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INTRODUCTION

David J. Powers & Associates has requested TreanorHL's assistance in evaluating the properties located at 1530-
1536 W. San Carlos Street in San Jose. This report is an evaluation of the properties’ potential eligibility to be
individually listed in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) and as local landmarks.

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

Upon completion of the survey and archival work, 1530-1536 W. San Carlos Street was not found to possess
sufficient historical significance and therefore does not appear to be individually eligible for listing in the CRHR.
However, the single-family Craftsman style house at 1530 W. San Carlos Street appears eligible as a City
Landmark under criterion é and the bungalow court at the same address appears eligible as a City Landmark
under criteria 1, 6, and 8. The commercial structure at 1536 W. San Carlos Street does not appear to be eligible
as a City Landmark.

METHODOLOGY

TreanorHL conducted a site visit on March 8, 2019 to evaluate the existing conditions, historic features, and
architectural significance of the property. Additionally, TreanorHL also conducted archival research on the
general history of the area, using Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps, San Jose City Directories, aerial photographs,
historical photographs and newspaper articles, as well as historical references found at History San Jose, San
Jose Public Library California Room, Santa Clara County Assessor’s Office, and online repositories.

This report includes:
* Property Description
= Site History
= Historic Context
* Owner/Occupant History
» Regulatory Framework
» Evaluation of Historic Significance
» References
* Appendices

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION

The project site is located on the west side of W. San Carlos Street in the block bound by W. San Carlos Street to
the north, S. Buena Vista Ave. to the west, Scott Street to the south and S. Willard Ave. to the east.
Encompassing two lots, which together are approximately 130-feet by 294-feet, the project site has roughly 130-
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feet fronting W. San Carlos Street. At the north end of the site is a single-story, flat-roof restaurant structure with
a faux mansard roof detail. The restaurant is surrounded by a paved surface parking lot. A stucco-clad pillar
stands towards the northeast corner of the parking lot on the property line. South of the restaurant and parking
is a wood fence with a metal rolling gate. The wood fence divides the property into two sections with
approximately one-third of the site being occupied by the restaurant and parking, while the remaining two-thirds
is devoted to residential units. Eight stucco-clad, single-story residential bungalows line a central drive. Together
with the three single-story garage structures at the southern end of the site, the residential units and garages
create a horseshoe of buildings around the center drive. One of the units, at the northeast corner of the
residential portion of the site, is much larger than the other units and features craftsman detailing. The other
seven residential units are identical.
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Figure 1. The subject property (1530-1536 W. San Carlos Stret) outlined in red.
(Google Earth, 2019 retrieved on April 8, 2019).

treanorhl.com 2




Project Name: 1530-1536 West San Carlos Street
Historic Resource Evaluation - DRAFT

Project #: HP0639.1902.00

Date: April 19, 2019; Updated: July 29, 2019

1530 W. San Carlos Street

Eight buildings, seven of which are identical are located behind a fence at 1530 W. San Carlos Street. The seven
identical bungalow structures are divided in two groups facing an interior drive — three bungalows sit east of the
central drive while four sit to the west. At the northeast corner of this grouping of structures is a larger craftsman
style bungalow that features a front porch on the north facade.

Small Bungalows (description of all seven)

Seven of the eight rear residential units are identical. The only visible exterior modification to any of the
structures is Unit #7, which does not retain the original wood-sash windows like the other seven units, but
features vinyl-sash windows. For brevity, one of the seven units has been described below. The description
applies to all seven bungalows.

Figure 3. Looking southeast at bungalow units 4-7.
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The one-story, residential bungalow with Spanish Revival detailing is rectangular in plan and features a full-height
basement. The wood-frame building has stucco cladding and a moderately-pitched, asphalt shingle-clad, hipped
roof with a modest eave overhang. The stucco cladding has a California finish. The primary window type is
wood-sash, one-over-one, single-hung with an ogee detail. An entry porch accessed by concrete steps is off a
side facade and features a full-height decorative arched opening. A similar window-sized opening is present at
the porch. The entry porch is within the rectangular footprint of the building. The front fagade features a
window-sized decorative arched opening at the porch and a grouping of three windows — a fixed window is
flanked on each side by a single-hung window. The upper sash of the single-hung window has four lites. Two
single-hung windows, two louvered vents and the full-height decorative arched opening leading to the covered
porch are visible on the north fagade. Three single-hung windows are present on the south fagade. A single door
and two single-hung windows are visible on the rear fagade. At the eaves, wood rafter tails are exposed. A
bulkhead, on the rear of the building, with a single wood door provides access to the concrete steps that lead to
the full-height basement. The basement features concrete floors and walls.

-~

Fiures 4 and 5. North and front agaes of Unit 2 (left) and frot faéde (igh).

Figures 6nd 7. Front and south fagades of Unit 2 (left) and detail view of porch (right).
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Figures 'I and 13. Unit 6, front and north facades (Iwe%t) and Unit 7, front and north fagad

i’ .

s (r ht).

Larger Craftsman Bungalow

This one-story, Craftsman bungalow house is irregular in plan. The wood-frame building has stucco cladding and
an asphalt shingle-clad, hipped roof with deep eave overhangs. The primary window type is a mix of wood-sash,
one-over-one, double-hung with ogee detailing and wood-sash casement. Several large wood-sash fixed
windows are present around the building. A partial-width entry porch with massive stucco-clad decorative
columns shelters the main entrance, which consists of a wood door with a multi-lite glazed panel. Notable
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features include the enclosed wide eave overhangs, a horizontal stucco-clad band just below the eave line that
encircles the building and two chimneys. The chimneys feature simple geometric details near the top. Vents at
the foundation are covered with wood grilles.

g
/

Figure 14. Looking east towards large Craftsman house.

The northern end of the west fagade is the main entrance to the house. Just south of the entry porch is an
exterior stucco-clad chimney which is flanked by a pair of casement windows. A recessed, partially covered porch
has a single wood door with a multi-lite panel and sidelights. Concrete steps lead up to the porch area. The
wood sidelights have a similar glazing configuration and size to the door they flank. At the southern end of this
side of the building is a grouping of three identical double-hung windows. A pair of double-hung windows is
also present on portion of this facade that is set back at the southern end.
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Figure 15. West facade of house.

Figure 16. View of sid_e"porch.
The north fagade (street facing) of the house features two groupings of the windows. Each group of windows
includes a large fixed window flanked on each side by a multi-lite casement window. These groupings of three
windows are separated by wood pilasters. The covered entry porch on the west side of this facade features large
stucco-clad decorative columns. The upper octagonal portion of the columns features a floral motif. The base of
the columns is square and lacks detailing except for a simple projecting band at the top. Non-original metal
railings adorn each side of the concrete entry steps and a wooden ramp has been added for accessibility.
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Figures 17 and 18. Front and south fagades of unit 2 (left) and detail view of porch (rigt).

The southern fagade features three pairs of wood-sash double-hung windows, a single double-hung window and
a contemporary paneled door. An interior stucco-clad chimney is visible at approximately the center of this
facade.
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Vegetation covers most of the east fagade. However, several pairs of double-hung windows are visible along the
length of this side of the building.

Garages

Three single-story, stucco-clad garage structures occupy the southern end of the site. Two three-car garage
structures flank a four-car structure. The side buildings are angled in relation to the larger garage and feature
wood side-hinge doors at each single-car opening. Shaped parapets adorn the front of the structures and are
emphasized by a slightly projecting band at the top. The larger four-car garage no longer retains the doors at
any of the single-car openings. A sandstone cartouche is located at the center of the larger building at the
shaped parapet. Wood gates topped by a red clay tile header span opening between the larger garage building
and the two smaller structures. Behind the gates are garden areas. The garage structures are all wood-frame and
feature shed roofs behind the parapets.

treanorhl.com 8



Project Name: 1530-1536 West San Carlos Street
Historic Resource Evaluation - DRAFT

Project #: HP0639.1902.00

Date: April 19, 2019; Updated: July 29, 2019

Figure 21 and 22. Eastern three stall garage (left) and western three stall garge (right).

1536 W. San Carlos Street

This one-story, Commercial Modern style building is rectangular in plan.” The wood-frame structure has stucco
cladding at the rear, while painted plywood and wood lattice clad portions of the other facades. A deep eave
overhang extends the flat roof beyond the footprint of the building on all sides. At the flat roof, above the wide
band of the projecting eave, plywood has been installed to make a faux mansard roof. The street-facing fagade
(north) is symmetrical and features large aluminum-sash windows separated by stucco panels with a large
decorative circle detail at the top of each. At the corners the windows wrap around to the other fagades and the
slightly slanted profile of the windows is visible. Painted Roman bricks are located at the base of these large
windows on three sides of the building. A vestibule, on the west facade, features large aluminum-sash windows
and doors with a solid panel at the base. To the south of the vestibule a wood trellis, supported by wood posts,
shelters the walkway next to the building. Additionally, a door and two windows adorn this facade. The east
fagade features a glazed partition which protects the vestibule on this side. Plywood encloses the vestibule area
and storage area on the east side of the structure. Wood joists project at the roof of the vestibule/storage area
that encloses a trellis which matches the trellis on the other side of the building. The rear (south fagcade) features
three window openings, two with security bars, and a single door with a security screen door. The restaurant is

" PAST Consultants, LLC. San Jose Modernism — Historic Context Statement, June 2009, pp 77-78.
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identified by a large three-part neon sign mounted to a rectangular post. The top trapezoid-shaped illuminated
section of the sign is missing, while the central parallelogram-shaped section is intact and features the name of
the restaurant. The lower section, illuminated by multiple light bulbs, is arrow-shaped pointing towards the
restaurant. The pergolas and entry vestibules on the east and west sides of the buildings are clearly alterations.
Other modifications include enclosed storage on the east side, wood lattice added to the exterior cladding, the
faux mansard roof and replacement of some of the windows on the rear.

e

Figure 24. West fagade of the commercial structure.
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Figure 26. South facade of the commercial structure.
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Figures 27 and 28. Detail of signage (left) and deta|| of wmdows and circular stucco elementsn front fagade (nght) .

A single pillar stands at the northeast corner of the property. Each side of the stucco-clad pillar features a simple
base, a recessed panel at the midsection and four modillions just below the top band. The top of the pillar likely

once included a light fixture as the base of one is still present. A large steel frame supports a giant billboard that
is situated along the eastern property line.

Figures 29 and 30. Stucco-clad pillar (left) and billboard (right).
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SITE HISTORY?

1915 The property is a single lot with a dwelling to the west side and a water tank to the east. (1380
Stevens Creek Road)

1930 The property still retains the original larger dwelling (1380 W. San Carlos Street) on the west side
and another dwelling (1378 W. San Carlos Street) has been constructed to the east. This
dwelling has an irregular footprint. Two accessory structures are located behind the residences.
This additional house on the lot indicates the lot was split.

1932 The two larger dwellings remain on the property near the street. At the rear of the property
seven detached dwelling units have been constructed and three accessory structure (garages)
are arranged in a u-shape. (1378 W. San Carlos Street, Units 1-7)

1934 The eastern dwelling remains on the property as do the rear bungalows and garages. The
building at 1380 W. San Carlos Street is no longer on the property.

1950 The property remains the same as it did in 1934.
1955 A store (1536 W. San Carlos Street) is located in the center of the lot at the street-facing

property line. The large dwelling that was near the eastern property line has been moved to the
south, toward the seven identical bungalow units.

1957 Property is the identical to the 1957 property.

1958 The property remains the same as it did in 1958.

1962 The property has not change since 1955. The building near the street is indicated to be a
restaurant.

1966 The footprint of the commercial building near the street changes.

2 Sanborn Maps, 1915-1967.
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Figures 31 and 32. 1915 Sanborn (left) and 1930 Sanborn (right).
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Figures 33 and 34. 1932 Sanborn (left) and 1934 Sanborn (right).
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Figures 39 and 40. 1966 Sanborn (left) and present-day site showing little has changed (right).®

The earliest Sanborn map from 1915 shows a single dwelling and water tank on the property which is identified
by its first address of 1380 Stevens Creek Road. Fifteen years later the water tank had been demolished and a
new single-family dwelling replaced it. Also, two new accessory structures are visible on the Sanborn map,
presumably one for each of the dwellings on the site. The addresses of the buildings on the site are 1378 and
1380 W. San Carlos Street. This indicates the lot has be subdivided. Two years later, in 1932, the Sanborn map
shows that seven detached units and three garage structures were constructed on the southern end of the
subject property. The buildings were arranged around a central court in a “U”. The addresses of the new units
are associated with the 1378 address. The two single-family dwellings remain on the site fronting W. San Carlos
Street while the accessory structures have been demolished. The 1934 Sanborn map indicates the western (and
first) single-family house on the site has been demolished. Left on the site are the single-family house at 1378 W.
San Carlos Street with its seven bungalow units and three garage structures. In 1955 the Sanborn map shows a
retail store fronting W. San Carlos Street. Its address is 1536. While a single-family dwelling no longer fronts the
street, one is still found on site. It appears that the home that once sat near the street at 1378 W. San Carlos
Street has been moved back towards the bungalow court at the southern half of the property. The footprint of
the single-family dwelling does not change between the 1934 and 1950 Sanborn maps, just the location of the
building on the site. The address of the house and bungalow court is now 1530 W. San Carlos Street. It is not
until 1966 when the next change to the site is identified on the Sanborn map. This map shows that the footprint
of the retail store fronting W. San Carlos Street has changed. It is unclear if the building is new or if it was
altered. The only permit associated with this time period notes an addition to the retail building in 1962. Since
the 1960s the project site has remained much the same with no noticeable expansions to the buildings.

Construction Chronology for 1530 W. San Carlos Street Permits*

As indicated by the Sanborn maps and Assessor’s information the single-family dwelling was likely constructed in
1925. Sanborn maps indicate the bungalow court was constructed in 1932.> Only one permit was located for any
structure associated with the 1530 W. San Carlos Street address and it dates from 2011. The permit is to repair
two damaged floor joists in the living room and replace the water heater. The repairs occurred in Unit #4.

% Google Maps, 2019 retrieved on April 8, 2019.
* City of San Jose Building Department, Online Center Permit, https://sjpermits.org/permits/default.asp (accessed March 28, 2019).
® Santa Clara County Assessor’s Office and Sanborn Maps.
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Construction Chronology for 1536 W. San Carlos Street®

The Santa Clara Assessor’s Office notes the retail building was constructed in 1950. The retail structure first
appears on Sanborn maps in 1955.” No building permits associated with the initial construction were found for
the property. Below is a list of building permits on file with the City of San Jose for the property and a summary
of what the permit work entailed.

1962 The permit indicates a building addition, costing $4,500, occurred. The use of the building is
stated as a Taco Bar.

1963 A 16x24 storage addition is constructed off the existing taco bar at a cost $3,000.

1971 An application for Gas Permit was submitted to the City for Jalisco Taco Bar.

1973 A faux “mansard roof” was added to the structure to hide mechanical equipment on the roof.
1978 A permit indicates mechanical work was completed in the restaurant.

1986 Mechanical and gas line work was completed in the restaurant. The permit notes the restaurant

is now Phuong Restaurant.

1993 Electrical work relating to the billboard occurred.
1994 A new built-up roof is installed on the restaurant.
2002 The restaurant participates in a Commercial Ultra-low Flush Toilet Retrofit Program. Winky

Noodle House is listed as the business operating out of the building.

HISTORIC CONTEXT

Neighborhood Context

In the early nineteenth century the project site was originally part of lands belonging to the Mission Santa Clara.
By 1844, after the secularization of the Mission in the previous decade, the Rancho de los Coches was
established on approximately 2,219-acres. The portion of the former Rancho de los Coches that the project site

occupies was surrounded by large parcels of agricultural land for many decades. The agricultural land had a
diverse use from raising stock to growing fruits, vegetables and grains. In 1903 access to surrounding
communities was provided by the establishment of the San Jose & Los Gatos Interurban Railroad. This new rail
line ran along Stevens Creek Boulevard (formerly Stevens Creek Road and present-day West San Carlos Street)
and connected the Burbank neighborhood to downtown San Jose and neighboring Los Gatos. Soon after the
establishment of the rail line a new school was constructed — the Luther Burbank School (1906) — to
accommodate the growing population in the area. Additional suburban neighborhoods were established along
the rail line as there was now an easy and convenient way to get to the downtown commercial core of the city.
The typical ride to downtown from one of the newly established subdivisions in the Burbank neighborhood set
riders back five cents and took approximately ten minutes. By 1927 a section of Stevens Creek Road was
renamed West San Carlos Street. However, by the 1930s the automobile was growing in prominence and the

¢ City of San Jose Building Department Permits.
7 Santa Clara County Assessor's Office and Sanborn Maps.
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railway ceased to operate. With the growing reliance on the automobile and the development of the suburbs,
downtown businesses began to move out of the city center to the suburbs. One main destination of these
businesses was West San Carlos Street/Stevens Creek Boulevard, as the street had become a main thoroughfare.
Soon the area including the subject property became a commercial center on the west side of the City.?

“Two early subdivisions [Maypark Half Acres and Zuyer’s Subdivisions] are located on the south side of West
San Carlos Street [...]. While originally developed for residential use, the parcels that front West San Carlos
Street are presently contemporary commercial structures, built about mid-twentieth century or later. Both
[subdivisions] were originally intended to be large lot subdivisions in a suburban setting. However, the area
did not develop as intended; almost all of the residential lots that exist today within these subdivisions were
the result of lot splits of these half-acre parcels. The lots facing San Carlos were originally intended to be
residential, and many were developed early in the century with the fronts of the houses facing what was then
Stevens Creek Road. Only a few houses remain along the strip, these houses now converted to commercial
use. Others were relocated or demolished to accommodate new commercial development that occurred
mainly after World War I1."?

The area around the subject property had been subdivided into residential lots from agricultural tracts by the
late 1920s and into the 1930s. Between the wars the population grew, as did commuters’ reliance on the
automobile. The completion of the Bayshore Highway in the late 1930s connected San Jose to San Francisco
and spurred additional suburban development. The highway also reinforced the growing dominance of the
automobile as the preferred method of transportation in the region for day to day commuting. By the 1940s with
population in the suburbs growing, many public utility services were provided to the Burbank neighborhood.
The Burbank Sanitary District was established, and other improvements were made in the neighborhood -
streetlights installed, curbs and gutters constructed, and eventually a sewer system.™

Today, the Burbank neighborhood is an ethnically and culturally diverse area of the City. It features a mix of
commercial and residential areas. The commercial areas line W. San Carlos Street while the residential areas are
located off the commercial streets. Older retailers generally dominate the commercial core in the neighborhood.
Many temporary businesses and auto related retailers now operate on W. San Carlos Street. The residential
areas exhibit a mix of architectural styles — Craftsman, Tudor, Colonial Revival, Spanish Revival, Contemporary
and Mid Century Modern.™

Context for Roadside Architecture

Dominated by the fruit industry, San Jose was the financial and business center of a vast agricultural area in the
1920s. The orchards and the associated industry and infrastructure in the Santa Clara Valley were the leading
sources of employment in San Jose until the early 1950s."? Soon after World War II, the business community
launched an active campaign to attract new non-agricultural related industries, i.e. electronic and defense, to the
area. Attracted by the increasing job market, the population of the valley experienced phenomenal growth after
1950. Rural roads were widened into freeways, and expressways and boulevards were lined with restaurants and

8 Dill Design Group, Draft Historic Report for the San Carlos Affordable Senior Apartment and Townhome Development, July 21, 2003, 9 and
Marjorie Dobkins, Ph.D. and Basin Research Associates, West San Carlos Historic Context City of San Jose, Santa Clara County, April 2011,
14, and 17-18.

? Draft Historic Report for the San Carlos Affordable Senior Apartment and Townhome Development, 27.

'®Marjorie Dobkins, Ph.D. and Basin Research Associates, West San Carlos Historic Context City of San Jose, Santa Clara County, April 2011,
20 and 44.

" City of San Jose, Neighborhood Improvement Plan — Burbank/Del Monte, Neighborhood Profile,
https://sanjoseca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/2750 (accessed April 11, 2019).

2 PAST Consultants, LLC, San Jose Modernism, Historic Context Statement, June 2000, 12-14.
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automobile salesrooms." Under the guidance of San Jose City Manager Anthony P. Hamann, also known as
“Dutch,” the City grew from 17 square miles to 136 square miles in twenty years. Hamann envisioned “a new
metropolis” and annexed as much of the surrounding suburban landscape as possible. Pro-business policies of
the time supported commercial and industrial growth."

Commercial buildings dating before 1945, the period of industrialization and suburbanization, are found on
the arterial roads constructed before World War II, primarily along Santa Clara, San Carlos, First, Fourth, and
Thirteenth streets. However, individual examples remain scattered on lesser streets, or those streets that lost
their traffic volume when construction of the integrated system of arterials, county expressways and freeways
occurred in the 1950s and 1960s. Where the arterials and county expressways opened the door for the
intense suburbanization of San José after World War Il, commercial buildings in Modernist styles abound.™

San Jose transformed during the aggressive annexation program in the mid-20* century which brought
additional parkways, highway improvements, and street widenings or extensions—which was followed by
continued development of roadside architecture.’ Examples of buildings designed specifically for the
automobile exists in pockets along major thoroughfares throughout the city."”

The population boom and sprawling suburbs that developed between 1950 and 1970 resulted in an array of
commercial buildings constructed along a seemingly infinite number of arterial streets and expressways
throughout San José. [...] These buildings were generally designed for the instrument of suburban
expansion—the automobile—and include a variety of function types: general commercial buildings,
shopping centers, drive-in restaurants, automobile sales and repair facilities, service stations, drive-in banks,
and theaters. '®

Specifically, during this period, the blocks along W. San Carlos Street transformed from predominately
residential to a main commercial corridor lined with businesses and modern strip malls. The new commerecial
buildings were often setback from the street with paved parking areas between the street and the structures.
Between Highway 880 and Sunol Street the 1950 Sanborn map shows an emerging concentration of auto related
businesses along W. San Carlos Street. Aimost 40 years later, 26 car dealerships and 17 car service or repair
facilities were located in the area.”

Bungalow Courts Context

The bungalow court became prevalent in California starting in the 1910s until the 1940s. While bungalow courts
began in Southern California, by the 1920s courts were common across the suburban landscape of the state. The
early courts in Southern California were loosely related to the regions shanty towns which housed immigrants
who came to the area for seasonal work. Shanty towns were mostly dilapidated groupings of cottages. However,
bungalow courts were thoughtfully designed sites and buildings, unlike the hastily developed shanty towns. With
the advent of the automobile roadside motor courts were developed and are closely related to bungalow courts.

'3 Archives & Architecture, LLC, County of Santa Clara, Historic Context Statement, December 2004 (Revised February 2012), 46-47.

' Marjorie Dobkins, Ph.D. and Basin Research Associates, West San Carlos Historic Context City of San Jose, Santa Clara County, April 2011,
23.

'S San Jose Modernism, 90-91.

1 San Jose Modernism, 28-33.

7 San Jose Modernism, 28-33.

8 San Jose Modernism, 42.

' Marjorie Dobkins, Ph.D. and Basin Research Associates, West San Carlos Historic Context City of San Jose, Santa Clara County, April 2011,
24 and 46.
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The motor courts were convenient overnight stopping points for automobile travelers on long journeys.
Bungalow courts began to fall out of style in the 1930s when Garden style apartments became popular.?

This style of multifamily housing featured individual or attached dwelling units around a courtyard. The small
bungalows surrounding a court were designed in various architectural styles, but most were in craftsmen or
eclectic styles. Mission Revival style courts dominated the landscape prior to World War II. While after the war
other styles were more widely used — Spanish Colonial, Tudor, Norman, Art Deco and Moderne. Bungalow
courts were not just limited to California, Arizona and Florida also had bungalow courts develop in their
suburban areas.?’ Generally, in California, the bungalow court was “a group of three or more detached,
essentially identical one-story single-family dwellings, with building utilities and services usually under common
ownership.”?? Many of the units in bungalow courts featured porches rather than entry halls, while the dining and
living rooms were generally combined spaces. Most units boasted modern kitchens and with efficient design
were lighter and brighter than older homes.? Contractors usually built bungalow courts without the help of an
architect. The simple wood frame structures were similar within each court and allowed builders to replicate the
same details in each unit.?*

While bungalow courts were multifamily housing, they offered alternatives to living in traditional apartments and
tenements. Courts were generally considered more respectable than apartments and tenements for single
women. Ladies Home Journalfrom 1913 noted that bungalow courts were the ideal living situation for the single
working lady.? Bungalow courts offered a sense of community, especially to the newly arrived immigrant.
Socialization with neighbors was easy in the center courts. The layouts of the bungalow courts varied, as did the
architectural style.?® “By grouping the cottages around the perimeter of a court, the central space rather than the
isolated house became the dominant figure in the compositions. The regular arrangement also made the most
efficient use of the available land, allowing many people to live comfortably on a parcel intended for a single
family.”?

The most common site arraignment was the “U” shape site layout with a landscaped center communal space.
While other site arrangements included a single bar layout with all the units aligned featuring side yards. A
variation on this included the double bar which had two rows of units with landscaping between.?®

% Rene Davids, Diversitying Suburbia: Bungalow Courts as Spaces of Social Transformation,1999 ACSA International Conference, Rome, 460;
Genevieve Sheila Entezari, Little Houses: Sacramento's Bungalow Courts Historic Context Statement and Reconnaissance Survey, 2013, 1

and 7; Karana Hattersley-Drayton, Historic Architecture Survey Report for the ‘Bungalow’ Court Project, Fresno, CA, September 29, 2004, 12-
13; and Todd Gish, Bungalow Court Housing in Los Angeles, 1900-1930: Top-down Innovation? Or Bottom-up Reform?, Southern California
Quarterly, Vol. 9, No. 4 (Winter 2009-2010), 365-387.

2 Diversitying Suburbia: Bungalow Courts as Spaces of Social Transformation, 460; Little Houses: Sacramento's Bungalow Courts Historic
Context Statement and Reconnaissance Survey, 1 and 7; Historic Architecture Survey Report for the ‘Bungalow’ Court Project, Fresno, CA,
12; Marben Associates, Burbank Historic Home Survey, 1994, 20; and Bungalow Court Housing in Los Angeles, 1900-1930: Top-down
Innovation? Or Bottom-up Reform?, 365-387.

2 Cyril M. Harris, American Architecture: An lllustrated Encyclopedia, New York: W.W. Norton, 2009, 42.

2 Dijversitying Suburbia: Bungalow Courts as Spaces of Social Transformation, 460.

24 ittle Houses: Sacramento's Bungalow Courts Historic Context Statement and Reconnaissance Survey, 8-9; Historic Architecture Survey
Report for the ‘Bungalow’ Court Project, Fresno, CA, 13.

% Little Houses: Sacramento's Bungalow Courts Historic Context Statement and Reconnaissance Survey, 8-9; Historic Architecture Survey
Report for the ‘Bungalow’ Court Project, Fresno, CA, 13 and 20.

% Diversitying Suburbia: Bungalow Courts as Spaces of Social Transformation, 460; Little Houses: Sacramento's Bungalow Courts Historic
Context Statement and Reconnaissance Survey, 1.

7 Diversitying Suburbia: Bungalow Courts as Spaces of Social Transformation, 460.

28 | jttle Houses: Sacramento's Bungalow Courts Historic Context Statement and Reconnaissance Survey, 2, 8-9; and Historic Architecture
Survey Report for the ‘Bungalow’ Court Project, Fresno, CA, 17-18.
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Bungalow Courts Within San Jose

Like the rest of the Country, during the late 1920s and the Depression, San Jose struggled with meeting the
housing needs of the growing population. Alternatives to a single-family home or an apartment building was the
bungalow court. Built around a central communal area, the small individual housing units were generally rented
rather than owned. Within the Burbank neighborhood several bungalow courts were constructed and still exist
today — 24-26 Brooklyn Avenue (1927), 2015-2019 Olive Avenue (c1930), 12 Boston Avenue (1932) and 1530 W.
San Carlos (c1932). Of the extant bungalow courts within the Burbank neighborhood they all exhibit Mission
Revival architectural details to varying degrees.?” In San Jose, a quick study of the City of San Jose Historic
Resources Inventory and select Sanborn Maps identified several other bungalow courts — 365 S. 4™ Street, 560 S.
7t Street and 859 Villa Ave.

J rl
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Figures 41 and 42. Aerial view of 12 Boston Avenue, left, and street view, right. (Google Maps, 2019 retrieved on April 8,

2019). The property is also referred to as Bern’s Court. It is listed in the City of San Jose Historic Resources Inventory as an
Identified Site/Structure (IS) and it is listed as a resource in the County of Santa Clara’s Heritage Inventory.®
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Figures 43 and 44. Aerial view of 24-26 Brooklyn Avenue, left, and street view, right. (Google Maps, 2019 retrieved on April
8, 2019). The property is also known as the Brookly Avenue Bungalow Court. It is listed in the City of San Jose Historic
Resources Inventory as an Identified Site/Structure (IS) and it is listed as a resource in the County of Santa Clara’s Heritage

Inventory.®!

27 Burbank Historic Home Survey, 19 and City of San Jose, City of San Jose Historic Resources Inventory (February 8, 2016),
http://www.sanjoseca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/35475 (accessed April 8, 2018).

30 City of San Jose Historic Resources Inventory and County of Santa Clara, County of Santa Clara’s Heritage Inventory,
https://www.sccgov.org/sites/dpd/DocsForms/Documents/HHP RestofCountyResources.pdf (accessed April 8, 2019).

31 City of San Jose Historic Resources Inventory and County of Santa Clara’s Heritage Inventory.
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Figures 47 and 48. Aerial view of 560 S. 7t Street, left, and street view, right. (Google Maps, 2019 retrieved on April 8, 2019).
The property is also known as the Corte Del Flores Apartments and is listed in the City of San Jose Historic Resources as
Eligible for National Register (ENR), Eligible for California Register (ECR), City Landmark District (CLD), Candidate City

Landmark (CCL), and Contributing Site/Structure (CS).33

e - -

Figures 49 and 50. Aerial view of 859 Villa Avenue, left, and street view, right. (Google Maps, 2019 retrieved on April 8,

2019). The property is listed in the City of San Jose Historic Resources Inventory as an |dentified Site/Structure (1S).3*

\ e

32 City of San Jose Historic Resources Inventory.
* City of San Jose Historic Resources Inventory.
34 City of San Jose Historic Resources Inventory.
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Figures 51 and 52. Aerial view of 2015-2019 Olive Avenue, left, and street view, right. (Google Maps, 2019 retrieved on April
8, 2019). The property is identified in the Burbank Historic Homes Survey for its architecture and being a intact bungalow

court within the neighborhood.®

Architectural Styles

Spanish Revival Architectural Style

Strongly related to the Mission Revival style, Spanish style architecture can be seen throughout California,
Arizona, Texas and in some areas of Florida. Sometimes the style, which began in California in the 1890s, is
referred to as Spanish Eclectic and replicates early Spanish architectural building styles of California. The Spanish
Revival style was popular from 1915 to 1940. Characteristics of the style are low-pitched red tile roofs, eaves with
little to no overhang, stucco wall surfaces, decorative door surrounds, casement windows and stucco or tile
vents. Other details include ornamental metal sconces, patterned tile, balconies, towers, arcades and arched
windows. 3¢

Craftsman Architectural Style

Popular from 1905 to 1930 the Craftsman style house was born from the Arts and Crafts movement. Adding to
the dominance of the style was the fact that Craftsman style house kits were easily purchased by catalog for
reasonable prices and shipped all over the country by railroad. Soon the Craftsman style was the most popular
style of house nationwide. The exterior of a Craftsman house was typically asymmetrical and featured a low-pitch
roof, as well as wide eave overhangs and a partial- or full-width porch. The porch roof was typically supported by
tapered or square columns that extended all the way to the ground. Most Craftsman style houses were one to
one-and-a-half stories in height. The interior a typical Craftsman house often featured high wainscot, a stairway
from the living room to upstairs, and simple wood trim at windows and doors.*’

Commercial Modern

The Commercial Modern style in San Jose is primarily found along major roads leading into the downtown area —
West San Carlos Street, Alum Rock Avenue and North First Street. The style can be applied to commercial
structures which exhibit Modern design principles. Commercial Modern buildings often featured concrete and
steel as primary building materials, as well as large expanses of glass. Other characteristics include horizontal
massing, flats roofs, expressed structural systems, large commercial signage.®

% Burbank Historic Home Survey, Appendix B and Appendix C.

% Virginia Savage McAlester, Fie/d Guide to American Houses: The Definitive Guide to Identifying and Understanding America's Domestic
Architecture, New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 2013, 520-526; City of San Jose, San Jose Downtown Historic Design Guidelines — Draft, June 18,
2004, 30; and American Architecture: An lllustrated Encyclopedia, 309.

37 Field Guide to American Houses: The Definitive Guide to Identitying and Understanding America's Domestic Architecture, 566-570; and
American Architecture: An lllustrated Encyclopedia, 81.

38 San Jose Modernism, 77-78.

treanorhl.com 23



Project Name: 1530-1536 West San Carlos Street
Historic Resource Evaluation - DRAFT

Project #: HP0639.1902.00

Date: April 19, 2019; Updated: July 29, 2019

OWNER/OCCUPANT HISTORY?

The owner/occupant history of the subject property is outlined below. Based on the information below, it is likely
that Joseph Rill, owner of the property in the early 1930s, constructed the bungalow court. Since renters
occupied the bungalow court units, turnover was high, and while some renters stayed for a number of years,
most only stayed for a year or two.

Ownership/Occupant Table

Dates Address Owner/QOccupants
1926 1380 W. San Carlos Rev John Billdt
1927 " Rev John and Hannah Billdt
1931 " Frank T and Marie (wid JC) Reamer
1933 1378 W. San Carlos Joseph Rill (Owner)
San Carlos Courts William J. Bisel
1 Fred W. and Martha Vieker
2 Vacant

3 John F. and Mae Coulson
4 Walter E. and Cora Gericsh

5 Not listed
6 John Bisel
7 Ray Ripley
1934 1378 W. San Carlos Joseph Rill (Owner)
San Carlos Courts 1 Elsie Krohn

2 Vermont A. and Georgia M. Jones
3 Henri J. and Dorothy E. Lecat

4 Adelbert J. and Barbara D. Careaga
5 Gerald W. and Adella K. McCauley
6 Francis X. and Charlotte L. Michaud
7 Howard G. and Helen Garrison

1937 1378 W. San Carlos Regina F. Carson

San Carlos Courts Benjamin G. and Virginia Clark
Maryland R. and Glenna M. Erkid
Andrew C., Pauline and Theobald Flowers
Louise Harris
Mrs. Agnes McClurg
Alex R. and Barbara H. Requa
Joseph and Anna Rill (Owner)
Edward B. and Christine Snow

1938 1378 W. San Carlos R. F. Brians

San Carlos Courts Ernest S. Greene
Louise M. Hares
Mrs. A. M. McClurg
C. L. Morgan
Joseph and Anna Rill (Owner)
Edward B. and Christine Snow
Jason T. and Blanche M. Sullivan

1961 1530 W. San Carlos Harry and Kate Warmack (Manager at San Carlos Courts)
San Carlos Courts 1 Mrs. Cora Crow

3 San Jose City Directory, 1926-1979; and AEI Consultants, Phase / Environmental Site Assessment - Draft, 1530-1536 West San Carlos,
March 18, 2019, 21-22.
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1536 W. San Carlos

2 Mrs. Dorothy Kelley

3 Joseph and Mary Cabral
4 Carlo Pagassilo

5 Adam and Ann Domalik
6 Mrs. Matilda Orcutt

7 Mrs. Martha Glenos

Jalisco Taco

1962

1530 W. San Carlos
San Carlos Courts

1536 W. San Carlos

Mrs. Kate Warmack

1 Mrs. Cora Crow

2 Jay W. Hollingsworth
3 Mrs. Gladys Foley

4 Alex Reyes

5 Mrs. Bertie Thomas

6 Peggy Gordon

7 Mrs. Martha O. Glenos

Jalisco Taco

1963

1530 W. San Carlos
San Carlos Courts

1536 W. San Carlos

Mrs. Kate Warmack

1 Mrs. Cora Crow

2 Thelma Clement

3 Frank Lockey

4 Alex Reyes

5 John Allen

6 Peggy Gordon

7 Mrs. Martha O. Glenos

Jalisco Taco

1964

1530 W. San Carlos
San Carlos Courts

1536 W. San Carlos

Mrs. Kate Warmack
1 Mrs. Cora Crow
2 Thelma Clement
3 Frank Lockey

4 Alex Reyes

5 John Allen

6 Peggy Gordon

7 Mina M. Sissons

Jalisco Taco Bar

1965

1530 W. San Carlos
San Carlos Courts

1536 W. San Carlos

Mrs. Kate Warmack

1 Mrs. Cora Crow

2 Arlene Fullmer

3 William C. Henderson
4 Chase E Herrington

5 John Allen

6 Vacant

7 Mina M. Sissons

Jalisco Taco Bar

1966

treanorhl.com

1530 W. San Carlos
San Carlos Courts

Mrs. Kate Warmack

1 Mrs. Cora Crow

2 Arlene Fullmer

3 William C. Henderson
4 Chase E. Herrington
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1536 W. San Carlos

5 John Allen
6 Mrs. Anna McCullough
7 Mina M. Sissons

Jalisco Taco Bar

1968

1530 W. San Carlos
San Carlos Courts

1536 W. San Carlos

Robert E, Giles

1 Mrs. Cora Crow

2 Arlene Fullmer

3 Joseph Caboral

4 Mrs. Joanne Hamby

5 Frank Williams

6 Mrs. Anna McCullough
7 Mina M. Sissons

Jalisco Taco Bar

1969

1530 W. San Carlos
San Carlos Courts

1536 W. San Carlos

William M, Gile

1 Mrs. Cora Crow

2 Arlene Fullmer

3 Joseph Caboral

4 Mrs. Joanne Hamby
5 Frank Williams

6 Mrs. Laura Boltz

7 Mina M. Sissons

Jalisco Taco Bar

1970

1530 W. San Carlos
San Carlos Courts

1536 W. San Carlos

William M Gile

1 Mrs. Cora Crow

2 Mrs. Arlene Fullmer
3 Mrs. Mary Caboral
4 Mrs. Joanne Hamby
5 Frank Williams

6 Mrs. Laura Boltz

7 Margert Taylor

Jalisco Taco Bar

1971

1530 W. San Carlos
San Carlos Courts

1536 W. San Carlos

William M. Gile

1 Carmen Stecker

2 Mrs. Arlene Fullmer
3 Vacant

4 Terry Harrington

5 Frank Williams

6 Mrs. Laura Boltz

7 Myrtle Pritchard

Jalisco Taco Bar

1972
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1530 W. San Carlos
San Carlos Courts

William M. Gile

1 Carmen Strictler

2 Mrs. Arlene Fullmer
3 Jim Kane

4 Charles Cobb

5 Frank Williams

6 Mrs. Laura Boltz

7 Myrtle Pritchard
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1536 W. San Carlos

Jalisco Taco Bar

1973

1530 W. San Carlos
San Carlos Courts

1536 W. San Carlos

1 Carmen Stecker

2 Mrs. Arlene Fullmer
3 Walter Kane

4 Clarence Cobb

5 William Smith

6 Mrs. Laura Boltz

7 Myrtle Pritchard

Jalisco Taco Bar

1975

1530 W. San Carlos
San Carlos Courts

1536 W. San Carlos

1 Carmen Stecker

2 Mrs. Arlene Fullmer
3 William Smith

4 Clarence Cobb

5 Vacant

6 Mrs. Laura Boltz

7 Myrtle Pritchard

Jalisco Taco Bar

1976

1530 W. San Carlos
San Carlos Courts

1536 W. San Carlos

1 Carmen Stecker

2 Mrs. Arlene Fullmer

3 Jalisco Taco Bar Restaurant Office
4 Clarence Cobb

5 Al Stathis

6 Mrs. Laura Boltz

7 Myrtle Pritchard

Jalisco Taco Bar Restaurant

1977

1530 W. San Carlos
San Carlos Courts

1536 W. San Carlos

1 Carmen Stecker

2 Mrs. Arlene Fullmer

3 Jalisco Taco Bar Restaurant Office
4 Clarence Cobb

5 Al Patius

6 Mrs. Laura Boltz

7 Myrtle Pritchard

8 William Smith

Jalisco Taco Bar Restaurant

1979

1530 W. San Carlos
San Carlos Courts

1536 W. San Carlos

1 Carmen Stecker

2 Mrs. Arlene Fullmer
3 William Smith

4 Clarence Cobb

5 Shirley Barbara

6 Mrs. Laura Boltz

7 Myrtle Pritchard

8 No Return

Jalisco Taco Bar Restaurant

1999

1530 and 1536 W. San Carlos

Liem Nguyen (Owner)

2019

1530 and 1536 W. San Carlos

Urban Villas LLC
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REGULATORY FRAMEWORK

The regulatory background provided below offers an overview of state and local criteria used to assess historic
significance.

California Register of Historical Resources Criteria

The California Office of Historic Preservation’s Technical Assistance Series #6, California Register and National
Register: A Comparison, outlines the differences between the federal and state processes. The criteria to be
used when establishing the significance of a property for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources
(CRHR) are very similar, with emphasis on local and state significance. They are:

1. Itis associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
local or regional history, or the cultural heritage of California or the United States; or

2. lItis associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or national history; or

3. It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction or
represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values; or

4. It has yielded, or is likely to yield, information important to prehistory or history of the local area,
California, or the nation.*®

The CRHR requires the establishment of historic significance before integrity is considered. California’s integrity
threshold is slightly lower than the federal level. As a result, some resources that are historically significant but do
not meet National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) integrity standards may be eligible for listing on the
CRHR.!

California’s list of special considerations is shorter and more lenient than the NRHP. It includes some allowances
for moved buildings, structures, or objects, as well as lower requirements for proving the significance of
resources that are less than 50 years old and a more elaborate discussion of the eligibility of reconstructed
buildings.*

In addition to separate evaluations for eligibility for the CRHR, the state automatically lists on the CRHR
resources that are listed or determined eligible for the NRHP through a complete evaluation process.*

Integrity

Second, for a property to qualify under the CRHR's Criteria for Evaluation, it must also retain “historic integrity of
those features necessary to convey its significance.”* While a property’s significance relates to its role within a
specific historic context, its integrity refers to “a property’s physical features and how they relate to its

%0 California Office of Historic Preservation, California Register and National Register: A Comparison, Technical Assistance Series 6,
(Sacramento, 2001), 1.

8 California Register and National Register: A Comparison.

2 California Register and National Register: A Comparison, 2.

43 All State Historical Landmarks from number 770 onward are also automatically listed on the California Register. California Office of Historic
Preservation, California Register of Historical Resources. The Listing Process, Technical Assistance Series 5 (Sacramento, n.d.), 1.

4 United States Department of the Interior, How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation, National Register Bulletin, No. 15
(Washington, D.C., 1997), 3.
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significance.”* To determine if a property retains the physical characteristics corresponding to its historic
context, the NRHP has identified seven aspects of integrity, which the CRHR closely follows: #

Location is the place where the historic property was constructed or the place where the historic
event occurred.

Design is the combination of elements that create the form, plan, space, structure, and style of a
property.
Setting is the physical environment of a historic property.

Materials are the physical elements that were combined or deposited during a particular period
of time and in a particular pattern or configuration to form a historic property.

Workmanship is the physical evidence of the crafts of a particular culture or people during any
given period in history or prehistory.

Feeling is a property’s expression of the aesthetic or historic sense of a particular period of time.

Association is the direct link between an important historic event or person and a historic
property.*’

Since integrity is based on a property’s significance within a specific historic context, an evaluation of a
property’s integrity can only occur after historic significance has been established.

City of San Jose Criteria

According to the City of San Jose's Historic Preservation Ordinance (Chapter 13.48 of the Municipal Code), a
resource qualifies as a City Landmark if it has “special historical, architectural, cultural, aesthetic or engineering
interest or value of an historical nature” and is one of the following resource types:

1.

2
3.
4

An individual structure or portion thereof;

An integrated group of structures on a single lot;

Asite, or portion thereof; or

Any combination thereof. (Sec. 13.48.020.C)

The ordinance defines the term “historical, architectural, cultural, aesthetic, or engineering interest or value of an
historical nature” as deriving from, based on, or related to any of the following factors:

1.

Identification or association with persons, eras or events that have contributed to local, regional, state or
national history, heritage or culture in a distinctive, significant or important way;

Identification as, or association with, a distinctive, significant or important work or vestige:

a. Of an architectural style, design or method of construction;

b. Of a master architect, builder, artist or craftsman;

c. Of high artistic merit;

d. The totality of which comprises a distinctive, significant or important work or vestige whose

* How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation, 44.
% How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation, 1.
¥ How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation, 44-45.
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component parts may lack the same attributes;

e. That has yielded or is substantially likely to yield information of value about history, architecture,
engineering, culture or aesthetics, or that provides for existing and future generations an
example of the physical surroundings in which past generations lived or worked; or

f.  That the construction materials or engineering methods used in the proposed landmark are
unusual or significant or uniquely effective.

3. The factor of age alone does not necessarily confer a special historical, architectural, cultural, aesthetic or
engineering significance, value or interest upon a structure or site, but it may have such effect if a more
distinctive, significant or important example thereof no longer exists.

The ordinance also provides a definition of a district: “a geographically definable area of urban or rural
character, possessing a significant concentration or continuity of site, building, structures or objects unified by
past events or aesthetically by plan or physical development.” (Sec. 13.48.020.B)

The Historic Landmarks Commission reviews landmark designations and “shall find that said proposed
landmark has special historical, architectural, cultural, aesthetic, or engineering interest or value of an historical
nature, and that its designation as a landmark conforms with the goals and policies of the general plan. In
making such findings, the Commission may consider the following factors, among other relevant factors, with
respect to the proposed landmark:

1. Its character, interest or value as part of the local, regional, state or national history, heritage or
culture;

2. Its location as a site of a significant historic event;

3. lts identification with a person or persons who significantly contributed to the local, regional, state or
national culture and history;

4. Its exemplification of the cultural, economic, social or historic heritage of the City of San José;

5. Its portrayal of the environment of a group of people in an era of history characterized by a distinctive
architectural style;

6. Its embodiment of distinguishing characteristics of an architectural type or specimen;

7. lts identification as the work of an architect or master builder whose individual work has influenced the
development of the City of San José; and

8. Its embodiment of elements of architectural or engineering design, detail, materials or craftsmanship
which represents a significant architectural innovation or which is unique.” (Sec. 13.48.110.H)

California Environmental Quality Act

When a proposed project may adversely affect a historical resource, the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) requires a city or county to carefully consider the possible impacts before proceeding (Public Resources
Code Sections 21084 and 21084.1). CEQA equates a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource with a significant effect on the environment (Section 21084.1). The Act explicitly prohibits the
use of a categorical exemption within the CEQA Guidelines for projects which may cause such a change (Section
21084).
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A “substantial adverse change” is defined as “physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of the
resource or its immediate surroundings such that the significance of an historical resource would be materially
impaired.” Further, that the “significance of an historic resource is materially impaired when a project
“demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics of an historical resource that
convey its historical significance and that justify its inclusion in, or eligibility for inclusion in the California Register
of Historical Resources;” or “demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics
that account for its inclusion in a local register of historical resources...” or demolishes or materially alters in an
adverse manner those physical characteristics of a historical resource that convey its historical significance and
that justify its eligibility for inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resources as determined by a lead
agency for purposes of CEQA.”

CEQA effectively requires preparation of a mitigated Negative Declaration or an EIR whenever a project may
adversely impact historic resources. Current CEQA law provides that an EIR must be prepared whenever it can
be fairly argued, on the basis of substantial evidence in the administrative record, that a project may have a
significant effect on a historic resource (Guidelines Section 15064). A mitigated Negative Declaration may be
used where all potentially significant effects can be mitigated to a level of insignificance (Section 21080). For
example, a mitigated Negative Declaration may be adopted for a project which meets the Secretary of Interior’s
Standards for Rehabilitation and local historic preservation regulations, and so will not adversely affect the
resource.

For the purposes of CEQA (Guidelines Section 15064.5), the term “historical resources” shall include the
following:

1. Aresource listed in, or determined to be eligible by the State Historical Resources Commission, for
listing in, the California Register of Historical Resources (Pub. Res. Code SS5024.1, Title 14 CCR, Section
4850 et.seq.).

2. Avresource included in a local register of historical resources, as defined in Section 5020.1(k) of the
Public Resources Code or identified as significant in an historical resource survey meeting the
requirements of Section 5024.1(g) of the Public Resources Code, shall be presumed to be historically or
culturally significant. Public agencies must treat any such resource as significant unless the
preponderance of evidence demonstrates that it is not historically or culturally significant.

3. Any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript which a lead agency determines
to be historically significant or significant in the architectural, engineering, scientific, economic,
agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or cultural annals of California, may be considered to
be an historical resource, provided the lead agency’s determination is supported by substantial evidence
in light of the whole record. Generally, a resource shall be considered by the lead agency to be
“historically significant” if the resource meets the criteria for listing in the CRHR (Public Resources Code
Section 5024.1, Title 14 CCR, Section 4800.3) as follows:

A. s associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
California’s history and cultural heritage;

B. s associated with the lives of persons important in our past;

C. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, or
represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values; or

D. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. (Guidelines
for the California Environmental Quality Act)
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Current Historic Status

1530 W. San Carlos Street

The seven units associated with the bungalow court and the single-family dwelling on the same lot at 1530 W.
San Carlos Street were identified in the 1994 Burbank Historic Home Survey completed by Marben Associates
for the County of Santa Clara. The buildings were found to be significant for architecture and for being an intact
bungalow court. This comprehensive survey of the Burbank neighborhood identified many historic resources
which were then included in the County of Santa Clara’s Heritage Resource Inventory. Some of the properties
are listed in the City of San Jose's Historic Resources Inventory as “ldentified Site/Structures” — 24-26 Brooklyn
Ave. and 12 Boston Ave. However, for some unknown reason 1530 W. San Carlos Street was not included in any
inventory as a resource. Additionally, in 2003 a Draft Historic Report for the Buena Vista Commons Project
directly across W. San Carlos Street identified the property as being potentially eligible for the National Register
of Historic Place but did not formally evaluate the property.*

1536 W. San Carlos Street

1536 W. San Carlos Street has not been identified on any City or County historic resources inventory. Further,
the property was found to lack significance when evaluated in the 2003 Draft Historic Report for the Buena Vista
Commons Project*?

Evaluation

California Register of Historical Resources — 1530 W. San Carlos Street

Criterion 1 — Association with significant events

The buildings on the site date from 1925 and c1932. The larger single-family dwelling was constructed first
during a period when the surrounding area was primarily residential. By 1932, when the bungalow court appears
on the property, the surrounding area had been developed by more single-family dwellings and very few
commercial buildings. Although all buildings on the site are associated with development of the area, they are
not associated with its history and growth in an individually significant way. The bungalow court was a common
property type of the period. However, there is not a high concentration of bungalow courts within the immediate
area and the city. Being a common regional property type does not mean 1530 West San Carlos is associated
with the development of bungalow courts in the area in an individually significant way. Therefore, 1530 W. San
Carlos Street does not appear eligible for listing in the CRHR under Criterion 1.

Criterion 2 — Persons

No persons of known historical significance appear to have been associated with the subject property. None of
the owners or occupants have been identified as important to the history of San Jose or California. Therefore,
the building does not appear eligible for listing in the CRHR under Criterion 2.

Criterion 3 — Architecture and Construction

No architect, designer or builder has been identified for any of the structures at 1530 W. San Carlos Street. Both
the 1925 house and the bungalow court buildings are of common construction and materials with no notable or

*8 Draft Historic Report for the San Carlos Affordable Senior Apartment and Townhome Development, Appendix - Draft Historic Report for
the Buena Vista Commons Project, 18; Burbank Historic Home Survey, Appendix B and Appendix C; Santa Clara’s Heritage Resource
Inventory, and City of San Jose Historic Resources Inventory.

% Draft Historic Report for the San Carlos Affordable Senior Apartment and Townhome Development, Appendix - Draft Historic Report for
the Buena Vista Commons Project, 17.
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special attributes, and the structures do not represent work of a master or possess high artistic value. Further, all
buildings are not an exemplary representative of their respective styles — Spanish Revival and Craftsman.
Compared with other bungalow courts in San Jose this property has less architectural identity. Therefore, the
subject property does not appear eligible for listing under Criterion 3.

Criterion 4 — Information Potential

Archival research provided no indication that 1530 W. San Carlos Street has the potential to yield information
important to the prehistory or history of the local area, California, or the nation. The subject property does not
appear eligible for listing in the CRHR under Criterion 4.

San Jose City Landmark Evaluation — 1530 W. San Carlos Street
1. Its character, interest or value as part of the local, regional, state or national history, heritage or culture.

The buildings were constructed during the early 20" century residential development of W. San Carlos
Street. The larger Craftsman house does not appear to be important to San Jose's history while the
bungalow court structures exhibit a trend in site development that occurred between 1910 and the 1940s in
California. 1530 W. San Carlos Street’s bungalow court is an intact example of a bungalow court constructed
during the 1930s in San Jose. The bungalow court as a rare property type within San Jose does appear to be
eligible as a City Landmark for its character, interest and value as part of the local suburban landscape.

2. Its location as a site of a significant historic event.
The buildings on the site are not linked specifically to any significant historic events.

3. Its identification with a person or persons who significantly contributed to the local, regional, state or
national culture and history.

There is no person of significance individually associated with the structures or property at 1530 W. San
Carlos.

4. Its exemplification of the cultural, economic, social or historic heritage of the City of San José.

While the property and its buildings are associated with the city’s residential development in the early 20th
century, it is not important on a cultural, economic or social level within the City of San Jose.

5. Its portrayal of the environment of a group of people in an era of history characterized by a distinctive
architectural style.

The buildings do not exhibit a particular architectural style that can be associated with a group of people
during a particular period in history.

6. Its embodiment of distinguishing characteristics of an architectural type or specimen.

Within the City of San Jose, the buildings are examples of a Spanish Revival style bungalow court and a
single-family Craftsman style house. The bungalow court embodies many elements of the Spanish Revival
style—smooth stucco clad walls, low-sloped roofs, decorative opening, and asymmetrical design. The larger
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Craftsman house has many elements of the Craftsman style including wide eave overhangs, low-sloped roof,
partial-width porch and large square columns. These characteristics of each style emphasize the structures
are from a particular period and highlights the use of contemporary materials for that period. The buildings
are a well-executed example of a Spanish Revival style bungalow court and Craftsman house within the City
of San Jose. All structures on the site are well constructed and exhibit thoughtful design. The site
composition of the bungalow court is that of a typical court. The Craftsmen house, with its decorative
columns, likely embodies distinguishing characteristics of an architectural type that would elevate it to
appear eligible as a City Landmark. The bungalow court with its site layout (U-shape) and unifying
architectural exterior design is the embodiment of a typical bungalow court of the period. Therefore, the
bungalow court appears to be eligible as a City Landmark.

[ts identification as the work of an architect or master builder whose individual work has influenced the
development of the City of San José.

No architect, designer or builder has been identified for any of the structures at 1530 W. San Carlos Street.
Even with no known architect or builder the buildings do not appear to have influenced the development of
the City of San Jose.

Its embodiment of elements of architectural or engineering design, detail, materials or craftsmanship which
represents a significant architectural innovation or which is unique.

The large single-family house on the site, while designed in a Craftsman style, did not make use of
architectural innovations, but rather used typical building materials and details of the time. Therefore, the
single-family house does not embody architectural details or design elements which are unique, and it does
not appear to be eligible as a City Landmark. While the bungalow court made use of a standard site
configuration for this type of property, its site layout is fairly unique in San Jose and most definitely within
the surrounding Burbank neighborhood. Within San Jose the bungalow court at 1530 W. San Carlos is one
of the largest and one of the few where the center court is used as a driveway. Therefore, the bungalow
court appears to be eligible as a City Landmark.

Integrity
The Craftsman style house at 1530 W. San Carlos Street retains integrity of design, materials, and workmanship.

Integrity of location is marginally compromised as the building was moved from its original location near the

street to the southern end of the property with the bungalow court in the early 1950s. The commerecial

development along W. San Carlos Street has diminished integrity of setting. The once primarily residential area

is now a mix of residential and commercial. Integrity of feeling and association remain high as the building is

located among the bungalow court buildings at the southermn end of the lot.

The Spanish Revival style bungalow court at 1530 W. San Carlos Street retains integrity of location, design,

materials, and workmanship. The commercial development along W. San Carlos Street and the relocation of the

single-family house have diminished integrity of setting. Further, the once primarily residential area is now a mix

of residential and commerecial. Integrity of feeling and association remain high as the bungalow court is still easily

identified and each building of the court helps unify the site.
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Character-Defining Features
Craftsman House

=  Asymmetrical design

= Decorative columns

=  Partial-width porch

= Deep eave overhangs

= Paired, or grouped windows
* Low-pitched roof

= Chimney

Bungalow Court

= "“U-shape” site layout

= Center court, used for driving
*  Smooth stucco cladding

= Decorative openings

= Asymmetrical design

* Double-hung windows

* Low-sloped roof

= Garden space

California Register of Historical Resources — 1536 W. San Carlos Street
Criterion 1 — Association with significant events

The commercial structure on the site dates from 1950. The area was first developed for residential use in the
early 20" century. By the 1950s retailers had begun to move to the suburbs. The construction of 1536 W. San
Carlos Street happened when commercial uses were beginning to have a strong presence along W. San Carlos
Street. While the building on the site is tied to the commercial development of the area, it is not associated with
the history of the immediate area and its development in an individually significant way. Therefore, 1536 W. San
Carlos Street does not appear eligible for listing in the CRHR under Criterion 1.

Criterion 2 — Persons

No persons of known historical significance appear to have been associated with the subject property. None of
the owners or occupants have been identified as important to the history of San Jose or California. Therefore,
the building does not appear eligible for listing in the CRHR under Criterion 2.

Criterion 3 — Architecture and Construction

No architect, designer or builder has been identified for the structure at 1536 W. San Carlos Street. While the
building is of common construction and materials, the structure does not represent work of a master or possess
high artistic value. Further, the structure is not an exemplary representative of its style — Commercial Modern.
Therefore, the subject property does not appear eligible for listing under Criterion 3.
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Criterion 4 — Information Potential

Archival research provided no indication that 1536 W. San Carlos Street has the potential to yield information
important to the prehistory or history of the local area, California, or the nation. The subject property does not
appear eligible for listing in the CRHR under Criterion 4.

San Jose City Landmark Evaluation — 1536 W. San Carlos Street
1. Its character, interest or value as part of the local, regional, state or national history, heritage or culture.

Although the building was constructed c¢1955 and is associated with commercial development of W. San
Carlos Street, it does not appear to be an important part of San Jose's history.

2. Its location as a site of a significant historic event.
The building is not linked specifically to any significant historic events.

3. Its identification with a person or persons who significantly contributed to the local, regional, state or
national culture and history.

There is no person of significance individually associated with the structure at 1536 W. San Carlos.
4. Its exemplification of the cultural, economic, social or historic heritage of the City of San José.

While the property is associated with the city’s commercial development along W. San Carlos Street, it is not
important on a cultural, economic or social level within the City of San Jose.

5. Its portrayal of the environment of a group of people in an era of history characterized by a distinctive
architectural style.

The building does not exhibit a particular architectural style that can be associated with a group of people
during a particular period in history.

6. Its embodiment of distinguishing characteristics of an architectural type or specimen.

Within the City of San Jose, the building is an example of a Commercial Modern structure that dominate
many of the main roads. It embodies many elements of its style—a flat roof, expansive glazing, Roman brick
and advertising signage. The design is characteristic of buildings from the period and highlights
contemporary materials. The structure has undergone some modifications that detract from the original
design including the installation of a faux mansard roof, the pergolas, the vestibule and storage units. The
building does not embody distinguishing characteristics of an architectural type that would elevate it to
appear eligible as a City Landmark.

7. Its identification as the work of an architect or master builder whose individual work has influenced the
development of the City of San José.
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No architect, designer or builder has been identified for the structure at 1536 W. San Carlos Street. Even
with no known architect or builder the structure does not appear to have influenced the development of the
City of San Jose.

8. Its embodiment of elements of architectural or engineering design, detail, materials or craftsmanship which
represents a significant architectural innovation or which is unique.

The building, while designed in the Commercial Modern style, did not make use of architectural innovations,
but rather used typical building materials and details of the time.

Integrity
The building at 1536 W. San Carlos Street retains integrity of location and setting. Integrity of design, materials,

workmanship, feeling and association have been compromised by alterations that have been done to the

building over the last several decades.

CONCLUSION

An evaluation of the Craftsman style single-family house at 1530 W. San Carlos Street in reference to the CRHR
criteria, it does not appear that the subject property possesses sufficient historical significance and therefore
does not appear to be individually eligible for listing in the CRHR. However, the Craftsman style house was
found to have significance for its architectural characteristics and appears to be eligible as a City Landmark under
criterion 6.

An evaluation of the bungalow court at 1530 W. San Carlos Street in reference to the CRHR criteria, it does not

appear that the subject property possesses sufficient historical significance and therefore does not appear to be
individually eligible for listing in the CRHR. However, the bungalow court was found to appear eligible as a City
Landmark for its architectural characteristics and site layout under criteria 1, 6, and 8.

After an evaluation of 1536 W. San Carlos Street in reference to the CRHR criteria, it does not appear that the
subject property possesses sufficient historical significance and therefore does not appear to be individually
eligible for listing in the CRHR. The property also does not appear to be eligible as a City of San Jose Landmark
as it does not have significance under any one of the eight criteria.
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Departmsent of Plauning, Building and Cade Enforement

JOSEFH HORWEDEL, DIRECTOR

Property Owner’s Telephone No. ~{I')=

Licensed Design Professional (Architect or Engineer) in charge of the project

PERMIT APEFICATION: OWNER-BUILD

Applicant’s Mailing Address

WORKERS’ COMPENSATION DECLARATION

WARNING: FAILURE TO SECURE WORKERS?
COMPENSATION COVERAGE IS UNLAWFUL, AND
SHALL SUBJECT AN EMPLOYER TO CRIMINAL
PENALTIES AND CIVIL FINES UP TO ONE HUNDRED
THOUSAND DOLLARS ($100,000), IN ADDITION TO THE
COST OF COMPENSATION, DAMAGES AS PROVIDED
FOR IN SECTION 3706 OF THE LABOR CODE, INTEREST,
AND ATTORNEY’S FEES.

I hereby affirm under penalty of perjury one of the following
declarations:

(__) 1 have and will maintain a certificate of consent to self-
insure for workers’ compensation, issued by the Director of
Industrial Relations as provided for by Section 3700 of the Labor
Code, for the performance of the work for which this permit is
issued. Policy No.

(__) I have and will maintain workers’ compensation insurance,
as required by Section 3700 of the Labor Code, for the
performance of the work for which this permit is issued. My
workers’ compensation insurance carrier and policy number are:

Carrier

Policy Number Expires

Phone #

I certify that, in the performance of the work for which this
permit is issued, I shall not employ any person in any manner so
as to become subject to the workers’ compensation laws of
California, and agree that, if | should become subject to the
workers’ compensation provisions of Section 3700 of the Labor
Code, [ shall fortlywith comply with those provisions.

Date lu %129”

Owner OR Authorized Agent

Only check one item in this-section above;

——

DECLARATION REGARDING
CONSTRUCTION LENDING AGENCY

I hereby affirm under penalty of petjury that there is a
construction lending agency for the performance of the work for
which this permit is issued {Section 3097, Civil Code).

Lender’s Name
Lender’s Address
Note: If not applicable, then mark N/A

OWNER-BUILDER APPLICANT
I certify to each of the following:

[ am the property owner or authorized to act on the property
owner’s behalf.

o [ have read this application and the information I have
provided is correct.

o [ agree to comply with all applicable city and county
ordinances and state laws relating to building construction.

AUTHORIZATION FOR AN AGENT
TO ACT ON PROPERTY OWNER’'S BEHALF

Excluding the Notice to Property Owner, the execution of which
1 understand is my personal responsibility, I hereby authorize the
following person(s) to act as my agent(s) to apply for, sign, and

file the documents necessary to obtain an Owner-Builder Permit

for my property.

Property Owner's Authorizing Signature

Note: Authorization for an-agent to be completed only if the
listed property owner(s) will not be present at time of the permit,
issuance. A photocopy of the owner(s) driver’s license is
required:to verify authorizing signature,

Scope of Construction Project (or Description of Work)

Project Location or Address

Name of Authorized Agent

Address of Authorized Agent

Phone Number of Authorized Agent

1 declare under penalty of perjury that 1 am the property owner
for the address listed above and 1 personally filled out the above
information and certify its accuracy.

Date:




*

e £
SAN JOSE

CAMTIAL OF SILXOM RALLEY

OWNER-BUILDER DECLARATION

I hereby affirm under penalty of perjury that [ am exempt from
the Contractors’ State License Law for the reason(s) indicated
below by the checkmark(s) T have placed next to the applicable
item(s) (Section 7031.5, Business and Professions Code: Any
city or county that requires a permit to construct, alter, improve,
demolish, or repair any structure, prior to its issuance, also
requires the applicant for the permit to file a signed statement
that he or she is licensed pursuant to the provisions of the
Contractors’ State License Law (Chapter 9 (commencing with
Section 7000) of Division 3 of the Business and Professions
Code) or that he or she is exempt from licensure and the basis for
the alleged exemption. Any violation of Section 7031.5 by any
applicant for a permit subjects the applicant to a civil penalty of
not more than five hundred dollars ($500).):

&5 I, as owner of the property, or my employees with wages as
their sole compensation, will do J:ull of or {_) portions of the

work, and the structure is not intended or offered for sale
(Section 7044, Business and Professions Code: The Contractors’
State License Law does not apply to an owner of property who,
through employees’ or personal effort, builds or improves the
property, provided that the improvements are not intended or
offered for sale. If, however, the building or improvement is sold
within one year of completion, the Owner-Builder will have the
burden of proving that it was not built or improved for the
purpose of saie.).

Departinent of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement
JOSEFH HORWEDEL, DIRECTGR

() 1, as owner of the property, am exclusively contracting with
licensed Contractors to construct the project (Section 7044,
Business and Professions Code: The Contractors’ State License
Law does not apply to an owner of property who builds or
improves thereon, and who contracts for the projects with a
licensed Contractor pursuant to the Contractors’ State License
Law.).

() I am exempt from licensure under the Contractors’ State
License Law for the following reason:

By my signature below I acknowledge that, except for my
personal residence in which I must have resided for at least one
year prior to completion of the improvements covered by this
permit, I cannot legally sell a structure that I have built as an
owner-buildet if it has not been constructed in its entirety by
licensed contractors. | understand that a copy of the applicable
law, Section 7044 of the Business and Professions Code, is
available upon request when this application is submitted or at
the following Web site: http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/calaw.html.

Date |-
ﬂm Owner OR Authorized Agent

Only check one item in this sectioi above,

e e

When the OQwner-Builder Declaration is executed, a Notice to
Property Owner shail also be executed by the property
owner. See page J of this application document for the
‘Notice to Property Owner’.

The Notice to Property Owner shail be provided to the
applicant by one of the following methods chosen by the
permitting authority: regular mail, electronic format, or
given directly to the applicant at the time the application for
the permit is made.

Except as otherwise provided the Notice to Property Owner
pursuant to this section shall be completed and signed ONLY
by the property owner and returned prior to issuance of the
permit.

A permit shall not be issued unless the property owner .
complies with this ‘Notice To Property Owner’ section on
page 3 of this application document,



i : NOTICE TO PROPERTY OWNER
Dear Property Owner: w—\ L LC ]

Specified at the following address:

An application for a building permit has been submitted in your name listing yourself as the builder of the property improvements

ST ™ 95124

We are providing you with an Owner-Builder Acknowledgment and Information Verification Form to make you aware of
your responsibilities and possible risk you may incur by having this permit issued in your name as the Owner-Builder.

We will not issue a building permit until you have read, initialed your understanding of each provision, signed, and returned
this form to us at our official address indicated. An agent of the owner cannot execute this notice.

OWNER’S ACKNOWLEDGMENT
AND VERIFICATION OF INFORMATION
An agent of the owner shall not execute this notice.

DIRECTIONS: Read and initiaf each statement below to:
gnify that you understand or verify this information,

1. 1 understand a frequent practice of unlicensed persons is
to have the property owner obtain an “Owner-Builder” building
permit that erroneously implies that the property owner is
providing his or her own labor and material personally. I, as an
Owner-Builder, may be held liable and subject to sericus
financial risk for any injuries sustained by an unlicensed person
and his or her employees while working on my property. My
homeowner’s insurance may not provide coverage for those
injuries. ! am willfully acting as an Owner-Builder and am aware
of the|limits of my insurance coverage for injuries to workers on
my prpperty.

. L understand building permits are not required to be
signed by property owners unless they are responsible for the
construction and are not hiring a licensed Contractor to assume

this yesponsibility.
L,L)J. 1 understand as an “Owner-Builder” [ am the responsible

party of record on the permit. [ understand that I may protect
myself from potential financial risk by hiring a licensed
Contractor and having the permit filed in his or her name instead

4. I understand Contractors are required by law to be
licensed and bonded in California and to list their license
numpers on permits and contracts.

5. I understand if I employ or otherwise engage any persons,
other than California licensed Contractors, and the total value of
my construction is at least five hundred dollars ($500), including
labor and materials, I may be considered an “employer” under
state and federal law.

6. [ understand if | am considered an “employer” under state
and federal law, I must register with the state and federal
government, withhold payroll taxes, provide workers’
compensation disability insurance, and contribute to
unemployment compensation for each “employee.” I also
understand my failure to abide by these laws may subject me to

serio@s financial risk.
. I understand under California Contractors’ State License

Law, an Owner-Builder who builds single-family residential
structures cannot legally build them with the intent to offer them

{cont) subcontractors and the number of structures does not
exceed four within any calendar year, or all of the work is
performed under contract with a licensed general building
Contfactor.

. I understand as an Owner-Builder if [ sell the property for
which this permit is issued, 1 may be held liable for any financial
or personal injuries sustained by any subsequent owner(s) that
result from any latent construction defects in the workmanship or
matgrials.

W9 T understand [ may obtain more information regarding my
obligations as an “employer” from the Internal Revenue Service,
the United States Small Business Administration, the California
Department of Benefit Payments, and the California Division of
Industrial Accidents. I also understand | may contact the
California Contractors’ State License Board (CSLB) at 1-800-
321-CSLB (2752) or www.cslb.ca.gov for more information
aboyt licensed contractors.

10. 1 am aware of and consent to an Owner-Builder building
permit applied for in my name, and understand that | am the
party legally and financially responsible for proposed
construction activity at the following address:

1530 W Se, Oorlos B STOR9 016

11. T agree that, as the party legally and financially
responsible for this proposed construction activity, [ will abide
by all applicable laws and requirements that govern Owner-
Builgers as well as employers.

12. I agree to notify the issuer of this form immediately of
anyadditions, deletions, or changes to any of the information [
have provided on this form. Licensed contractors are regulated
by laws designed to protect the pubtic. If you contract with
someone who does not have a license, the Contractors’ State
License Board may be unable to assist you with any financial
loss you may sustain as a result of a complaint. Your only
remedy against unlicensed Contractors may be in civil court. It is
also important for you to understand that if an unlicensed
Contractor or employee of that individual or firm is injured while
working on your property, you may be held liable for damages. If
you obtain a permit as Qwner-Builder and wish to hire
Contractors, you will be responsible for verifying whether or not
those Contractors are properly licensed and the status of their
workers’ compensation insurance coverage.

Before a building permit can be issued, this form must be
completed and signed by the property owner and returned to the

Wﬁ)r issuing the permit.
Date: H ’ Z;j 201 l

for sale, unless all work is performed by licensed (cont)
S G
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‘Remarks {Check V/)

Type of Appliance No. ‘I

Gas Ranges
Wall Hea’rers_

' New I Rep[avc_e'__l Relocate |

@as_Plé;résm .
Circulating Heaters |

Tas Fired Boilers |

|-
Blower Furnaces | _ _]‘!
l

Warming Ovens i

Percolators

" Griddles

Steam Tables _._ T

Gravity Furnaces |

@én_c_iéd Unit | O
_If_l_c_)or_ Furnace :

A:_J?é@aﬁc Controls | |

Fiue and/or Yent

Hood and/or Duct /T

_Qlo_ﬂjes Dryer o |

‘Permit Fee i |

TOTAL | |
—_— — . - a'y

FEE | /o= |
Inspected and Approved _ By

HOUSE GAS PIPING

Number of Ouilets| | Size of Main |
FEE | |

Tested_and Approved _
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K

Remarks {Check V)

Type of¥ i I BT.U,
Appliance Ngﬂs Input New ‘| Replace| Relocate
Gas Ranges
Wall Heaters
Boilers {Steam)
Boilers {Water)
Blower Furnaces
Suspended Units
Clothes Dryers
Ducts e, ,/ (&@M
FEES
Appliance Fes - “ ol
MiSC. Fluss/VYents Fee -
Flue/Yent Hood/Ducts Fae 7, 00
Hood/Duct / #/ Gas Piping Fee /; 5D
Ceondensate Drain '[ Cond. Drain /00
2/[' Il 4 Permit Fee /0: o0
2 Log Liys ToTAL FEE | 2/, 880
INSPECTION RECORD |

Ducts Underfloor |

\

¢

Ducts Complete

Flues in Wall

[
)
v
—

N\

(=
Flues Complete

Appliances/Mis

[+

No. Gas Lines___,L_ Outlets ?/él/ _.Size /
/

Tested and Approved 3-—-?-—/?’
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INSPECTION

APPLIANCE No. | Fees RECORD
Range Gas Line
B.t.u. No
Wall Heater Outiets
B.t.u. " [Size
Oven ~ Approv
B.t.u. / ‘ By
Blower Furnace - Hood
B.tu / \ Approved
Suspended Uniy @ By
B.t.u. ~ Ducf Under Flaor
Boller / Q)J\ I Y |Approvef
B.t.u. \g‘ By
AC/Heating/ Pkg. -‘)) !;{uct Complete
B.lu I ~ o Apprp(ved
AC Cooll ;g Syskﬁ Li( N By
B.t.u. L. A"/  Fiueinwail
\ \9 / ))(pproved
Fan Coill A / /{By
Evaporafive Cooler */// Fiua Complete
Heat Purﬁp / / Approved
FlueNent\ ¢ By
Chimney \ Chimnay
Hi-Press Duct Approved
L.o-Press Duct By
Hoods Combustlon Air
Indirect Waste Approved
/= Se—ue ity | ({ 15 P8y
Gas Line Extensl Appliance/Final
Permit { 2 ©Fapproved
Total

2228y
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INSPECTION

APPLIANCE No. | Feses RECORD

Range (5(0&-@4* \ S._. Gas Line
B.t.u, No
%w L S - Outlets

B.t.u. ©w Size

Cwen. —.. |Approved

{ | S

B.t.u. By
WB L — Hood
B.t.u.\“b"\ ¥ L g,,,_ ﬁpproved

Suspended Unlt
B.t.u.

9 L

<y 4 _+1 Duct Under Floor

Boiler M@ ? T S Approvsd

B.t.u. By

AC/Heating Pkg. Duct Complete

B.t.u. Approved

AGC Cooling System By

B.t.u. Flue in Wall
Approved

Fan Coil By ot

Evaporative Cooler ‘ Flue Comple;?\

Heat Pump Approved \

FluefVent By )

Chimney Chimney /

Hi-Press Duct Approved /

Lo-Press Duct By ] /

Hoods AL Combyétion Air

Indirect Waste

Approveﬁf

By

Gas Line Extension

_,r‘.‘?f"’" ppliage

Permit

AC -~

e el |

Total

(Zb;-"’"‘

@«j |

|
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FIXTURES NO. | FEE MAIN DRAIN
Water Heaters Size "3 /7 [Material <
Water Closets ToTwyf, |Fee| /o —
Bath Tubs RAIN WATER DRAINAGE
Showers Size Material
Lavatories To Fee |
Kitchen SinksgHNA | 1 | 4 WATER SYSTEM
Dish Washer 1 2 | —Isize | Material l
Waste Disposals ) Water Fixture Fee I |
Wash Trays HOUSE GAS PIPING ‘
Washing Machines- No. Lines Outlets _
Water Treat. Equip. Size |Fee | ’
sinks ¥ T 2 e FEES i
Dental Units Fixture Fees Qép
Drinking Fountains Main Drain Fees ’
Floor Drains @\ /2 |Storm Drain Fees
Hoppers { 18 ~]Water Sys. Fee
Sand Traps Gas Piping Fee [ D =
Urinals Survey
Area Drainsg Permit Fee @y —
Water Leaders TOTAL FEE | jgo — |
Trailer Space INSPECTOR'S REPORT |
Swim Pool Gas Piping
Indirect Wastes { 14— |Approved 4 N\ &K~
Drywell By RO~
Backflow Preventer PdriN
' Approved ")
By 1WW Aom
1 el by Rough
Approved (&’ 2 8L
By Ve (7 Jr\”:)
Finigh
T ows™
By Y !

N8



City of San Jose -

¥

Y

APPLICANT MUST COMPLETE ALL APPLICABLE-ITEMS BELOW

CFFICE OF CHIEF BUILDING OFFICIAL
801 NORTH FIRST STREET, ROOM 200
SANJOSE, CA 95110 . s
(408) 277-4541

Appllcatlon for Permlts

' WHENxTHE PEFIMIT ON THE BACK SIDE IS PROPERLY FILLED ouT AND
SIGNED THIS WILL BE YOUR APPLICATION FOR A PERMIT 2V

Department of City Planning and Building

PRCUE USINESSNAME / _. - ) T
(O Conresi dSon £2

Rick MEGQA
APT/SUITE # - ZIP CCDE .

PR(_JJECT ADDRESS BLDG #

/S DA

wes7 SAL (RAles ST

DESCRIBE SCOPE OF WORK SER/E- /f/‘i‘/f/c’}é' -

OCERKEAN _7e i DER &)

TOTAL VALUATION (INCLUDING LABOR, MATERIALS, ETC.} §

LIST SQFT OF FLOOR AREAS ITEMIZE [TEMS BELOW .
#UNITS  #PARKING

— . OCCUPED. GARAGE OTHER , #BDAMS
APPLICANT MUST ACKNOWLEDGE READING BY SIGNING BELOW, - g . T SPACES
¢ THIS PERMIT WILL EXPIRE IF WORK IS NOT STARTED IN 180 DAYS FROM EXISTING: ! )
THE DATE OF ISSUANCE AND IF SUBSTANTIAL PROGRESS HAS NOT BEEN . _ ; ,
- MADE AND VERIFIED BY AN INSPECTION EVERY 180 DAYS. DONOT NEW: = : _ :
CONCEAL OR COVER ANY CONSTUGTION UNTIL THE WORK IS - -
INSPECTED AND' WRITTEN APPROVAL HAS BEEN DOCUMENTED ON THE NUMBER ELECTRICAL PERMIT ITEMIZATION - NUMBER
- JOB COPY OF THIS PERMIT. THE ISSUANCE OF A PERMIT SHALL NOT RECEPTACLES- 120V TRANSFORMERS/KVA
' CONSTITUTE AN APPROVAL OF ANY VIOLATION OF THE CODES OR SWITCHES . .
FEDERAL, STATE AND CITY LAWS AND ORDINANCES. ANY. PEAMIT. INCAND FIXTURES ] I
| PRESUMING TO GIVE AUTHORITY TO VIOLATIONS OF THE CODES OR o FLUOR FIXTURES . B A E
FEDERAL, STATE AND CITY LAWS AND ORDINANGES WILL BE INVALID. HID FIXTURES TEMPORARY POWER POLE '~ O YES ONO
+ CITY CODES DO NOT EXEMPT YOU FROM COMPLIANCE WITH ANY DEED TRACK LIGHTS-FT . . - [ NEw [ExisT
* RESTRICTIONS OR RESTRICTIONS OF YOUR HOMEOWNERS PR RES. APPLIANCES SERVICE RATING INAMPS | 2 ~[ 2
* ASSOCIATION. THESE RESTRICTIONS MAY LIMIT OR PROHIBIT WHAT You | NON RES APPLIANCES | SERVICE RACEWAY SIZE_ ~ [ * -
: MAY WISH TO DO ON YOUR PROPERTY. ‘ PANELS/CABINETS SERVICE WIRE SIZE
INGROUND POOL/SPAS | TOTAL LOAD IN AMPS
DATE: &~ “7’ 2 &3 siGN: 7 / - PORTABLE/SPA VOLTAGE/PHASE ‘
FOR OFFICE USE ONLY BELOW — ROMEES . - 4 1
SITUS INFORMATION: BARCLAY MAP COORDINATES PG VT____HZ NUMBER | MECHANICAL FERMIT ITEMIZATION -~ | NUMBER
ADDRESSISINCITY ( )YES { JNO ANNEXATION NO BTU
USEZONE________ ( JFLOOD ZONE ({ JGEQ-HAZARD ( )HISTORICAL RANGE HOCDS
TRACT NO LOT NO. APN NO. . WALL HEATER _ ... | FLUENVENT
ENTERPRIZEZONE ( )YES ( INO _OVEN ’ CHIMNEY
{ JEASEMENTS: FRONT . © | BLOWER FURNACE HIGH PRESSURE DUCT *
BACK - SUSPENDED UNIT LOW PRESSURE DUCT
SIDES (NT: / BOILER 5 ENVIRONMENTAI. buct
BUILDING PERMIT CONFIRMED{ ¥ - (Z7INOTREQD| - | ACCOOLING SYSTEM | <. INDIRECT WASTE *
SPECIAL CONDITIONS; HEAT PUMP . FIRE DAMPERS
O J__‘ _‘__.,\ \/ (‘r—- FANCOL |, . [F7 K ot
< v . EVAPORATIVE COOLER i  GASPIPNG .
/II . l f L e ‘/7::;/{ < . A . | NOUNES «| QUTLETS
LD ~ T N ' nl | SWE 9 DISTANCE
Numéen PLUMBING PERMIT ITEMIZATION .| NUMBER
WATER HEATER INDIRECT WASTE N
v - | WATERCLOSET | DRYWELLS - # '
PERMIT FEE CALCULATION VALUATION § T eamiTuss ¢ | BACKFLOW PHEVENTERS
( NeEw { JSFR  { JOUPLEX OCC.GROBP—— s SHOWERS AREA DRAINS”
( JADDITION  { JAPARTMENT - CONSTYIYPE.. JAFES LAVATORIES WATER LEADERS .¢ :
{ JALTERATION { JCONDOMNIUM sToRES KITCHEN SINKS SWIMMING POOLS . */” :
( JREPAIR  ( JTOWNHOMES  ({ JEMERGENCYELECTRC DISH WASHERS 57 ,
( MOVE { JCOMMERCIAL  { JSPECIALINSPECTION WASTE DISPOSALS S - Z
( JDEMOLISH ( JNDUSTRIAL ( FULHC ( JEQFAG { JHARDSHP "WASH TRAYS ,; ~MAINDBAINS .
( JOTHER  (.INST { JEDUC PLANNING # w | WASHINGMACHINES ™ | sizE, ©  ~ | MATERAL
READY TOISSUE: | JBLDG { JMECH ( JPLUMB __ {¢ )ELECT | WATER TREAT.EQUIP_ [ TO . Y
PERSON AUTHORIZING < t- | SINKS [ARE P " BAIN WATER LEADERS
PERMITS ISSUED[ JBUILDING{ +JELECTRICAL{ JMECHANIGAL( FOMBRG ] DENTALUNITS %) [ size -~ .+ {1} MATERIAL
N I DRINKING FOUNTAINS TO . T
APPLICATION DATE: 2L 77 s i FLOOR DRAINS . WATER SYSTEM
: — FLOOR SINKS * SIZE - MATERIAL,
PERMIT oxre-_b / é’ j_j_ PERMIT # I’}éf_ 3 } (;: 7f - = - | GREASE TRAPS - GASJPLPING '
URINALS 2. | NOLINES -.  ° <] OUTLETS
INSPECTION AREA g ISSUANCE PERSON C/’-W,/ - R ' DISTANCE

DN vy,

FORM 200-693 oo

OFFICE COPY s
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Clty of San Jose

w“w»r&fg‘y}

Department of City Planning and Building

APPLICANT MUST COMPLETE.ALL APPLICABLE ITEM3S BELOW

OFFICE OF CHIEF BUILDING OFFICIAL
-801 NORTH FIRST STREET, ROOM 200
SAN JOSE, CA 95110

(408) 277-4541

Appllcatlon for Permits

WHEN THE PERMIT ON THE BACK SIDE i3 PROPERLY FILLED OUT AND
SIGNED THIS WILL BE YOUR APPLICATION FOR A PERMIT

PROJECT BUSINESS NAME /
"PATRICA MEXA /O /oxwoﬂ.l Gon 52&;
PRQUECT ADDRESS BLDG # 7 APT/SUITE# . ZiP CODE
S 28  wEsT SA4 (RBLoS ST
DESCRIBE SCOPE OF WORK -S> & Bivi £~ - /"://?A'/é.é" i
QUERKLEAN : 70 (s rIER é—ﬂwﬁ
TOTAL VALUATION (INCLUDING LABOR, MATERIALS, ETC) 8" :

LIST SQFT OF FLOOR AREAS  [TEMIZE ITEMS BELOW

INSPECTORS COPY

- OCCUPIED GARAGE OTHER  #BDRAMS  #UNITS #PARKING
APPLICANT MUST ACKNOWLEDGE READING BY SIGNING BELOW. SPACES’
THIS PERMIT WILL EXPIRE IF WORK 1S NOT STARTED IN 180 DAYS FROM EXISTING: -
THE DATE OF ISSUANCE AND IF SUBSTANTIAL PROGRESS HAS NOT BEEN ;
MADE AND VERIFIED BY AN INSPECTION EVERY 180 DAYS. DO NOT NEW: . .
CONCEAL OR COVER ANY CONSTUCTION UNTIL THE WORK IS - e 5
INSPECTED AND WRITTEN APPROVAL HAS BEEN DOCUMENTED ON THE NUMBER ELECTR&GR ﬁépﬁd” N 7o ThumeER
* JOB COPY OF THIS PERMIT. THE ISSUANCE OF A PERMIT SHALL NOT RECEPTACLESSQWQ Jorrph ;Wﬁuemvm AT
CONSTITUTE AN APPROVAL OF ANY VIOLATION OF {THE CODES OR SWITCHES i ' - —
FEDERAL, STATE AND CITY LAWS AND ORDINANGES “ANY PERMIT INCAND FIXTURES g
PRESUMING TO GIVE AUTHORITY TO VI(bLATf)N OF THE CODES OR FLUOR FIXTURES , ¥ ‘
FEDERAL, STATE AND CITY LAWS ANDORDINA WILL BE INVALID. HID FIXTURES TEMPORARY POWER POLE O YES O NQ
CITY CODES DO NOT EXEMPT YOU FROM COMPLIANGE WITH ANY DEED TRAGK LIGHTS-FT _ S NEW [EXIST
RESTRICTIONS OR RESTRICTIONS OF YOUR HOMEOWNERS RES. APPLIANCES SERVICE RATING IN AMPS EERS
ASSOCIATION. THESE RESTRICTIONS MAY LIMIT OR PROHIBIT WHAT YOU NON RES APPLIANCES | SERVICE RACEWAY SIZE
MAY WiSH TO DO ON YOUR PROPERTY. PANELS/CABINETS SERVICE WIRE SIZE
' _ INGROUND POOUSPAS | TOTAL LOAD IN AMPS
DATE: 7 2~ & 2 SIGN: o %—m——\ PORTABLE/SPA VOLTAGE/PHASE ., -
FOR OFFICE USE ONLY BELOW MoToRT® P Of METERS Ao 14
SITUS INFORMATION: BARCLAY MAP COORDINATES PG VT . NUMBER MECHANICAL PERMIT ITEMIZATION . NUME'!ER: L
ADDRESSISINCITY [ JYES ( JNO ANNEXATION NO 8TU
USEZONE________ ( JFLOODZONE { )GEO-HAZARD ( JHISTORICAL RANGE HOODS
. TRACT NO LOT NO APN NO WALL HEATER FLUENVENT
ENTERPRIZE ZONE { JYES ( JNO OVEN CHIMNEY o
{ )EASEMENTS: FRONT BLOWER FURNACE HIGH PRESSURE DUCT
. BACK _ SUSPENDED UNIT LOW PRESSURE DUCT
SIDES . iNT: / BOWER ENVIRONMENTAL DUCT
BUILDING PERMIT CONFIRMED{ # (~TNOT REQ'D AC COOLING SYSTEM INDIRECT WASTE oy
SPECIAL CONDITiONS HEAT PUMP FIRE DAMPERS
Moy Y~ FAN GOIL ~
. EVAPORATIVE COOLER GAS PIPING
A rp\f “ L aYe! m/{ NO LINES - OUTLETS -
e B B SIZE . | oISTANGE -
NUMBER PLUMBING PERMIT ITEMIZATION NUMBER
~ WATER HEATER INDIRECT WASTE
WATER CLOSET DRYWELLS
PERMIT FEE CALCULATION VALUATION $ BATH TUBS BACKFLOW PREVENTERS
{ NEW ( )SFR { JDUPLEX OCC.GROUP_____ SHOWERS AREA DRAINS N
( JADDIMION  { JAPARTMENT CONST.TYPE . | JAFES LAVATORIES WATER LEADERS .
{ JALTERATION { JCONDOMNIUM STORES KITCHEN SINKS SWIMMING POOLS
{ IREPAR { )TOMMOMES  ( JEMERGENCYELECTRIC DISH WASHERS 7
{ JMOVE ( JCOMMERCIAL [ )SPECIALINSPECTION- WASTE DISPOSALS
{ JDEMOLISH ( JNDUSTRIAL  “( JFULLHC { JEQFAC ( JHARDSHIP . WASH TRAYS MAIN DRAINS
{ JOTHER ( INST ( JEDUC PLANNNG # WASHING MACHINES | s1zE | MATERIAL
READY TOISSUE:  ( )BLDG { JMECH { JPLUMB  ( JELECT WATER TREAT.EQUIP | TO
PERSON AUTHORIZING SINKS EAIN WATER LEADERS
PERMITS ISSUED:( )BUILDING{ «JELECTRICAL{ JMECHANICAL{ JPLUMBING DENTAL UNITS SIZE ‘ | maTERIAL
- DRINKING FOUNTAINS [ TO
APPLICATION DATE_&/_&I_.Z PC# FLOOR DRAINS WATER SYSTEM
_& /é {} Bg 3 } (‘*7 7 d}-fz/ FLOOR SINKS SIZE | MATERIAL
~ PERMIT DATE: L~ PERMIT # GREASE TRAPS GASPIFING
‘ URINALS NO LINES OUTLETS
INSPECTION AREA g ISSUANCE PERSON C:S?,.-—r - SIZE DISTANCE
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pplication, C)C) ?O(B 3 '2 q k_f

L

92,09

[0 GRAVEL SURFACE. {0 SMOOTH SURFACE.

¥

Contractor's License is hareby clalmed by

T IR LN RS Sy

statement filsg O

#

properly authorizes this a

censea

O

Applicant attests that his State of Callfornia Contractors License #

Is in full force and effect and

Examption from requirement for State of California for
as ownar

San Jose City Businsss Li

appllcant:

BUILT UP ROOF COVERING

ALL APPLICABLE INFORMATION MUST BE COMPLETED
BEFORE A PERMIT MAY BE ISSUED
él/r(fz EXISTING ROGF COVER IS TO REMA(N.
THE EXISTING ROOF COVER IS TO BE REMOVED.
TOTAL NO. OF EXISTING ROOF COVERS IS

NEW ROOF COVER SPECIFICATIONS:
. FOLLOW THE MANUFACTURER'S INSTRUGTIONS.
. REPLACE ALL DAMAGED SHEATHING. .
. REPLACE ALL RUSTY METAL OR VENTS. } o
. RAISE ALL JACKS, FLASHINGS AND EQUIPMENT,
. PRIME METAL AND MASONRY.
. ALL ANGLES TO BE ASBESTOS FINISH.
MANUFACTURER
SPEC. NO. U.L CLASS
ROOF SLOPE___ /N 12" TOTAL SQUARESZ L&
RIGID INSULATION .
BASE SHEET__ZQ (8. " ({rev < {ASD  pius
PLESOF / 8 18 _(rher o 4SS
USING ____LB. MOPPINGS PER PLY
FLOOD COATAZXABS. GLAZE COAT BS.
GRAVEL__ 220 185
CAP SHEET. 18

CALL FOR PROGRESS INSPECTION & FINAL INSPECTION

250614
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l THE FOLLOWING FOQRM IS MANDATED BY SECTION 19831
' ' Ck THE HEALTH AND SAFEZTY CODE QF THE STATE OF
‘ CALIFORNIA.

| ATTENTION PROPERTY OWNER OF:

An “owner-builder” building permit has been applied for in your name and bearing
your signature,

Please complete and return this information at your earliest opportunity to avoid
unnecessary delay in processing and issuing your building permit. No building
permit will be issued until this verification is received.

1. I personaily plan to provide the major labor and
materials for construction of the proposed property
improvement [yes () no () 1. .

2. 1 Chave { ) have not { ) ] signed an application for a buildi¥®g
permit for the proposed work.

3. 1 have contracted with the following person (firm} to provide
the proposed construction:.

Name
Address City
Phone Contractor's License No.

1. I plan to provide portions of the work, but I have hired thé |
following person to coordinate, supervise, and. provide the
major work,

Name
Address City

l Phone .  Contractor's License No.

5. D will provide some of the work but I have contracted (hired)
the following persons to provide the work indicated:

Name Address Phone Type of Work

Signed:

Pate:

]
‘ Print Name:

3448V - 280-600d ay




City Of Sau Jose Btiiidin’g’l’gnﬁit

et PO QS

| Issuanoc Datr__é/__i'i@ Issued By AY

g%ﬁﬂ I oll ot apply)

PROEd@DUSS: {55& UJ . 624’\ (ﬁ?rgfmd
assessorparcrLy 2N 113~ 03-0

Y

CITY: San Josc/Santa Clara County

MATLING ADDRESS,

CITYISTATE/ZIP.

PHONE #: (__)
E-MAIL ADDRESS:

FAX K. )

TENANT COMPANY NAME:

OWNERS NAME:

PHONE #:(_ )

FAXE ()

APPLICANTS NAML: C s Fo A A Wknﬁ'@wcﬂmw,e

O ARCHITECT O ENGINEER
LICENSEREGISTRATION &,
NAME: — -
COMPANY NAML: ] -
MAILING ADDRESS:
CITY/STATE/ZDR:
PHONE #:(__)
E-MAL ADDRESS:

FAX & ()

{furisdictions may require written approval from the owner)
PROJECT CONTACT PERSON: Kogar ¥losge
ADDRESS: 32 £AsCuo Do San oz , A 981y

e r 106798 e CLASSES: CONTRACIOR
company NAME: (BcForma Wit Gonsstaann Co
ADDRESS: 32 Aadcss Da

CITYSTATEZP: QA Joss CA 5L
Licreaad Contractons Declaration: 1 affiem snder penalty of perjury that § am Eocnsod wader provisions of Chapter 9 (comme b
§ of the Business and Professions Code, gy_ﬁme'snﬁ[[ﬁ:{caﬂeﬁbd. Date: Contractor Signature: “H AN

0= ! S0g- gwmmmygmﬁulmmptm&mmwaumﬁm%lsﬁﬁa
Profersions Code: or gouaty which pequires & %0 ogestrct, titer, improve, demolich, o Tepek structore, paod fssuance, s
-mﬁmmmu«ﬁwmb&mdua&mm@ggsmgmﬁm

PHONE #. (F95 221-555 1 Fax#: ((2p2127-5559
E-MAIL AppRESs: K RIEGRG @ Aoe Lot
pronE & (90 227-555 7

Fax#dg 227 -5599

E-MAIL ADDRESS:
BUSINESS LIC#:

=

{98154 Y

spplicant foc the permit
m&m&d&m%m%m&;hsﬁﬁmdMWh&Mm
applicat foc 2 parmit subjects to 2 civil penaity of not moce undeed doflaxs ($500): -
Bn{umdw.orm with wages'ss theix sole Soa, will do the work, snd the structare is aot intended o offered for sele (Sec. 704
Business and Professions Code: The Contractor License Law does not zpply 10 sa owner of who builds oc knproves thareoa, and who doct such wock
Timseif or bersetf or through ks o her own employees, provided that the are Bot inkcndad or offersd fox sale. I, bowever, the building o
is sold withia onc year of completion, owner-builder will ave: the burden of proving that he oc she did act build or improve for the of sl
a Lsmdm.mmﬁ@mﬁﬁﬁm&mnm& joct (Soc. 2044, Business and Professions Code: The
Liccnse Law quwmmmdmm&ﬂ&«wMmudnhmmhﬁcmwiﬁam(s)wmmdx
Contractors Licenss Law),
O Ismexempt under Soc. B & PC. foc this teason -

Dazwc:

Owaer Sigmature:

Wait ere” Compensation Deglammion s T herchy affimmunder ponelny of perjury ane of #ic foliowiag declzrations:

T3 T howe 20d wolt normios 5 certilcets of contert 1o self mevre {7 wesbein! compenserion, 2 priwided for By Seetien 3767 o du Labert Code. fir Gt perlvrmsres ™
[ SRUTHE RN o

Lk i ansund,
Vi 27 LOs T COMITUTRALION S aia £, A egiited

ried RIv wathon T ConMORAnGE NG vy CARRE B poly sumb me

Pwiila B S tion 3R od el Lot Codo fos e profosrione o ite wesd B wlhild

- 'y 2T et H PRI N 3 TN F T
w S LoonnSagnd g aaitd Tond rocyrg 313 G0 7N

£ Wb rovs sne e L e o 1 Pl s oo hute el ot (Riivg e ke wl
[ daea. P pes ool e wot forwinlbh g (LN CRCE LA

L K vt o ivr e e Y ~ [

ez oy ol L alitoiris, 208 arree Giat 18 1 shoid lodemne el 1 16 e wathery COmypeaanion pron st of dectun 3N e Lo Cod 3 ahek

fordim i comply wil: doose provasians. er . - - _ I
i - - e L0

Date: Applicant Sipnature: - - , . . T
WARNING: Fzilux w0 sccime workers® compensation coverzge 15 unlawhd, and shall subject 20 employer 1o cnmimal penalucs and civil fines up t6 onc bundred thoes:
dollars (3100,009). in 2ddition to the cost of compensation, damages 25 provided for m Section 3706 of the Labor Code, interest, and ooy thi

Consmurtion Lendine Arency Declaration: § hachy affum under penally of perfury that there is 2 constnsction fending sgency for the performance of the work. for wii
this parmut 15 wsued (Sec. 3697, Cav. C.). ’

R R T A8 DRV I

£ it onplany atiy it I Bods T o

Lender's Name Lenda's Addeess:

,; [

- - —r—— - —— ———e — T § R
1Cerfy Ut Ehine read this apphicarion 2nd stte that the above mfonnaton & corea_ § zpzee 1o comply with 2ll City and coumny 012108 23 3 Law s eclatng
by comTucton 2né ey natianze reprosematives of tha county o cntes ppoe the 2bave .menianed properey g an g ST perposes,

- IR L
Sorrtane of Ayt Ao _(/(’ 3 r'T__[ !_<"“:-'( BT Co e - e
: AR s
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" FTCOMMERCIAL ULTRA-LOW FLUSH TOILET RETROFIT PROGRAM

PARTICIPANTS

v iy rrdiretl rv e racr o
Hugarcke | DN S S

Please print in black ink for each propesty,
Fill out all boxes except shaded boxes. - o

1 PARTICIPANT AND WORKSITE INFORMATION
Business Name:_ WINKEY  Woobils Honae Owner Name: SN NgUYEN

N

Bus. Address: _\D Dy . SAN A0 Sk Unit: City: __ > .

Zip Code: A5\ 2 . Bus. Phone #: ( L{:O&) W Bus. Hours: 1€ - 4}
222 ZEDH

Total # Toilets on Site: o, Total # Toilets to be Changed:

Type of Bus: @Réétaurant I:l Food Store I:IGas Stn Ij Retail/Wholesale

2 | RELEASE AND WAIVER . (8006

I, . CERTIFY THAT I am the owner/legal representative of the property at
( PRINT NAME of owner or legal representative)  the above listed worksite and that all given statements are true and

correct to the best of my knowledge. I have read and understand both pages of this RELEASE AND WAIVER,
and agree to all terms and conditions listed on the back page of this agreement. I further agree that I will be
responsible for any work beyond a sta - toilet retrofit.

| A\, tio yoe-£2 —0T—
SI?QKTUR%H own@ or lﬁga] representative (“ Date N

3 | PRE-INSTALLATION INSPECTION

Appmt Date: Yjoa Time: €] — 1032 With: S\ADSY Tel: 2942 - BE=2R
Non-ULFT: IEY&S N D No Q . Water Pressure: E} Yes |:[ No @

Type of Toilet: E Gravity ]:I Pressure ) ‘:]Flushorﬁc-tcr Floor l:] Flushomcte:r Wa;lli_ |
Rough-In: /EIZ" ' I—__IIO" o Shai;e: ” EADA - :I Elornig D Round
Permit: ___ - [XI standard mstatiation L1 Need Adde1 Work

History of Frequent Flushing Problem & Other Notes:
The re?S W/Q&M #//59776 s Sl 7}/9'4’ ,ZC

2l see hweT —,;,757,9///é o [ PrSSep fAsS e ﬁ L

a oM - - s . . . P

Permit Fee Authorization (For City of San Jose Use ONLY) - o L
As an awhorized oflicial of the City of San Jose Planning, Building and Code Enforcement Dept., I designate the amount of 3 72 T tobecharged Tor it
permit fees lor this applicant of City San Jose Environmentai Service Pept. & Sama Clara Valiey Water District’s Coinmercia Ulu'u7w Flush Toilet Ratrolit Progrun, |

iE @"-w;'k;,/k—&//gal\

+ Authurized Signature Thtle ' . Date . . R

e : P . . AR -, LTz

Data Entry By: (/V’/\' Data: Q’;L{ ’Ojl




= Permit Record

PLUMBING
Permit #: 2002-045036-CI
Project Location: 1536 W SAN CARLOS ST

IPermit Date: 6/5/02 IFolder: CI-Restaurant-Sub-Trades Only |Inspection Area: II 2
Permit Approvals . . L
Granted: \Plumbing (Complete) - Complete Associated Permits:
IDescription: R/R TOILET(S) AT SAME LOCATION(S)
PEOPLE:
. CALIF WATER CALIF WATER Permit
Applicant: CONSERVATION CO Contractor: CONSERVATION CO Tech: Anthony Thornberry
Owner: |HERSCH BERT C TRUSTEE  |Tenant:

Conditions: | Water Efficiency Program

PROCESSES:

Process Scheduled Date  |Assigned Comment Status
Application Received 6/4/02 Permit Specialist Closed
Issuance Review 6/4/02 Permit Specialist Closed
Plumbing Final

Status Change 6/4/02 Anthony Thornberry Intake/Technical Review Closed
Status Change 6/4/02 [ Anthony Thornberry Technical Review/Ready to Issue |Closed
Status Change 6/5/02 Thao Do Ready to Issue/Under Inspection |Closed
FIXTURES:

Fixture Size Unit Quantity Remarks

Fixture, Single Replacement Each 1
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1915 Sanborn Map, Vol. 2 Sheet 196.



1930 Sanborn Map, Vol. 2 Sheet 196.



1932 Sanborn Map, Vol. 2 Sheet 196.



1934 Sanborn Map, Vol. 2 Sheet 196.
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1950 Sanborn Map, Vol. 2 Sheet 196.



1955 Sanborn Map, Vol. 2 Sheet 196.



1957 Sanborn Map, Vol. 2 Sheet 196.



1958 Sanborn Map, Vol. 2 Sheet 196.



1962 Sanborn Map, Vol. 2 Sheet 196.



1966 Sanborn Map, Vol. 2 Sheet 196.



State of California @ The Resources Agency Primary #

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI #
PRIMARY RECORD Trinomial
NRHP Status Code
Other Listings
Review Code Reviewer Date
Page 1 of 17 *Resource Name or #: (Assigned by recorder) 1530 West San Carlos Street

P1. Other Identifier:

*P2, Location: [1 Not for Publication v Unrestricted
*a, County Santa Clara and (P2c, P2e, and P2b or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)
*b. USGS 7.5' Quad Date T ;R _; Oof OofSec ; B.M.
c. Address 1530 West San Carlos Street City San Jose Zip 95126
d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear resources) Zone mE/ mN

e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, decimal degrees, etc., as appropriate)

*P3a. Description: (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and
boundaries)

Eight buildings, seven of which are identical are located behind a fence at 1530 W. San Carlos Street. The seven
identical bungalow structures are divided in two groups facing an interior drive — three bungalows sit east of the
central drive while four sit to the west. At the northeast corner of this grouping of structures is a larger craftsman style
bungalow that features a front porch on the north facade.

Small Bungalows: Seven of the eight rear residential units are identical. The only visible exterior modification to any
of the structures is Unit #7, which does not retain the original wood-sash windows like the other seven units, but
features vinyl-sash windows. For brevity, one of the seven units has been described below. The description applies to
all seven bungalows. (See Continuation Sheet.)

*P3b. Resource Attributes: (List

. . - . attributes and codes)

P5a. Photograph or Drawing (Photograph required for buildings, structures, and objects.) *P4. Resources Present: v Building

[1 Structure [ Object [1 Site [ District

[0 Element of District O Other

(Isolates, etc.)

P5b. Description of Photo: (view,

date, accession #)

Looking SE at bungalow units 4-7,

TreanorHL, 2019.

*P6. Date Constructed/Age and

Source:v' Historic 01 Prehistoric
[1Both

1925 & ca. 1932, Santa Clara

Assessor’s Office and Sanborn maps

*P7. Owner and Address:

*P8. Recorded by: (Name, affiliation,
and address)

TreanorHL

460 Bush Street San Francisco, CA
*P9. Date Recorded: April 19, 2019
*P10. Survey Type: (Describe)
Intensive survey

*P11. Report Citation: (Cite survey report and other sources, or enter "none.")

TreanorHL, 1530-1536 West San Carlos Street, Sn Jose, CA, Historic Resources Evaluation — Draft, April 19, 2019; Updated July
29, 2019.

*Attachments: TNONE [ILocation Map v'Continuation Sheet  v'Building, Structure, and Object Record
CArchaeological Record  [District Record [ILinear Feature Record [Milling Station Record  [JRock Art Record
UlArtifact Record  [IPhotograph Record [1Other (List):

DPR 523A (9/2013) *Required information



State of California @ The Resources Agency Primary #
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI#

BUILDING, STRUCTURE, AND OBJECT RECORD

*Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder) 1530 West San Carlos Street *NRHP Status Code
Page 2 of 17

B1. Historic Name:

B2. Common Name:

B3. Original Use: _Residential B4. PresentUse: _Residential

*B5. Architectural Style: _Craftsman and Spanish Revival

*B6. Construction History: (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations)

The larger Craftsman style dwelling was constructed in 1925 near West San Carlos Street, and moved towards south
to its current location by 1955. The bungalow court (seven detached units and three garages) was constructed in 1932.

*B7. Moved? v No [Yes [lUnknown Date: Original Location:
*B8. Related Features:

B9a. Architect: b. Builder:
*B10. Significance: Theme Area
Period of Significance. Property Type Applicable Criteria

(Discuss importance in terms of historical or architectural context as defined by theme, period, and geographic scope. Also address integrity.)

Site History
The earliest Sanborn map from 1915 shows a single dwelling and water tank on the property which is identified by its

first address of 1380 Stevens Creek Road. Fifteen years later the water tank had been demolished and a new single-
family dwelling replaced it. Also, two new accessory structures are visible on the Sanborn map, presumably one for
each of the dwellings on the site. The addresses of the buildings on the site are 1378 and 1380 W. San Carlos Street.
This indicates the lot has be subdivided. Two years later, in 1932, the Sanborn map shows that seven detached units
and three garage structures were constructed on the southern end of the subject property. The buildings were arranged
around a central court in a “U”. The addresses of the new units are associated with the 1378 address. The two single-
family dwellings remain on the site fronting W. San Carlos Street while the accessory structures have been
demolished. The 1934 Sanborn map indicates the western (and first) single-family house on the site has been
demolished. Left on the site are the single-family house at 1378 W. San Carlos Street with its seven bungalow units
and three garage structures. (See Continuation Sheet.)

B11. Additional Resource Attributes: (List attributes and codes)
(Sketch Map with north arrow required.)

*B12. References: )
See Continuation Sheets. g
WEES:
i
()

B13. Remarks:

*B14. Evaluator: _TreanorHL
*Date of Evaluation: _ July 29, 2019

i 1 N2y
s Crre e

A/ PIEIIM

(This space reserved for official comments.)
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DPR 523B (9/2013) *Required information



State of California @ Natural Resources Agency Primary#
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI #

Trinomial
CONTINUATION SHEET

Property Name: _1530 West San Carlos Street

Page 3 of 17

*P3a. Description, Continued:

The one-story, residential bungalow with Spanish Revival detailing is rectangular in plan and features a
full-height basement. The wood-frame building has stucco cladding and a moderately-pitched, asphalt
shingle-clad, hipped roof with a modest eave overhang. The stucco cladding has a California finish. The
primary window type is wood-sash, one-over-one, single-hung with an ogee detail. An entry porch
accessed by concrete steps is off a side facade and features a full-height decorative arched opening. A
similar window-sized opening is present at the porch. The entry porch is within the rectangular footprint
of the building. The front fagade features a window-sized decorative arched opening at the porch and a
grouping of three windows — a fixed window is flanked on each side by a single-hung window. The upper
sash of the single-hung window has four lites. Two single-hung windows, two louvered vents and the
full-height decorative arched opening leading to the covered porch are visible on the north fagade. Three
single-hung windows are present on the south facade. A single door and two single-hung windows are
visible on the rear facade. At the eaves, wood rafter tails are exposed. A bulkhead, on the rear of the
building, with a single wood door provides access to the concrete steps that lead to the full-height
basement. The basement features concrete floors and walls.

Larger Craftsman Bungalow

This one-story, Craftsman bungalow house is irregular in plan. The wood-frame building has stucco
cladding and an asphalt shingle-clad, hipped roof with deep eave overhangs. The primary window type is
a mix of wood-sash, one-over-one, double-hung with ogee detailing and wood-sash casement. Several
large wood-sash fixed windows are present around the building. A partial-width entry porch with massive
stucco-clad decorative columns shelters the main entrance, which consists of a wood door with a multi-
lite glazed panel. Notable features include the enclosed wide eave overhangs, a horizontal stucco-clad
band just below the eave line that encircles the building and two chimneys. The chimneys feature simple
geometric details near the top. Vents at the foundation are covered with wood grilles.

The northern end of the west fagade is the main entrance to the house. Just south of the entry porch is an
exterior stucco-clad chimney which is flanked by a pair of casement windows. A recessed, partially
covered porch has a single wood door with a multi-lite panel and sidelights. Concrete steps lead up to the
porch area. The wood sidelights have a similar glazing configuration and size to the door they flank. At
the southern end of this side of the building is a grouping of three identical double-hung windows. A pair
of double-hung windows is also present on portion of this facade that is set back at the southern end.

The north facade (street facing) of the house features two groupings of the windows. Each group of
windows includes a large fixed window flanked on each side by a multi-lite casement window. These
groupings of three windows are separated by wood pilasters. The covered entry porch on the west side of
this facade features large stucco-clad decorative columns. The upper octagonal portion of the columns
features a floral motif. The base of the columns is square and lacks detailing except for a simple
projecting band at the top. Non-original metal railings adorn each side of the concrete entry steps and a
wooden ramp has been added for accessibility.

The southern fagade features three pairs of wood-sash double-hung windows, a single double-hung

window and a contemporary paneled door. An interior stucco-clad chimney is visible at approximately
the center of this facade.

DPR 523L (Rev. 1/1995)(Word 9/2013)




State of California @ Natural Resources Agency Primary#
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI #

Trinomial
CONTINUATION SHEET

Property Name: _1530 West San Carlos Street

Page 4 of 17

*P3a. Description, Continued:

Vegetation covers most of the east facade. However, several pairs of double-hung windows are visible
along the length of this side of the building.

Garages

Three single-story, stucco-clad garage structures occupy the southern end of the site. Two three-car
garage structures flank a four-car structure. The side buildings are angled in relation to the larger garage
and feature wood side-hinge doors at each single-car opening. Shaped parapets adorn the front of the
structures and are emphasized by a slightly projecting band at the top. The larger four-car garage no
longer retains the doors at any of the single-car openings. A sandstone cartouche is located at the center of
the larger building at the shaped parapet. Wood gates topped by a red clay tile header span opening
between the larger garage building and the two smaller structures. Behind the gates are garden areas. The
garage structures are all wood-frame and feature shed roofs behind the parapets.

*B10. Significance, Continued:

In 1955 the Sanborn map shows a retail store fronting W. San Carlos Street. Its address is 1536. While a
single-family dwelling no longer fronts the street, one is still found on site. It appears that the home that
once sat near the street at 1378 W. San Carlos Street has been moved back towards the bungalow court at
the southern half of the property. The footprint of the single-family dwelling does not change between the
1934 and 1950 Sanborn maps, just the location of the building on the site. The address of the house and
bungalow court is now 1530 W. San Carlos Street. It is not until 1966 when the next change to the site is
identified on the Sanborn map. This map shows that the footprint of the retail store fronting W. San
Carlos Street has changed. It is unclear if the building is new or if it was altered. The only permit
associated with this time period notes an addition to the retail building in 1962. Since the 1960s the
project site has remained much the same with no noticeable expansions to the buildings.

Permits: As indicated by the Sanborn maps and Assessor’s information the single-family dwelling was
likely constructed in 1925. Sanborn maps indicate the bungalow court was constructed in 1932.1 Only
one permit was located for any structure associated with the 1530 W. San Carlos Street address and it
dates from 2011. The permit is to repair two damaged floor joists in the living room and replace the water
heater. The repairs occurred in Unit #4.2

Neighborhood Context

In the early nineteenth century the project site was originally part of lands belonging to the Mission Santa
Clara. By 1844, after the secularization of the Mission in the previous decade, the Rancho de los Coches
was established on approximately 2,219-acres. The portion of the former Rancho de los Coches that the
project site occupies was surrounded by large parcels of agricultural land for many decades. The
agricultural land had a diverse use from raising stock to growing fruits, vegetables and grains. In 1903
access to surrounding communities was provided by the establishment of the San Jose & Los Gatos
Interurban Railroad. This new rail line ran along Stevens Creek Boulevard (formerly Stevens Creek Road
and present-day West San Carlos Street) and connected the Burbank neighborhood to downtown San Jose
and neighboring Los Gatos. Soon after the establishment of the rail line a new school was constructed —
the Luther Burbank School (1906) — to accommodate the growing population in the area. Additional
suburban neighborhoods were established along the rail line as there was now an easy and convenient
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*B10. Significance, Continued:

way to get to the downtown commercial core of the city. The typical ride to downtown from one of the
newly established subdivisions in the Burbank neighborhood set riders back five cents and took
approximately ten minutes. By 1927 a section of Stevens Creek Road was renamed West San Carlos
Street. However, by the 1930s the automobile was growing in prominence and the railway ceased to
operate. With the growing reliance on the automobile and the development of the suburbs, downtown
businesses began to move out of the city center to the suburbs. One main destination of these businesses
was West San Carlos Street/Stevens Creek Boulevard, as the street had become a main thoroughfare.
Soon the area including the subject property became a commercial center on the west side of the City.3

“Two early subdivisions [Maypark Half Acres and Zuyer’s Subdivisions] are located on the south
side of West San Carlos Street [...]. While originally developed for residential use, the parcels that
front West San Carlos Street are presently contemporary commercial structures, built about mid-
twentieth century or later. Both [subdivisions] were originally intended to be large lot subdivisions in
a suburban setting. However, the area did not develop as intended; almost all of the residential lots
that exist today within these subdivisions were the result of lot splits of these half-acre parcels. The
lots facing San Carlos were originally intended to be residential, and many were developed early in
the century with the fronts of the houses facing what was then Stevens Creek Road. Only a few
houses remain along the strip, these houses now converted to commercial use. Others were relocated
or demolished to accommodate new commercial development that occurred mainly after World War
.4

The area around the subject property had been subdivided into residential lots from agricultural tracts by
the late 1920s and into the 1930s. Between the wars the population grew, as did commuters’ reliance on
the automobile. The completion of the Bayshore Highway in the late 1930s connected San Jose to San
Francisco and spurred additional suburban development. The highway also reinforced the growing
dominance of the automobile as the preferred method of transportation in the region for day to day
commuting. By the 1940s with population in the suburbs growing, many public utility services were
provided to the Burbank neighborhood. The Burbank Sanitary District was established, and other
improvements were made in the neighborhood — streetlights installed, curbs and gutters constructed, and
eventually a sewer system.®

Today, the Burbank neighborhood is an ethnically and culturally diverse area of the City. It features a mix
of commercial and residential areas. The commercial areas line W. San Carlos Street while the residential
areas are located off the commercial streets. Older retailers generally dominate the commercial core in the
neighborhood. Many temporary businesses and auto related retailers now operate on W. San Carlos
Street. The residential areas exhibit a mix of architectural styles — Craftsman, Tudor, Colonial Revival,
Spanish Revival, Contemporary and Mid Century Modern.®

Context for Roadside Architecture

Dominated by the fruit industry, San Jose was the financial and business center of a vast agricultural area
in the 1920s. The orchards and the associated industry and infrastructure in the Santa Clara Valley were
the leading sources of employment in San Jose until the early 1950s.” Soon after World War 11, the
business community launched an active campaign to attract new non-agricultural related industries, i.e.
electronic and defense, to the area. Attracted by the increasing job market, the population of the valley
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*B10. Significance, Continued:

experienced phenomenal growth after 1950. Rural roads were widened into freeways, and expressways
and boulevards were lined with restaurants and automobile salesrooms.® Under the guidance of San Jose
City Manager Anthony P. Hamann, also known as “Dutch,” the City grew from 17 square miles to 136
square miles in twenty years. Hamann envisioned “a new metropolis” and annexed as much of the
surrounding suburban landscape as possible. Pro-business policies of the time supported commercial and
industrial growth.°

Commercial buildings dating before 1945, the period of industrialization and suburbanization, are
found on the arterial roads constructed before World War I, primarily along Santa Clara, San Carlos,
First, Fourth, and Thirteenth streets. However, individual examples remain scattered on lesser streets,
or those streets that lost their traffic volume when construction of the integrated system of arterials,
county expressways and freeways occurred in the 1950s and 1960s. Where the arterials and county
expressways opened the door for the intense suburbanization of San José after World War Il,
commercial buildings in Modernist styles abound.°

San Jose transformed during the aggressive annexation program in the mid-20th century which brought
additional parkways, highway improvements, and street widenings or extensions—which was followed
by continued development of roadside architecture.!* Examples of buildings designed specifically for the
automobile exists in pockets along major thoroughfares throughout the city.?

The population boom and sprawling suburbs that developed between 1950 and 1970 resulted in an
array of commercial buildings constructed along a seemingly infinite number of arterial streets and
expressways throughout San José. [...] These buildings were generally designed for the instrument of
suburban expansion—the automobile—and include a variety of function types: general commercial
buildings, shopping centers, drive-in restaurants, automobile sales and repair facilities, service
stations, drive-in banks, and theaters.?

Specifically, during this period, the blocks along W. San Carlos Street transformed from predominately
residential to a main commercial corridor lined with businesses and modern strip malls. The new
commercial buildings were often setback from the street with paved parking areas between the street and
the structures. Between Highway 880 and Sunol Street the 1950 Sanborn map shows an emerging
concentration of auto related businesses along W. San Carlos Street. Almost 40 years later, 26 car
dealerships and 17 car service or repair facilities were located in the area.'*

Bungalow Courts Context

The bungalow court became prevalent in California starting in the 1910s until the 1940s. While bungalow
courts began in Southern California, by the 1920s courts were common across the suburban landscape of
the state. The early courts in Southern California were loosely related to the regions shanty towns which
housed immigrants who came to the area for seasonal work. Shanty towns were mostly dilapidated
groupings of cottages. However, bungalow courts were thoughtfully designed sites and buildings, unlike
the hastily developed shanty towns. With the advent of the automobile roadside motor courts were
developed and are closely related to bungalow courts. The motor courts were convenient overnight
stopping points for automobile travelers on long journeys. Bungalow courts began to fall out of style in
the 1930s when Garden style apartments became popular.®®

DPR 523L (Rev. 1/1995)(Word 9/2013)




State of California @ Natural Resources Agency Primary#
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI #

Trinomial
CONTINUATION SHEET

Property Name: _1530 West San Carlos Street

Page 7 of 17

*B10. Significance, Continued:

This style of multifamily housing featured individual or attached dwelling units around a courtyard. The
small bungalows surrounding a court were designed in various architectural styles, but most were in
craftsmen or eclectic styles. Mission Revival style courts dominated the landscape prior to World War I1.
While after the war other styles were more widely used — Spanish Colonial, Tudor, Norman, Art Deco
and Moderne. Bungalow courts were not just limited to California, Arizona and Florida also had
bungalow courts develop in their suburban areas.'® Generally, in California, the bungalow court was “a
group of three or more detached, essentially identical one-story single-family dwellings, with building
utilities and services usually under common ownership.”’ Many of the units in bungalow courts featured
porches rather than entry halls, while the dining and living rooms were generally combined spaces. Most
units boasted modern kitchens and with efficient design were lighter and brighter than older homes. 2
Contractors usually built bungalow courts without the help of an architect. The simple wood frame
structures were similar within each court and allowed builders to replicate the same details in each unit.®

While bungalow courts were multifamily housing, they offered alternatives to living in traditional
apartments and tenements. Courts were generally considered more respectable than apartments and
tenements for single women. Ladies Home Journal from 1913 noted that bungalow courts were the ideal
living situation for the single working lady.?’ Bungalow courts offered a sense of community, especially
to the newly arrived immigrant. Socialization with neighbors was easy in the center courts. The layouts of
the bungalow courts varied, as did the architectural style.?! “By grouping the cottages around the
perimeter of a court, the central space rather than the isolated house became the dominant figure in the
compositions. The regular arrangement also made the most efficient use of the available land, allowing
many people to live comfortably on a parcel intended for a single family.”??

The most common site arraignment was the “U” shape site layout with a landscaped center communal
space. While other site arrangements included a single bar layout with all the units aligned featuring side
yards. A variation on this included the double bar which had two rows of units with landscaping
between.?®

Bungalow Courts Within San Jose

Like the rest of the Country, during the late 1920s and the Depression, San Jose struggled with meeting
the housing needs of the growing population. Alternatives to a single-family home or an apartment
building was the bungalow court. Built around a central communal area, the small individual housing
units were generally rented rather than owned. Within the Burbank neighborhood several bungalow courts
were constructed and still exist today — 24-26 Brooklyn Avenue (1927), 2015-2019 Olive Avenue
(c1930), 12 Boston Avenue (1932) and 1530 W. San Carlos (c1932). Of the extant bungalow courts
within the Burbank neighborhood they all exhibit Mission Revival architectural details to varying
degrees.?* In San Jose, a quick study of the City of San Jose Historic Resources Inventory and select
Sanborn Maps identified several other bungalow courts — 365 S. 4™ Street, 560 S. 7" Street and 859 Villa
Ave.
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*B10. Significance, Continued:

{ Y iy ; ;
Aerial view of 12 Boston Avenue, left, and street view, right. (Google Maps, 2019 retrieved on April 8, 2019). The property is
also referred to as Bern’s Court. It is listed in the City of San Jose Historic Resources Inventory as an Identified Site/Structure

(IS) and it is listed as a resource in the County of Santa Clara’s Heritage Inventory.?®

Mg

-

is also known as the Brookly Avenue Bungalow Court. It is listed in the City of San Jose Historic Resources Inventory as an
Identified Site/Structure (IS) and it is listed as a resource in the County of Santa Clara’s Heritage Inventory.?®

5> -
P ; -

Aerial view of 365 S. 4™ Street, left, and street view, right. (Google Maps, 2019 retrieved on AiI 8, 2019). The property is listed
in the City of San Jose Historic Resources Inventory as an Identified Site/Structure (1S).?’
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*B10. Significance, Continued:
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Aerial view of 560 S. 7t Street, left, and street view, right. (Google Maps, 2019 retrieved on April 8, 2019). The property is also
known as the Corte Del Flores Apartments and is listed in the City of San Jose Historic Resources as Eligible for National
Register (ENR), Eligible for California Register (ECR), City Landmark District (CLD), Candidate City Landmark (CCL), and
Contributing Site/Structure (CS).?®

" . . © A - — S e it s ¥ g S
859 Villa Avenue, left, and street view, right. (Google Maps, 2019 retrieved on April 8, 2019). The property is
listed in the City of San Jose Historic Resources Inventory as an Identified Site/Structure (1S).?°

o,

R
Aerial view of

LI

Aerial view of 2015-2019 Olive Avenue, left, and stree view,rgﬁt. (Google Mps, 19 retrieved on April 8, 2019). The
property is identified in the Burbank Historic Homes Survey for its architecture and being a intact bungalow court within the
neighborhood.*°
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*B10. Significance, Continued:

Architectural Styles

Spanish Revival Architectural Style

Strongly related to the Mission Revival style, Spanish style architecture can be seen throughout
California, Arizona, Texas and in some areas of Florida. Sometimes the style, which began in California
in the 1890s, is referred to as Spanish Eclectic and replicates early Spanish architectural building styles of
California. The Spanish Revival style was popular from 1915 to 1940. Characteristics of the style are low-
pitched red tile roofs, eaves with little to no overhang, stucco wall surfaces, decorative door surrounds,
casement windows and stucco or tile vents. Other details include ornamental metal sconces, patterned tile,
balconies, towers, arcades and arched windows.3!

Craftsman Architectural Style

Popular from 1905 to 1930 the Craftsman style house was born from the Arts and Crafts movement.
Adding to the dominance of the style was the fact that Craftsman style house kits were easily purchased
by catalog for reasonable prices and shipped all over the country by railroad. Soon the Craftsman style
was the most popular style of house nationwide. The exterior of a Craftsman house was typically
asymmetrical and featured a low-pitch roof, as well as wide eave overhangs and a partial- or full-width
porch. The porch roof was typically supported by tapered or square columns that extended all the way to
the ground. Most Craftsman style houses were one to one-and-a-half stories in height. The interior a
typical Craftsman house often featured high wainscot, a stairway from the living room to upstairs, and
simple wood trim at windows and doors.*2

Commercial Modern

The Commercial Modern style in San Jose is primarily found along major roads leading into the
downtown area — West San Carlos Street, Alum Rock Avenue and North First Street. The style can be
applied to commercial structures which exhibit Modern design principles. Commercial Modern buildings
often featured concrete and steel as primary building materials, as well as large expanses of glass. Other
characteristics include horizontal massing, flats roofs, expressed structural systems, large commercial
signage.*

Owner/Occupant History

It is likely that Joseph Rill, owner of the property in the early 1930s, constructed the bungalow court.
Since renters occupied the bungalow court units, turnover was high, and while some renters stayed for a
number of years, most only stayed for a year or two.%

Current Historic Status

The seven units associated with the bungalow court and the single-family dwelling on the same lot at
1530 W. San Carlos Street were identified in the 1994 Burbank Historic Home Survey completed by
Marben Associates for the County of Santa Clara. The buildings were found to be significant for
architecture and for being an intact bungalow court. This comprehensive survey of the Burbank
neighborhood identified many historic resources which were then included in the County of Santa Clara’s
Heritage Resource Inventory. Some of the properties are listed in the City of San Jose’s Historic
Resources Inventory as “Identified Site/Structures” — 24-26 Brooklyn Ave. and 12 Boston Ave. However,
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*B10. Significance, Continued:

for some unknown reason 1530 W. San Carlos Street was not included in any inventory as a resource.
Additionally, in 2003 a Draft Historic Report for the Buena Vista Commons Project directly across W.
San Carlos Street identified the property as being potentially eligible for the National Register of Historic
Place but did not formally evaluate the property.®

Evaluation — California Register of Historical Resources®

Criterion 1 — Events: It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad
patterns of local or regional history, or the cultural heritage of California or the United States.

The buildings on the site date from 1925 and ¢1932. The larger single-family dwelling was constructed
first during a period when the surrounding area was primarily residential. By 1932, when the bungalow
court appears on the property, the surrounding area had been developed by more single-family dwellings
and very few commercial buildings. Although all buildings on the site are associated with development of
the area, they are not associated with its history and growth in an individually significant way. The
bungalow court was a common property type of the period. However, there is not a high concentration of
bungalow courts within the immediate area and the city. Being a common regional property type does not
mean 1530 West San Carlos is associated with the development of bungalow courts in the area in an
individually significant way. Therefore, 1530 W. San Carlos Street does not appear eligible for listing in
the CRHR under Criterion 1.

Criterion 2 — Persons: It is associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or national
history.

No persons of known historical significance appear to have been associated with the subject property.
None of the owners or occupants have been identified as important to the history of San Jose or
California. Therefore, the building does not appear eligible for listing in the CRHR under Criterion 2.

Criterion 3 — Architecture and Construction: It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period,
or method of construction or represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values.

No architect, designer or builder has been identified for any of the structures at 1530 W. San Carlos
Street. Both the 1925 house and the bungalow court buildings are of common construction and materials
with no notable or special attributes, and the structures do not represent work of a master or possess high
artistic value. Further, all buildings are not an exemplary representative of their respective styles —
Spanish Revival and Craftsman. Compared with other bungalow courts in San Jose this property has less
architectural identity. Therefore, the subject property does not appear eligible for listing under Criterion 3.

Criterion 4 — Information Potential: It has yielded, or is likely to yield, information important to
prehistory or history of the local area, California, or the nation.

Archival research provided no indication that 1530 W. San Carlos Street has the potential to yield
information important to the prehistory or history of the local area, California, or the nation. The subject
property does not appear eligible for listing in the CRHR under Criterion 4.
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*B10. Significance, Continued:

San Jose City Landmark Evaluation®’

1.

Its character, interest or value as part of the local, regional, state or national history, heritage or
culture.

The buildings were constructed during the early 20" century residential development of W. San
Carlos Street. The larger Craftsman house does not appear to be important to San Jose’s history while
the bungalow court structures exhibit a trend in site development that occurred between 1910 and the
1940s in California. 1530 W. San Carlos Street’s bungalow court is an intact example of a bungalow
court constructed during the 1930s in San Jose. The bungalow court as a rare property type within
San Jose does appear to be eligible as a City Landmark for its character, interest and value as part of
the local suburban landscape.

Its location as a site of a significant historic event.
The buildings on the site are not linked specifically to any significant historic events.

Its identification with a person or persons who significantly contributed to the local, regional, state
or national culture and history.
There is no person of significance individually associated with the structures or property at 1530 W.

San Carlos.

Its exemplification of the cultural, economic, social or historic heritage of the City of San José.
While the property and its buildings are associated with the city’s residential development in the early

20th century, it is not important on a cultural, economic or social level within the City of San Jose.

Its portrayal of the environment of a group of people in an era of history characterized by a
distinctive architectural style.
The buildings do not exhibit a particular architectural style that can be associated with a group of

people during a particular period in history.

Its embodiment of distinguishing characteristics of an architectural type or specimen.

Within the City of San Jose, the buildings are examples of a Spanish Revival style bungalow court
and a single-family Craftsman style house. The bungalow court embodies many elements of the
Spanish Revival style—smooth stucco clad walls, low-sloped roofs, decorative opening, and
asymmetrical design. The larger Craftsman house has many elements of the Craftsman style including
wide eave overhangs, low-sloped roof, partial-width porch and large square columns. These
characteristics of each style emphasize the structures are from a particular period and highlights the
use of contemporary materials for that period. The buildings are a well-executed example of a
Spanish Revival style bungalow court and Craftsman house within the City of San Jose. All structures
on the site are well constructed and exhibit thoughtful design. The site composition of the bungalow
court is that of a typical court. The Craftsmen house, with its decorative columns, likely embodies
distinguishing characteristics of an architectural type that would elevate it to appear eligible as a City
Landmark. The bungalow court with its site layout (U-shape) and unifying architectural exterior
design is the embodiment of a typical bungalow court of the period. Therefore, the bungalow court
appears to be eligible as a City Landmark.
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*B10. Significance, Continued:

7. ltsidentification as the work of an architect or master builder whose individual work has influenced
the development of the City of San José.
No architect, designer or builder has been identified for any of the structures at 1530 W. San Carlos
Street. Even with no known architect or builder the buildings do not appear to have influenced the
development of the City of San Jose.

8. Its embodiment of elements of architectural or engineering design, detail, materials or craftsmanship
which represents a significant architectural innovation or which is unique.
The large single-family house on the site, while designed in a Craftsman style, did not make use of
architectural innovations, but rather used typical building materials and details of the time. Therefore,
the single-family house does not embody architectural details or design elements which are unique,
and it does not appear to be eligible as a City Landmark. While the bungalow court made use of a
standard site configuration for this type of property, its site layout is fairly unique in San Jose and
most definitely within the surrounding Burbank neighborhood. Within San Jose the bungalow court at
1530 W. San Carlos is one of the largest and one of the few where the center court is used as a
driveway. Therefore, the bungalow court appears to be eligible as a City Landmark.

Integrit

The%ra);tsman style house at 1530 W. San Carlos Street retains integrity of design, materials, and
workmanship. Integrity of location is marginally compromised as the building was moved from its
original location near the street to the southern end of the property with the bungalow court in the early
1950s. The commercial development along W. San Carlos Street has diminished integrity of setting. The
once primarily residential area is now a mix of residential and commercial. Integrity of feeling and
association remain high as the building is located among the bungalow court buildings at the southern end
of the lot.

The Spanish Revival style bungalow court at 1530 W. San Carlos Street retains integrity of location,
design, materials, and workmanship. The commercial development along W. San Carlos Street and the
relocation of the single-family house have diminished integrity of setting. Further, the once primarily
residential area is now a mix of residential and commercial. Integrity of feeling and association remain
high as the bungalow court is still easily identified and each building of the court helps unify the site.

Character-Defining Features
Craftsman House

= Asymmetrical design

= Decorative columns

= Partial-width porch

» Deep eave overhangs

= Paired, or grouped windows
= Low-pitched roof

= Chimney
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*B10. Significance, Continued:

Bungalow Court

= “U-shape” site layout

= Center court, used for driving
= Smooth stucco cladding

= Decorative openings

= Asymmetrical design

= Double-hung windows

= Low-sloped roof

= Garden space

Conclusion

An evaluation of the Craftsman style single-family house at 1530 W. San Carlos Street in reference to the
CRHR criteria, it does not appear that the subject property possesses sufficient historical significance and
therefore does not appear to be individually eligible for listing in the CRHR. However, the Craftsman
style house was found to have significance for its architectural characteristics and appears to be eligible as
a City Landmark under criterion 6.

An evaluation of the bungalow court at 1530 W. San Carlos Street in reference to the CRHR criteria, it
does not appear that the subject property possesses sufficient historical significance and therefore does not
appear to be individually eligible for listing in the CRHR. However, the bungalow court was found to
appear eligible as a City Landmark for its architectural characteristics and site layout under criteria 1, 6,
and 8.

*P5a. Photographs, Continued:

North and front fagaes of Unit 2 (left) and front fagade (rigt).
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*P5a. Photographs, Continued:

Front and south fagades of Unit 2 (left) and detail view of porch (right).

Looking east towards large Craftsman house. '

DPR 523L (Rev. 1/1995)(Word 9/2013)




State of California @ Natural Resources Agency Primary#
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI #

Trinomial
CONTINUATION SHEET

Property Name: _1530 West San Carlos Street

Page 16 of 17

*P5a. Photographs, Continued:

Looking—séu.h towards four stall garage structure at the southern end of the site.
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Page 1 of 9 *Resource Name or #: (Assigned by recorder) 1536 West San Carlos Street

P1. Other Identifier:

*P2. Location: [ Not for Publication v Unrestricted
*a. County Santa Clara and (P2c, P2e, and P2b or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)
*b. USGS 7.5' Quad Date T ;R _; Oof OofSec ; B.M.
c. Address 1536 West San Carlos Street City San Jose Zip 95126
d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear resources) Zone mE/ mN

e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, decimal degrees, etc., as appropriate)

*P3a. Description: (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and
boundaries)

This one-story, Commercial Modern style building is rectangular in plan.! The wood-frame structure has stucco
cladding at the rear, while painted plywood and wood lattice clad portions of the other facades. A deep eave overhang
extends the flat roof beyond the footprint of the building on all sides. At the flat roof, above the wide band of the
projecting eave, plywood has been installed to make a faux mansard roof. The street-facing facade (north) is
symmetrical and features large aluminum-sash windows separated by stucco panels with a large decorative circle
detail at the top of each. At the corners the windows wrap around to the other fagades and the slightly slanted profile
of the windows is visible. Painted Roman bricks are located at the base of these large windows on three sides of the
building. A vestibule, on the west fagade, features large aluminum-sash windows and doors with a solid panel at the
base. To the south of the vestibule a wood trellis, supported by wood posts, shelters the walkway next to the building.
(See Continuation Sheet.)

*P3b. Resource Attributes: (List
attributes and codes)
*P4. Resources Present: v’ Building
[ Structure [J Object [ Site [J District
[J Element of District [ Other
(Isolates, etc.)

P5b. Description of Photo: (view,
date, accession #)

North facade, TreanorHL, 2019.

*P6. Date Constructed/Age and
Source:v' Historic 01 Prehistoric

[1Both
1950, Santa Clara Assessor’s Office

*P7. Owner and Address:

P5a. Photograph or Drawing (Photograph required for buildings, structures, and objects.)

*P8. Recorded by: (Name, affiliation,
and address)
TreanorHL
460 Bush Street San Francisco, CA
*P9, Date Recorded: April 19, 2019
*P10. Survey Type: (Describe)
Intensive survey
*P11. Report Citation: (Cite survey

report and other sources, or enter "none.")

TreanorHL, 1530-1536 West San Carlos Street, Sn Jose, CA, Historic Resources Evaluation — Draft, April 19, 2019; Updated July
29, 2019.

*Attachments: TNONE [ILocation Map v'Continuation Sheet  v'Building, Structure, and Object Record
[lArchaeological Record [ District Record [ILinear Feature Record [ Milling Station Record  [/Rock Art Record
[lArtifact Record  [IPhotograph Record [J Other (List):
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B1. Historic Name:

B2. Common Name:

B3. Original Use: _Commercial B4. Present Use: _Commercial (restaurant)
*B5. Architectural Style: _Commercial Modern

*B6. Construction History: (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations)

Constructed in 1950. Additions in 1962 and 1963. A faux “mansard roof” was added in 1973.

*B7. Moved? v No [Yes [lUnknown Date: Original Location:
*B8. Related Features:

B9a. Architect: b. Builder:
*B10. Significance: Theme Area
Period of Significance. Property Type Applicable Criteria

(Discuss importance in terms of historical or architectural context as defined by theme, period, and geographic scope. Also address integrity.)

Site History?

The site was once part of a larger parcel of land with an address of 1378 W. San Carlos Street. The site was
subdivided prior to 1930 into two lots — 1378 W. San Carlos Street and 1380 W. San Carlos Street. This indicates the
lot has be subdivided. The Santa Clara Assessor’s Office notes the retail building was constructed in 1950. The retail
structure first appears on Sanborn maps in 1955.% No building permits associated with the initial construction were
found for the property. Below is a list of building permits on file with the City of San Jose for the property and a
summary of what the permit work entailed.

1962  The permit indicates a building addition, costing $4,500, occurred. The use of the building is stated as a Taco
Bar.

1963 A 16x24 storage addition is constructed off the existing taco bar at a cost $3,000.
1971  An application for Gas Permit was submitted to the City for Jalisco Taco Bar.

1973 A faux “mansard roof” was added to the structure to hide mechanical equipment on the roof. (See
Continuation Sheet.)

(Sketch Map with north arrow required.)
B11. Additional Resource Attributes: (List attributes and codes)

*B12. References:
See Continuation Sheets.

B13. Remarks:

*B14. Evaluator: _TreanorHL
*Date of Evaluation: ~_ July 29, 2019
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*P3a. Description, Continued:

Additionally, a door and two windows adorn this fagade. The east fagade features a glazed partition which
protects the vestibule on this side. Plywood encloses the vestibule area and storage area on the east side of
the structure. Wood joists project at the roof of the vestibule/storage area that encloses a trellis which
matches the trellis on the other side of the building. The rear (south facade) features three window
openings, two with security bars, and a single door with a security screen door. The restaurant is
identified by a large three-part neon sigh mounted to a rectangular post. The top trapezoid-shaped
illuminated section of the sign is missing, while the central parallelogram-shaped section is intact and
features the name of the restaurant. The lower section, illuminated by multiple light bulbs, is arrow-
shaped pointing towards the restaurant. The pergolas and entry vestibules on the east and west sides of the
buildings are clearly alterations. Other modifications include enclosed storage on the east side, wood
lattice added to the exterior cladding, the faux mansard roof and replacement of some of the windows on
the rear.

A single pillar stands at the northeast corner of the property. Each side of the stucco-clad pillar features a
simple base, a recessed panel at the midsection and four modillions just below the top band. The top of
the pillar likely once included a light fixture as the base of one is still present. A large steel frame
supports a giant billboard that is situated along the eastern property line.

*B10. Significance, Continued:
1978 A permit indicates mechanical work was completed in the restaurant.

1986 Mechanical and gas line work was completed in the restaurant. The permit notes the restaurant is
now Phuong Restaurant.

1993 Electrical work relating to the billboard occurred.
1994 A new built-up roof is installed on the restaurant.

2002  The restaurant participates in a Commercial Ultra-low Flush Toilet Retrofit Program. Winky
Noodle House is listed as the business operating out of the building.

Neighborhood Context

In the early nineteenth century the project site was originally part of lands belonging to the Mission Santa
Clara. By 1844, after the secularization of the Mission in the previous decade, the Rancho de los Coches
was established on approximately 2,219-acres. The portion of the former Rancho de los Coches that the
project site occupies was surrounded by large parcels of agricultural land for many decades. The
agricultural land had a diverse use from raising stock to growing fruits, vegetables and grains. In 1903
access to surrounding communities was provided by the establishment of the San Jose & Los Gatos
Interurban Railroad. This new rail line ran along Stevens Creek Boulevard (formerly Stevens Creek Road
and present-day West San Carlos Street) and connected the Burbank neighborhood to downtown San Jose
and neighboring Los Gatos. Soon after the establishment of the rail line a new school was constructed —
the Luther Burbank School (1906) — to accommodate the growing population in the area. Additional
suburban neighborhoods were established along the rail line as there was now an easy and convenient
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*B10. Significance, Continued:

way to get to the downtown commercial core of the city. The typical ride to downtown from one of the
newly established subdivisions in the Burbank neighborhood set riders back five cents and took
approximately ten minutes. By 1927 a section of Stevens Creek Road was renamed West San Carlos
Street. However, by the 1930s the automobile was growing in prominence and the railway ceased to
operate. With the growing reliance on the automobile and the development of the suburbs, downtown
businesses began to move out of the city center to the suburbs. One main destination of these businesses
was West San Carlos Street/Stevens Creek Boulevard, as the street had become a main thoroughfare.
Soon the area including the subject property became a commercial center on the west side of the City.*

“Two early subdivisions [Maypark Half Acres and Zuyer’s Subdivisions] are located on the south
side of West San Carlos Street [...]. While originally developed for residential use, the parcels that
front West San Carlos Street are presently contemporary commercial structures, built about mid-
twentieth century or later. Both [subdivisions] were originally intended to be large lot subdivisions in
a suburban setting. However, the area did not develop as intended; almost all of the residential lots
that exist today within these subdivisions were the result of lot splits of these half-acre parcels. The
lots facing San Carlos were originally intended to be residential, and many were developed early in
the century with the fronts of the houses facing what was then Stevens Creek Road. Only a few
houses remain along the strip, these houses now converted to commercial use. Others were relocated
or demolished to accommodate new commercial development that occurred mainly after World War
1.

The area around the subject property had been subdivided into residential lots from agricultural tracts by
the late 1920s and into the 1930s. Between the wars the population grew, as did commuters’ reliance on
the automobile. The completion of the Bayshore Highway in the late 1930s connected San Jose to San
Francisco and spurred additional suburban development. The highway also reinforced the growing
dominance of the automobile as the preferred method of transportation in the region for day to day
commuting. By the 1940s with population in the suburbs growing, many public utility services were
provided to the Burbank neighborhood. The Burbank Sanitary District was established, and other
improvements were made in the neighborhood — streetlights installed, curbs and gutters constructed, and
eventually a sewer system.®

Today, the Burbank neighborhood is an ethnically and culturally diverse area of the City. It features a mix
of commercial and residential areas. The commercial areas line W. San Carlos Street while the residential
areas are located off the commercial streets. Older retailers generally dominate the commercial core in the
neighborhood. Many temporary businesses and auto related retailers now operate on W. San Carlos
Street. The residential areas exhibit a mix of architectural styles — Craftsman, Tudor, Colonial Revival,
Spanish Revival, Contemporary and Mid Century Modern.’

Context for Roadside Architecture

Dominated by the fruit industry, San Jose was the financial and business center of a vast agricultural area
in the 1920s. The orchards and the associated industry and infrastructure in the Santa Clara Valley were
the leading sources of employment in San Jose until the early 1950s.8 Soon after World War 11, the
business community launched an active campaign to attract new non-agricultural related industries, i.e.
electronic and defense, to the area. Attracted by the increasing job market, the population of the valley
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*B10. Significance, Continued:

experienced phenomenal growth after 1950. Rural roads were widened into freeways, and expressways
and boulevards were lined with restaurants and automobile salesrooms.® Under the guidance of San Jose
City Manager Anthony P. Hamann, also known as “Dutch,” the City grew from 17 square miles to 136
square miles in twenty years. Hamann envisioned “a new metropolis” and annexed as much of the
surrounding suburban landscape as possible. Pro-business policies of the time supported commercial and
industrial growth.

Commercial buildings dating before 1945, the period of industrialization and suburbanization, are
found on the arterial roads constructed before World War I, primarily along Santa Clara, San Carlos,
First, Fourth, and Thirteenth streets. However, individual examples remain scattered on lesser streets,
or those streets that lost their traffic volume when construction of the integrated system of arterials,
county expressways and freeways occurred in the 1950s and 1960s. Where the arterials and county
expressways opened the door for the intense suburbanization of San José after World War I,
commercial buildings in Modernist styles abound.™!

San Jose transformed during the aggressive annexation program in the mid-20" century which brought
additional parkways, highway improvements, and street widenings or extensions—which was followed
by continued development of roadside architecture.'> Examples of buildings designed specifically for the
automobile exists in pockets along major thoroughfares throughout the city.®

The population boom and sprawling suburbs that developed between 1950 and 1970 resulted in an
array of commercial buildings constructed along a seemingly infinite number of arterial streets and
expressways throughout San José. [...] These buildings were generally designed for the instrument of
suburban expansion—the automobile—and include a variety of function types: general commercial
buildings, shopping centers, drive-in restaurants, automobile sales and repair facilities, service
stations, drive-in banks, and theaters.'*

Specifically, during this period, the blocks along W. San Carlos Street transformed from predominately
residential to a main commercial corridor lined with businesses and modern strip malls. The new
commercial buildings were often setback from the street with paved parking areas between the street and
the structures. Between Highway 880 and Sunol Street the 1950 Sanborn map shows an emerging
concentration of auto related businesses along W. San Carlos Street. Almost 40 years later, 26 car
dealerships and 17 car service or repair facilities were located in the area.'®

Architectural Styles

Commercial Modern

The Commercial Modern style in San Jose is primarily found along major roads leading into the
downtown area — West San Carlos Street, Alum Rock Avenue and North First Street. The style can be
applied to commercial structures which exhibit Modern design principles. Commercial Modern buildings
often featured concrete and steel as primary building materials, as well as large expanses of glass. Other
characteristics include horizontal massing, flats roofs, expressed structural systems, large commercial
signage.
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*B10. Significance, Continued:

Owner/Occupant History

The first building on the site in 1950 was commercial. In 1962 the first permit was issued for an alteration
at the Jalisco Taco Bar. The Taco Bar stayed in the building for several decades before other tenants
moved in. The building since the 1960s has housed various restaurants.

Current Historic Status

1536 W. San Carlos Street has not been identified on any City or County historic resources inventory.
Further, the property was found to lack significance when evaluated in the 2003 Draft Historic Report for
the Buena Vista Commons Project.!’

Evaluation — California Register of Historical Resources®

Criterion 1 — Events: It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad
patterns of local or regional history, or the cultural heritage of California or the United States.

The commercial structure on the site dates from 1950. The area was first developed for residential use in
the early 20" century. By the 1950s retailers had begun to move to the suburbs. The construction of 1536
W. San Carlos Street happened when commercial uses were beginning to have a strong presence along W.
San Carlos Street. While the building on the site is tied to the commercial development of the area, it is
not associated with the history of the immediate area and its development in an individually significant
way. Therefore, 1536 W. San Carlos Street does not appear eligible for listing in the CRHR under
Criterion 1.

Criterion 2 — Persons: It is associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or national
history.

No persons of known historical significance appear to have been associated with the subject property.
None of the owners or occupants have been identified as important to the history of San Jose or
California. Therefore, the building does not appear eligible for listing in the CRHR under Criterion 2.

Criterion 3 — Architecture and Construction: It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period,
or method of construction or represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values.

No architect, designer or builder has been identified for the structure at 1536 W. San Carlos Street. While
the building is of common construction and materials, the structure does not represent work of a master or
possess high artistic value. Further, the structure is not an exemplary representative of its style —
Commercial Modern. Therefore, the subject property does not appear eligible for listing under Criterion
3.

Criterion 4 — Information Potential: It has yielded, or is likely to yield, information important to
prehistory or history of the local area, California, or the nation.

Archival research provided no indication that 1536 W. San Carlos Street has the potential to yield
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*B10. Significance, Continued:

information important to the prehistory or history of the local area, California, or the nation. The subject
property does not appear eligible for listing in the CRHR under Criterion 4.

San Jose City Landmark Evaluation'®

1.

Its character, interest or value as part of the local, regional, state or national history, heritage or
culture.
Although the building was constructed ¢1955 and is associated with commercial development of W.

San Carlos Street, it does not appear to be an important part of San Jose’s history.

Its location as a site of a significant historic event.
The building is not linked specifically to any significant historic events.

Its identification with a person or persons who significantly contributed to the local, regional, state
or national culture and history.
There is no person of significance individually associated with the structure at 1536 W. San Carlos.

Its exemplification of the cultural, economic, social or historic heritage of the City of San José.
While the property is associated with the city’s commercial development along W. San Carlos Street,

it is not important on a cultural, economic or social level within the City of San Jose.

Its portrayal of the environment of a group of people in an era of history characterized by a
distinctive architectural style.
The building does not exhibit a particular architectural style that can be associated with a group of

people during a particular period in history.

Its embodiment of distinguishing characteristics of an architectural type or specimen.

Within the City of San Jose, the building is an example of a Commercial Modern structure that
dominate many of the main roads. It embodies many elements of its style—a flat roof, expansive
glazing, Roman brick and advertising signage. The design is characteristic of buildings from the
period and highlights contemporary materials. The structure has undergone some modifications that
detract from the original design including the installation of a faux mansard roof, the pergolas, the
vestibule and storage units. The building does not embody distinguishing characteristics of an
architectural type that would elevate it to appear eligible as a City Landmark.

Its identification as the work of an architect or master builder whose individual work has influenced
the development of the City of San José.

No architect, designer or builder has been identified for the structure at 1536 W. San Carlos Street.
Even with no known architect or builder the structure does not appear to have influenced the
development of the City of San Jose.

DPR 523L (Rev. 1/1995)(Word 9/2013)




State of California @ Natural Resources Agency Primary#
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI #

Trinomial
CONTINUATION SHEET

Property Name: _1536 West San Carlos Street

Page 8 of 9

*B10. Significance, Continued:

8. Its embodiment of elements of architectural or engineering design, detail, materials or craftsmanship
which represents a significant architectural innovation or which is unique.
The building, while designed in the Commercial Modern style, did not make use of architectural
innovations, but rather used typical building materials and details of the time.

Integrity

The building at 1536 W. San Carlos Street retains integrity of location and setting. Integrity of design,
materials, workmanship, feeling and association have been compromised by alterations that have been
done to the building over the last several decades.

Conclusion

After an evaluation of 1536 W. San Carlos Street in reference to the CRHR criteria, it does not appear
that the subject property possesses sufficient historical significance and therefore does not appear to be
individually eligible for listing in the CRHR. The property also does not appear to be eligible as a City of
San Jose Landmark as it does not have significance under any one of the eight criteria.

*P5a. Photographs, Continued:

West fagade of the commercial structure.
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