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INTRODUCTION

David J. Powers & Associates has requested TreanorHL's assistance in evaluating the site located at 51 and 65
Notre Dame Avenue in San Jose (APNs 259-35-026, -027, -032, and -033). These parcels have not been
identified on any city or county historic resources inventory. Two attached one-story buildings are located at the
southeast corner of the subject parcels: 51 Notre Dame Avenue to the south and 65 Notre Dame Avenue to the
north. 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.

99 Notre Dame Avenue, which is located approximately 125 feet north of the subject property, is listed on the
San Jose Historic Resources Inventory. Constructed in 1949, this Moderne style building is listed as a City
Landmark Site/Structure and as individually eligible for the National Register and California Register. The
building was found significant for the Industrialization and Suburbanization period (1945-present) under
Manufacturing and Industry theme."

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

Upon completion of the survey and archival work, the buildings at 51 and 65 Notre Dame Avenue do not appear
individually eligible for listing on the CRHR or as a San Jose City Landmark as buildings were not found to
possess sufficient historical significance.

METHODOLOGY

TreanorHL conducted a site visit on August 29, 2019 to evaluate the existing conditions, historic features, and
architectural significance of the property. Additionally, we 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photographs and newspaper articles, as well as historical references found at San Jose Public Library California
Room, Santa Clara County Assessor’s Office, and online repositories.

This report includes:
* Property Description
= Site History
= Historic Context
» Architect/Builder
*  Occupancy History
» Regulatory Framework
» Evaluation of Historic Significance

' City of San Jose Historic Resources Inventory, February 8, 2016, http://www.sanjoseca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/35475 (accessed
September 3, 2019); PAST Consultants, LLC, San José Modernism Historic Context Statement, June 2009, page 106.
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PROPERTY DESCRIPTION

The project site is located on the southern half of the block bounded by W. St. John Street to the north and
west, Carlysle Street to the south, and Notre Dame Avenue to the east. Encompassing four parcels, which
together are approximately 130 feet by 224 feet. At the southeast corner of the site are attached two one-story
buildings: 51 Notre Dame Avenue located to the south and 65 Notre Dame Avenue to the north. Surrounded
with wire fencing, the southwest corner is vacant, and the northern half of the site is used as surface parking lot.
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Constructed in 1937, the one-story, Commercial Modern style building at 51 Notre Dame Avenue is rectangular
in plan. The reinforced concrete building has textured stucco cladding with tile veneer rising to the windowsills
on the front (east) and south fagades, and a bowed roof with a parapet. The parapet is stepped at the center on
both street fagades. A canvas awning runs along the front fagcade and wraps around the southeast corner to
continue for one-thirds of the south fagade. The front fagade is divided into five bays with simple concrete
pilasters. The central bay features the recessed main entrance that consists of aluminum-sash glazed double
doors with wide sidelights, and a wood-sash, four-lite transom above. The remaining bays on this facade are all
identical, each featuring a two-part, wood-sash storefront and a four-lite transom.

The south elevation is divided in nine bays all of which have three- or four-lite wood-sash transoms. The
easternmost three bays have wood-sash storefronts. The rest of the bays feature painted wood panels between
transoms and tile bulkhead, as if the storefronts were previously boarded up. The central three bays have
colorful murals painted on the panels. A secondary recessed entrance, that features a single panel door and
metal folding security gate, is located at the western bay. A projecting metal trim runs above the transoms along
this facade. The rear (west) fagade is board-form concrete with advertisement and parking directions for a
previous store painted on it.

The Commercial Modern style building at 65 Notre Dame Avenue was constructed in 1949. The one-story
reinforced concrete structure is rectangular in plan. The exterior walls are a mix of stucco and painted board-
form concrete. The cut-off northeast corner features a boarded-up door opening with a transom. A two-part
storefront, half of which was also boarded up, occupies most of the front (east) facade and has a wood sill and
tile-clad bulkhead below. The canvas awning of 51 Notre Dame extends to the northeast corner of this building.
On the north fagade, a large fixed aluminum-sash window with wood sill and security bars is located towards
east. A mix of rectangular steel-sash windows of different sizes, a single panel door, and a double panel door
appear on the rest of the north fagade. All windows have security bars. The west (rear) facade is painted board-
form concrete and contains two rectangular window openings: the northern opening has a steel-sash window
with security bars and the southern opening is boarded up.

Currently, the buildings are connected to each other and occupied by Andy’s Pet Shop while the surrounding
lots are used as parking for the business.

Figure 3. Looking west from intersection of Notre Dame Avenue and Carlysle Street at
The front (east) and south facades of 51 Notre Dame Avenue.
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Architectural Style: Commercial Modemn

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 feature 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.?

SITE HISTORY

According to the 1915 Sanborn map, the Convent of Notre Dame occupied the lower two-thirds of the large city
block bounded by San Augustine (today’s W. St. John Street) to the north, N. San Pedro to the east, W. Santa
Clara to the south, and Santa Teresa (today’s W. St. John Street) to the west. The Sisters of Notre Dame de
Namur established the College of Notre Dame (including college, upper and lower residence schools, and a
high school) and their convent at this location in 1851 and served the community until 1923. Although the
college was relocated to Belmont, a town 30 miles south of San Jose, and the orphanage and elementary school
moved to Saratoga in 1923, the high school remained on site until 1928. The property was sold, and the
buildings were demolished by 1932.3
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Figure 7. The 1915 Sanborn map of the block showing the residential development

along N. San Pedro and the Convent of Notre Dame to the south.

S

2 PAST Consultants, San José Modernism, 77-78.
3 Archives & Architecture, Notre Dame High School Historic Report, June 18, 2015, pages 9-10; 1932 Sanborn map.
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Figures 9, 10 and 11. From left to right: 1950, 1958, and 1962 Sanborn maps of the subject block. The project site outline
dashed red line.

The building at 51 Notre Dame Avenue was constructed in 1937 as a grocery store. The attached structure at 65
Notre Dame Avenue was added in 1949 as a grocery warehouse. 51 Notre Dame received multiple interior
remodels, particularly when the occupant and use of the space changed. The 1958 and 1962 Sanborn maps
show a one-story L-shaped building, an emergency hospital, located immediately to the west of 51 Notre Dame
on the parcel. This building at 245 Carlysle Street was occupied by different city and county offices such as the
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County Emergency First Aid Station, the City Fire Department Administration Office, and the City Housing and
Community Development.* According to the aerial photographs of the area, it was demolished ca. 1985.

Construction Chronology for 51 Notre Dame Avenue

The Santa Clara Assessor’s Office notes the building was constructed in 1937. The retail structure first appears
on 1950 Sanborn map as a store.® 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 and a summary of what the permit
work entailed.”

1964 Interior alterations at the one-story building to be occupied as research. Owner IBM. Permit
#044242

1970 Interior alterations to be used as Adult Trainers School. Owner: Hope for Retarded Children.
Permit #064944

1986 Interior alterations to be occupied as supermarket. Owner: Dai Chung Market. Permit #059109

1986 Permit applications for plumbing, electrical and mechanical work were submitted to the City for

Dai Chung Market.
1987 Permit applications for mechanical work were submitted to the City for Dai Chung Market.

Construction Chronology for 65 Notre Dame Avenue

According to the City of San José records, the one-story building was constructed in 1949 to be occupied for
retail sale and storage (Permit #8870).2 The retail structure first appears on 1950 Sanborn map as a grocery
warehouse.’ No other building permits were on file.

HISTORIC CONTEXT"

The City of San Jose developed around the pueblo of San Jose which was, in the 1790s, between First Street
and the aceqguia, a waterway connecting to the Guadalupe River. Many of the structures associated with the
pueblo would be located around what is today Market, San Pedro and Santa Clara streets, with pueblo lands
extending to St. James Street to the north and to William Street to the south. By the 1850s the commercial
district of the growing community centered at the intersection of Market and Santa Clara streets. Surrounding
this hub of commerce were agricultural lands to the north and east with residential development extending out
from the commercial district.”

With the city’s population growing, the business district expanded to the east to First Street and to the south
several blocks. By the 1870s shops opened along Santa Clara Street. As new businesses came into the city, new
multi-story buildings replaced the one or two-story structures that operated in the commercial center of the

41962, 1970, 1973 San Jose City Directories, Ancestry.com (accessed August 30, 2019).

® 1980 and 1987 aerial photographs, Historic Aerials by NETR Online (accessed August 30, 2019).

¢ Santa Clara County Assessor's Office; Sanborn Maps.

7 City of San Jose Permit Center.

8 City of San Jose Permit Center.

1950 Sanborn Map.

'° Edited from Carey & Co., The Place, Greyhound EIR, Draft Historic Resources Technical Report, revised December 16, 2016, pages 5-7.
" Glory Anne Laffey (Archives & Architecture), Historical Overview and Context for the City of San Jose, March 30, 1992, 12-13.
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city.” By 1900 the street grid extended beyond the original city limit which was established in 1850. Subdivisions
outside of the downtown area thrived as the transportation network expanded to reach the growing
neighborhoods. The first civic buildings of San Jose were established in the immediate vicinity of the old pueblo
area. Over the years numerous structures served as civic buildings before the Civic Center was moved north of
the business district in the 1950s.™

The City of San Jose can attribute its initial development and growth to the success of the local agricultural
economy prior to 1918; however, the large commercial center that had developed suffered as the population
grew and moved to the suburbs after World War I. Downtown had always served as the center of mercantile,
financial and social activities for the area, but the rising use of the automobile made suburban growth possible
and the downtown area began to decentralize.™

San Jose witnessed an expansion of commercial development in the 1920s as the financial and business center
of the surrounding agricultural area. In 1930, the city had plans to achieve a position as a “hotel center” which
resulted in planning of The Pershing Hotel, San Jose Hotel, and De Anza Hotel. The New Deal programs also
brought new buildings to downtown in the early 1930s, including a new post office and the Civic Auditorium. By
the late 1930s, a building boom in San Jose was discussed by local newspapers as evidenced by a significant rise
in building permits. By the early 1940s, World War Il caused a shift from fruit industry to the defense industry and
a temporary moratorium in domestic housing construction.’

After World War Il, architects in San Jose designed Modernist buildings and the economy moved away from the
fruit and agricultural processing industries toward defense and technology businesses. As residents moved out
of the urban core, urban renewal efforts began to revitalize blighted areas of the City. The first Capital
Improvement Plan was implemented between 1948 and 1954 to address the significant growth that was
occurring. Determined to accommodate the growing dependence on the automobile, the City began to discuss
widening roads and adding parking in the downtown business area.'® A 1952 planning reports states, “the city’s
big retail area, which pays a quarter of all the city’s taxes isn't growing as it should. Traffic inconvenience getting
in and out of the area, downtown traffic congestion and shortage of both on-street and off-street parking, are
among the unhealthy factors.”"” City Manager A.P. Hamann headed an annexation program that led to the City
expanding its boundaries. By 1958 construction of Interstate 280 began.'®

During the 1960s, under the leadership of Hamann, the City continued to absorb the surrounding land. In a
single year, eleven square miles were added to the City. Many Modernist buildings began to appear around the
downtown area including the First National Bank of San Jose which had a Neoclassical design and the Wells
Fargo Building. The Civic Center area was developed in the International style. One of the major urban renewal
projects was Park Center Plaza which encompassed thirteen blocks bound by Almaden Boulevard and San
Fernando, San Carlos and Market streets. The area was intended to be the financial center of the City with major
banks funding construction of their regional headquarters on the 24-acre site. In 1972 many of the structures
were built and designed in the Corporate Modern style.'? As a result of urban renewal many older buildings were
demolished in order to make way for more parking appealing to the automobile focused population. The intent

2 bid., 13.

3 |bid.

% Downtown San Jose Historic Resources, 16-18; Downtown San Jose Historic Context, 12-14.
5 PAST Consultants, San José Modernism, 14-24.

"6 |bid., 23-28.

7 Ibid., 28.

'8 |bid., 27 and 32.

19 PAST Consultants, San José Modernism, 38-41, 45, 48.
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was to have convenient parking to mimic suburban shopping malls. The City continued to extend out beyond
the downtown core, leaving vacant buildings and lots.?’ Today, the downtown urban core continues to evolve
and features both newer and older buildings.

1BM at 99 Notre Dame Avenue

The Moderne style commercial building at 99 Notre Dame Avenue was constructed in 1949.2' The one-story
reinforced concrete building was occupied by Huber Printing & Lithography Company from 1949 to 1950.%2
According to the San José city directories, IBM’s Development Division occupied 99 Notre Dame Avenue from
1952 until 1968 as the company's first West Coast research and development facility.”® The San José location
was chosen because “IBM already had a punched card plant here at 16" Street and East St. John Street” and
two prominent universities were present nearby.?* Although IBM opened new facilities on Cottle Road in 1957,
called the Santa Teresa complex, 99 Notre Dame continued to be occupied by the firm until 1968. The building
at 51 Notre Dame Avenue was used as a sub-office by IBM from 1966 to 1968.%°

The following paragraph was excerpted from San José Modernism Historic Context Statement:
IBM is one of the firms that played a major role in San José’s developmental history. A leader in computer
technology, IBM released its first Mack 1 computer in 1944. The company opened its first research
laboratory on the West Coast in San José, at 99 Notre Dame Street, in 1952. In this facility, the firm
pioneered the Random Access Method of Accounting and Control (RAMAC) in 1956. This development
enabled IBM to create the first magnetic hard drive. The firm developed the flying head disk drive that it
incorporated into computers initially sold to American Airlines for its reservation system. During the
company'’s peak of operation, from late 1950s well into the 1980s, IBM was the largest employer in San José,
with a peak total workforce of 11,000 persons.?

Figure 12. The IBM fail99 Norme Avenue, photographed in 1952. San Jose Public Library, California Room.

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
No design professionals were associated with 51 Notre Dame Avenue. No new construction permit was located
at the City for 51 Notre Dame Avenue.

2 City of San Jose, San Jose Downtown Historic Design Guidelines — Draft, June 18, 2004, pages 18-19; City of San Jose, Downtown San
Jose Historic District Design Guidelines, November 4, 2003, pages 15-16.

21 City of San Jose Historic Resources Inventory, February 8, 2016, http://www.sanjoseca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/35475 (accessed
September 3, 2019).

22 San Jose City Directories.

2 San Jose City Directories, 1952-1968; Egon Terplan, “Shaping Downtown San Jose,” SPUR Website,
https://www.spur.org/publications/urbanist-article/2013-04-04/shaping-downtown-san-jose (accessed August 26, 2019).

24 Jay McCauley, “Why 99 Notre Dame is significant,” Continuity (Preservation Action Council of San Jose), Vol. 24, No. 4, Winter 2013, page
8.

% San Jose City Directories.

26 PAST Consultants, San José Modernism, 50.
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The building permit for 65 Notre Dame Avenue notes Warren F. Crinklaw as the contractor. According to San
José Modernism Historic Context Statement, Crinklaw (1916-1971) was an award-winning Santa Clara Valley
general contractor. He worked on Higgins & Root’s Tempress Industries electronic plant (1970) at 980 University
Avenue in Los Gatos, which Factory Magazine honored as one of the ten most beautiful factories in the United
States in 1970. He also built the chapel of the Lima- Salmon-Erickson funeral home, the St. Francis Episcopal
Church in Willow Glen, and numerous schools. His last completed building was the First National Bank (1971) on
Santa Teresa Boulevard and Cottle Road. After serving in World War Il, he worked as a contractor for Leonard
English Construction Co. in Santa Cruz for a year, after which he moved to San José to start his own business. He
was a member of the Builders Exchange of Santa Clara County.?’

OCCUPANCY HISTORY?

The occupancy history of the subject properties is outlined below.

571 Notre Dame
Dates Occupants
1944 — 1945 W. J. Sciliacci, grocery
1950 Notre Dame Market
Moses Lesser, meats
1955 County Store, grocery
Esparza Brothers Meat Market
1955 - 1960 County Store, grocery
1962 Vacant
1964 — 1965 Not listed
1966 — 1968 IBM
1969 - 1970 Vacant
1971 — 1975 Hope for Retarded Children and Adults
Loma Prieta Reg Center for Mentally Retarded
1976 Vacant
1977 - 1979 Veterans Rehabilitation Center
65 Notre Dame
Dates Occupants
1954 Bob’s Auto Driving School
1955 — 1960 Bob’s Auto Driving School
Notre Dame Cleaners
1961 - 1966 Bob's Auto Driving School
1968 - 1973 Vacant

7 Excerpted from PAST Consultants, San José Modernism, 163-164.
% San Jose City Directories, 1943-1979.
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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.%0

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.”3* 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
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: **

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

0 California Register and National Register: A Comparison.

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

32 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.

 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.

3 How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation, 44.

¥ How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation, 1.
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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.3

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. Anindividual structure or portion thereof;

2. An integrated group of structures on a single lot;
3. Asite, or portion thereof; or

4. 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. ldentification 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;

2. lIdentification 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
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

3% How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation, 44-45.
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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. lts 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).

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
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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. Aresource 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;

Is 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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Project Name: 51 Notre Dame Avenue
Historic Resource Evaluation - DRAFT
Project #: HP0639.1903.00

Date: September 6, 2019

SIGNIFICANCE EVALUATION

Current Historic Status
The buildings at 51 and 65 Notre Dame Avenue have not been identified on any City or County historic
resources inventory.

99 Notre Dame Avenue, which is located approximately 125 feet north of the subject property, is listed on the
San Jose Historic Resources Inventory. Constructed in 1949, this Moderne style building is listed as a City
Landmark Site/Structure and as individually eligible for the National Register and California Register.*” The
building was found significant for the Industrialization and Suburbanization period (1945-present) under
Manufacturing and Industry theme.®

Evaluation — California Register of Historical Resources
Criterion 1 — Association with significant events

51 Notre Dame Avenue was constructed in 1937 when the early 20* century expansion of downtown San Jose
was winding down. 65 Notre Dame was added to the existing building in 1949. Neither building is associated
with the history and growth of downtown San Jose in an individually significant way. 51 Notre Dame was briefly
used as a sub-office by IBM from 1966 to 1968; however, it is not associated with the company’s achievements
or industrialization of San Jose in an individually significant way. Therefore, the subject properties at 51 and 65
Notre Dame Avenue do 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 properties. None of
the owners or occupants of 51 and 65 Notre Dame Avenue have been identified as important to the history of
San Jose or California. Therefore, the buildings do not appear eligible for listing in the CRHR under Criterion 2.

Criterion 3 — Architecture and Construction

The subject properties 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, the buildings are not
exemplary representatives of their Commercial Modern architectural style. No architect, designer or builder has
been identified for 51 Notre Dame Avenue. According to the building permit, 65 Notre Dame Avenue was
constructed in 1949 by Warren F. Crinklaw. Although Crinklaw was a prolific contractor in the San Jose area, this
building is a rudimentary example of reinforced concrete construction and does not represent his work.
Therefore, the subject properties do not appear eligible for listing under Criterion 3.

Criterion 4 — Information Potential

Archival research provided no indication that the subject properties 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.

3 City of San Jose Historic Resources Inventory, February 8, 2016, http://www.sanjoseca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/35475 (accessed
September 3, 2019).
38 PAST Consultants, LLC, San José Modernism Historic Context Statement, June 2009, page 106.
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Project Name: 51 Notre Dame Avenue
Historic Resource Evaluation - DRAFT
Project #: HP0639.1903.00

Date: September 6, 2019

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

Although the buildings are associated with the early 20" century development of downtown San Jose, they
do not appear to be an important part of San Jose’s or region’s history.

2. [ts 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 buildings at 51 and 65 Notre Dame
Avenue.

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

While the properties are associated with downtown San Jose’s commercial development during the early
20" century, they are 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.

The buildings at 51 and 65 Notre Dame Avenue are examples of Commercial Modern style structures within
downtown San Jose. They embody some elements of the style including horizontal massing, concrete frame
construction, and large storefronts. However, the buildings are not exemplary representatives of their
architectural style. Furthermore, they do not embody distinguishing characteristics of an architectural type.

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.
No architect, designer or builder has been identified for 51 Notre Dame Avenue. Even with no known
architect or builder the building does not appear to have influenced the development of the City of San
Jose. 65 Notre Dame Avenue was constructed by Warren F. Crinklaw, who was a prolific contractor in the
San Jose area. However, this building is a rudimentary example of reinforced concrete construction and does
not represent his work.

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 buildings at 51 and 65 Notre Dame Avenue retain integrity of location since they have not been moved.
Integrity of setting, feeling, and association has been marginally compromised by construction of Freeway 87
immediately to the west in the mid-1970s, and later by construction of high-rise apartment and office buildings
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Project Name: 51 Notre Dame Avenue
Historic Resource Evaluation - DRAFT
Project #: HP0639.1903.00

Date: September 6, 2019

at the neighboring blocks in the 2000s. Integrity of design, materials, and workmanship remain high since the

buildings received minor exterior alterations over the last decades.

CONCLUSION

An evaluation of the Commercial Modern style buildings at 51 and 65 Notre Dame Avenue in reference to the
California Register criteria, it does not appear that the subject properties possess sufficient historical significance.
The buildings are not associated with the growth of downtown San Jose in an individually significant way. No
persons of significance are known to be directly associated with the properties. The buildings fail to be an
exemplary representative of the Commercial Modern architectural style; they appear to be of common
construction and materials with no notable attributes. Even though Warren F. Crinklaw, a prolific local contractor
during the second half of the 20t century, is associated with 65 Notre Dame Avenue; this building does not
represent his best work. The properties are unlikely to yield information important to the prehistory or history of
the area. Therefore, buildings at 51 and 65 Notre Dame Avenue do not appear to be individually eligible for
listing in the CRHR.

The subject buildings also do not appear to be eligible as City of San Jose Landmarks as they do not have
significance under any one of the eight criteria.
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51 Notrée Dame o
HCIT‘Y OF SAN JOSE BUILDING DEPARTMENT

APPLICATION FOR BUILDING PERMIT
Tract No

Dt b AL BN9E. T

Application is hereby made for a permit Yo ... %Sy | AALL L

7 o -
to be occupied only as ﬁ}j{ﬂ@,ﬁ_@o——/}_ parkif,;ug;:zz_ A~

in accordance with Plans, Specifications and Plot-plan filed herewith.
Estimated Value of Improvements, $ 2 O O OO RO L0

It is hereby agreed that the requirements of the 4:050 Building and Zoning Ordinances and all other laws
applicable to the construction, location, and use of buildings within the City of San Jose, will be complied with,

| certify that in the performance of the work for which this permit is issued | shal! not employ any person in
any manner so as to violate the workmen's compensation laws of California.

Owner_Z—gw ................................. Address /%"'”\;é/“‘;"g ny/" &

Contractor /, A /04.5 VLé
50 NEfes Dete

IBM




RECORD OF INSPECTION
ek

Foundation FRME v eroseseseapsses oo e

Stueco F.Ci/sh OC:/%’e(g/

/i rﬁ%w’fﬂow fi. KEQ}‘&L&.

Bory feime o1 Gre, 6724 Yoy |

Form 280-1—10M-~12-63




51 Notre Dameé

Tract No. Lot No.__
CITY OF SAN JOSE BUILDING DEPARTMENT
APPLICATION FOR BUILDING PERMIT _ %7
%ﬂﬁ( S e 7 ___ Permit No._ém

is hereby m de for a permit to G e o i

_,/_W “ Building ___ Use Zone W= &

Occupaney _ £ =2

e . PR,
to be occupied only as_ 4 44& P _/r;'_eg ~i";(;\.,-/ Parking Space .=

in accordance with Plans, Specifications and Plot-plan filed herewith. Fire Sprinkler

Estimated Value of !mprovements, § =

" | certify that.in the parformance of the work for which this permit is issued | shall not employ any persen

in any mannet: so as to violat ef workmen's ¢ ion iaws of Ca!nforma g
“Owne / o) Z y 2 ess W
= By [/% I Address (éj'?/, Yx <%ﬂ

RECORD OF INSPECTION

Dafe

Applicat

Fou ndaﬁor}__ .. . . Frame __

Stucco . _ . . Finish _;Z_zg_g%g

51 Notre Dame Ave { ‘A Hope for Retarded




Exemption from requirement for State of California for Contractor's License is hereby claimed by applicant:
as owner [ statement filed [

-
Applicant attests that his State of California Contractor's License #ﬁﬂéﬁ&/ Z oz ?

is in full force and effect and properly authorizes this application,

San Jose City Business License #&{ LD - o O/ Lo
Entey Pive # SIHEG o 5f o) 70 frkert
S0 Wt crgplicd wit plews Lode sy

cacrep~witie. Com7acy £ L Dofe f [ - 7Y

(e

//‘?/'A.-[WM““WL" A.Z,,%L A}mﬁéﬁwﬂlmz%?ya@%
LeTTer  Reguesr  usp [-2-74F




51 Norte Dame St

Tract No. LotNo.__ _ Permit No.gQ/o? V W

CITY OF SAN JOSE BUILDING DEPARTMENT
APPLICATION FOR BUILDING PERMIT PC.No. ST &L E D
Application Date -7' 2 / , 19 84:’ Permit Date <S>’/ . 19‘?’&

Application is hereby e for g parmit to _ 1. ;(n ——7[' R
a _L story, Type 7 Building Use Zone_c/z_
aa s /S Mo tre p;l o §+ ' Occupancy _ {3 a2
to be occcupied only as mer Sq. feet
/ Parking Space
in accordance with Plans, Specifications and Plot-plan filed herewith. Fire Sprinkler

Estimated Value of Improvements, § _/ 23, oo — Emer, Elect,

DI certify that in the performance of the work for which this permit is issued | shall not employ any person
“owner UbG (AN A MARKEA | wasen 220 Wa T Slige] 5.,

B‘y OM"\] W {J') Address é}’?{’! Mfkﬂ/tuﬁ Cﬂ 9 O &f@af

Th-s permit shail expire and become null and void if the work authorized bv itis not commenced within

—

120 days from the date issued or if the work is suspended or abandaned ior a pericd of 120 days aftar

i warienon [ 8 oA G

280-601 N
REV. 1/4/84




Exemption from requirement for State of California for Contractor’s
License is hereby claimed by applicant:

as owner (O staternent filee (O 7994&67;

Appticant at1ests that his State of California Contractor's License No.
it in full force and affect and properly autharizes this application.

San Jose City Businass License No., ﬁﬁyl%ﬂ;‘ﬁ’ l@fl 'I




{ CITY OF SAN JOSE INSPECTION NOTICE | N
| 1.LocaTion S\ ve_ | 2. DATE RCD, 3. TIME RCD.
r 4, READY AM { ) ANYTIME { )| 5. TYPE OF 6. AREA | 7. INSPT. MADE
N PM { ) SPECIFY INSPE\CT, TiIME
QL& Naeng oaTe /075775
8. APPROVED (%\ 9. REMARKS: J VA
DISAPPROVED | S !OO{

e 1/ i

A
1= ] A=

INSPECTOR

WHITE - FILE YELLOW - INSPECTOR PINK - OFFICE S~/ REV 81280871 )
e e ——— R P PO, -

!; : // £
g [ /
|

' CITY/OF SAN JOSE INSPECTION NOTICE ° //2?/
: L ﬁ/ﬁf
_ MN @ 2. DATE RCD, 3, TIME RCD.
. SRt :
4.READY AM( )  ANYTIME ( 1| 5.TYPEOE | 6. AREA | 7. INSPT. MADE !
PM ()}  SPECIFY INSPECT, TIME '
Sy o | 1A onepiEe ey
8. APPROVED | 9.REMARKS/% VAR A
DISAPPROVED (K ) P/ 4 7
W;%M
Y i 8 oy L ?@&!MW&&/ c?;z- 17—7/@%

T 7T e g By e D Po o B4
( ClHingre ~ LT / /

V4

/
{
; s / /
' insPeCTOR / U4 a0
; WHITE - FILE YELLOW - INSPECTOR PINK - OFFICE %\/ REV '81 2806-671

... ——




‘CITY OF SAN JOSé INSPECTION NOTICE

?Q?ﬁ Y i

[
|
| |
| |
I 4 Renoy AV ) ANYTIME { PEQF A 6. AREA 77 INSPT. MADES, ‘
1; PM { SPECIFY SPECT Tive_2 5 s
| //fe((/ 13 paTe/ 2743177 |
‘ 8. APPROVED 9. REMARKS: (9 ‘
1 DISAPPROVED (7L) / // /&9
1 Y 2 ) o 1) vl M/h/f/‘.-gﬂ{/'ﬁ'ﬂ
] Vit v .
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1. LOCATION

;%7

!
|

i
I
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G Fao.
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1
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51 NOTRE DAME AVENUE

l Building Permit ConfirmedeTT™
Not Required 0O

CITY OF SAN JOSE 57?‘9¢ 4 2w BUILDING DEPARTMENT
APPLICATION FOR PLUMBING and/or GAS PIPING PERMIT
Date ,21‘;,’? vi 1986  Permit No. [ 2&Y -

The undersigned hereby makes application to the Plumbing Inspector of the City of San
Jose for a permit to install Plumbing fixtures and/or pipes listed on the reverse side.
Exemption from requirement for State of California for Contractor's License is heraby
claimed by undersigned: as owner O statement filed O 5
s O B eand proparty Suthorzes tnis appncation o £ F oo &
is in fu u i ication.
' ot gl [ 3

San Jose City Business License #

I certity that in the performance of the work for which this permit is issued | shali not
employ any person in any manner so as 1o violate the workmen's c‘?pensation laws of
0

California. » .

Job Address 5- / ﬂ d 7“!{5 @M t‘{lg./__.___

owner__ D At Chopk M Artih Tract No.

Permitteeﬁ s V-. ‘/'7!/% ff’%’ o p ﬁ §

USE OF BUILDING Grg‘“;m LT5R £ signed %{p‘{a&fy //’E%&:’V
/ ,

51 NOTRE DAME AVE, S.V, HATHORN PL.

280-401n




FIXTURES NO. | FEE WAIN DRAIN y
| Water Heatorg £ |size Y [Material O
| Water ClosetSPlp [ o0, [~ [To £ 7220 Fee | —
Bath Tubs AN RAIN WATER DRAINAGE
 Showersy _4Size - Material
Lavatorss |- @ /n9 , /& 1o Feg |
| Kitgsan Sink$Hzgy 8 =t WATER SYSTEM
Dish Washer '~ ~Isize /< TMaterial (o l
Waste Disposals Water Fixture Fee | —m———"
Wash Trays ' HOUSE GAS PIPING
Washing Machines No.tines / / Outlets
Water Treat. Equip. Size I/z,,]Fee | », 5o
| Sinks it/ 2 AT FEES
Dental Units Fixture Fees /6 &
Drinking Fountains _[Main Drain Fees |
Floor Drains 7o | 2 “Istorm Drain Fees
Hoppers "7 | yefAWater sys. Fee ’
Sand Traps 17" 1Gas Piping Fee =.,64)
Urinals [ 16" [survey
Area Draing j Permit Fee
Water Leaders TOTAL FEE (/2% -
Trailer Space INSPECTOR'S REPORT I
Swim Pool N Gas Piping '
indirect Wastes 6)‘3-@ Approved /) Se =D ’
Drywell By %—_él_,;//
Backfiow Preventer Partiai ,
Survey Approyed)() ~ /&4 (5
BY \d Kos'smpe fPCE /~ D W
/7“ Rough ’
TOTAL A7 Approved /2/ /< [ g4
Cyld% z /7 Sk By A COFS
1orr ol ARJ Finish
72//% P -—-—/@éz/ Approved [/ /572

(Dt T By 2l
=/ = =




51 NOTRE DAME ST. STUART & SONS \)ﬁj

Building Pormit Confirmed £ 5 O;)OG]‘
Not Required O

CITY OF SAN JOSE ‘ BUILDING: DEPARTMENT
APPLICATION FOR ELECTRICAL PERMIT = ~ '

pate. I — L Z— .. 1954 Permit No. 29837 .

The undersigned hereby makes application to the Electrical Inspector of the City of San Jose
for a permit to install electrical fixtures and/or wiring as listed on the reverse side.

Exemption from requirement for State of California for Contractor's Licensa is hereby claimed
by undersigned: as owner [ statement filed T3 .

Ufnﬁe;signed ;ﬂe;}s that his Siahla of Ea!ifcami.;1 Con!rlactor's License # /-&"4.’;?4_/ 2/
is in full force and effect and properly authorizgs this a ication,

San Jose City Business License # 0 é’/;t %Pl,? el 5 ‘7

| certify that in the performance of the work for which this permit is issued | shall not employ
any person in any manner so as to violale the workmen's compensation laws of California.

owNeR T a7 Y=

s 5 ) sl Mg ded

USE w@ W/Kéxg
FIRMC 14 *”Ja@ %a, sueneﬂ'%ﬁﬁ//za LD 2
ConTZl Zra 770 )00 280-201n :




. ”L"?, l»:m - SNy T

ITEMIZE THE FOLLOWING n New 0N,
Qutlets 33 Panels, Cabinets _ _L __Size Service Conduit __Ahg,]
Switches g Switchboards ______ Size Service Wires —_; / ’9'{’/&17 ’
Receptacles M;Z-H, . —Panelboards . Size Service Switch _ . ___ fé.‘?ﬁHr’
Fixtures 7;2_@_4;4;/,,&0’%@ Festoon Lamps_ _____ Size Sub Feed Conduit —
Mercury Lamps __ _ __ Dryers Kw Size Sub Feed Wires __ |
Ranges __  Kw _ Heaters Kw Number of Cireuits _____ |
Signs _____ Transformers Motors Number of Meters u ’
HP 4~ SHF:’; "ﬂﬁ\i/ff{?a Phase fLAmpere Loads 4_5 Lighting .iép@ Power
Miscellaneous AYOVLF 4t/tne.

Rough Inspection

Final Inspection | l////7/(?7 By M&

Remarks: § - 24-4L & eric /2» {é/C/J/f A os
Q- 26 -J6 & G5 fn e Covceetbiy & - CYfhere k&cw

A Il I eincs b o A
| Lesc T I /- IFT Py <y ~ 280-201n

|




51 NOTRE DAME AVENUE

PHONE: 277-4581

" Bullding Permit Confirmed O
Not Required ]

CITY OF SAN JOSE BUILDING DEPARTMENT
APPLICATION FOR MECHANICAL PERMIT
Datet O — 2.ED 1086 PermitNo. M 1 553

The undersigned hereby makes application to the Mechanical Inspector of the City of San
Jose for a permit to install the mechanical work listed on the reverse side,

Exemptlon from requirement for State of California for Contractor’s License is hereby
claimed by undersigned: as owner O statement tlied O

Undersigned attests that his State of California Contractor's License # 2RRZH /O

is in fult force and effect and properly authorizes this application.
San Jose City Business License# @ 22£7R% %7

O | certify that in the performance of the work for which this permit is issued | shall not
employ any person.

Job Address 5"/ No'f-}”{ Da e \“A@*?ﬂ\]@/ LotNo. ___

& .
owner D21 S hene av ‘4‘41_‘{‘ T7gt No. ~
Parmittee Pngom N ' o n .

P |
USE OF BUILDING Yoo b éfxw ~©_ Signed @h&%&z S
/ -

51 NOTRE DAME AVE. ANSON AIR COND.



INSPECTION
APPLIANCE No. | Fees RECORD
Range. Gas Line
B.t.u. No
Wall Heater Outlets
B.t.u. Size
Oven Approved
B.t.u. By
Blower Furnace Hood
B.t.u. Approved
Suspended Unit By
B.t.u. Duct Under Floor
Boiler Approved
B.t.u. By
AC/Heating Pkg. 50 0 Duct Complete
B.t.u. oy %’i‘ 3 (20 |Approved \QM {@é
AC Cooling System . By \WPo @7\
B.t.u, Flue in Wan~
Approved 7
Fan Coll By
Evaporative Cooler Flue Complete
Heat Pump Approved
Flue/Vent By
Chimney Chimney
Hl-Press Duct _ JApproved
Lo-PressDuct 21 R | 30 |py . 7
Hoods Combustionfair*
indlrect Waste Approved 7
-~ 3 /s sy " ]
Gas Line Extension L Aopi ancefEing“? 5
Permit /| 4 Zappibved! AL AT
Total /3 0™ By fY




51 NOTRE DAME AVENUE Building Permit Confirmed g/

Not Required

_ CITY OF SAN JOSE OL/ BUILDING DEPARTMENT
A}’ELICATION FOR PLUMBING and/or GAS PIPING PERMIT
D_ate Z - / 19_é Permit No. 8/2 < 693

The undersigned hereby makes application to the Plumbing Inspector of the City of San
Jose for a permit to install Plumbing fixtures andfor pipes listed on the reverse side.

Exemption from requirement for State of California for Contractor’s License is hereby
claimed by undersigned: as owner O statement filed (O3 .2/ 3 o2 gZ’

Undersigned attests that his State of California Contractor’s License # /
is in full force and effect and properly authorizes this application. o ﬁ 2

San Jose City Business License # 5 7 / e

t certify that in the performance of the work for which this permit is issued | shail not
employ any person in any manner so as to violate the workmen's compensation laws of

California.
Job Address 5- / WWQ W%J—W Lot No.
Owner D/? ¢ ClhENK p L Tract No. ;-

permittee fL /P T © S Nr  PL UMD Ry
USE OF BUILDING Signed _%AA&,M/»
: . ‘ 2804010

HATHORN PLUMBING

51 NOTRE DAME AVE.



FIXTURES NO. |- FEE MAIN DRAIN
Water Heatars Size Material
Water Closets To Fee |
Bath Tubs ~ RAIN WATER DRAINAGE
Showaers Size Material
Lavatories To FeeT
Kitchen Sinks WATER SYSTEM
Dish Washer Size | Material
Waste Disposals Water Fixture Fee |
Wash Trays HOUSE GAS PIPING
Washing Machines No. Lines Outlets
Water Treat, Equip. Size IFee |
Sinks FEES ]
Dental Units Fixture Fees 20 —
Drinking Fountains Main Drain Fees
Flcor Drains Storm Drain Fees |
Hoppers Water Sys. Fee
Sand Traps Gas Piping Fee
Urinals Survey
Area Draing Parmit Fee ‘ &
Water Leaders TOTAL FEE | 22 ~
Trailer Space INSPECTOR’S REPORT
Swim Pool Gas Piping
Indirect Wastes =5 |12~ |Approved
Drywel) / & —==1By ,
Backflow Preventer Partial l
Survey Approvad —

By : |
Rough
TOTAL Approved
By

([ Bipish-—~

i
Approvedl/@/(} ! /

By P

Ll Vs
[




51 NOTRE DAME
¥ ' - / A PHONE: 277-4581

Building Permit Contirmed O _
Not Required W

CITY OF SAN JOSE BUILDING DEPARTMENT
APPLICATION FOR MECHANICAL PERMIT
Date_s O — A& 1937 ~ Permit No. ‘/ 5'577

The undersigned hereby makes apptication to the Mechanical Inspector of the City of San
Jose for a permit to install the mechanical work listed on the reverse side.

Exemptlon from requirement for State of Calitornia for Contractor's License is hereby
claimed by undersigned: as owner [ statement flled O -

Understgned attests that his State of California Contractor's License # 2854 1 ©
is In full force and effect and properly authorizes thistfpgllgation.

San Jose City Business License# © 2} L i 7

| certify that in the performance of the work for which this permit is issued | shal not

amploy any person.

Job Address S ﬂ)o'hhe D/—} Wi € ___ Lot No.
Owner DAL Chuve N/ y birwe— TractNo.

Permitiee Lﬁ Sen 'ﬁ—b’ivw C& ‘nel AN
ou

o~ 2
=g
USE OF BUILDING Signed_> ru—*‘—i\sﬂ@»u

51 NOTRE DAME ARSON AIR COND.




INSPECTION
APPLIANCE No. i Fees RECORD
Range Gas Line
B.t.u. No
Wall Heater QOutlets
B.t.u, Size
Oven Approved
B.t.u. By
Blower Furnace Hood
B.t.u. Approved
Suspended Unit By
8.1.u. Duct Under Floor
Boiler Approved
B.t.u, By
AC/Heating Pk 5% . Duct Complete
B.t.u. ‘twou‘ “."V‘ 3 3oiggproved
AC Coollng System By
B.t.u. Flue in Wall
Approved
Fan Coll By
Evaporative Cooler Flue Complete
Heat Pump Approved
Flue/Vent By
Chimney Chimney
Hi-Press Duct Approved
Lo-Press Duct 4 - 0_,@ By
Hoods Combustion Alr
Indirect Wasta Approved
By
Gas Line Extension - Jﬁ Appilance/Final
Parmit S Y. SRvproved
Total [/, y




BUILDING PERMITS
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65 Notre Dame
CITY OF SAN JOSE ' . BUILDING DEPARTMENT

APPLICATION FOR BUILDING PERMIT

Date.............

Application is hereby made fora perm:f to...

a... / ........ s+ory.Type_ZZ7-
aféJ /ﬁ/'?z’":“’ 2 .........

to be occupied only as........ /&Jé‘ /

in accordance with Plans, Specifications and Plof-plan filed herewith.
Estimated Value of Improvements, 55‘9‘9‘7

It is hereby agreed that the requitements of the San Jose Building and Zoning Ordinances and all other
~laws applicable {o the construction, location, and use of bmldmgs within the City of San jose, will be

complied thh A
e ...Address
W ............... Addr/ess

Conimclor Agent

Notre Daﬁe A. Del CGrande



RECORD OF INSPECTION
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