approved by the 
City Engineer. 

4. Approval by the State Highway Department: of all 
construction in the public right-of,-way along 
El Camino Real. 

5. Any construction in the proposed r:1.ght-of-way 
along San Antonio Road to be in accordance wit~ 
detailed plans approved by the Cl ty Eng-:1.:1eer. 

6. Meeting the requirements of the Fire Department. 

7. Meeting the requirements of the Heal th Department .• 

8. The applicant study the one-way suggestions off of 
Loucks Avenue as previously mentioned . 

9. That the marking of the parking lanes be approved 
by the Planning Assistant. 

10. Construction on the project shall commence within 
a period of one year from date of approval and 
completion within two years of date construction 
begins. 

I/. ~rc/4,,,. 1f~,,L7 +o /e /J//rdved ~ r~<! 

~ ,,<, N :,;/ e,1"47 ,r S / .,,_,., 
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STAFF REPORT PLANNING DEP P:R'ft{ENT OCTOBER 5, 1962 

62-PUD/C-7 Ca~ino Associates 

Required Proposed 

Front Yards 
El Camino Real 
San Antonio Road 
Loucks 

60 1 

h0·1 

50:1 

72' 
60 1 

61 1 

Side Yards 

Rear Yards 

o & 4or 

Distance between structure-s 

50·1 

20 1 

42 1 & 100 1 

6P 

Complies 

Landscaping 

Section 10-2.1812 

Maximum Height 

Parking 

10 1 abutting -R-1 & 
appropriate elsewhere Complies 

Required Conditions Complies 

2 story or 30), 1 story Complies 
if wfthin 100 1 of R-1 

1/150 sq . ft o~ first floor 
1/250 sq . ft . on second.floor 
First floor-29,100:t ~ 194· 162 
Second floor- 12,000+ - 48 · 43 
Restaurant 320 seats == ·80 + 5·-fcrr 85 

Employees 
(These figures do not ~? i90 
include service station) 

The service station requires 7 s~aces (1040 sq . ft. of bldg.). 
There is room for more than 7 which can be utilized towards 
the overall parking requirements. 

We have used the footage figures of the developer in our 
computations . In scaling ourselves, we arrive at a slightly 
higher footage by about 10}6. If t~is project ls approved, 
it should be called to applicant ' s attention that the gross 
foo tages s hown are what we have approved for construction. 



City Council 
City Hall 
1 N. San Antonio Road 
Los Altos, California 

Gentlemen: 

OR. IMRE MOLNAR 
1040 RILMA LANE: 

LO S ALTOS, CALI FORNIA 

October 5, 1962 

This letter is on the subject of a "planned unit development" proposed by an 
organization under Mr. Roy Stevens over a 5-1/2 acre area between San Antonio 
Road, El Camino and Loucks Avenue. Being property owners on Rilma Lane, and 
vitally interested in any plan affecting the said area, we have the following 
conunents to offer. 

The present zoning is residential for the land adjacent to Rilma Lane homes 
which forms a large part of the area under consideration. This was a decisive 
consideration at the time when we acquired our property since it safeguarded a 
substantial buffer zone of residences between our property and commercial 
activities. 

We understand that in 1958 it was ruled that by special permit and with certain 
stipulations, a minimum of 5 acre lands adjacent to San Antonio Road could be 
used for planned unit developments. 

While such planned developments, if properly controlled, are of course better 
than unrestricted commercial activity, i t does not eliminate the basic harm done 
to people who bona fide acquire property under a zoning set-up which adequately 
separates them from such areas which are used for other than single family 
residences. As far as we are concerned, we still do not wish to be any closer to 
commercial areas than the present zoning provides, nor can we see that the 
residents of our neighborhood area need more conunercial facilities. 

We had an opportunityct' a brief review of Mr. Stevens' plans, but we do not feel 
to be competent to appreciate the details of building plans on paper. Other 
developments already made by Mr, Stevenst organization in ws Altos seem to be 
of acceptable appearance and quality for office accommodat i ons, al though the 
landscaping is not particularly well maintained, nor do we consider the grounds 
a s being adequately screened from the adjacent residential property. Further
more, vhen we are asked to consent to the use to which neighborhood land is to 
be put, it is not enough to have confidence in the integrity of the developer. 
The ownership of the property may change hands any time in the future and sub
sequent owners may not be as considerate of the interests of the neighbors. 

In addition to our concern about the undesirable facets of having a home so close 
to commercial activities, and the effect on the property values , we are also 
apprehensive about the traffic it would generate in w ucks Avenue, when conditions 
already at the present are not too good at the San Antonio intersection. 

t 
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DR. IMRE MOLNAR 
1040 RILMA LANE 

LOS ALTOS, CALIFORNIA 

Page two 
October 5, 1962 

Our further concern is about the use that may be made of the empty lots on the 
corner of Rilma lane and Loucks Avenue . 

If despite our strong apprehensions the Council sees fit to grant a use permit, 
we respectfully request that it should be made subject to the following points: 

l) The present zoning of the area remains unchanged and vill not be 
changed in the future regardless of tre use being made by the 
developnent. The type of activity permitted must be specified in 
detail in the application and in the use permit, and be passed on 
in an open hearing before concerned parties. We were given to under
stand tm t the developments Will be predominantly professional, and 
we would definitely object to include ice cream parlors, grocery 
stores, liquor stores, laundry and the like. Furthermore, the 
activities specified in the use permit vill have to be exactly 
conformed with also in the future. 

2) The City of Los Altos will enforce all provisions pertinent to such 
developments, and will protect neighbors from any nuisance which 
eventually might be caused through the operation or negligence of 
the development. 

3) Particular attention should be placed to prevent potential traffic 
congestion generated by the operation of the development and in 
particular at the critical intersection of Loucks Avenue and San 
Antonio Road. 

4) Notwithstanding the use permit which would be granted for the area 
under consideration, the present zoning of Rilma Lane, including its 
empty lots shall not be changed now or in the future, i.e., it shall 
not be permitted to be used for anything but single family residences 
of the same character as the present homes on Rilma Lane. 

5) Pedestrian sidewalks between Rilma Lane and San Antonio Road on the 
side of the development shall be constructed prior to or coincidental 
vith the proposed development on wucks Avenue. 

Very truly yours, 

/~Q J~ 
;~.~-~ 



-· Affidavit of Publication 
LOS ALTOS NEWS 

LOS ALTOS, CALIFORNIA 

No _________ _ 

In the Superior Court 
OF TiiE 

COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 

COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 
ss. 

__ 0=._,8=•--'T'-'u.,_,,c"'k,..,e,,,,r._ ___ , being first duty sworn, deposes 

and says: That at all times hereinafter mentioned he was a citizen 

ot t he United States, over the age o! eighteen years, and a resident 

ot said county, and was at and during all said times the ___ _ 

Publisher of Los Altos NEWS, a newspaper ot general 
circulation publlshed weekly In Los Altos, in said County of Santa 
Clara, State of California, that sald Los Altos NEWS is and was at 
a ll t i mes herein mentioned, a newspaper of general circulation as 
that term is defined by Section 6000 of the Government Code, and. 
as provided by said section, ls published !or local news and intelli· 
gence of a general character, havtng a bona fide subscription 11st of 
paying subscribers, and is not devoted to the interests, or published 
for the entertainment or Instruction of a particular class. profession. 
trade, calling, race or denomination, or !or the entertainment a nd 
instr uction of any number of such classes, professions, trades, call· 
tngs, races or denominations; that at all t imes said newspaper had 
been established and published In the said Los Altos, in said County 
and State, at regular intervals !or more than one year preceding 
the first publication of the notice herein mentioned; that said notice 
was set in type not smaller than nonpareil, describing and express· 
Ing in general t erms, the purport a nd character of the not1ce In· 
tended to be g iven; that the 

legal notice 
ot which the annexed is a printed copy, was published and printed 
in said newspaper at least 

commencing on the 

and e nding on t he 

two times 

27th day of S~ptember, 1962 

4th day of October, 1962 
both weeks, inclusive, a nd as often during said time as said news
paper was regularly Issued 

4th Oct. 2 
~ubscribed and sworn to before me this __ day of _ __ , 1$6-

Notary Public In ~nd !or Santa Clara County, California. 

Lucille P. Tucker 

My commiss i on expires: 12-13-65 

NOTICE O F PVBLIC Ht:ARtNQ 
~ OTICE IS HEREBY GIVE.'\' by th•· 

PtaMln; CommWton oC the CHy of 
Lo:s Altos tha t o. public he1u1ng will be 
h eld nt City Hall , No One North San 
Antonio Rood, Los AU0:1. Callfornla al 
8,00 P !Ii on Or:Lober 11, 1962, for lhc. 
purpose or consldcrlnR lhc: o.pplkatlon 
ot C4rnlM A.ucicl:>..:cs for o. Use Permit 

, · to construct a11d operate a plann~ unH 

l 
dcvelopmt'.!nt/commen:Inl on the follow
lnft dcscrlbcd property 

Approxlma.tl"I} 5~i. o.crc-, bolJndcd 
hy El Cnrnlno Jlcn l. Sntl Antonio 

l RDftd n.nd Loucks Av,:nue bc,lng 
commonly known as U'!c Lo1..'1:ks 
property 
All lntcrcstNt persoru o.rc hwltcd to 

I a ttend and expr~ their views thcl'C'On, 
• ,JOH s M. R. n o rE 

City Ckrk 

~bl~ Scpteml'>er 27, 196:l "Ith tnnp 
• Octol>er 4. l~.! without ma.p 

C·.J ,.... __ ..... _.;,_ _____ --1 

EHG IHH I IHG PHT. 
O'TT Cit LOS AL TQS 

R-1 
UM'l'.l Q.,IJ.A CO(J>O'Y, C,,UJIOl.)(Lt. 

.~.,,, .., "-'7, ~?-It!{)}. 1 
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-CITY OF LOS ALTOS 
1 NORTH SAN ANTONIO ROAD • LOS ALTOS, CALIFORNIA 

WHlTECLIFF 8-1491 

FIRlf 0 1!:PARTMBNT 

RICHARD E. BASSETT, Ch,ef 

HEADQUARTERS STATION 
169 STATE ST. 

September 24, 1962 

Honorable Planning Cormnission 
City of Los Altos 

Sirs: 

RE: Camino Associates 
Application No. 62-PUD/C-7 

TELEPHONES : t 

BUSINESS·· WHITECLIFF 8-2404 
EMERGENCY · · WHiTECLIFF 8-1071 

The Los Altos Fire Department would have no objections 
to the above described Application No . 62-FUD/C-7. However, 
this approval shall not be construed as indicating approval 
of the structural integrity of the building nor of confonnity 
to f ire safety requirements, as detailed construction plans 
are not submitted at this time. 

' In view of the type of building construction planned and 
area involved, we would reco:rr>mend approval; on condition that 
the installation of fire hydrants and automatic sprinklers 
be provided. 

REB:p 

~]:Z~L 
Richard E. Bassett 
Fire Chief 

\ 

\ ·.~ 



• Pr·occssing Check List 

1. Zone of Interest 

a. Nearer, t exis t:!.ng st rue tt!res and use. 
b. Roade. and pedcstria:--. wa/s existing. 
c. Parking and loading spaces exis tir..g. 
d . Natural features. 

2. Subject Site 

a. All property lines 
b. Setback from property lines of all existing and/or 

proposed construction. 
c. Distances between existing and/or proposed 

construction. 
d. Any proposed street widening. 
e. Easements. 
f. Parking and loading spaces proposed . 
g. Ingress to and egress from site. 
h. Area of property, 
i . Proposed planting. 
j. Existing trees. 
k. Any other natural features. 
1. Any proposed changes in contour of existing ground. 
m. North point. 
n. Building coverage. 
o. In the case of multiple dwelling construction, indicate 

densityo 

3. Architectural Drawings 

a. Overhangs - breezeways - porches - etc. 
b. ~~terials proposed for exterior treatment . 

4. Public Hearing Notice 

Los Altos News 
Publication File 
Application File 

5. Area Posters 

Prepared 
Posted 

6. Postcards 

Received 
Mailed 

7 . ~ 

Consultant 

P.C. 
/ 

P.C . 
/ 

--------------
City Engineer~----r-------Fire Department__,.. ___ 7 __ ' ______ _ 
Police Department ----------Health Department 
Other ----------
Staff ---------------

c .... fi! •• , . 

c.c. 

c.c. 
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S. M. Cimino 
35 Sevilla Dr. 
Los, Altos, Cal. 

~ear Kr. Cimino: 

September 4, 1962 

I am wri tinp; you this lett "t' without c1ivice of counsel. 
Since 1949 I have leased· the land and original improvements on 

\•hich the Old Pl~ntation is now situated. r,iy present lease runs for 
eight years from the firs t of next yer1r. De"'·~y Griswold and Fritz 
Hornmen hAve a sublease from me for five years from Jan . 1, 1963 
(including most of the furniture and equipment). They have occupied 
the premises since 1954. 

Durin~ the period from 1949 to 1954 I wns a resident of Los Altos 
an,l ~upertino until r1bout two years ago i-,hen I movect to s~nta Cruz . 
Havin~ traded in Los Altos for my personal needs I am acquainted with 
a number of your business and professional citizens. 

At the present time plans are being drah'l1 for repairs caused by 
fire, ;:i.t my o~s.111 expense, '·hi ch I am assured should pass the present 
code reauirements. . 

Recently there was a meeting in my attorneys officP. In attend~nce 
\'rnre f'.ir. Stevens (El Camino Associates), his attorney, my attorney and 
fl,r. Stanley ClRrk (the represenat ive of General Adjustment Bureau, San 
Jose, Cal.) Nr. Stevens stated at the meeting, that should I be so 
unfortunate to fnil in securing a permit to repair the building , he 
\•!ould hold me to the lease until the expiration which will be eight 
yec1rs from Jan. 1, 1963. He also stated at this meeting he will do 
everything possible to hinder my securing this approval from the Los 
Altos Council. 

l\'Jy rent and taxes shown on 1961 Income Tax return was ~7000. The 
total rent and taxes therefore for ei~ht yeRrs from Jan. 1, 1963 will 
amount to ~~56 000. Thi s amount far exceeds the fire insurance 
originally oftered. As you no doubt know the buildin~ and permit are 
bein~ tgken care of by the insurance companies thru their contractor. 

As I stated, this letter is w-ithout the advice of counsel, but to 
: 11e it does not seem fR.ir to deny a permit by your council. 

E. Lr. Mffie rmott 
505 San Juan Ave. 
Snn ta Cruz, Cal. 

Thanking you I remain, 
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LADIES AND GENTLEMEN, THE ATTACHED PETITION WAS 
CIRCULATED AMONG THIRTY SIX OF THE THIRTY SEVEN PROPERTY 
OWNERS WITHIN THE 300 FT. ZONE OF INTEREST WHO HAVE 
BEEN INVITED TO THE PUBLIC HEARING ON THIS APPLICATION 
FOR PUD/C. 

PLANS AND PICTURES OF THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT WERE 
PERSONALLY SHOWN AND DISCUSSED WITH EACH OF THE LISTED 
PROPERTY OWNERS, EXCEPT TWO, WHO LIVE OUT OF THE AREA. 

AS A RESULT (Ji' THESE MEETINGS, THIRTY FOUR OUT OF THE 
THIRTY SIX PROPERTY OWNERS SIGNED THE ATTACHED PETITION. 
ONLY TWO PROPERTY OWNERS DID NOT SIGN THE PETITION -
AND OF THESE TWO, ONE WAS NOT ACTUALLY AGAINST THE 
PUD/C, BUT ONLY FELT THAT THE CITY COUNCIL AND PLANNING 
CONMISSION WERE MORE EQUIPPED TO MAKE SUCH A DECISION. 

OUT OF A TOTAL 'ASSESSED EVALUATION oF $372,000.00, 
REPRESENTED BY THESE THIRTY SIX PROPERTY OWNERS, 96.57% 
SIGNED THE PETITION IN FAVOR OF THE PUD/C. 
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Wr, '!'HE UNDERSIGNED, ARE OWNERS or PROPERTY LOCA TED Wi t HIN 
rHE $00 Foor %0NK ~, IN'l'KREsr .ADJACENT '1'0 '!'HE LOUCKS' 
PROPERTT rACINO Loucxs AvrNu•, S..tN ANTONIO Ro.AD AND EL 
C..tlfI RO REAL. 

WE ARE TAKILIAR WITH fHE RE~UEST OF C.J.KINO AssoCI.J. 'l'ES '1'0 
szcrmz APPROY.AL FOR A PLANNED '1NI'1' DEYELOPl!KNr/CoKKERCIAL, o, '!'HIS Sif'~ . 

lf' IS orm DEBIU ~o QO ON RECORD .J.S F.J.YORING .J.PPROY.AL OF 
'l'HI8 DEY8LOPlttNf BT '!'HE Crrr BECAUSE fHE LAND IS PROPERLT 
SU!f'~D FOR '!'BIB PURPOSE, THESE NEW BUILDINGS WILL CONVERT 
A. UMSIGHr,r CORNER INro .J.N .J.'l'TR.J.CTIYE ENTRANCE ro THE CirT I 
AND '!'BE '!'AZ RZrENUE rRoN '!'HE DEYELOPKEN'l' WILL HrLP REDUCE ! 
OU.R 2"AZ BURDEN. I 

I 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 

ADDRESS 

fttJo Zi e'~ ~~i /_. a.. 

;~cf/}~' 4 ~ , 
" /,4(_ ~ /J-D r/~~ .~ a_,u;;· 

/ 0 :3'o 

/0 ;J /~)a-_ k0 j 

IC ~·y . R...::...L .. -- L . 

~·--- --···--------- -
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DATE SEPl'ENBER 4, .1962 

.· AppJ'.ic·ant I s Name & ~ddress CAMINO ASSOCIATES 885 N. SAN ANTONIO RD. LOS ALTOS 

Owner of Propert y __ C_H-'-AR_LE_S_A_N_D_R_A_Y _____ L_O_Ui_C_K_S__, _________ _____ _ 

Author ized Agent of owner of property CA.MINO ASSOCIATES 

Adqress or description of property: APPR.OXIJfATELY 5 3/4 ACRES BOUNDED B Y 

EL C.AJfINO REAL, SAN ANTONIO RO.AD AND LOUCKS AVENUE, COJfHONLY KNOWN 

.AS THE 
11

LoUCKS 
II PROPER.TY. 

Use r equested : 

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT/COJ'lMERCIAL (PUD/C) 

pp 1can t - o no wr· te e ow n· s ine 

Application No . ---------

~eceived at City Hall on Filing fee - --------- $ _ _______ _ 

'Ea be considered by Planning Cor:m;iss i on at meeting of - ------------



~B~XCLll 18, S~C~XOll 10°201803 OP '?HE ZovXVG OiJDKD~UCE 
OP' 'i'BE Cx'i'Y OP Los A&~0Sp PRO?XDE8 BPrrCXPXC~LLY ?OR"PL~UDED 
UNt~ DrrvELOPHZV'i'/Cor1r1ERCXA&n ONLY on EL CAHIYO REALp AVD 
'i'HA'i' cog'i'XOUOUS POR.~XOU OV C~5 ZODE PROIJ~IIJG OI1 S.t1u AV~OUXO RD 0 

S1ucB 'rHOSZ ~o PO~RULLl~8D ~HE CX'i'Y Zourao 0RDIVLI I7CB DAD 
'?BB PORrr8ZGB'i' 'i'O sgg 'i'BB LOOXC OP ~BXS ~YPZ OP DEVELOPflllll~ 
POR. ~HKB BPEClPKC Mll~p OUR LIP~&ICL1~YOI1 POR SUCH A usa 
PilR.Rl'i' X8 D8SKGI7£1D 'i'O tT'i'lLlZE 'i'HJsS8 P'lv'·g PLUS L1C'RE'S :tI:J LI 
flL1VVEI?. 't:!H:tCFJ e:!OfJLD sg lL:1R.flOIJIOUS .tHlJJ COI1SXB'i'BIT'? Wt'?H 'i'BE '?YPE 
OP DgVJsLOPEEIJ'i' AllD 'i'BB POM OP ARCHX'i'GC~uae &cr DBBXRE ID 
~HZ C1~Y ov Los A&iOGo 

Yimv VULLV C~RPLE~EDp '?HE O~ZR~LL cos~ OP ~HE PBOJRC'?p 
ZI1CL UDII70 BUlLDIIlGSD &LlllDD .LlI7D PI!RBOI!AL PROPER'i'Y rtI&L DB 
LIBOU'i' $2DoOOg000oOOP LIVD AE~AIL S~&llB YILL EXCEED $SDOOOD000 0 00 
~Ba YEARo BA8RD 00 'i'~U8B ~EGfmUSp ~HI? Rgvgurn: ~O ~RE Ct~Y 
OP Los AL~OS ?ROH SALES AMD REAL EsPA?E ~AYES SHOULD Err rn 
'i'Hll RAI7CE OP $50DOOOa00/YBARo 

THis OVERALL DEVZLOPHfla'i' Y8 DB81GIJllD ~c ACCOHHODL1~B A COH8In~ 
A~tOD OP PROPRB810llAL OVPKCBS; HEGH euALl'?Y RE?AZt AVD 
BPEClAL~Y SHOPS, (ao'? OP ?HI] DXBCOUll'? VAR1B'?Y), L1I1D A ?llaY 
~IUR RRB~AflRAll'?p ALL AS A PAR'? OP AU lll'?EGRA'?BD DU?RLO~fmV~a 

Tau fif1lLDII10 ~o BB LOCA'i'ED oa 'i'B,1'i' POR'?XOIJ OP 'i'HE PilOl'IsR'?Y 
PRBSBD'?LY ZONED R~1 0 KS DI!BKGI1ITD PmXRARrLY POR PROPB88I0IJAL 
USE AUD '?H~ UDl~'(f[J DB810V AllD 100 P'?o S~?-BLICK PHOU BElB~lllG 
~BDEDgU'?lAL A!WA8 &EL& ADD CHARH AfJD .BBLIU'i'Y ?O PHll OllUITRAL .-
ARBA p AI1D ~ltL 1I1 ll6 WLlV KV'?BRPBRR ~I'?H '?HR ~Utfl'? flI1JOVRBI1'? 
OP 'i'FlflSIT HOflf!B .ffY 'i'HftlfJ Or:!i:Jf?RBa 

APP~6XERA?gL Y ODE ACRB OP ?Fm 0 PBOPZB'i'Y V~CillO SJ~ Au~ouxo 
R0t1~ cou7~zus Tw OLD PLAV~A~1ou REB~LJURAD~p naczn~tv DAg.a caD 
DY P'lRflo THE PU~URIT OP Peg Og,~ PtAll?Ll?ron IS yg~ ~o Ba 
DR~RRffTVEDo HoWEVITBD WHX&ll ~HXS ~CRE HAS DI!EV lIJCLUD~D AB~ 
P...ID 'i' OJJ' 'i'HJJ P. UoDo APPK,TCLJ'i'goa~ 'i'HB P~LJ.NI!IIlG CoREXSSlOIJ LJIJIJ 
Cr ~v CouuctL e:!XLL 8XB~cxsa ADll~ULJ.?~ LI RCHX'i'gC'i'URLJL COU~RO& 
OV8B ADY S 'i'B UC~m E ~H~~ lS 'i'O PB PnOP~BEDo 
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70 l'~OR TH SECOND STRl:-:ET SAN JOSE. CALIFORNIA 

TELEPHONE C Yl"'Ft£5S 3·200 Los Altos Office 
301 State Street 

l'rel1m111Jry report for J policy of tide 1nsurani:c JO che ~um of$ 
co he JSSuc<l by 

TO CITY OF LOS ALTOS Order No 365 246 

I 
,• 

WESTERN T ITLE GUARANT Y COMPANY Santa Clara Councy D"·,~wn, a torpor:rnon, herchy reports thJt 

ritlc co the real property hcmnafo:r Jesmbcd 1s on July 24 , 1962 ac 8: OOa. m ,·cs tcd 1n: 

Sub1ccc to. 

CHARLES E. LOOCKS and RAY S. LOOCKS, 
as their separate property 

1. Taxes for the fiscal year 1962-1963 a lien but not yet due or payable. 

t. 

.I 

2. Memorandum of Lease dated September 27, 1950 and recorded November 28, 
1950 in Book 2103 of Official Records, page 223, whereby Ray S. Loucks, 
and Charles E. Loucks lease to Standard Oil Company of California, a 
corporation, for the term and upon the terms and conditions of a 1 

written Lease and Modification thereof dated July S, 1950 and September !· 
27, 1950 that certain parcel of land described therein as follows : 

Beginning at a 1/2'' bar set in the Northwesterly line of San 
Antonio Road; thence North 25° 40' East 12.64 feet along said line of 
San Antonio Road to a concrete monument; thence Northerly along a 
curve to the left, tangent to last described course, having a radius 
of 75.0 feet, through a central angle of 81° 53' an arc distance of 
107.19 feet to a concrete monument set in the Southwesterly line of , 
State Highway No. 101; thence North 56° 13' West 102.35 feet along said 1 

Southwesterly line of said highway to a 111 iron pipe; thence South 33° 
11' West 77.00 feet to a V' iron pipe; thence South 56° 13' East 177.57 , 
feet to the point of beginning, containing 12.422 square fee t, more or 
less. 

3. Unrecorded Lease dated December 12, 1951 executed by Ray S. Loucks and 
Charles E. Loucks, as Lessors, to E. J. McDermott, as Lessee, as 
disclosed by Notice of Non-responsibility by Ray S. Loucks dated 
February 9, 1953 and recorded February 16, 1953 in Book 2581 of 
Official Records, page 209, and covering t hat certain parcel of land 



e 
'-

described in said Notice as follows: 

Beginning at a point on the Northerly line of Louck~ Avenue, as 
said Avenue is shown upon the Map entitled, "Tract No. 577-Loucks Manor 
Unit No. f', said Map being filed for record in Book 24 of Maps, page 
8 in the office of the Recorder of Santa Clara County, California, from 
said point of beginning the Southeast corner of Lot 34 of the above· 
mentioned Tract bears along the Northerly llne of said Loucks Avenue, 
N. 89 ° 51 • 32" W. (Course shown as N. 89 ° 34' 4711 W. upon said Map) 548. 52 
feet; thence on and along said Northerly line of Loucks Avenue from said 
point of beginnings. 89° 58' 3Z' E. 162.83 feet to a point; thence on 
a curve to the left tangent to the last named course with a radius of 
20 feet, through a central angle of 64 ° 28 ' 28'1 a distance of 22. 51 feet 
to a point; thence radial to the last named curve on a course· of s. 64° 
20' E. 10.00 feet to a point on the Westerly line of San Antonio Avenue 
as said Avenue is shown upon the Layout sheet for the California State 
Highway Commission, District IV, Section A, Route 2, the Northerly 
prolongation of said Westerly line to the center line of said State 
Highway intersects at Engineer Station 239103.62 as shown upon the 
above mentioned layout; thence on and along said·Westerly line N. 25° 
48' E. 299.13 feet to a point;from said last named point the end of 
a 75 ft. radius curve return set on the Southwesterly corner of 
the intersection of San Antonio Avenue and the above mentioned 
State Highway bears along said Westerly line of san Antonio Avenue 
N. 25° 48' E. 12.64 feet; thence leaving said Westerly line and 
running on a line parallel to the Southwesterly Right of Way line 
of the above mentioned State Highway N. 56° 13' W. 149.40 feet to a 
point; thence s. 28° 32' 3d' W. 408.79 feet to the point of beginning. 

NOTE: Taxes for the fiscal year 1961-1962 have been paid. Receipt Nos. 
169-7-3 and 169-7-2. Code Area 11-26. Receipt Nos. 169-7-4 and 
169-7-5. Code Area 11-01. (Assessed with other property) 

First Installment 

Second Installment 

/ 

$2,973.20 

$2,973.20 



The real property referred to is described as: 

All that certain parcel of land situate in the City of Los Altos, 
County of Santa Clara, State of California, described as follows: 

Beginning at a point in the Northerly line of Loucks Avenue 
at the Southeasterly corner of Lot 11, as said Avenue and Lot are 
shown upon the Map of Tract 1243, Oak Grove Manor, the Map of which 
was filed for record in the office of the Recorder of the Co\Dlty of 
Santa Clara, State of California, on May 3, 1954 in Book 48 of 
Maps, page 52; thence from said point of beginnings. 89° 34' 411 

E. along said line of Loucks Avenue 409.84 feet to an iron pipe; 
thence along the arc of a curve to the left having a radius of 
20 feet, through an angle of 64° 28' zg• an arc distance of 22.51 
feet to an iron pipe; thence S. 64° 03' 1511 E. 10 feet to the 
Northwesterly line of San Antonio Avenue, 40 feet wide; thence 
along said Northwesterly line of San Antonio Avenue N. 25° 56' 45" 
E. 311.77 feet to the most Southerly corner of that certain parcel 
of land conveyed by Charles E. Loucks, et al, to the State of California 
for widening State Highway, by Deed dated October 30, 1929 and 
recorded May 9, 1930 in Book 512 of Official Records, page 572, Santa 
Clara County Records; thence along the Southwesterly boundaries of 
said parcel of land last above mentioned, being the Southwesterly 
boundary of the State Highway known as El Camino Real as established 
by said Deed, the following three courses and distances; along the 
arc of a curve to the left having a radius of 75 feet tangent to the 
preceeding course, .through an angle of 81° 53' for an arc distance 
of 107.18 feet, thence N. 56° 13' w. 296.06 feet; thence along the 
arc of a curve to the right having a radius of 2050 feet, through an 
angle of 4° 40' 51' an arc distance of 167.50 feet to the intersection 
of the Southwesterly line of said El Camino Real with the North
westerly line of that certain 33.746 acre tract of land conveyed by 
M. D. Brown, a widow, to M. S. Loucks, by Deed dated May 25, 1907 
and recorded May 25, 1907 in Book 319 of Deeds, page 226, Santa 
Clara County Records; thence leaving said El Camino Real and nmning 
s. 33° 12• w . . 258.45 feet to the Northeasterly corner of Lot 7 of 
Tract 1243 Oak Grove Manor as shown upon the Map hereinabove referred 
to; thence S. 3° 181 2g1 w. along the Easterly line of said Tract 1243 
Oak Grove Manor 427.58 feet to the point of beginning and being a 
portion of said 33.746 acre tract of land and also being a portion of 
Sections 19 and 20, Township 6 South, Range 2 West, M.D. B. and 
M., and a portion of the Rancho Rincon De San Francisquito. 

Excepting therefrom all that portion thereof conveyed by Deed 
from Charles E. Loucks and Rays. Loucks, to Montgomery Developers, 
a partnership, dated March 14, 1961 and recorded March 24, 1961 in 
Book 5113 of Official Records, page 725, described as follows: 



Beginning at a point in the Southwesterly line of San Francisco
San Jose Road, as said line was established by Deed from Charles 
E. Loucks, et al, to State of California, dated October 30, 1929, 
recorded May 9, 1930 in Book 512 of Official Records, page 572, 
Santa Clara County Records , distant thereon Southeasterly 100.00 
feet from the point of intersection thereof with the Northwesterly 
line of that certain tract of land described in the Decree of 
Distribution entered on May 22, 1925 in the Superior Court of the 
State of California, in and for the County of Santa Clara, 
entitled, "In the Matter of the Estate of Menzo s. Loucks, 
deceased, to Maria L.Louckst et al11

, Case No. 13604, a certified 
copy of which Decree was filed for record in the office of the 
Recorder of the County of Santa Clara, State of California, on 
November 13, 1925 in Book 193 of Official Records, page 385, 
Santa Clara County Records; thence from said point of beginning 
Northwesterly along the said Southwesterly line of San Francisco
San Jose Road, along an arc of a curve to the right, with a 
radius of 2050.00 feet, for an arc distance of 100.00 feet to tl"e 
polnt of intersection thereof with the Northwesterly line of 
land so described in said Decree of Distribution; thence South 33° / 
12' West along the Northwesterly line of land so descri~ed-in- - -
said Decree of Distribution for a distance of 258.45-feet to an 
iron pipe set at the Northeasterly corner of "Tract No. 1243-
0ak Grove Manot'', a Map of which was filed for record in the office 
of the Recorder of the C0tmty of Santa Clara, State of California, 
on Hay 3, 1954 in Book 48 of Maps, page 52; thence leaving said 
last mentioned line and running South 58° 30' East 100.00 feet; 
thence Northeasterly in a direct line to the point of beginning. 
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This rc:pnrt 1s issued pre!tminary to the issuance of a Standard form policy of tit le insurance and 1s issued for the purµosc of providing 
informnLion reln1 ,ve to the tale to the lnnd to be msured by s1Ud p olicy. It does not incl ude a n examination of ond the policy of utle 
insurance .,.,u not insure ngnrnst loss by reason of: 

l. Taxes or assessments .,.h,ch ore not 5hoi,n as existing l ,ens by the records of any taxing authority th at lcvi,!s taxes or a~se:ssmcnt.g 
on real property or by the pub lic records. 

2. ,\ny fact~, rights. interests, or claims ,, h1ch arc not sho"n by the public records but "luch could be ascertained by an 1nspcctJOn 
of :1111d land or by m.:1kmg inquiry of persons in possession thereof. · 

3. Easements, cl ,ums or easement or enc umbrances which are not sho"n by the public records. 

1 O,scrcponcics. confl1c1s in boundary hn es, shorlag,! 1n area, encroachments or any other facts "hich a correct sun ey "ould disclose, 
and ,,h1ch are not sho"'n hy the puhhc records 

5 Unpntcntcd mining claims , resenauons or exceptions on patents ur m Acts nuthoroz111g the issuance thereof; "' a ler n ghts, claims 
or title to water. 

() ,\ny law, ord,nnncc or go,crnmental rc!gulutl{)n (including hut not l1m1tcd to budding and zon mg ,ird1nanr.cs) restnr.ting. rcgu lal· 
ing or pruh,h ,ting the ucc upnncy, use or en1oymcn1 of the Janel, or the character. dimensions or location o f any improvement now or 
hercnfler erected on said la nd, or proluluu ng a reduction 1n 1he d1mens1ons, area or separation in O\\llcrship, of nny lot or pared of 
la nd . 

"'PUBLIC RECORDS WHEN U SEO H EREIN MEANS THOSE PUBL IC RECORDS W H ICH, UNDER THE RECORDING LAWS. IMPART 
CON STRUCTIVE NOTICE OF MATTERS RELATING TO SAID LAND 

WESTERN T ITLE GUARANTY COMPANY 
SANTA CLARA COUNT Y DIVISION 

By ....... -· .. ..... . . 
PR t: SIOENT 
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Mr. Aaron Corenman, President 
Village Corner Merchants Association 
4546 El Camino Real 
Los Altos, California 
Dear Mr. Corenman: 

• 
OS 

Sept ember 11 , 1964 

The Planning Commission, at i ts meeting of Sept . 10, 1964 , 
cons i dered your App l icat i on# 62-PUD-C-7 amend .and vot ed 
to recommend t o t he City Council approval 
s ubjec t to the fo l lowing conditions ~ · 

1 . Not more than five sign s ites as shown on t he 
plot plan submitted to the Planning Commis sion. 

2 . Architectural des ign to be approved by the 
City Planner. 

The City Council will consider t he recommendations 
of Planning Commission a t i ts meeting of Sept . 22, 1964 

If you des i re any further inf ormation, please contact 
the Planning Department . 

~trfCy yours , 

Harri!:~'-' 
Ci ty Planner 

HER/mw ~ 
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Mr. Roy Stevens 
Village Corner 
4546 El Camino Real 
Los Altos, California 

Dear Mr. Stevens: 

---

September 28, 1965 

A recent inspection by this department revealed that one 
of the conditions or the use permit granted under 62-PUD-7 has 
not been completely fulfilled. Said condition is outlined in 
Section 10-2.1811 and is as follows: 

Where the site of any planned unit development abuts 
an R district , the ten (10 1 ) feet abuttin~ the pro
perty in the R district shall have a six (6 1 ) foot 
solid fence or wall outside of a planting screen of 
evergreen trees or bushes of a variety, height, and 
spacing as required and approved by the Desisn Committee, 
all of which shall be permanently maintained by the 
property otmer. Said ten (10 1 ) foot planting strip 
shall be used exclusively for landscape purposes. 

It appears that the fence along approximately 150 feet 
of your site as it abuts the R district has not been completed 
to its required height of s1x feet. You are hereby requested to 
complete this requirement at the earliest possible time. 

HER: cb 

Very truly yours, 

Harry E. Riddle 
City Planner 
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City Counci 1 

Uity of Los Altos 
1 North San Antonio Road 
Los Altos, California 

SubJ: Village Gerner Fence 

Dear Madam and Sirs: 

.. I 
1 August, 1966 

AUG 3 1966 

I appreciate the interest and action taken by the 

Council regarding the Village Corner fence. I do not wish 
to burden you with further difficulties, but it has today 
come to my attention that Mr. Stevens has been apprised of 

, 

his responsibilites and has agreed to inst~ll a six-foot fence. 
While it had been tacitly understood that the existing adobe 
wall would merely be raised,and it was my belief that this 
\·1as the understanding of the Co8ncil as well, I have been 
informed that Mr. Stevens plans to erect a wooden structure. 

Prior to his construction of any structure, I believe 
that he must submit his plan to the Planning Com.mission. We 
will be happy to accept any solution approved by them. I 
only wish to stress a few points: the city ordinance(l0-2.803, 
10-2.804) requires a six-foot solid fence or wall which means 
freedom from cracks and holes. The intent of this requirement 
serves to prevent persons from looking in and to keep out 
light, and to a certain extent, sound. For this purpose, only 
a board and batten or tongue and groove, or perhaps plywoodr 
structure would suffice. Our own board fence, now one year 
old, has cracks up to 1/2 ·inch; if one walks by it at average 
speed, the neighbor's yard is clearly visible--like the pre
electronic movies. Our own problem is complicated by the fact 

. . 
_that automobile headlights shine through the existing wooden 
fence at the rear of the property. If the planning c ommi ssion 

\ 



', 
-~ ." 

;,- • -2-

agrees that one purpose of this type of barrier is to keep 
out noise, then clearly studies made by the Editors of Lane 
Publications and others agree that a wall is best . It would 
be in best keeping with the pleasant architecture of the 
Village Corner if the present wall, the one which is shared 
by our three neighbors to the North, be raised to a height 
of six feet;, the odd kaleidosc·ope created by the addition of 
a tacked-on fence would not be in keeping wfuth the general 
high degree of excellence promoted by the Planning Commission 
and the Village Corner architects. 

I hope that these suggestions and comments are well 
received; you can reach me at any time for clarification 
of these points. 

. \ 

1.ssring, • 

1005 Rilma Lane 
Los Altos, California 

DATE: ?'- 'f -
DISCUSS I 
REF :R 1---,,:~-- -.---• 
ANSWERED I 

FILED 



-
From: ..,J. C. Leissring, M. D. 

1005 Ri lma Lane 

Los Altos, Calif., 94022 

To: City Council, 0ity of Los Altos 
1 N. San Antonio Road 
Los Altos, Calif., 94022 

Subj: Village Conner Fence 

16 July, 1966 

It is the intention of this letter to attempt to 
review for the City Council the events which have led to 
our request that the Village Corner Shopping Center be 
required to meet the conditions of its Use Permit and cer
tain City Ordinances. 

Our lot adjoins the property of the Village Corner, 
and at the time of its purchas·e, there existed a six-foot 
basketweave fence, apparently on the property line, sub
tended by an approximately three and one-half foot retaining 
wall on the Village Corner property. Starting at the North 
end of our lot, the retaining wall was raised to a height of 
five and one-half feet from the property level of the village 
Corner, and bounded our three neighbors to the North. A re
view of the Use Permit issued to the Village Corner and of 
the existing City Ordinances indicated that it was the City 
Council's intention to preserve a suitable commercial/resi
dential synthesis, and numerous items were stipulated as 
conditions under which the Village Corner was to operate, in~ 
deed if it wished to operate at all. Among these requirements 
were a six foot solid fence or wall and a ten foot planting 
strip with suitable foliage to be maintained by the Ovmers 

of the Village Corner. 
Assured by this research that the r etaining wall would 
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be raised as it had been for our neighbors, we purchased the 
zlot and began construction. At about the midpoint, because 

no effort had been put-forth to raise the wall, I telephoned 
Mr. Stevens. He indicated that it was not his intention to 
raise the wall. this information was relayed to the liity 
Council on 8 March, 1965. No further coreespondence took 
place until approximately two months after we moved into our 
house, August, 1965. At this time we approached both (then) 
councilman Corenman and Mr. Harry Riddle. After reviewing 
the s ituation, on September 28, 1965 we were assured that 
the Village Corner would erect the wall prior to Christmas. 
On January 18, 1966, we received a letter from Mr. Stevens 
again stating his refusal to erect the wall. A similar letter 
was sent to Mr. Riddle and it was based upon Mr. Stevens' 
contention that the village Corner had in fact met the require
ments of the Ilse Permit through the existence of the six-foob 
basketweave fence. It was his belief that the fact that his 
property had been filled to a height of three feet, thus mak
ing .the barrier between our property and his only three feet, 
made no difference. 

We then wrote a letter to Mr. Corenman, who passed it 
on to Mr. Lagorio, which raised the question of individual 
interpretations of Use Permits and City Ordinances. In brief, 
the letter offered the hypothetical instance of a commercial 
property filling to a height of six-feet and asked the ques
tion of whether any fence at all would be required. 

Another period ensued until Mr. Stevens made a request 
of the City Council to alter his Use Permit to allow several 
types of businesses then prohibited by the Use Permit. At 
the meeting of the City Council, several instances of non
compliance with the Use Permit were placed before the Council 
by a group of interested neighbors. At this meeting ( April 
26, 1966), it was decided that these Use Permit violations 
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should be looked into and that all members of the Gouncil 
should personally view the difference in opinion. 

It is our belief that the great detail into which the 
Planning Commision and the City Council went upon issuance of 
the Use Permit for the Village Corner clearly states an at
titude wherein both residential property and commercial 
property can reside together without continual wartare. 
This attitude ,-,as most recently vocalized at the Council meet
ing of July 11, 1966, when very strict requirments were set
forth for the boundary zone between the residential area and 
the proposed shopping center on El Camino Heal and Distel 
Avenue. When the Use Permit, City Ordinances, and the City 
Council agree to a philosophy of intent regarding boundary 
areas between hard-core commercial enterprise and pure resi
dential, it is difficult for us to understand why it should 
take 18 months to require the Village Corner to meet the stated 
conditions of its Use Permit. 

We request that the Council require the owners of the 
Village vorner to raise the wall to the height stated by the 
use Permit (six feet). Its absence makes our yard the target 
of commercial noise, curious eyes, headlights· in the night, 
litter, refuse, and childhood fence climbers. Upon this last 
point we are most vehement, for while it is only three feet 
up (from the Village Corner side), it is six feet down. We 
do not wish to be resporuiible for the injuries of children 
who have the run of the shopping center. 

In support of the facts are numerous pictures and a 
letter signed by Mr. Stevens on November 7, 1962 which states 
that he would abide by all the requirements of the Use Permit, 
which will be available to the council members at their request. 

Leissring, 

~- . {!.oe . . 
Mrs. /. C. Leis~ 
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TO: Fire 

M E M O / 

Dcpartmcnt1:i~y-En9inceri_other ________ _ 

FROM: Planning Department 

SUDJECT: V,'!!11eu) r a1.tJe.~ ·' (J 

J\ttached is a copy of subject application and drawings relative 

thereto. 

Commission at its meeting of 

This application will be considered by the Planning 

-~~~/;1,...._.,h ........... lf_· -----· 
We would appreciate your comments and recommendat i ons o n t his 

m.-1tter by ~b,/ 7</ 

0 
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CITY OF LOS ALTOS 

FIR& DKPARTMII. IIT 

JOHN T. SANDERS, Chief 
r, o ALMOND A V ENUE 

LOS ALTOS, CALIFORN IA 94022 

June 24, 1974 

City of Los Altos 
Planning Commission 
One North San Antonio Road 
Los Altos , CA. 94022 

RE : Village Corner Shipping Center 

The Los Altos Fire Department has no objections to the above 
variance request. 

~~ 
STUART FARWELL 
ASSISTANT CHIEF 

JSF: l las 

TELEPHONES 
SUSI NESS - 948,24~ 

EMERGENCY - 9.CS, 1071 



S'I'AFF REPORT • e 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Village Corner Shopping Center 

.. .. 

MARCH 17, 1966 

The Council at its meeting of March 8 , 1966 received a request 
from Mr. Roy Stevens of the Village Corner Shopping Center ask±ng 
for relief of condition #12 of application 62-PUD/C - 7. This 
condition was imposed by the Planning Commission and City Council 
when the use permit for the center was originally approved . The 
following is a list of the uses which are prohibited along that 
portion of the center which fronts R-1 zoning as a result of this 
condition: 

a . Department and variety stores 
_. b. Food markets 

c. Repair shops 
d . Food lockers 
e . Restaurants 
f. Bars~and liquor stores 
g. Bus depots N~ 
h. Hotel and motel use ~o 
i. Laundries & dry cleaning plants , coin operated and other 
j. Mortuaries ~ 0 

k. Garages N,· 

1. Garden nurseries 
....,...-:m.- Paint and wallpaper stores 

n . Service stations N~ 

o . Pet s h ops 
_.p. Bakery goods stores 
~ q. - Soda fountain and ice cream stores 

,-r. Hardward stores 
s . Shoe repair shops 

~t.- Sporting goods stores 

It is Mr. Stevens 1 desire that certain of these uses be removed 
from the list as he feels that they would not be detrimental . 
Mr . Stevens informs us tha~ he will be at the meeting to specify 
the exact uses he would like removed and to answer questions of 
the Commission. • 



., . • • 
PETITION IN OPPOSITION OF GRANTING A USE PERMIT 

TO VILLAGE CORNER SHOPPING CENTER 

TO THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LOS ALTOS 

April 25, 1966 

IN RE: PUBLIC HEARING NO. 4 

t·7e, the undersigned, as property owners in the adjacent 

and contiguous area of the Village Corner Shopping center of 

Los Altos, California, are opposed to the City Council of the City 

of Los Altos granting a use permit to .Mr , Roy Stevens, as owner 

of said Village Corner Shopping center , or his representative, 

for the purpose of leasing floor space for a soda fountain and 

ice cream store. 

Such an action would be de trimental to the quiet and 

peaceable environment of the undersigneds 1 property , and would 

further be in violation of CONDITION TWELVE (#12) of the original 

use permit granted by the City Council which prohibits the Village 

corner Shopping center promises boing uned for a soda fountain 

and ice cream store within 100 feet more or less from the rear 

of Rl zoned lots in the contiuuous or adjacent area. 

WHEREFORE, t~e undersigned request the use permit 

application be denied. 

/.{_} ,-:; d 



.. • 
PETITION IN OPPOSITION OF GRANTING A USE PEID-UT 

TO VILLAGE CORNER SHOPPING CE~"TER 

TO THE CITY COUNCIL OF 'l'HE CITY OF LOS ALTOS 

April 25 , 1966 

IN RE: PUBLIC HEARING NO. 4 

We, the undersigned, us property owners in the adjucont 

and contiguous axeu of the Village corner Shopping contor of 

Los Altos, California, are opposed to the City council of the City 

of Loo Altos granting a use permit to Mr. Roy Stevens, as ownor 

of s~ Village Corner Shopping Center, or his represcntutive, 

for tho purposo of leasing floor space for a soda fountain and 

ice cream store. 

Such an action would be detrimental to tho quiet ana 

peaceable environment of tho undersigneds ' property, and would 

further be in violation of CONDITION TWELVE (-:t:12) of the origin2.l 

use permit granted hy the City council which prohibits the Vill~gc 

corner Shopping Center premises being used Zar a soda fountain 

and ice cream storo within 100 feet more or less from the rear 

of. Rl zonea lots in the contiguous or adjacent area. 

t'lllEREFORE, the undersigned request the use permit 

upplication be denied. 
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CITY COUNCIL 

CITY OF LOS ALTOS 
l NORTH SAN ANTONIO ROAD· LOS ALTOS, CALIFORNIA 

TELEPHONE 948· 1491 

e 
V 

JAMES P. THURBER, JR,, MAYOR 
AARON CORENMAN , VICE-MAYOR 
S. M CIMINO 
AUOREY H FISHER 
HARRY C. KAL LSHIAN April 18, 1966 

Dear Property Owner: 

The City Council at its meeting of Apri l 26, 1966 
will consider the request of Village Corner Shopping 
Center to be relieved of the condition prohibiting 
certain uses in that portion of the center abutting 
R-1 property. 

All interested property owners abutting the center 
are invited to attend and express their views thereon . 

City of Los Altos 
Planning Department 
948-1491 
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,_ .. 
•--::: ... -
, Planning R·eport ' ~ -2- April 7, 1966 

Conunission recommends that the following uses not be prohibited 
iri those stores that face R'-1 zoning at.Village Corner Shopping 
Center as the Commission feels that these uses will not have a 
deleterious effect upon the residential property~ 

a. Paint and ~~llpaper stores 
b. Bakery goods stores 
c. Soda fbu~tain and ice cream stores 
d. Hardware stores 
e. Sporting goods stores 

D E N I A L S 

66-D-271 - H. Matlock, 973 Fremont Avenue, request for design 
approval of an addition to an existing commercial building. 

Conunission·recommends denial of this application as there will not· 
be sufficient off-street parking to accommodate a building of this 
size, 

I N F O R M A T I O N 

Held over until the meeting of April 14, 1966 further cons ideration 
of application 66-V-226 - P. Johnson, 965 Russell Avenue. 

Held over until the meeting of April 14, 1966 further action on the 
General Plan Amendment with regard to the future use of the Foothill 
Boulevard area. 

Held over until the meeting of April 14, 1966 further consideration 
of the Cluster Subdivision Ordinance. 

Held over until the meeting of April 14, 1966 further consideration 
of the Service Station Ordinance. 

FA¥:HER;cb 

R~/pectfully subm~tted, 

·, ~ L::;, [Lf_ l ,;.. _,l lr/1..e,{._ cU!.( 
. '. /~1--
Fr.anc is A. Wallace 
Chairman 

'--rn~/hr u///1 a/-;,wR ~ '---Ynr. J)jC/eYs 
,,41-/ e {/ A/ C/ / /JJ e e /4 d c? I ,,Y-o? & ' Gt 

._;, ., 



-PROOF OF PUBLICATION 

(2015.5 C.C.P.J 

ST A TE OF CALIFORNIA, 

County of Santa Clara 

I am a citizen of the United States end a resident of 

the County aforesaid; I am over the age of eighteen 

years, and not a party to or interested in the above

entitled matter I am the principal clerk of the p rinter 

of the ... LO S .. ALTOS .. NESS ................................... . 

a newspaper of general circulation, printed and pub-

lished ......... txEEKLY ................................................ . 

in the City of .... ~ Q-~ ... ~J./1'.Q.~-·-································· 
County of Santa Clara, and which newspaper has been 

adjudged a newspaper of general circulation by the 

Superior Court of the County of Santa Clara, State of 

California, under the date of .... ~-~-!:! ... ~.!, 19 ..•.. ?.} 

Case Number ......... §_gJ.5..7. ...... : ...... .. ; that the notice, 

~f which the annexed is a p rinted copy (set in type not 

smaller than nonpareil), has been published in each 

re9ular and entire issue of said newspaper and not in 

any supplement thereof on the following dates, to-wit: 

....... .... APRIL __ 20 ................... .................................. . 
I 

I 66 
all in the year 19 ........ . 

I certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury that the 

foregoing is true and correct. 

Dated at ~Q.w.J.r.AIN ... YJ~! ............... ···· ·· ·············· ··· 

California, this .?.q day of .. ~-~~).~·············• 19 ..... ?.? 

~~/ .... ~;;4'~,~7······ 

This space is for the County Clerk's Filing Stamp 

Proof of Publication of 

__ __ lli)J'.LG.E __ Q.:E .. J:U~.IQ .... tilhARl.NQ _ _________ _ 

Paste Clip ping 
of Notice 
SECURELY 

In This Space 

PROOF OF PUBLICA·TION 



CITY COUNCll 

• 
CITY OF LOS ALTOS 

1 NORTH SAN ANTON IO ROAD - LOS ALTOS, CALIFORNIA 

TELEPHONE 948·1491 

JAMES P. THURBER, JR., MAYOR 
AARON CORENMAN, VI CE ... •YOR 
S. M. CIMINO 
AUDREY H. F ISHER 
H.I.RRY C. IC.I.LLSH l.1.N 

Honorable Chairman and Members 
of the Planning Commission 

City of Los Altos 

Gentlemen: 

e 

March 14, 1966 

At its meeting of March 8, 1966, the Ci ty Council referred 
the attached letter from Mr. Roy Stevens of Village Corner 
to the Pl anning Commission for a subsequent report . 

SGS : p 

A ttachrnent 
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VILLAGE CORNER 
S U I T E M, E l C A M I N O R E A L A N O S A N A N T O N I O R O A 0, 
LOS ALTOS, CAL I FOR N I A TELEP HONE 9 4 8 - 8 2 4 3 

MARCH 11, 1966 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
CITY OF Los ALTOS 
#1 NORTH SAN ANTONIO ROAD 
los ALTOS , CALIFORNIA 

GENTLEMEN." RE: 62-PUD/C- 7 
VILLAGE CORNER 

()N NOVEMBER 13, 1962, AT THE MEETING OF THE CITY 
CoUNCIL, THE USE PERMIT FOR THE VILLAGE CoRNER 
WAS APPROVED. AT THAT TIME, THE APPLICANT AGREED 
THAT CERTAIN USES OR TYPES OF SHOPS MIGHT BE UN
DESIRABLE IN THAT PORTION OF OUR CENTER DIRECTLY 
FACING THE HOMES ON RILMA LANE. THESE USES WERE 
DESCRIBED IN CoNDITION #12 OF THE MINUTES OF 
THAT MEETING. 

THE APPLICANT, IN 1962, AGREED T O ALL OF THESE 
CONDITIONS BECAUSE HE ENVISIONED OTHER TYPES OF USES 
FOR THESE AREAS, AND SUBSTANTIALLY THESE ARE THE 
USES THAT CURRENTLY ARE THERE. 

HOWEVER, OVER THE PAST NUMBER OF YEARS, AS A RESULT 
OF INQUIRIES FROM LOCAL RESIDENTS, BUSINESS PEOPLE 
AND THE TENANTS AT THE CENTER ITSELF, WE HAVE CON
CLUDED THAT THERE ARE A NUMBER OF SHOPS INCLUDED IN 
THIS LIST OF FORBIDDEN USES WHICH WOULD BE OF REAL 
VALUE AND SER~ICE TO THE COMMUNITY. S oME WOULD BE 
VERY BENEFICIAL T O THE ECONOMIC HEALTH OF THE CENTER 
AND WOULD CREATE NO POSSIBLE ANNOYANCE TO ANYONE OVER 
AND ABOVE WHAT NOW EXISTS. 

MAY WE HAVE SOME TIME ON THE AGENDA F OR YOU TO 
CONSIDER OUR REQUEST? 

RS/H 
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VILLAGE CORNER 
S U I TE M. E L C A M I N O R E A L A N D S A N A N T O N l O R O A 0, 
LO S ALTOS, CAL I FORNIA TELEPHONE 948-8243 

MARCH 1, 1966 

,· 

CITY CouNCIL 
CITY OF Los ALTOS 
#1 NoRTH SAN ANTONIO Ro.AD 
Los ALTOS, CALIFORNIA 

GENTLEMEN: RE: 62-PUD/C-7 
VILLAGE CoRNER 

ON~NovEMBER 13, 1962, AT THE MEETING OF THE CrTY 
COUNCIL, WHEN THE USE PERMIT FOR THE VILLAGE CoRNEP. 
WAS APPROVED, THE COUNCIL AND THE APPLICANT AGREED 
THAT CERTAIN USES OR TYPES OF SHOPS MIGHT BE UN
DESIRABLE IN THAT PORTION OF OUR CENTER DIRECTLY 
FACING . THE HOMES ON RILMA LANE. THESE USES WERE . 
DESCRIBED IN CONDITION #12 OF THE MINUTES OF THAT MEETINC 

THE APPLICANT IN 1962 AGREED TO A LL OF THESE CONDITIONS 
BECAUSE HE ENVISIONED OTHER TYPES OF USES FOR THESE 
AREAS, AND SUBSTANTIALLY THESE ARE THE USES TH.AT 
CURRENTLY ARE THERE. 

HOWEVER, OVER THE PAST NUMBER OF YEARS, AS A RESULT 
OF INQUIRIES FROM LOCAL RESIDENTS, BUSINESS PEOPLE 
AND THE TENANTS AT THE CENTER ITSELF , WE HAVE CONCLUDED 
THAT THERE ARE A NUMBER OF SHOPS INCLUDED IN THIS LIST 
OF FORBIDDEN USES WHICH WOULD BE OF REAL VALUE AND 
SERVICE TO THE COMMUNITY. SOME WOULD BE VERY BENEFICIAL 
TO THE ECONOMIC HEALTH OF THE CENTER AND WOULD CREATE 
NO POSSIBLE ANNOYANCE TO ANYONE OVER AND ABOVE WHAT 
NOW EXISTS. 

MAY WE H.AVE SOME TIME ON THE AGENDA FOR YOU TO 
CONSIDER OUR REQUEST? 



S U I T E M, E L C A M I N O R E A L A N D S A N A N T O N I O R O A D, 
L D S ALTOS, CAL I FOR NI A TELEPHONE 9 4 8 · 8 2 4 3 

FEBRUARY 17, 1966 

MR. HARRY RIDDLE, PLANNING OFFICER 
Czxy OF Los ALTOS 
#1 NoRTH SAN ANTONIO Ro.,1.v 
Los ALTos, G.ALIFORNIA 

DEAR Mn. RIDDLE: 

APPROXIMATELY ONE YEAR AGO, APPROVAL WAS SECURED 
FROM THE CITY FOR THE INSTALLATION OF FIYE (5) 
.ANIMATED DISPLAY SIGNS ALONG EL CAMINO REAL AND 
SAN ANTONIO ROADS. 

WE NEVER PROCEEDED WITH THE INSTALLATION OF THESE 
ANIMATED DISPLAY SIGNS FOR YA.RIOUS TECHNICAL 
REASONS, BUT PRIMARILY BECAUSE WE OURSELYES WERE 
UN.ABLE, IN OUR OPEN MIND, TO FIT THESE DISPLAYS 
INTO A CONSISTENT PATTERN WHICH WOULD RE~A.IN IN 
KEEPING WITH THE TONE OF OUR CENTER. WE FEEL THAT 
NOW WE HA.VE ARRIVED AT AN APPROACH TO THESE DIS
PLAYS WHICH WILL ENABLE US TO KEEP THE .ATMOSPHERE 
OF THE CENTER. 

MAY WE HAVE A. FEW MINUTES ON THE FEBR UARY 24TH 
AGENDA TO SECURE YOUR CONSIDERATION FOR THIS 
A.LT ERA TIO N. 

SINCERELY, 

RS/H 
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!lr. Desmond Johnson 
Suite C-3 
440 N. First Street 

March 6, 1969 

San Jose, California 95112 

Re: 62-PUD/C-7 
Camino Associates 

Dear r-1r. Johnson: 

For your information, on November 28, 1967 , the City 
Council, on recommendation of the Planning Commission, 
approved the request of Camino Associates for an addi 
tion to the shopping center t·1hich involved the elimina
tion of five parking stalls in the general area of the 
El Camino Real frontage. 

This application was based on the fact that the shopping 
center was an asset to the City and additional parking 
for employees had been provided on the southerly side 
of Loucks Avenue, opposite the shopping center. 

cb 

Very truly yours, 

Harry E. Riddle 
City Planner 



Mr. Desmond Johnson 
Suite C-3 
440 N. First Street 

March 6, 1969 

San Jose , California 95112 

Re: 62-PUD/C-7 
Camino Associates 

Dear Mr. Johnson: 

The existing off-street parking which abuts El Camino 
Real may be shifted so as to reduce the planter arsa 
which lies adjacent to the front of the building should 
the owner so desire. 

The size of the existing parking spaces and the aisle 
serving the same may remain unchanged . 

cb 

Very truly yours, 

Harry E. Riddle 
City Planner 
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Mr. D. F. O'Regan 
Foreign Auto Parts 

April 20, 1970 

1695 West San Carlos Street 
San Jose, California 95128 

Dear Mr. O'Regan: 

At its meeting of April 16, 1~70, the Planning Commission 
denied your application 62-PUD/C-7 (Amended). 

If you should desire any further information, please contact 
the Planning Department. 

cb 

Very truly youre, 

Harry E. Riddle, Secretary 
Los Altos Planning Commission 



STAFF REPORT 

62-PUD/C-7 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT APRIL 9, 1970 

Village Corner Shopping Center 
4 546 El Camino Real 

.. -....... ....,,-

When this planned unit development was originally approved, one of 
the conditions of approval required all signs to be approved by the 
Planning Commission and City Council. One of the tenants in the 
shopping center, Foreign Auto Parts, is requesting that they be 
allowed to continue displaying the checkered flags which were erected 
without City approval, 

As you will see by driving by the store or by examining the photo
graphs, the flags distract from the overall beauty of the shopping 
center and are completely inconsistent with our policy which prohi 
bits flags, banners, etc. We recommend denial of this request. 



' l 

b @J 

July 24, 197~ 

t·lr. Roy Stevens 
Villago Corner Shopping Center 
4546 El Camino Real 
Los Altos, California 94022 

~ar ilr. Stevens: 

' 

At its meeting of July 23, 1974, the City Council considered tho 
Planning Cor:mdssion's recorm,,endation that you be relieved of tho 
condition prohibiting certain U!3es in that portion of the center 
abutting Rl-10 proportieG, and approv0d an ~ endmcnt of Condition l ?. 
of the original uoe permit to delete the follouing prohibited uses: 

(m) Paint and Hallpaper stores: 
(p) Bakery gooc1s stores; 
(s) Shoo repair shops~ and 
(t) Sporting goods stores. 

If you nhould desire any further infort11ation, plcnoe contact the 
Planning Dapartment. 

VG:ab 

Very truly yours, 

Vernon Gomes 
City Planne r 

cc: Building Department 
Fire Departri...ent 

. ~ 
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July 15, 1974 

t-lr. Roy Stevens 
Village Co~er Shopping Center 
Suite ~1 
San Antonio Road and El Camino Real 
Los Altos, California 94022 

Dear .t1r. Steven: 

·-, 

fl .-

At its tr.acting of July 11, 1974, the Planning CorrT.1isGion considered 
your request to be relieved of the condition prohibiting certain 
uses in that portion of the center abutting Rl-10 properties, and 
recommended to the City Council areendment of Condition 12 of tho 
original use permit to d0letc tho following prohibited uses: 

Cm) Paint and wallpaper stores i 
(p) Bakery good~ stores; 
(s) Shoo repair shops; and 
(t) Sporting goods stores. 

Tho City Council vill consider the rccomrrtcndations of tha Plannin0 
Commission at its necting of ~ 1974. 

J i.Jv-.2 3 · 

If you should desire any further infornntion, please contact the 
Planning Department. 

VG:ab 

Vary truly yours, 

Vernon Gor.ies 
City Planner 

cc: Building Dopartt.10nt 
Fire Departm~nt 



_.. 

STAFF REPORT • PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Village Corner Shopping Center 
4546 El Camino Real 

JUNE 28, 1974 

In 1962 a use permit was granted for a planned unit development 
known as the Village Corner Shopping Center and located at the 
corners of El Camino Real, San Antonio Road, and Loucks Avenue. 

Enclosed is a copy of a letter rece ived from Mr. Roy Stevens of 
Village Corner Shoppi ng Center requesting relief from Condition 
No. 12 of the use permit. This condition prohibits the following 
uses along that portion of the center which fronts Rl-10 zoning: 

(a) Department and variety stores; 
(b) Food markets; 
(c) Repair shops; 
(d) Food lockers; 
(e) Restaurants; 
(f) - Bars and liquor stores; 
{ g) - Bus depots; 
(h) - Hotel and motel use; 
(i) Laundries & dry cleaning plants, coin-operated and other; 
(j) - Mortuaries; 
(k) -Garages; 
(1) Garden nurseries; 
(m) Paint and wallpaper stores; 
(n) - Service stations; 
(o) Pet shops; 
(p) Bakery goods stores; 
{q) Soda fountain and ice cream stores; 
(r) Hardware stores; 
(s) Shoe repair shops; and 
(t) Sporting goods stores. 

During the years since the shopping center was built, the landscaping 
has grown so that it provides a very adequate barrier from the resi
dences. The majority of the uses which are prohibited are actually 
permitted uses in the CN, neighborhood commercial, zone which abuts 
R-1 property. · 

Staff recommends tha t the list be modified so that those uses which 
are permitted in the CN zone also be permitted in the area of the center 
which adjoins residential properties . The following uses would still 
be prohibited: 

(a) Bars; 
(b) Bus depots; 
(c) Hotels and motels; 
(d) Mortuaries; 
(e) Garages; and 
(f) Service stations. 

We have sent notices to all property owners within a 500-foot radius 
of the shopping center. 
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VILLAGE CORNER 
S U I T E M, EL C A M I N O R E A L A N D S A N A N T O N I O R O A D, 
LOS ALTOS, CAL I FORNI A TELEPHONE 9 4 8 · 8 2 4 3 

JUNE 12, 1974 

MR. VERNON W. GoMES 
CITY PLANNER 
CITY OF Los ALTOS 
ONE NORTH SAN ANTONIO ROAD 
Los ALTOS, CALIFORNIA 

RE: THE VIL LAGE CoRNER, 62-PUD/C-7 

DEAR Mn. GoMEs: 

ON NoVEMBER 1:3, 1962 THE CITY CouNCIL GAVE ITS 
FINAL APPROVAL FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE VILLAGE 
ConNER SHOPPING CENTER. 

SINCE THE CouNCIL WAS CONCERNED WITH THE IMPACT 
OF THE DEVELOPMENT ON THOSE HOUSES CLOSEST TO THE 
CENTER ON THE EAST SIDE OF RILHA LANE, ITEM 12 OF 
THE COUNCIL MINUTES LI STED SOME 20 USES TAKEN FR0/1 
THE COMMERCIAL SECTION OF THE ZONING ORDINANCE 
THAT SEEMED AT THAT TIME TO BE pBJECTIONABLE OR 
POSSIBLY UNUSUALLY NOISY, AND ASKED THE OWNER NOT 
TO PERMIT THESE LISTED USES IN THAT PORTION OF THE 
CENTER. 

THE OWNER AGREED TO THESE RESTR I CTIONS SINCE THE 
BULK OF THESE COMMERCIAL USES WERE OBVIOUSLY UN
DESIRABLE AND WOULD HAVE NO PLACE IN THE TYPE OF 
DEVELOPMENT ENVISIONED BY THE OWNER. 

JT HAS NOW Bl!:EN SOME TWELVE YEARS SINCE THIS A'P
PROVAL, AND MEMBERS OF THE CouNCIL AND NEIGHBORS 
OF THE VILLAGE CORNER ARE FAMILIAR WITH THE QUIET 
DIGNITY AND LUSH LANDSCAPING SURROUNDING THE PORT 
ION OF THE CENTER CONCERNED WITH THESE RESTRICTIONS. 

ALONG THE REAR PROPERTY LINES OF THOSE R I LMA LANE 
HOMES IS A MASONRY WALL COVERED BY DENSE LAND
SCAPING AT LEAST 10 FEET WIDE RISING FIFTEEN TO 
TWENTY FEET HIGH PROVIDING BOTH SOUND AND VISUAL 
S EPARATI ON. 
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WITH THE PASSING OF THESE YEARS, CUSTOMFRS OF THE 
CENTER HAVE ~SKED FOR SHOPS AND SERVICES THAT WE 
DO NOT HAVE THREE OF WHICH ARE ON THE 1962 LIST OF 
RESTRICTED USES. UPON EXAMINATION IN 1974 IT IS 
DIFFICULT TO UNDERSTAND WHY THESE USES WERE EVER 
CONSIDERED OBJECTIONABLE IN THE FIRST [1TSTANCE 
SINCE NONE OF THEM WOULD DRAW MORE TRAFFIC OR 
CREATE ANY MORE NOISE THAN OUR CURRENT SHOPS. 

THE FIRST OF THESE RESTR[CTED USES, ITEM 11T 11
, IS 

A SPORTING Goons STORE. THIS LIMITATION WOULD 
PREVENT US FROM INSTALLING A TENNIS AND BADMINTON 
SHOP. A SHOP TO PROVIDE THIS SERVICE COUL D HARDLY 
DISTURB THE NEIGHBORHOOD. 

Oun PLEASANT LANDSCAPED INNER COURT HAS PROVIDED 
A PLACE FOR THOSE WHO ENJOY EATING THEIR LUHCH IN 
THE SUNSHINE. WE HAVE HAD MANY REQUESTS FOR A 
SHOP THAT WOULD SERVE COFFEE AND FINE PASTRIES AS 
WELL AS ICE CREAM AND CANDIES, ADJOINING oun INNER 
PATIO. THIS OF COURSE WOULD BE PRIMARILY AN ADULT 
USE AND WOULD BECOJfE AN ADULT AND YOUNG ADULT 
GA THE RING PL A CE. TH IS SHOP 1-10 UL D RESEMBLE IN 
CHARACTER EDYS' IN TowN AND GouNTRY, PALO ALTO. 

fTEM "Q", WHICH RESTRICTS A SODA FOUNTAIN OR ICE 
CREAM STORE, IS SO BROAD AS TO PREVENT ANY FORM 
OF USE THAT WOULD INVOLVE THE SERVICE OF ICE CREAlf, 
REGARDLESS OF THE DECOR OR ATMOSP~ERE. THIS IS NOT 
WHAT THE APPROVING COUNCIL INTENDED AND CERTAINLY 
THE OWNER HIMSELF DOES NOT WISH TO DISTURB THE 
ATMOSPHERE THAT HE HAS ATTEMPTED TO CREATE OVER 
THESE PAST YEARS. 

]TEM "ff'1, RESTRICTING PAINT AND WAL LPAPER STORES, 
IS A HANGOVER FROM THE DAYS WHEN PAINT STORES 
HANDLED LARGE 50 GALLON DRUMS OF SOLVENTS AND OT~F,R 
INFLAMMABLE .AND FOUL SMELLING FLUIDS. THIS RE
STRICTION WOULD PREVENT US FROM PUTTING IN AN ART 
SUPPLY STORE WITH PICTURE FRAMING AND SIFILIAR 
USES. 



llE ARE ASKING THAT THE CrTY CouNCIL ELIMINATE THES E 
RESTRICTIONS AND THAT THIS MATTER BE PUT ON THE 
COUNCIL AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION. 

THANK YOU. 



June 12, 1974 

Mr. Roy Stevens 
Village Corner Shopping Center 
4546 El Camino Real 
Los Altos, California 

Dear Mr. Stevens: 

Enclosed is a list of the property owners surrounding the 
shopping center. Address postcards to only those property 
owners whose names have been checked. The following notice 
is to be printed on the back of the postcards: 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN by the Planning Commission 
of the City of Los Altos that a public hearing 
will be held at 8:15 p.m., .,..... ......... --=---=--=- in the 
City Hall, One North San Antonio Road, Los Altos, 
California for the purpose of considering the 
request of Village Corner Shopping Center to be 
relieved of the condition prohibiting certain 
uses in that portion of the center abutting 
Rl-10 property. 

In addition to the postcards, please address a letter to the 
Planning Commission outlining your request. We would also 
appreciate having ten copies of a plot plan of the shopping 
center. 

If you file all of the above by 3:00 p.m. on June 20, you 
will be heard at the Planning Comt!lission meeting of July 11. 
If you have any questions, please call me. 

cs 
Enclosure 

Very truly yours, 

Vernon Gomes 
City Planner 

\ ~ 


