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Staff Report: 
Bearing Date: ~~~ECORD PACKET COPY 

STAFF 1\EPORT: QQNSENT CALENDAR 

APPLICATION NO.: S-98-083 

APPLICANT: Mark Cigolle and Kim Coleman 

PROJECT LOCATION: 17463 Tramonte Drive, Pacific Palisades 

Sept. 2~, 1998 
JLR-LB -f. 
April 1 , 1~8 
May 12-15, 1998 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Construct a 6,757 sq. ft. single-family residence, 
2-story, 33' high with seven parking spaces and swimming pool on a vacant 
30,465 sq. ft. parcel. 

Lot area: 
Building coverage: 
Pavement coverage: 
Landscape coverage: 
Parking spaces: 
zoning: 
Plan designation: 
Project density: 
Bt abv fin grade: 

30,465 sq. ft. 
3,215 sq. ft. 
6,171 sq. ft. 

21,079 sq • ft. 
Seven 
R-1 
Residential 
N/A 
33' 

LOCAL APPROVALS RECEIVED: City of Los Angeles Parcel Map 5938, Local 
Coastal Development Permit 86-043, 97-014 

SUBSTANTIVE FILE DOCUMENTS: Pinal EIR 86-0789; CDPs: S-89-729 (Runka); 
5-81-520 (Wilkes); A5-81-520 (Wilkes); 5-82-716 
(Wilkes); S-88-507 (Wilkes and Flaherty); 
s-88-1046 (Roberts) and s-97-030 (Santa Monica 
Bank) 

SUMMARY OF STAfF RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends approval with special conditions regarding complying with 
geologist and City's geologic recommendations, grading schedule and preventive 
erosion measures and issuance of underlying subdivision CDP S-97-030. 

Recently, on March 10, 1998, the Commission conditionally approved a 
subdivision of a 4.53 acre parcel for four single-family lots. The proposed 
project is the first request for the construction of a single family residence 
on one of those four lots. As conditioned, the proposed project is consistent 
with the Commission's previous approval. 



Page 2 
5-98-083 (H. Cigolle & K. Coleman) 

STAFF RECOMMINPATIOI!: 

The ataff recommend• that the Commiaaion adopt the following reaolution: 

I. Approval with Cpnditiont. 

The Commiaaion hereby qragte a permit, eubject to the conditione below, for 
the propoted development on the grounds that the development will be in 
conformity with the proviaiona of Chapter 3 of the California Coaetal Act of 
1976, will not prejudice the ability of the local government havin; 
juriadiction over the area to prepare a Local Coaatal Program conforming to 
the provisions of Chapter 3 of the Coaatal Act, and will not have any 
aignificant adverte impactt on the environment within the meaning of the 
California Environmental Quality Act. 

II. Standard conditipna. 

1. Notice pf Receipt and Acknowledgment. The permit b not valid and. 
development ahall not commence until a copy of the permit, aigned by the 
permittee ~r authorized agent, acknowledging receipt of the permit and. 
acceptance of the terme and conditions, ia returned to the COmmiaaion 
office. 

,. 
• 

2. Bxpiratipn. If development haa not commenced, the permit will expire two • 
years from the date thia permit is reported to the commission. 
nevelopment shall be pursued in a diligent manner and completed in a 
reasonable period of time. Application for extension of the permit muat 
be made prior to the expiration date. 

3. compliance. All development must occur in atrict compliance with the 
proposal as aet forth in the application for permit, eubject to any 
special conditions aet forth below. Any deviation from the approved plana 
must be reviewed and approved by the ataff and may require Commiaaion 
approval. 

4. Intex:pretation. Any queetiona of intent or interpretation of any 
condition will be reaolved by the Executive nirector or the eommiaaion. 

s. Inspection!. The Commitaion ttaff thall be allowed to inapect the aite 
and the project during ita development, subject to 24-hour advance notice. 

6. Assianmtnt• The permit may be aaaigned to any qualified peraon, provided 
assignee files with the Commiaaion an affidavit accepting all terma and 
conditione of the permit. 

7. Tlrms and Condition• Bun with the Land• Theae terme and conditione ahall 
be perpetual, and it ia the intention of the Commitaion and the permittee 
to bind all future ownera and posseaaora of the eubject property to the 
terma and conditione. • 
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III. Special Conditions. 

1. Qeoloqic Recommendations 

A. The applicant shall incorporate all conditions of the City of Los 
Angeles Planning Department approval of Parcel Map 5938 (local CDP 
#97-014), as well as the recommendations of the reports by the 
consulting geologists, GeoSoils, dated November 21, 1986; August S, 
1987; February 2, 1987; September 15, 1987; December 30, 1987; 
February 17, 1988; April 7, 1988 and July 9, 1997. Any revisions in 
the project which are not in keeping with these recommendations shall 
be submitted to the Executive Director for his determination on 
whether the changes necessitate an amendment to this permit 

B. Any grading conducted during the rainy season, November 15 to March 
15, shall be conducted according to methods specified by the City of 
Los Angeles for grading and siltation control during the rainy 
season. No fewer than ten days before the beginning of any such 
grading, the applicant shall submit to the Executive Director, for 
his review and approval, a copy of the grading schedule, the methods 
proposed to avoid mudflow and siltation during grading operations and 
other precautionary methods suggested by the applicant's engineer of 
required by the City of Loa Angeles. 

2. Issuance of Subdivision CDP 

Prior to issuance of permit, the applicant shall provide evidence 
that the underlying subdivision coastal Development Permit (5-97-030) 
has been issued. 

IV. Findings and Declarations. 

The Commission hereby finds and declares as follows: 

A. Project pescription 

The applicant proposes to construct a 6,757 sq. ft. single family residence, 
2-story 33' high with seven parking spaces and swimming pool on a vacant 
30,465 sq. ft. parcel. The proposed project site is a gently sloping parcel 
which is located on the exterior edge of a tight curve of Tramonte Drive. The 
project site is in the Caatellammare area of Pacific Palisades in the City of 
Los Angeles. 

On March 10, 1998, the Commission approved a subdivision of a 4.53 acre parcel 
for four single-family lots. The proposed project is the first request for 
the construction of a single family residence on one of those four lots. 

B. Proiect History 

In 1989 the Commission approved the subdivision of the 4.53 acre parcel into 4 
lots, construction of street improvements, utilities, drainage and slope 
repair which involved the removal and recompaction of soil [CDP #5-89-729 
(Runka)]• ~be Commission approved the permit with three special conditions. 
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The first condition required that all geologic recommendations made by the ~ 
applicant's geologist and City be incorporated into the project and that a 
grading schedule and eroaion preventive meaaures to be taken to minimize 
mudflows and siltation during grading operation& be submitted. The second 
condition required the recordation of an assumption of risk due to the 
potential geologic hazard from the possible ancient landslide that existed on 
one of the lots (Lot A). 

Subsequent to the Commission's approval the applicant recorded the Parcel Map 
and the City permitted the applicant to do the street and infrastructure 
improvements, install dewatering wells and three horizontal draina,a aa 
required remedial measure• for the possible on-aite ancient landalide, 
consiatent with Commission approval. However, special condition #2 of the 
Commission's Coastal Development Permit, which required the recordation of the 

··assumption of risk, was never recorded by the applicant. Therefore, since the 
applicant did not aatiafy apecial condition #2, the permit was never isaued by 
Commission ataff. 

Sometime after the Commission approved the project the property changed 
ownership (bank acquired property). When the new owners became aware of the 
fact that the CDP was never issued, the permit had already expired. Since the 
permit was never issued the work performed on the site and undertaken in 
reliance of a permit did not vest the permit. Therefore, the applicant for 
the subdivision had to refile for a new permit. Because the project is in the 
dual permit jurisdiction area of Pacific Paliaadea the applicant for the 
subdivision had to refile with the City of Loa Angeles to obtain a local CDP ~ 
and file again with the Commission for another CDP for a 4 lot aubdiviaion and 
grading. 

C. eeoloqic Stability 

section 30253 of the Coastal Act states, in part, that: 

New development &hall: 

(l) Minimize riaks to life and property in areas of high geologic, flood, 
and fire hazard. 

(2) Assure stability and structural integrity, and neither create nor 
contribute aignificantly to erosion, geologic inatability, or deatruction 
of the site or surrounding area or in any way require the construction of 
protective devices that would substantially alter natural landforms along 
bluffs and cliffs. 

The project site is located in the Caatellammare area of Pacific Palisade& in 
the City of Los Angeles. The Castellammare area has a long and complex 
hiatory of landslide problems. This site ia not located on the elope facing 
Pacific coast Highway which has been the aite of moat of the·•lidea. rnstead, 
it faces Loa Liones Canyon. The site and the immediate area adjacent to 
Tramonte Drive haa been the subject of may geologic investigations. 

The proposed project site is located on an inland, level portion of a larger ~ 
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bowl-shaped area that exists on the side of Los Liones canyon. This bowl 
shaped feature has been the subject of much debate by applicants, geologists, 
the City and the Commission. The debate centered on the geologic origin of 
this feature. There have been reports which conclude that the feature is the 
result of ancient landsliding and that the bowl shape is actually a head 
scarp. other reports have held that although this feature may have the 
topographical expression of a landslide scarp, there is no subsurface evidence 
to support that claim and that because the area is underlain with stream 
alluvial deposits another conclusion is that the feature is the result of an 
uplifted stream meander. 

In the original permit [#5-89-729 (Runka)] the applicant submitted seven 
geologic investigations that have been conducted for the subject project. All 
of the reports which were prepared from 1986 to 1988 were prepared by 
GeoSoils, Inc. Their reports discussed in detail the bowl-shaped feature 
which is partially on the subject project site in the lower southern portion 
of Lot A of the proposed subdivision. GeoSoils reviewed studies that had been 
conducted over the years for the area, including 30 test borings and numerous 
trenches that were excavated on the subject site as well as many others 
conducted on the surrounding parcels. 

The trenches revealed a sheared contact between two different formations which 
GeoSoils found to be indicative of either landsliding or fault displacement. 
They concluded that based upon this information they could not disprove that a 
large landslide may exist under a portion of Parcel A and offsite. However, 
they stated that no evidence exists of historic or recent movement. The 
report cited a earlier report, prepared by Geolabs, Inc., that estimated the 
age of the landslide at over 5,000 years based on undisturbed alluvium that 
was deposited since the landslide event. The Geolabs report also stated: 

••• the landslide has attained a high degree of stabilization. At the 
time of principal movement the slide was probably the result of 
undercutting by the stream of ancient Los Liones Canyon, groundwater 
and possibly a strong earthquake. 

The Geolabs report found that the Factor of Safety of the slope between the 
subject site and Los Liones Canyon was in excess of 1.5. Although the 
possible landslide now appear to be stable, GeoSoi+s recommended that the area 
of the Lot A, over which the bowl-shaped feature extends, not be utilized for 
residential structures and that two dewatering wells be installed to reduce 
the groundwater present. The City of Loa Angeles concurred with this 
recommendation and as a condition of the Parcel Map approval, the applicant 
was required to record a sworn affidavit that no habitable structure may be 
constructed within the area of the possible landslide. 

In the previously Commission approved CDP (#5-89-729) the commission required 
as conditions of the permit that the project comply with all recommendation• 
made by the consulting geologist and the City of Los Angeles conditions as 
contained in the City's approval of Parcel Map 5938, dated April 6, 1989. A 
second condition required that the applicant submit a grading schedule and 
preventive erosion measures proposed to prevent adverse impacts if any grading 
was to be conducted during the rainy season (November 15 to March 15). 
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Becauae of the potential natural h.azards created by the poasible ancient 
landalide which may exiat on the aite, the Commiaaion found that they could 
only approve the project on the basia of the geologic report and the designa 
of special foundations and dewatering devices which are the responsibility of 
the applicant. The Commisaion found that they could only make such an 
approval if the applicant assumed the liability from the riak. Therefore, aa 
a third condition of the permit the Commiasion required that the applicant 
record an assumption of risk deed restriction on all four lots that indicated 
that the applicant was aware of and appreciated the nature of the hazard& that 
may exist on the site and may adversely affect the stability or aafety of the 
proposed development. 

The applicant ia currently requeating that the assumption of riak reatriction 
not be required on the aubject lot. All aubmitted report& indicate that the 
poaaible landalide ia only on Lot A and doea not control or effect the aubject 
lot or the other two lots. The aubmitted report contends that there are no 
geologic riaka aaaociated with the poaaible ancient landalide on the aubject 
lot. Therefore, the Commiaaion required that the aaaumption of riak for the 
aubdiviaion would be limited to only Lot A and not the aubject lot. 

The geologic condition• imposed on the project by the City•a original CDP 
(#86-043) addreaa expanaive aoila, not elope failure, and have not been 
changed and have been incorporated by the City into the new City permit 

•• 

(#97-014). Furthermore, the applicant'• geologiat (Geosoila, Inc.) field • 
checked the aite in 1996 and indicated that the aite conditione abow no change . 
that affecta previoua recommendation• made in the referenced GeoSoila, Inc. 
reporta. 

The Commisaion, therefore, finds that as conditioned to comply with all 
recommendation• made by the conaulting geologiat and the City of Loa Angelea, 
to provide a grading achedule and eroaion preventive meaaurea, the project 
will be conaiatent with section 30253 of the coaatal Act. 

D. Habitat Protection 

Section 30231 of the coaatal Act atatea thats 

The biological productivity and the quality of coastal waters, atreams, 
wetlands, eatuariea, and lakes appropriate to maintain optimum populations 
of marine organisms and for the protection of human health ahall be 
maintained and, where feaaible, restored through, among other -ana, 
minimizing adverae effect& of waste water discharge& and 
entrainment,controlling runoff, preventing depletion of ground water 
auppliea and aubatantial interference with surface water flow, encouraging 
waste water reclamation, maintaining natural vegetation buffer areaa that 
protect riparian habitats, and minimizing alteration of natural atreama. 

Section 30240 of the coaatal Act atatea in part: 

(a) Environmentally aenaitive habitat areaa ahall be protected againat any • 
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significant disruption of habitat values, and only uses dependent on those 
resources shall be allowed within those areas. 

In the original permit the applicant submitted both a tree study and 
biological assessment for the proposed project site, as well as a 
Environmental Impact Report for the subdivision. The site vegetation is 
comprised of ground cover, common shrubs, weeds and a variety of trees. The 
atudy identified 87 trees on-site that range from ~ to 60 feet in height and 
6 to 32 inches in width. One oak tree was identified on site. The City of 
Los Angeles conditioned the project to require the applicant to replace 
desirable non-oak trees, which are removed on a 1 to 1 basi&, to require City 
approval for the removal of any oak tree more than 8 inches in diameter and 
any such removal must be replaced on a 2 to 1 basis with 24 inch box trees at 
least 10 feet tall. The biological survey of the site revealed no sensitive 

.. wildlife species. --

The Commission conditioned the permit to comply with all of the conditione of 
the Parcel Map approval. The City's current approval does not make any 
changes to the City's original conditions pertaining to the biological 
resources of the site. Therefore, the proposed project is conditioned to 
comply with all. of the conditione of the City's Parcel Map approval. The 
Commission finds that, as conditioned the project will be consistent with 
Section 30231 and 30240 of the Coastal Act • 

E. Local Coastal Program 

section 30604{a) of the coastal Act atates: 

(a) Prior to certification of the local coastal program, a coastal 
development permit shall be issued if the issuing agency, or the 
commission on appeal, finds that the proposed development is in conformity 
with the provisions of Chapter 3 (commencing with Section 30200) of this 
division and that the permitted development will not prejudice the ability 
of the local government to prepare a local coastal program that is in 
conformity with the provisions of Chapter 3 (commencing with Section 
30200). 

The City of Los Angeles has not prepared a draft Land Use Plan for this 
planning subarea. However, the City's work program to develop a Local coastal 
Program considers natural hazards as an issue for this area of the City. 
Approval of the proposed development, as submitted, will not prejudice the 
City's ability to prepare a certifiable Local Coastal Program. The 
Commission, therefore, finds that the proposed project ia consistent with the 
provision• of Section 30604 (a) of the coastal Act. 

Section l3096(a) of the Commission'& administrative regulations requires 
Commission approval of Coastal Development Permit application& to be supported 
by a finding showing the application, aa conditioned by any conditions of 
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approval, to be consi•tent with any applicable requirement• of the california 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Section 21080.S{d)(2)(A) of CEQA prohibit• 
a proposed development from ~eing approved if there are feasi~le alternative• 
or feasi~le mitigation measures available which would s~stantially les88n any 
•ignificant adverse impact which the activity may have on the environment. 

There are no negative impact• cau•ed ~y the proposed development which have 
not been adequately mitigated. Therefore, the proposed project is found 
consistent with CBQA and the policie• of the coastal Act. 
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CITY oF Los ANGELES 
COMMISSIONIRS 

JOYCI L. FOSTER 
Jllftiii)ENT 

MABEL CHANG 
W::l""'ESIDENT 

LEE KANON ALPERT 
JEANETTE APPLEGATE 

NANCY H. ZAMORA 

January 13. 1998 

Santa Monica Bank 
·t324 Fifth St 
Santa Monica, CA 90406 

TRACT: 
LOT: 

PM 5938 
D 

" 

CALIFORNIA 

RICHARD J. RIORDAN 
MAYOflt 

Log, 23279 
C.D. 

OIIIA111111NrQit 

BUILDING AND SAFETY 
400 Crrt HALL 

LOS AHOEW. CA 100t2. ' 
TN TAYLOR 

GENEMLMANAGER 

RICHARD E. HOLGUIN 
UICUTIYI OFFICER 

LOCATION: 17463 Tramonto Dr 

CURRENT REFERENCE REPORT· 
REPORI/LEUERCS> NO. 

Geology Repon 227SA-VN 
Ovrszd Doc 227SA-VN 
Geology/Soil Repon 227SSM-VN 

PREVIOUS REFERENCE REPORT 
REPORTILETTEB!Sl NO. 

".: 

Inter-Departmental 3600 

DATE(S)OF 
DOCUMENT 

07/09/97 
07/09/97 
12122197 

DATE(S)OF 
DOCUMENT 

OS/04188 

PREPAREJ) BY • 

Geosoils, Inc 
Geosoils, Inc 
Geosoils, Inc 

PREPARED BY 

Bldg&Safety 

The referenced repon concerning a proposed pool and single-family residence bas been reviewed 
by the Grading Section of the Department of Building and Safety. Parcel D is pan of a four-lot 
subdivision which was approved in the referenced Inter-Departmental. Condition 124 of the 
referenced letter indicates that hydrauger drains and slope stabilization grading shall be completed 
on parcel A prior to issuance of building permits for any of the parcels. According to the repon 
dated 12122/97. the hydrauger drains have been installed, and it is the opinion of the consultants 
that the required grading on parcel A bas no impact on lots B, C or D. The reports are 
acceptable, provided the following conditions are complied with during si~eevelop~~ 1-/ 

~t..b, 
1. The. -geologist and soils engineer shall review and approve the deta~ pfe:' ~ _.. 

issuance of any permits. This approval shall be by signature on the hig ~ 
indicates that the geologist and soils engineer have reviewed the plans prepared by the 
design engineer and that the plans include the recommendations contained in tbeir reports. 

.s--et ' .. (J ~ ~ 
AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY- AFFIAMATIVE ACTtON EMPLOYER a... ... _n...._,......e'-"1':- -;;· 
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2. All new graded slopes shall be no steeper than 2: 1. 

3. The building pad shall be capped with a compacted fill blanket, as approved in condition 
#9 of the referenced Inter-Departmental letter. 

4. All recommendations of the repon which are in addition to or more restrictive than the 
conditions contained herein shall also be incorporated into the plans for the project . 

.5. The applicant is advised that the approval of this repon does not waive the requirements 
for excavations contained in the State Construction Safety Orders enforced by the State 
Division of Industrial Safety. 

6. A grading permit shall be obtained. 

7. A copy of the subject and appropriate referenced reports and this appro~al letter shall be 
attached to the District Office and field set of plans. Submit one copy of the above reports 
to the Building Department plan checker prior to issuance of the permit. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

--

All man-made fill shall be compacted to a minimum 90 percent of the maximum dry 
density of the fill material per the latest version of ASTM D 1557. 

All roof and pad drainage shall be conducted to the street in an acceptable manner. 

All retaining walls shall be provided with a standard surface backdrain system and all 
drainage shall be conducted to the street in an acceptable manner and in a non-erosive 
device. 

Prior to issuance of the building permit, the design of the subdrainage system required to 
prevent possible hydrostatic pressure behind retaining walls shall be approved by the soils 
engineer and accepted by the Department. Installation of the subdrainage system shall be 
inspected and approved by the soils engineer and by the City grading inspector. 

12. Prior to the placing of compacted fill, a representative of the consulting soils engineer shall 
inspect and approve the bottom excavations. He shall post a notice on the job site for the 
City Grading inspector and the contractor stating that the soil inspected meets the 
conditions of the report, but that no fill shall be placed until the City grading inspector has 
also inspected and approved the bottom excavations. A written certification to this effect 
shall be filed with the Department upon completion of the work. The fill shall be placed 
under the inspection and approval of the soils engineer. A compaction report shall be 
submitted to the Department upon completion of the compaction. ~ 

1 
6 

1 
"t;::- if 

13. Prior to the pouring of concrete, a xepresemative of the consulting Soi12.ugt:a:~ 
inspect and approve the footing excavations. He shall post a notiee on the job site for the 
City Building Inspector and the Contractor stating that the work so inspected meets the -? 

s--Ift ~- 0 8'" ~ 
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conditions of the repon, but that no concrete shall be poured until the City Building 
Inspector has also inspected and approved the footing excavations. A written cenirr:ation 
to this effect shall be filed with the Department upon completion of the work. 

14. The dwelling shall be connected to the public sewer system. 

IS. Prior to excavation. an initial inspection shall be called at which time sequence ofshoring, 
protection fences and dust control will be schedule4. 

O~P~ 
DANA PREVOST 
Engineering Geologist. I 

DPfi'RS:dp/trs · 
23279 
(213) 485-3435 

cc: Geosoils, Inc 
Kim Coleman 
WLA District Office 

~;€~ 
THEO SEELEY . 
Geotechnical Engineer I 
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Geotechnical • Geologic • Environmental 

6634 Valjean Avenue • Van Nuys, California 91406 • (818) 785-2158 • FAX (818) 785-1548 

Cigolle/Coleman 
455 Upper Mesa Road 
Santa Monica, California 90402 

Attention: Ms. Kim Coleman 

July 9, 1997 
W.O. 2275A-VN 

Subject: Geologic and Geotechnical Engineering Report, lot D 
Parcel Map5938, 17463Tramonto Drive, los Angeles, California 

Dear Ms. Coleman: 

GeoSoils, Inc. has completed a preliminary geologic and geotechnical engineering study of 

Lot D. Parcel Map 5938, 17455 Tramonto Drive, Pacific Palisades. Parcel Map 5938 was 

subdivided in 1991 to create 4 single-family residential lots. Geologic and geotechnical 

engineering studies for the parcel map subdivision of this property were performed by 

GeoSoils, Inc. and reviewed and approved by the City of los Angeles (see letter of May 4, 

1988). GeotechniCal recommendations included herein are from previously approved reports 

for Parcel Map 5938 prepared by GeoSoils, Inc. 

Site Description 

lot D is situated on the northwest side of Tramonto Drive. The lot is currently in a natural 

state with a gentle slope down towards the east. e=xt, I 0 ,•f: 'X 
.:Z_ G ~'-. 
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W.O. 2276A-VN 

Proposed development consists of construction of single-family residential structure plus a 

swimming pool. Driveway access Is from Tr4lmonto Drive. Walls will be utilized to create 

grades. Minor grading is anticipated. 

garth Materials 

The lot is underlain by dense marine sediments of the Chico/Martinez Formation. The upper 

portion of the lot has a cap of reddish-brown Terrace Deposits. There is no bedding 

structure within the Terrace Deposits and bedding within the Chico/Martinez Formation 

sediments appears to be favorable with respect to natural slopes and planned development. 

Bedding within this bedrock unit Is poorly defined and many units are quite massive. 

Capping the Terrace Deposits and the Chico/Martinez sediments is a 3 to 5±-foot thick layer 

of porous topsoil and weathered bedrock. This material is unsuitable for support of walls • 

fill and/or structures. 

There is no mass-wasting in evidence on the ·lot other than possibly very small amounts of 

soli creep. There is no liquefaction potential, and geologic conditions are as noted in 1988. 

Water Surface 

Surface water from rainfall presently flows down-gradient to Tramonto Drive. This same 

drainage pattem will exist after development. Eave-trough drains are recommended for 

planried structures. 

§ubturf•ce 

There is no evidence of near-surface groundwater on the parcel. 

CONCLUSIONS 

\ 

• 

Proposed construction of a single-family residential structure and swimming pool on this lot • 

is feasible from a geologic and geotechnical engineering standpoint. The following 

recommendations shaft be followed: s-- , a- - a [( l 
CeoSolls, lne. 


