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gATE OF CALIFORNIA ~ THE RESQURCES AGENCY . GRAY DAVIS, Govemor

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

CENTRAL COAST AREA
CALIFORNIA ST., SUITE 200
VENTURA, CA 93001

(805) 641 - 0142
Filed: | 2/17/98
Staff: MB - VNT
Staff Report: 5/18/99
Hearing Date: 617199 A#4_
Commission Action: continued
STAFF REPORT: PERMIT EXTENSION REQUEST
APPLICATION NO.: 4-95-200-E1
APPLICANT: Irwin Warsaw

PROJECT LOCATION: 19551 Bowers Drive, Topanga; Los Angeles County

. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Construction of a two-story, 28 ft. high, 1,525 sq. ft. single

family residence on a 5,576 sq. ft. lot with attached garage and septic system. After-
the-fact approval of 50 cu. yds. of grading, removal of vegetation, and construction of
septic pits.

SUBSTANTIVE FILE DOCUMENTS: Coastal Development Permit 4-95-200 (Fenton),
Coastal Development Permit 4-95-200-T1 (Warsaw); Geoplan, Inc., Engineering
Geologic Report, July 18, 1995 and update letter, January 11, 1999; Strata-Tech, Inc.,
.Preliminary Geotechnical Investigation, August 25, 1995.

SUMMARY OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

The staff recommends that the extension should be granted because there have been
no changed circumstances since the approval of the subject development that may
affect the project’s consistency with the Coastal Act.

PROCEDURAL NOTE:

The Commission’s regulations require that permit extension requests shall be reported
. to the Commission if:
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1. The Executive Director determines that due to changed circumstances the proposed
development may not be consistent with the Coastal Act, or

2. Objection is made to the Executive Director's determination of consistency with the
Coastal Act (14 C.C.R. Section 13169).

On March 4, 1998, the Executive Director of the Coastal Commission determined
pursuant to section 13169(a)(1) that there were no changed circumstances in
connection with the proposed coastal development permit that might affect the project's
consistency with the Coastal Act. The Executive Director maﬂed notice of this
determination to all lnterested parties.

On March 16, 1998 the Executive Director received a written objection to this
determination. Pursuant to the Commission regulations the extension request was
referred to the Commission for a public hearing and action at the January 15, 1999
meeting. The consideration of this item was then continued at that meeting.

The Executive Director reported at the January 15, 1999 meeting that he had
determined that there is no changed circumstances since the Commission’s approval of
the project on January 11, 1996. Communications had also been received from the
public in connection with the hearing, relating to the proposed extension. The
Commission chose to continue consideration of this matter. The Commission
considered the item and continued consideration of the Executive Director's
recommendation. An issue was raised at the hearing relating to potential of the
proposed development to cause off-site geologic problems. The Executive Director's
determination that there are no changed circumstances in this instance means that the
extension will be issued unless, under the administrative regulations, three (3)
Commissioners object to the extension. 14 C.C.R. Section 13169. If three (3)
Commissioners object to an extension on the grounds that the proposed development

~ may not be consistent with the Coastal Act, the application shall be set for a full hearing
as though it were a new application. If three (3) objections are not received, the permit
will be extended for an additional year. '

Under the Administrative Regulations Sec. 13169(a)(2), the term of the original permit
has been extended here because a timely extension request was filed and the term
has not expired because of the continuance. Since the extension request was made
before the permit expiration date, the permit has not expired. If the Commission acts at
the June 7, 1999 hearing, the permit will be extended from that date. The new
expiration date for the permit will be June 7, 2000. .

¢
»
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Analysis:
A. Project Description

The previously approved project (CDP 4-95-200 (Fenton)) was for construction of a
two-story, 28 ft. high, 1,525 sq. ft. single family residence on a 5,576 sq. ft. lot with
attached garage and septic system and after the fact approval of 50 cu. yds. of grading,
removal of vegetation, and construction of septic pits.

B Background and Permit History

The Commission approved 4-95-200 (Fenton) on January 11, 1996 subject to six (6)
special conditions regarding landscaping and erosion control plans, irrigation plans,
future improvements deed restriction, plans conforming to the geologic report ,
recommendations, drainage plans, and wild fire liability (Exhibit 3-5). To date none of
the special conditions have been met and, therefore, the coastal development permit
has not been issued. On January 12, 1998 the Commission issued an assighment of
permit to transfer the subject permit from Mr. Fenton to Mr. Warsaw, the present
applicant.

On January 9, 1998, the applicant timely submitted a one-year time extension request
for the coastal development permit, application no. 4-95-200-E1. The extension
request was scheduled to be presented to the Commission on March 4, 1998 pursuant
to the Executive Director’s initial determination under section 13169(a)(1) that there
were no changed circumstances present. (Exhibit 6). On March 16, 1998 a letter of
objection to the determination of consistency was received at the South Central Coast
office (Exhibit 7). As a result of the written objection, the extension request was
reported to the Commlssmn on January 15, 1999 pursuant to section 13169(a)(2).

The March 16, 1998 letter from a neighbor alleged that the subject site is geologically
unstable for development. The letter stated that “a major fault approximately 69 feet
deep” is located on APN 4447-005-014The alleged fault is not shown on the geologic
map provided by the applicant’s certified professional (see Exhibit 3) The letter further
alleged that both the properties on the east and west of the subject site have had septic
failures. Staff noted that no evidence was submitted to the Commission in support of
the grounds stated in the objection which would also adversely affect the subject site
(Exhibit 6). .APN 4447-005-014 is located two parcels or roughly fifty feet to the west
of the Warsaw property

The applicant submitted several geology reports (prepared before the date of the
January 1999 hearing) which addressed the geologic issues at the subject site that
were brought up in the objection letter. The Preliminary Geotechnical Investigation
Report performed by Strata-Tech, Inc. dated August 25, 1995 concluded:
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“Development of the site is considered feasible from a soils engineering standpoint...” .

In addition, the applicant submitted an Engineering Geologic Report dated July 18,
1995 and an Engineering Geologic Memorandum dated August 5, 1998 performed by
Geoplan, Inc. The report; indicate that a steeply northwest-dipping fault exists near
Webb Trail which “appeais to have contributed to a landslide in 1980 at the end of

. Bowers Drive. It does no! affect stability of lot 5.” The report further indicates that
“there are no active faults beneath lot 5 or in Topanga” (Exhibit 8). In response to the
neighbors’ letters of concarn, Geoplan, Inc. submitted a memorandum letter dated
August 5, 1998 which states “no significant change in geologic conditions has taken
place at lot 5 and its near environs” (Exhibit 9). :

Staff concluded in (staff rzport of dated 12/11/99) that there were no changed
circumstances at the project site since the Commission’s approval of Coastal
Development Permit 4-9£-200 (Fenton). Staff noted that because both the minor
amounts of grading and i1stallation of a septic pit on the subject site occurred on the
property without the benefit of a coastal development permit, Coastal Development
Permit 4-95-200 (Fenton, included an after-the-fact request for both the grading and
septic pit. Both of these ssues were investigated in the initial staff report for the original
permit approval and disciissed at the January 1995 Commission hearing.

At the January 15, 1999 Joastal Commission hearing on the extension request, the .
Commission was presenied with an extensive collection of material submitted by an

adjacent neighbor (Darle 1e Beaver) in opposition to the extension request. This

material included geologic data (core samples i.e. logs of borings) for certain locations

in the surrounding Fernwood Pacific area, as well as Los Angles County Public Works

Agency response (Geologic review sheets) to the neighbor's proposed. earthquake

repairs, and a new letter alleging problems with faulting, destabilization due to effluent,

and landsliding. Becaus 3 of these issues raised reiating to potential off-site geologic

problems, the Commission continued its consideration of this matter. The Commission

specified three issues tc be addressed:

e Alleged sliding of Weob Trail onto the highway.

e Alleged County Builcling and Safety Department’s denial of earthquake related
-repairs on neighboring property.

¢ Alleged denial of earthquake damage remediation

The staff informed the applicant verbally of the Commission’s concern and on January
20, 1999 staff wrote to the applicant and requested additional information on the
potential effect of the project on off-site development. The applicant’s response is found
in Exhibit 12. The applicant states that various geologic studies from 1971, 1978, .
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1995, 1998, and 1999 do not indicate any potential adverse geologic impact of
development on adjoining properties. Since the January 1999 hearing, the person
objecting to the extension has not submitted any additional comments. Since the
project involves after-the-fact development, further delays are of concern.

The applicant has submitted a letter of May 14, 1998 (Exhibit 10) requesting that the
matter be continued until the Coastal Commission’s August meeting in West Los
Angeles to allow time to retain a geologist to conduct an independent review of off-site
potential geologic hazards and further clarify the nature of the Commission’s concerns
as to the size of the area where such analysis is necessary.

C. Analysis and Conclusion

Section 30253 of the Coastal Act states in part that new development shall:

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

(2) Assure stability and structural integrity, and neither create nor contribute
significantly to erosion, instability, or destruction 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 issue of changed circumstances relative to the proposed project described within
Coastal Development Permit 4-95-200-E1 for the construction of a two-story, 28 ft. high,
1,525 sq. ft. single family residence with an attached garage and septic system, and
after-the-fact approval for 50 cu. yds. of grading, removal of vegetation, and

construction of septic pits requires close Commission scrutiny. The Commission must
evaluate the new information submitted by the opponent (Exhibit 11) and new
information submitted by the applicant (Exhibits 12 and 13). Staff, in addition reviewed
the opponents concerns with Mark Pestrella, a supervisor at the County Department of
Regional Planning. Regarding the specific 3 issues raised by the Commission,

Pestrella has responded in conversations with staff in the following manner:

e Regarding the alleged sliding of Webb Trail onto the highway, County staff has
received no reports of such sliding.

¢ Relative to alleged County Building and Safety denial of the neighbor’s project, the
County has asked the neighbor for information which is customary for earthquake
related repairs. The County is concerned, in asking these questions, that earthquake
repair is not used as a mechanism to more fully rebuild the residence, which would
require a different scope of local approval, and to ensure, secondly, that the public is
protected against extensive and unnecessary repairs. There has been denial of the
opponent's project. '
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o The County has denied certain earthquake related repairs where the applicant has
not shown that the repairs are necessary and justified. There is a threshold of the
amount of earthquake related repairs that can be authorized without a waiver.

Relative to the potential Webb Trail landslide issue, staff notes the following. The
Webb Trail is the road adjacent to the rear of the proposed residence. Relative to any
landslide on the Webb Trail, there is a mapped landslide north of the Webb Trail
opposite to the project site, but no developmentis proposed in this landslide area.
This active landslide is approximately one hundred feet horizontally and fifty feet
vertically to the north from the project site on the opposite side of Webb Trail. This
landslide has not been found to present a hazard to the project site according to the
analysis by the applicant’s geology and geotechnical consultants (Geoplan, inc.,
Engineering Geologic Report, July 18, 1995 and update letter, January 11, 1999;
Strata-Tech, Inc., .Preliminary Geotechnical Investigation, August 25, 1995.).

In addition, staff notes that there is a second active landslide at the lower terminus of
Bowers Drive, but that this is approximately 500 feet northeast of the project site.

Relative to the opponent’s alleged problem with effluent from the site creating off-site
adverse impacts, staff has reviewed information that the proposed septic system has
received approval in concept from the County and been reviewed by the above-noted
report and update by Geoplan, Inc. This local government review, together with
analysis by a qualified professional, has been found in past Commission decisions to
show that the project will not impact adversely on the site or surrounding propemes
The Commission finds the same to be true in this case.

In addition, staff has reviewed the graphic illustrations of core samples (borings)
submitted by the project opponent and notes that they show a geologic structure similar
to that shown by the applicant. The depth of samples is substantially equivalent to that
performed for the Warsaw project, i.e. a depth of over sixty feet. There are no
assertions in the cover letter by the certified engineering geologist submitted by the
project opponent that these samples indicate a geologic hazard relative to Coastal Act
Section 30253 (1) and (2). The Commission finds this information to be inconclusive,
and that it does not state that the applicant's project will result in adverse effects to on-
site or off-site geology.

The applicant’s geology and geotechnical analysis have consistently indicated that the
site is unaffected by landslide, slippage, of settlement and there will be no adverse
affect on adjoining properties (i.e. off-site impacts) provided their respective
recommendations are followed. In summary, a review information provided by the
County Department of Regional Planning and the applicant's geology and geotechnical
review does not provide evidence of off-site/landslide impacts of the proposed
developments. Further, no information of a substantial nature has been presented by
the opponents establishing that there are such impacts.

%
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In conclusion, the Commission finds that there are no changed circumstances that may
affect the project’s consistency with the Coastal Act. Accordingly, if the Commission
does not object to the requested extension described herein, and grant the applicant's
request for extension, the new expiration date will be June 7, 2000.
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Exhibit 1
Application 4-95-200-E1
(Warsaw)
Project Location
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CDP 4-95-200-E1 (Warsaw)
Site Plan
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—THE RESQURCES AGENCY PETE WILSON, Goverror
T e T —e;

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

SOUTH CENTRAL COAST AREA
H CALIFORNIA STREET, SUITE 200
A, CA 93001

{ 1-0142

March 4, 1998

NOTICE OF EXTENSION REQUEST
FOR COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT

Notice is hereby given that: Irwin Warsaw
has applied for a one year extension of Permit No 4-95-200-E1

granted by the California Coastal Commission on: January 11, 1996

for TIME EXTENSION ON A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED CDP for
construction of a two story, 28 ft. high, 1525 sq. ft. SFR on a 5,576 sq.
ft. lot with attached garage and septic system. After the fact
approval of grading of less than 50 cu. yds., vegetation removal and
septic pit construction

at 19551 Bowers Drive, Topanga (Los Ahgeles County)

Pursuant to Section 13169 of the Commission Regulations the Executive Director has
determined that there are no changed circumstances affecting the proposed development's
consistency with the Coastal Act. The Commission Regulations state that "if no

. objection is received at the Commission office within ten (10) working days of publishing
notice, this determination of consistency shall be conclusive. . . and the Executive Director
shall issue the extension.” If an objection is received, the extension application shall be
reported to the Commission for possible hearing.

Persons wishing to object or having questions concerning this extension application
should contact the district office of the Commission at the above address or phone
number.

Sincerely,
PETER M. DOUGLAS
Executive Director

. JOHN AINSWORTH
egulatory Supervisor

Exhibit 6
CDP 4-95-200-E1 (Warsaw)
Immaterial Extension 4-95-200-E1
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CDP 4-95-200-E1 (Warsaw)
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Exhibit 8
CDP 4-95-200-E1 (Warsaw) .
Site Geology
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Eagineering Geologic Memorandum
vrgpesod Ru-idon:gul Devaloprent
Lot 5, Block 12, Tract 5664
19551 Bovers Drive

Topangs Project 510063

Irwin Eeke Warsaw
P.O.BOX 3512
Santa Nonica, CA 90408

Re: Renewal/Extension
Coastal Permit No. 4-85-200-K1

Dear Mr. Warsaw:
| This Engineering Geologic Memorandum is intended to
characterize geologlc conditions at 19551 Bowers Drive, Topanga.
The w:.i.ﬁcr has prespared .aﬁr-l reports describing geelogic
conditions at lot 5 and on neighboring properties. These reports
concluded that lot 5 could be ‘develcoped safely, within ‘the

framework of the County Building Ordinance and the requirements of
the California Coastal Commission.

There has been no change in geologic conditions at ot § or in
the opinion of the writer with Tegpece ﬁo the feasibility of future
development, .

The statements made byA n-.tghﬁou ebjacti'ﬁq to pi:'opond
development of lot $ are ambiguous and do not centain sufficient
information upon whichk te prepare a rebuttal. However, the general
tenar of the objectiqns has been addressed in my reports and taken
lato account in their preparation,

Exhibit 9
CDP 4-95-200-E1 (Warsaw)
Geologic Update Memorandum
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It is uwoncloded that o 'Lgnizicant changes in geologic
conditions hss taken place at lot 5 and ite near environs.
Accordingly, plans ashould bes prepared which implement the
tccaunondliionn of the project geotechnical consultants as

requested by the Commiasion.
Thank you for thie opporstunity to be of gservice. Plaase call

if there are any questlons regarding this memorandum.

JoM/b ' ,
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.

IRWIN ZEKE WARSAW

P.O. Box 3512
Santa Monica
CA. 90408-3512

Tele. & FAX:
323-937-0266
May 14, 1999

CALJFORNIA COAST AL COMMISSION

</o Merle Betz, Coastal Program Analyst

89 South California Street #200

Venturs, CA. 93001

Via FAX: 805-641-1732

RE: Coastal Dev :lopment Pormit No. 4-95-200-El
19551 Bowers Drive, Topanga, CA. 90290
Request forr August 1999 Hearing Date

Dear Mr. Betz:

mnkyeufarycwtclep!mcalllastweekandfhegenerommmofumeyou
spent discussing the abo re-listed subject property. [ tried callmgyouyemdayaﬁermon
but missed you, leaving :1 message with the secretary for you to contact me this
Since you may not be in the offices today, Itbmxgbtlwouldmdymthis fax letter.

As we had discut sed, my heatitig should have been scheduled for last month, as
Sue Brooker and | had p anned. However, those plans never materialized, which was a
surprise to me. 1 undersiand that Ms. Brooker is no longer working for the California
Coastal Commission, wt ich possibly might explain the postponement of my case.

: With regard to th: re-scheduling of my heariog to this June’s meeting in Santa
Barbara [ have a few ma or problems. First, 1 need a more reazonable period of noti-
fication, given the work hat must be done to comply with the Commission’s requests.
Also, the Compission it: elf will need more time to furnish me with the guidance and
instryctions mentioned a  the January hearing in West Los Angeles. Upon replaying
the tape recording of tha hearing, Commissioner Wan requested a continuance of the
matter to have Staff inde yendently review one of my neighbor’s concerns regarding
“a question of off-site pc tential geological hazards.”

At this point I ha''e not yet been contacted by your Staff with the results of
your independent review ] would like to know exactly WHAT you would like me
1o do and WHERE you vrwould like my geologist to conduct an off-site report. Funda-
~ mentally, T do not know *vhy I must conduct geological investigations on other owner’s
properties. There have b zen at least five (5) favorable geological reports rendeted on
thesubjwtpmpmym -1 purchased this small residential lot in 1971; however, at least .

Exhibit 10: p 1 of 2
Application
4-95-200-E1

{Warsaw)

Response and request for
continuance
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two of the Commissioners seemed to indicate a desire for me to employ a different
geologist. Originally, I chose John Mermill because he had a fine reputation and a
thorough knowledge of the Topanga area. 1do not know hitn personally and have
never met hitn face-to-face, Our only contact has beett by correspondence and tele-
phone.

In compliance with the Commissioners’ wishes ] attempted 3 times last week
and this week to contact Mr. Brian Robinson, a geotechnical engineer and engineering
Geologist, who used to work for the County. The messages I have left on his business
Anwering machine have not been returned. 1 have no idea if he is on vacation, ill or
possibly just too busy to retum calls. Thus, I need time to hire a consulting geologist
to review Mr, Merrill’s reports and to answer the alleped off-site hazards, which your
offices were supposed to investigate and presumably present a copy of yout findings
to me for our review, if necessary.

Personally, I have difficulty understanding why a single-family residential vacant
lot located between two existing older homes on a block consisting of many other resi-
dences has become such a problem, Since the Comvmission’s approval of this applica-
tion on January 11, 1996, professional written opinions have been submitted reporting
po changed circumstances for the subject property.  Yet, two last-minute fascimilie
letters from the same neighbor, an attomey and not a registered geologist, have made
naked and unsupported claims of alleged conditions—which have been repudiated by
an experienced and licensed geologist How can the positive results of 5 separate and
professional gcological investipations be ignored?

i my neighbor had offered any credible evidenoe or documentation to support her
lay clzims, we could understand the need for further delays and reinvestigations, How-
ever, not a seintilla or shred of scientific or professional cvidence has been présented
to the Commission to show that there has been a change io the geologic conditions. In
fact, to the contrary, Mr. Menill’s conclusion Jast August was that “no significant change
in geologic conditions has taken place at lot 5 and its near egvirons (my underlining).”

We are confident we have met the standards of the Coastal Act and request the
Commission’s approval for a second time to continue with our project by granting our
Extension request.. As you know, the Commission’s approval will not guarantee us an
Automatic building permit. There are still many requirements that the Los Angeles
County Building & Safety and Health departments mandate prior to its issuance.

For reasons of practical necessity as discussed heremn and for the purpose of
affording any concerned neighbors the opportunity to attend a local hearing situs, I
respectfully request my application be scheduled for the Commision’s meeting to be
held on August 10-13, 1999 at the Wyndham Hotal at LAX in Los Angeles.

Very truly yours,
F- 3. Warvrace
IRWIN ZEKE WARSAW

Cc: Jack Ainswortth, Reguiatory Supervisor
Kathenine E. Cutler, Staff Counsel

Exhibit 10: p 2 of 2
Application
4-95-200-E1

(Warsaw)

Response and request for
continuance
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Exhibit 11: p 1 of 55
Application 4-95-200-E1

(Warsaw) F
New information from opponent
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. 24372 V; L #203B

Pacific Geology 72 Vet 12050
CONSULTANTS, INC. A Phone: 818.883.0924

September 1, 1997 ‘ : Proj. No. 296 - 1.97

Ms. Darlene Beaver
19543 Bowers Drive
Topanga, CA 90290

SUBJECT: GEOLOGIC DATA OBTAINED DURING RESEARCH OF RECORDS AT
THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, FERNWQOD AREA IN THE
VICINITY OF 19543 BOWERS DRIVE, TOPANGA AREA, COUNTY OF
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA. '

Dear Ms. Beaver:

In accordance with your request, attached is geologic data obtained during research of records at-
the County of Los Angeles on August 5, 1997 and August 19, 1997. The attached geologic data
consists of drill hole logs excavated by numerous geologic and geotechnical consultants within the
mapped U.S.G.S. landslide. Only boring log data was obtained since deep subsurface information
is of interest to determine the presence/absence of the mapped landslide(s) within proximity to your
property. The locations of each boring are shown on the attached Preliminary Geologic Map, Plate
A

I have forwarded copies of this data fo Mr. Doug Rucker, Mr. John Merrill, Mr. Kelvin Kaup and
Coastline Geotechnical. It is my recommendation that a review of this data be performed prior to
the initiation of further work. : '

Respectﬁxily submitted,

-

Mark J. Triebold
President
Certified Engineering Geologist NQ

Attachments: Research Data
Preliminary Geologic Map, Plate A
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S.E. Corner of Basin & Valley View
John D. Merrill - 1978
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JOHN D. MERRILL
SULTING ENGINEERING GEOLOGISTS

Project 84387

. Logs of Borings

Note: Attitudes are bearing and inclination of dip,

-68_-«%-.% ft. TOPSOIL: Sand; black, silty, moderately loose.
4,0-9,0 ft, - COLLWIUM (Qc): Sandstone cobbles and boulders
| in b'r*own silt matrix, S‘tiﬂ", cohesive,

9,0-13,0 ft, _ TOPANGA _FORMATIQN (Tmt): Sandstore, con-
glomeratic; yellow, moderately hard; Fr‘table‘.

13.,0-21.0 ft. ‘ TOPANGA FORMATION (Tmt): Mudstone; dark
gray, Fr*acmred, sheared, Ientlcular; moist,

21.0-24.0 ft. | TOPANGA FORMATION (Tmt): Sandstore; dark

! . : gray, hard, highly fractured, crushed; blocky.

. 24.0-29.0 ft, - | TOPANGA FORMATION (Tmt): Sandy siltstone and
sandstone; brown to dark brown; fractured, tight,
faulted.

B-2 }

0-2.0 ft, : FILL: Clay and sand; black, moderately loose,

| | very moist,

2,0-4,0 ft, SOIL PROFILE: Clay; black, soft, plastic, very
moist,

4,0-10,0 ft, - LANDSLIDE DEBRIS (Qls): Blocky sandstone; and
cl_aystc_m_e;.tan, brown, gray; moderately loose, very

Exhibit 11 p 4 of 55 molist to wet; slide plane is plastic purple c?ay 1/2
® A e " =— | thick, moderataly stiff, pollshed-grooved (sltckensldes)
‘ New information from opponent

) Dips 150/15,



J. MERRILL
+  .NGINEERING GEOLOGISTS

Project 84387
Log of Borings
Page 2

8 - 2 cont'd
10,0-11.0 ft.

11,0-16.0 .

T. D,

LANDS LIDE DEBRIS (Qls): Basalt silt; brown,
deeply weatﬁer-ed, fractured; unde.rlaln by reddish-
purple plastic tlay. Slide plane is black, plastid
clay 1/4 inch thick with sllckeéides that dip 180/25.
TOPANGA FORMATION .(‘I'm.t): Sandstone; brown

to blue-gray (unweathered) hard, well-cemented;

few tight fractures.

Exhibit 11: p 50f 55
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19502 Bowers Drive
GeoPlan - 1991
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(U LAN , JN (s, W& VF BORING : _ Project # (im0
~-Client Daﬂn/i \Snv/'/A (O/Q/Pol\/424§7) boring #B’,7 '

Location 7 502 50«/:2/3 0/' Epahqa el. collar 8?6 %
‘M Lot a sE cor existing dwlg-on pad, diam. 2 Track mtd

ir s
S;oé:’;

scale: 1" = §5' Logged by: 5/?/? date: //20?/

y 75/oé. g C)/,,, Fr. Srrnwocd b "‘.sa;a(sﬂ:«;
Iy y // ; Cosrse; )/Q ce A {"owa'o‘ : Aéf c/, ff'acv‘amcé zuzc?%ﬂ?c
NAF 14 70 Fractere ; in wicte o1l Fthecd
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. 6-8sn!
‘\\/

HBa35/45

i

\\ S/ 75/ 35 5@?"1}4“2' 33:@__@; grey £ Pu2r06s; G és/c.é.

MTelpzoe ; sarcly, marn ; 077, weatherec/
B /00/30

| S@nols Aore; ceaerse, Ze//cw{% g very Ao
lwestherec/ '

B80/28
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19543 Bowers Drive
Mountain Geology - 1995
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MOUNTAIN GEOLOGY, INC.

LOG OF BORING #1
CLIENT-- Beaver JH-- 3136
JOB LOCATION-- 19543 Bowets Dr.  DATE-7/10/95
DRAFTED BY-- Jake W. Holt CONSULTANT-- Jeff Holt
BORING DRILLED BY--JS Construction METHOD-- Drill Rig
" SURFACE CONDITIONS-- Level drive arca DOWNHOLE OBSERVATION BY-- Geologist

SHORING-- None

0.3’ SOIL Sandy clay: reddish dark brown, slightly moist,
medium dense to dense

319’ PRE-HISTORIC Mudstone: red brown and pale olive green,

‘ LANDSLIDE DEBRIS moderalely hard, thinly bedded, moderately
weathered

Bedding @4’ N51° W, 19° NE
Bedding @6° N 32° W, 22° NE
Joint @10’ N 4I°E, 76° NW
Bedding @10 N 59° W, 21° NE
Shear @12’ N I2°E, 59°SE
Bedding @15° N 62° W, 18° NE

19°-20° PRE-HISTORIC Sandstone: reddish brown, medium to coarse
LANDSLIDE DEBRIS grained, very hard, slightly weathered

. Bedding @19’ N 52° W, 17°NE
20°-26.5" PRE-HISTORIC Mudstone: as above
LANDSLIDE DEBRIS
- Bedding @23° N 49° W, 17°NE
Joint @23’ N 20° W, vertical
Joint @23' N70°E, 81°NW

Exhibit11: p 11 of 55
Application 4-95-200-E1
{Warsaw)
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LOG OF BORING # 1

26.5'-31° PRE-HISTORIC Sandstone: light brown, medium to coarse
- LANDSLIDE DEBRIS grained, slightly conglomeratic, very hard,
occasional cobbles

Bedding @27' N 52°W, 24° NE

End at 31’
No water
No caving
No fill
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19551 Bowers Drive
GeoPlan - 1995
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LOG OF BORING Project # 510063
ient Zé’/?__é'@ ;-.652 740/") i boring # 5‘2

~ocation ;Eéf' Z;) /ﬁ, /2552 50WZC5' /2 el. collar 994:‘5

7?%&2_,245) diam. 30 /2.
scale: 1" = 5' Logged by: JDM date: 5:/095

Be Zeszb{ucg/sc.-‘/: san(/, cabé/y N /7(. ben: soft:
TH- Fernwood member: Toparga Gryon Fm.

5 o\( Sandstone tcong lomeratic : t9n - /1%/11‘ ben.
1y Soft-deepls weathered -qrac/w??v 1 depth
1.5 fo mod.. c;/ Few ‘Atjﬂf 7[&3::%0/65‘,_‘ '025/57

10— beddling grientation 097/27

15 ]

I I |

~N
o

clry

30
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. boring # 45-3

Location

scale: 1"

LOG OF BORING Project ¢ 510063
Lient Zﬁﬂf‘e F—c’n/_g_n '

Swﬁ@r,/_o/_@ (955] 50141?/'5 Llf- el. collar qgét
i diam. 20" fo24"

N ' .
= 5! Logged by: JDm date: 51095

" b':,,:

E&S/‘cﬁrj&/ sorl: Sana/.' Gﬂbb/\/ ’ /%-érn: /aase-. :

THf: Fernwood mem, pangs Cyn. Fm.

Sanclstone C&m7/amera-//‘c St ben. sofd -
.f}’lor/.. hel év/'r/y well bedded: 7{/.&06‘7[&7/-7/"7/17‘

b/OCk\/.‘@/O'ééc/O///‘ﬁ 11918

sublte Co/qr change - red 4o p,@//-éﬂ’l.

miaor é)/ocky c,_:m//h7 Clo '{}7 )(/:c?C{ 'G/Can7/ sS’

Fractore 190 [48

ez2’ beddig 15550 |
C‘a_n?/ / SS; brn,‘ 'J?lmn7 , 7[/'?h7£ ﬂac%ures

CO"IQ/?M@f&?le fens Z'—S’/A:‘éé; V/ho/
éea_/a//}>7 ¢33 100/23
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S'hee_t L oT & Log No._ I~ O Project No. TiCle =

Camq/orﬁérafz‘c sond<tene : /% brr v//:(/:

| Open Frac%ure- lu;w‘c{c"i 255/55 |

iEN ”CQ_(L%@C{‘ @ bose 6'.{;’//35‘ W/ Mua@%&na’ ’ /00/25

V| 6 offse £ € cg //ss—m:,c/sf contact

» mu(/s%c/;e porple: clayey silt s sand: coleoreous:
N/”é’C/Ué’-" 67/669/ /S’- C&’f!&'ffﬁa‘ﬁf« ma(/ //(/

dry.

Lo b ~bagg

65

=

lull!HHIHHTHstln:rlllai

15
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19583 Bowers Drive
Solus Geotechnical - 1991
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(198625 _Dowers LI/ Vol s O eorechnicd /

T — ——— ‘/ y ” e -
. ( [rme swees i )BORING LOG # B-1
Pepth Blow Graphic 'V ¥« Z/iesy Page 1 of 4
.) Count Log Kelly Weight: 3160 lbs. 0 - 24! i
I 0-= | Soil/af: Slightly sandy silty clay, light gray‘
- bisf brown, dry, moderately stiff, numerous
- A angular rock fragments up to 4" in diameter,
- <[] few small active roots I
- =
- '.“.:;:}\ Landslide: highly chaotic admixture of poorly
- e cemented light gray clayey sandstone, light
- AR orange hard medium-grained sandstone, dark
- R brown moderately hard siltstone, abundant
- N O organics along contacts, some caliche pods
5~ 5/12 NN and stringers, secondary clay along contacts
- :<§§~ and fractures, dry to slightly moist

-- RN @ 8' - N4OE, 62SE: 'Bedding contact between
brown siltstone and hard orange sandstone |

€ 10' - N25E, 75SE: Bedding contact between
hard orange sandstone and light gray
siltstone .

@ 11' - N40OE, 50SE: Bedding contact between
hard light gray fractured siltstone on top
and c¢layey fine-grained sandstone beneath, |
roots and clay-rich organic zone along. |
contact ‘

10-- 8/12

14712

-
R
T

/'é&%/

hard brown siltstone below 13', fractured

X
=

@ 16' - very irregular contact between hard
brown siltstone above and fine-grained
hard tan sandstone below, dips 85 degrees

- R to south _
/ - . -‘,‘ @ 20' - sandstone grades to cobbley
20~~ 15712 'pfug sandstone with few small to large cobbles
= i E— I

1
P . r....‘m_.,————-—_—.-.——-——-—-——--———-————-—-ﬂvv‘ e

The log of subsurface conditions - 1
shown hereon applies only at the [=1s] GEO P. |
Specific location and the date §
indicated. It is not warranted to |
I

be representative of subsurface DATE: 10-10=-9/
conditions at other locations and
mes. . WORK ORDER #__91460
g DRILL DATE: 10-1-91 -

_ = )
sz G( Exhibit 11: p 18 of 55
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BORING 10G § B~-1

Blow Graphic Page 2 of 4

Count Log

L L

K2lly Weight: 2160 1lbs. 24' - 47! |

e e ——————— .

;| 25--| | 25/12

.
2
7.

3
g
/.

i
7
%

.
- - -
»

]
i

T .
»

BERE
7/
781,'/.///

rqs 7 7

'
/017
l/4/07

-

35-—

:
7,
4

4
A

pd

A 3

ez
PRS- SN,
L3RY
. *
-
. 0~

A ]
. -

AR O3 (N

es,

o~
o
!

I
|,l -
. *
. .

€
"

ap to 8 inches in diameter, massive, no :
osedding or structure‘pbservad ‘

- @ 26' = NE6S5E, 42SE: General attitude of :
irregular contact between upper cobbley ;
sandstone and brown massive siltstone below, |
sontact marked by 1 - 2% thick clay layer
vith few polished faces with no praferred
orientation, few fragments of upper
sandstone within the clay,

@ 26' -« N65E,. 42SE: General attitude of i
irregqular contact between upper cobbley i
sandstone and hard brown massive siltstone |
selow, 1" -~ 2% thick clay layer along ;
sontact, few polished faces which shown no |
Jreferred orientation, few fragments of
apper sandstone within the clay -

@/32.5' - N5E, 35SE: Contact between upper
ijard siltstone and soft, slightly sheared
zlayey siltstone below, contact is sharp,

‘sinor shears parallel to contact
\M.wupaqe @ 34° _

@ 37' - N5E, 35SE: contact between upper
orown siltstone and medium-grained tan
:sandstone below, 3" thick clay layer marks
contact, few fragments of sandstone is clay,|
.some shears parallel to bedding, abundant

3and in clay at contact, sharp contact

»

g s pryreemanes o s e s &

The log of subsurface conditions

Shown hereon applies only at the —SOLUS GEOTECHNICAL CORP, |
8Specific location and the date i ‘ : i
indicated. It is not warranted to |

e representative of subsurface | DpaTE:___/s0-/2-/ 5
i conditions at other locations and ‘. |

!

" WORK ORDER #__91460 ;

DRILL DATE: _10=1-91 | |

\m
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BORING LOG # B-1

Blow Graphic : , Page 3 of 4
. ) Count ILog  Relly Weight: 1160 lbs. 47' - 72°
e R — S e
8 40' -~ grades into pebbly sandstone,
abundant rounded clasts of reddish igneous
rock 1 - 2" in diameter, sandstone is fine
to medium grained, very hard (coring), _
massive, no structure or bedding seen ;

i
g piasind b i ]

3 46" = very hard fine to medium grained
sandstone with large red to dark gray
igneous clasts up to 8 inches in diameter,
still numerocus small red clasts, massive

High%y disturbed and chaotic from 53' -
65 : .

€ 55' - N-S, 25E: General attitude of
irreqular contact between upper hard }
sandstone and moderately hard brown massive |
siltstone below, minor shears, slightly f
moist, contact is sharp but irregular i
€ 57' - N15E, 35SE: bedding contact of i
siltstone on top ard hard very fractured
dark gray basalt below

@ 59' - NS5E, 40SE - contact between basalt ;
on top and light brown clay/mudstone below, |

shown hereon applies only at the
fpecific location and the date .
indicated. It is not warranted to
.98 representative of subsirface
:ditions at other locations and
es, \

DATE: __ /0-/0-Fy

WORK ORDER # 91460 ;
E

The log of subsurface conditions {
|

DRILL DATE: _10-1-91
ey =

Exhibit 11: p 20 of 556

Application 4-95-200-E1 PLATE 2.1
(Warsaw)

New information from opponent




——— e e

BORING IOG § B-1

The log of subsurface conditions

Shown hereon applies only at the __SOLUS GEOTEGHNICAL CORP,

Specific location and the date

indicated. It is not warranted to

Blow Graphic Page 4 of 4 3
count Log Kelly Weight: 1160 lbs. 47' - 72! .
abundant oxide stains (black) on fractures, ' 5
highly fractured, moist, some powdered |
sandstone fragments, very soft, some caving,|
ninor seepage along fractures, some clay ;
stringers '
xBest. landslide
~\\ &.\ ‘ ‘

TNy fractured and disturbed to 65' i
S oY Bedrogk: very hard medium grained sandstone |
. i
- Refusal @ 65' in hard sandstone {

- Minor c¢aving and minor seepage -
- between 55' and 65° |
N - |
}
70w
-~ }
| 75--
I - !
{ - | |
I == Exhibit 11: p 21 of 55 :
{ - Application 4-85-200-E1 i {
- (Warsaw) | i
l 80 = New information from opponent j ‘

e ot o e

| %@ representative of subsurface DATE: /2 -/0 =7/
Sonditions at other' locations and
times, WORK ORDER #__ 91460

=== i
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840 Fernwood Pacific
GeoPlan - 1990
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GEQPLAN, Inc.

CONSULTING ENGINEERING GEOQLOGISTS

Project 36138

é?éé? ,%E%zwaadaa/,é%C?}42‘ II
' Exhibit 11: p 23 of 55
LOG OF BORING Application 4-95-200-E1
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~ Note: Attitudes are bearing and inclination of dip.

Sited in paved parking area, 25 feet E'ly from edge of paving, 840 Fernwood
Pacific Drive., collar E1. 970%, drilled 2/84

0-0.2 ft.
0.2-0.7 ft.
0.7-15.5 ft.

15.5-17.0 ft.

17.0-23.5 ft.

23.5-25.0 ft.

25.0-58.5 ft.

ASPHALT PAVING , . T
UNCOMPACTED FILL: Clay and silt; red-brown, soft, dry. ~ ‘
LOWER TOPANGA FORMATION (Tt1): Mudstone; silty to sandy; gray and
purple; moderately soft to hard (hardness increasing with depth) ,

-

fractured (tight), dry to slightly damp; roots to 9.0 ft., grada-

tional depositional contact.

fracture: 090/70 @ 7.0 ft.; 055/80 @ 9.0-11.0 ft.; 270/22 @ 10.0 ft.;
060/26-43 @ 11.0 ft. ' o

(Tt1): Sandstone; silty to clayé.y;. tan, moderately hard to hard, -
dry (minor stringer in mudstone), sharp, unsﬁeared basal contact

on eroded underlying mudstone, oriented 046/20. |

{Tt1): Mudstone; silty to sandy; gray and purple, moderately soft
to hard (hardness incraasing with depth), fractured (tight), dry
to nghtiy damp. .
fracture: 030/20«-42, 092/56 @ 20.0-23.0 ft.

(T1): 'Gradational contact: mudstone; sandy; maroon and gray,
grades to sandstone, yellow-brown, br:écciated (tight), moderately
hard to hard, dry. o
(Tt1): Sandstone with cobbl; lenses and minor sandy mudstone; .
red-tan and yellow-brown, moderately to very hard (increasing

with depth), fractured, sheared, dry to slightly damp.
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GEOPLAN. Inc.

TING ENGINEERING GEOLOGISTS Exhibit 11: p 24 of 55
Project 36138 Page 2 Application 4-95-200-E1

Log of Boring

25.0-58.0 ft.
(cont'd) -

58.5-59.0 ft.

59.0-70.0 ft.

T. D.

{Warsaw)
New information from opponent

fractures: 080/77 @ 26.0 ft.; 147/72, 060/49, 226/63 @ 27.0 ft.;
060/68 @ 28.0 ft.; 305/28, 045/75 @ 34.0 ft.

shears: 145/07 @ 31.0 ft.; 325/83-90 (% 1in. brown clay gouge)
@ 34.0-42.0 ft.; 048/60-85 (% in. clay gouge) @ 39.5-.
42.0 ft.; 3-9 in. thick subhorizontal crushed rock zone,
irregular boundaries @ 43.8 ft.; 062/64 (1/8-1/4 in.
brown silty clay) @ 44.5-48.0 ft.; 350/30 (% in. brown
silty clay) @ 46.6-47.8 ft.; truncates shears @ 44.5
and 45.3 ft.; 140/32 (1/8-1/2 in. brown silty clay)
@ 49.5-50.8 ft.; 005/69 (%-% in. brown silty clay)
@ 52.5-58.0 ft.; 330/65/90 (steepens downdip) @ 52.5-
57.0 ft. . |

(Tt1): Mudstone; gray to marcon, moderately hard, slightly damp.

shear: 052/08 (%-1 in. brown/tan silty to sandy clay at toprof
cobbly lens) @ 58.7-59.0 ft.

(Tt1): Sandstone with cobbly lenses and minor sandy mudstone;

red-tan and yellow-brown, moderately to very hard, tightly

fractured and sheared; dry to slightly damp, moderateiseepage

from cobbly lens @ 60.0-61.0 ft.; standing water from seepage

@ 68.0 ft. Water level rose to 66.0 ft. within one hour during

downhsle examination.

fracture: 070/22 @ 59.0 ft.; 067/63 (opeﬁ, on SE sidewall only)
@ 59.0-61.0 ft.; 090/20 @ 63.0 ft.

Note: Hﬁen boring was 50 feet deep, a percolation test was run.

Water @ 60% ft, probably from test.




1115 Fernwood Pacific
RSA Associates - 1988
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't Stone & Associites, Inc.
UB-SURFACE DATA

....................

-

..............................

------------------------

Description Soil Teat
Fill (af) Moderate brown (S5YR 3/4) sandy
CLAY with roots ( moist, loose)

] 12,0 1120 13 [~ Colluvium (ngl) Dusky brown (5YR 2/2) .@ 5%' joint
sandy CLAY with roots, charcoal fragments N37°W,85°SW
and_buff cglored sandstone fragments '@ 8' shear
(moist, stiff) N28°F , 42°SE

] @ 11' shear

b Landslide Debris ( Qls) N10°W,19°NE

! “@ 45" contact with grayish red purple @ 15' sh

(5RP 4/2) massive SILTSTONE to fine B 5o

] grained SANDSTONE, moderately jointed :

’ with caliche on joint surfaces,sub- @ 19%' bedd-

; 5 vertical, soil-infilled fracture (1%' Jong| ing contact

j- 3.4 129 %" wide) observed below contact. N62°W, 14°NE

. @ 8' %" wide greenish gray clay horizon @ 22' beddin

] with slickensides and caliche, surface is | contact

. undulatory ' E-W,28°N
@ ll'grain size and induration increases

9.0 1112 |6 in purplish sandstone, contact marked by

) : « 1/8" thick clay seam, (medium grained

i grayish red purple (5RP 4/2) sandstone),
7.2 1137 |6 ' massive, bedding indistinct, locally

congiomeratic

@ 15' fracture zone, sandstone is blocky,
fractured and locally less indurated,
. associated with a white clay seam

L8 18y’ 1 thick clay zone w/slickensides

@ 19%' contact with grayish orange (- 10¥YR
-7/4) coarse grained sandstone, massive,

blocky, moderate induration

@ 22' contact with dark greenish gray (5GY
4/1) massive fine grained sandstone,

upper 1' is siltstone with minor

it 11: i i
Exhibit 11: p 26 of 55 slickensides

Application 4-95.200-E1

(Warsaw) @ 30' contact greenish gray ( 566/1) to

New information from opponent

medium bluish gray (5B 5/1) basalt, very

Nw_ -

hard, water at contact

|

||

| "5 305 (vefusall. watero.2or
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.t Stone & Associates, Inc.

............................... Date QObserved:

SUB-SURFACE DATA Log No.._B-2
mosECr: ... Luis Ortiz 1115 Fernwood Pacific
Method of Dfillfnr ------------------------ Q8T.....togged by..... B8 . Job No..3706-03
See_Geologic Map 5/23/88-5/25/88 -

and subhorizontal soil-infilled fractures
(slightly moist, hard)
@ 4' 1%" wide vertical soil-infilled

)

. Description Soll Temt
Fill af): Moderate brown (SYR 3/4) clayey]
ND with tan sandstone fragments, grass
and charcoal fragments (moist, loose)
Colluvium (Qcol): Dark yellowish brown
Z sandy SILT with olive brown fing
4 sandstone fragments (moist, firm)
‘ Landslide Debris (Qls): @ 2
' Dark yellowish orange (10YR 6/6) . Contact
- massive pebbly sandstone, moderately to Colluvium
1 strongly jointed, with numerous subverticallAnd Bedrock

N15°E, 50°NW
@ 6' Fractur

| N35°E, 62°NW

fracture with roots (traceable for 6' Fracture
x vertically) ' . | NSO°E, 67°NW
@ 6' Attitude on soil-infilled fracture @ 10' Soil-

- @ 6%' sandstones become very hard, soil Infilled
infilled fractures less numerous but" Fracture '
present N20°E, 56°SE
@ 12' 3' thick pebbly horizon (bedding @ 11' Same-

dndicator) . ... ..y Fractures As
@ 19'~Fracture zone, 8% to 10" zone in 10'
which the tan massive sandstone is highly |N40°E, 56°SE
fractured, bBreaks into angular lenticular |0 12®
blocks, easily dislodged, fractures are Bedding
infilled with dark brown clay, fractures |[N55°U, 23°NE|
occasionally open and incompletely filled, |@ 19'
no slickensides observed, clay in fracturegFracture ’
is becoming moist Zone
@ 26' Contact brecciated zone, angular N32°E, S51°SE
sfltstone pebbles and subrounded granitic.|® 22' Soil-
pebbles in a clayey sand matrix (very Infilled
moist, firm) ' Fracture
@ 27' Seepage N47°E, 85°SE
@ 28' Contact medium bluish gray (58 5/1)
basalt (moist, very hard)

Exhibit 11: p 27 of 55
Application 4-95.200-E1
(Warsaw) ‘
New information from opponent
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.t Stone & Associates, Inc.

.- +UB-SURFACE DATA Log No.....B-3
er e kOis Qutiz 1115 Fernwood Pacific :
! ........................... N
' Method of Drilling: -.--........ 23:._Bucket Auger . Loggsd by ... ESeooo. Job No. ... 3706-03 ‘
 Ground Elevalion: -o..nreveeeenenn. Location: --........268.860]003C.MaP_ ... . Date Observed:.5/26/88-5/27/8
Description Soil Test

11.6 } 121
12.6 {122 |4
|
Exhibit 11: p 28 of 55
Application 4-85-200-E1

{Warsaw)

New information from opponent

Fill (af) Dark yellowish brown (10YR 4/2)
Clayey SAND with tan sandstone fragments,
and occasional brick fragments and wood
debris (moist, loose)

Colluvium (Qcol) Moderate yellowish brown
10YR clayey SAND with tan sandstone
fragments (moist, firm)

“Lands1ide Débrist T
3'grayish orange (10YR 7/4) highly
fractured SANDSTONE with abundant sandy

clay infilling along fractures.

@ 5' contact with olive gray (5Y 4/1).
siltstone, highly fractured, fabric
disturbed, locally consists of light olive
gray(5Y 5/2) siltstone to fine sandstone
in a matrix of olive gray (5Y 4/1) to
medium dark gray (N4) sandy clay, occas*
ional slickensides (randomly oriented)

@ 9%' contact dark yellowish orange (10YR
6/6) to moderate yellowish brown ?IOYR 5/4)
fine grained massive sandstone, upper 1'
consists of angular fragments and cobbles
in'a tan clayey matrix,.fragment surfaces -
are often polished and slickensided

@ 10' sandstone becomes very hard, fractur-
ing decreasing

@ 15' 5" wide zone of sandy concretions
(bedding indicator)

@ 19%' and below, tan sandstones interbedde
with light bluish gray (58 7/1) and green-
ish gray (56Y 6/1) fine sandstone, still
very hard .

@ 25' brown clay observed om fracture
surfaces, no slickensides

| @ 27%:more-brown clay, on fracture surfaces
| 8.32%-upper.contact. of steeply.dipping, 1'

thick fracture zone.associated with dark

present but not comnon

@ 9%' contact
N60°W,28°NE
9%' 10'
joint N64°W,
47°NE joint
N24°E,37°SE
@ 12' joint.
N45°E,34°SE
8 13%'
bedding -
NS55°W,40¢ NE
bedding
N30°W, 30°NE

@ 25" @

infilled
fractare
ﬁ62°5,88°SE
82°W,85°NE
e 28" .
infilled
fracture
N80°E,81°NW
@ 32' clay
filled joints
N78°E,85°NW
N8S°E,65°NW
N83°E,58°NW
@ 36' joint

L:rown clay, rinor seepage, slickensides

LIl |

rT.D. 40" (refusal), no water °

N83°E,79°NV




.rt Stone & Associates, Inc.

SUB-SURFACE DATA Log No.... B4
(mosecr: ... tuis Qrtiz 1S Fermwood Pacific ,
* Method of Drilling: .- 24" Bucket Auger... Logged by-. ES/DS_.__..__Job Ne..3706-03
Ground Elevation: ..ceeenceeen..... Lecation: --.... See Geologic “?.P. - . Date Ob“n.d;..,ﬂ.l.l.i.g....
Description Seil Yout
[}
' Fil]rgaf;: Moderate brown sandy CLAY
‘ moist, [oose)
Lands1ide Debris (Qls): @6’
1 From 1° to 21" Boring traces subvertical |Gouge Zone
M 15.9 {113 | 3 | contact between siltstone (north side) and | (contact)
. ’ conglomeratic sandstone (south side), N79°W, 75°SW
) contact is irregular, gouge zone at contact] Bedding
SILTSTONE: Olive gray, massive, moderate | (sandstone)
1 induration, moderately jointed, bedding N37°E, 26°SE
' indistinct (moist, moderately hard) Bedding
* 4 = |20.1 107 fus CONGLOMERATIC SANDSTONE: Dark yellowish (siltstone)
1 . f orange, medium to coarse grained, pebbly N85°E, 41°NW
(clasts rounded), friable, poor to . Joint Set
moderate induration, locally clayey (moist,| (siltstone)
to very moist, soft to moderately hard) - |N33°W, 21°SW
@ 8' Contact

1 @ 6' 1"-2" gouge zone at contact
h : @ 10' Contact dips south again, rqot
, remnants at contact ’
4 ® 11' Sandstone becomés more conglomeratic,
) clayey, loose, brecciated, minor seepage

] ~ @ 14' Minor seepage, siltstones are firm,
+ conglomeratic sandstones become muddy,
angular blocks of sandstone at contact,
18.4 |111 | 2 | abundant roots at contact, sandstone
, fragments noted in the clayey siltstone,
1 ) root and soil-filled fractures in

4sandstone,_sjiltstone highly fractured
“‘ '2 10.4 }'125
<4 . 4

'@ 20" Contact shows slickensides, also,’
shears noted perpendicular to contact
@ 21' Conglomeratic sandstone pinches out,

N70°W, 76°NE
e 10
Bedding
(sandstone)
N27°W, 39°N
e1 -
Contact

Contact
N47°E, vert.
@ 20' Shear
N33°E, 23°NW
e 21 .

@ 31' Caved bell contact between fine
sandstone and saturated claystone

@ 32' Claystone heavily gouged and
fractured :

11.4 127 | ¢

& below is approximately 2' thick disturbed {Contact

] \ slickensided zone . §N10°E, 50°SW
1 Al @ 23' 6" thick older topsoil with organic |@ 23°
H— ‘fragments . ~ - . tShear Plane
; Exhibit 11: p 29 of 55 - : N79°E, 35°NW
. Application 4-95-200-E1 Bedrock - Sespe Formation (Ts): Gray brown|@ 28

(Warsaw) sﬂt{ fine SANDSTONE (moist, moderately ﬁggcémg”sg

New info hard , _

) e Information from opponent @ 28' Caved zone, fine sandstone, highly N22°E, 33°SE
“ . fractured ' @ 31’

Bedding
N15°W, 35°NE

NB4°E, 84°NW|
{1e 12*

ok,




.t Stone & Associates, Inc.

SUB-SURFACE DATA Log No... B3 ...
ECT: ool Luis Ortiz 1115 Fernwood Pacific '
[ S R
} Method of Drilling: --......... 29" Bucket Auger . Logged by... ES/DS. ... Job Ne.....3706:00 .
{ Ground Elevation: ................. Llocation: ........ S. ?.‘3-.9?2].99.‘:?..'.“3?.-.......-...; ...... Date Observed:..... §./.!./.§.8...
]

Description

Soil Test

9.6

130

@ 33' Another caved bell

@ 37' Contact between overlying medium dark
gray clayey siltstone and underlying light

bluish gray coarse sandstone, sandstone is

hard, seepage at contact '

Reemed hole - set casing to 43'

@ 51' Bluish coarse sandstone becomes
clayey, occasional slickensides, softer

@ 57' Small amounts of green clay with
slickensides

@ 62' Contact clayey sandstone and light
bluish gray well cemented coarse sandstone,
very hard : '
@ 64' Refusal, water and further caving
prevented downhole logging beyond 33*

T.0. 64'
Standing Water @ 54'

Exhibit 11: p 30 of 55
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1117 Fernwood Pacific
GeoPlan - 1989
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JOHN D. MERRILL
JULTING ENGINEERING GEOLOGISTS

August 29, 1979

= : .

Project 94924 ‘///‘7 (—/g/nwooo/ /Dac'/;[vd

LOG OF BORING

Attitudes are bearing and inclination of dip.

0-1.5 ft.
1.5-4.0 ft.

4.0-29.0 ft.

"'|'29.0-34.o ft.

34.0-39.0 ft.

FILL: Soil with gravel; brown; loose; dry.

SOIL PROFILE: Clayey silt; dark red-brown; stiff,
cohesive. .

FAULT BRECCIA: Sandstone and siltstone; tan-light brown;
fractures filled with stiff brown clay; seepage @ 15 ft.
Tight blocky; hard drilling. )

@ 28-29 ft. Clay seam 1 ft. thick with claystone fragments,
very stiff to brittle; slide plane (?) or fault 033/20 to
020/18.

TOPANGA FORMATION (Tmt): Siltstone and sandstone; orange-
brown; strong fractures 020}15; minor fractures'270/88;
350/45; 150/65 - strong shear dips 342/60 at 30 ft..
Sandstone 349/55; fractures 305/83 to 155/42.

Silty sandstone; grades to s;ndy siltstone; tan to brown,

thick bedded, very tight fractures. Hard drilling.

" Exhibit 11: p 32 of 55
Application 4-95-200-E1
(Warsaw)
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1129 Femmwood Pacific
GeoPlan - 1991
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1263 Fernwood Pacific
GeoPlan - 1985
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1263 Fernwood Pacific
Michael and Associates - 1965
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/] MICHAEL AND ASSOCIATES.__ ' _"GEOLOGISTS . - 7

EARTH MATERIALS

Sursurface Da;a

Following are logs of three test pits excavoted with o power backhoe (see map for location

of pits).
P-1 0-1.0° ~ Soil and Colluvium; brown pebbly soil
- =-3.3 Artificial Fill; 40% rounded light brown cobbles
. of sandstone in dork brown sandy orgonic soil
- 4,1 Landslide Debris; highly weathered soft sandstone
- 4.6 Landslide debris; fresh yellow=tan very hard
_mas stone ‘
p-2 0-2.0 Artificial Fill; dark brown soil
- 8.4 Soil and Colluvium; angular cabbles of sandstone
in a dark brown soil matrix
- 8,2 Landslide Debris; weathered sandstone as above
-9.2 Fresh yellow=tan very hard sandstone, vertical
joints 2" = 4" apart, roots and organic moterial
in joints '
P-3 0-1.0 Soil and Colluvium; dark brown soil
- =3.3 Soil and Colluvium; pebbles and cobbles of
limestone and siltstone in abrown soil matrix
- 5.0° Landslide Debris; highly fractured soft dark gray
7 shale, slickensides common
bd’;_,wg_ 1.7 5.1 Landslide Debris; slickensided dark gray clay gouge
St - 6.0* Landslide Debris; discontinuous bed of dark gray
] ‘-t limestone :
¢ . = -7 Landslide Debris; highly fractured gray shale,
Seq 0% £ roots and organic material

Exhibit 11: p 40 of 55 «2- .
Application 4-85.200-E1 '
{(Warsaw)
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| MICHAEL AND ASSOCIATES . ' . GEOLOGISTS, T ]

s PACIFIC COAST HIGHWAY / MALIBU, CALIFORNIA 90265 / TELEPHONE 454-2484 AREA CODE 213

O: Mr. Williom L. Rameson
14436 Hilltree Road : (o '-s N A
Santa Monica, California ‘2 - . P ‘/:l -

[5 i/
WUBJECT: Lot 11 & Portion of Lot 12, Block 10, Tract 5664, County of Los Angeles

A

JATE: August 5, 1965

ESULTS:  The property is underlair: by up to 15 feet of landslide debris. Although the
future stability of this landslide cannot be entirely assured, it is our opinion
that the proposed develcpment will not materially alter the present stability.
The property is considered suitable for development providing the recommen-
dations of this report are incorporated into the plans.

PRELIMINARY DATA

In July 28, we completed an examinction of property described as Lot 11 and a portion
£ Lot 12, Block 10, of Tract 5664 located at the intersection of Horseshoe Trail and

! Pacific Drive in the Fernwocd area of Topanga Canyon. The subject property
s ted in Section 18, T1S, R16W, 5BB & M and is shown on the U. S. Geological
jurvey 7.5-minute series topographic inap, the Topanga quadrangle, edition of 1952,

\ topographic map of the property by ‘7. E. Marjanen, Surveyor, was used as a base map
‘or geologic map and section which have been prepared to aid in interpreting this report.

'he property is included in the U. S. Seological Survey open file map, "Preliminary
Seologic Map and Sections of the Southwest Part of the Topanga Quadrangle, Los Angeles
ounty, California," by R. F. Yerkes. R. H, Compbell, J. E. Schoellhamer and C. M.
Nentworth, doted 1964.

GEOL OGIC DESCRIPTION
SHYSIOGRAPHY

 The property occupies a north-facing slope on the west side of Topanga Canyon. It has
i elongated polygonal shape averagirg about 170 feet in length and 80 feet in width
wiented in a northeasterly direction. The natural slope varies from 2:1 to 4:1. Slopes
n artificial fill along Fernwood Pacific vary from 2:1 to nearly 1:1. Natural vegetation
;onsists of a heavy growth of brush, wild gross and small trees.

Exhibit 11: p 39 of 55
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~77 MICHAEL AND ASSOCIATES *~ """ " 'GEOLOGISISZ T "777]

a0 i S . - .

Unit D Rocks

Apparently undisturbed sediments, which appear to lie below the principal slide plane,

are exposed in the road cut south of the intersection of Horseshoe Drive and Fernwood
Pacific. They are gray well-indurated siltstones and shales, interbedded with gray lime-
stone, which is tan on weathered surfoces. The thickness of the beds averages -8 inches.
Limestone comprises about one-quarter of the unit, Similar rocks were encountered in P-3
at a depth of 6 feet. The limestone forms discontinuous lenses within the siltstones and
shales, which are moderately froctured in the outcrop and highly fractured in P~3, wie

Landslide Debris

Above the suspected principal slide plone and underlying the entire property, is landslide
debris which has baen raivided into two units. One unit consists of large disjointed blocks

of highly fractured ond contorted brown and gray siltstone and shale, and the other of
sandstone. The sondstone is very resistant medium= to coarse-grained tan to reddish brown
and poorly bedded. In road cuts south of the property the sandstone is disrupted and blocky.
The large exposure in the northeastern port of the lot, however, appeors to be a ccherent
mass as indicated by the consistant ottitudes of the bedding and jointing. The sondstone
lies conformably above the shale in the exposures at the northeost comer of the property.

Soil and Colluvium

Soil and colluvium cover much of the local area. The soil is dark brown ond sandy,
reaching a maximum thickness of about | foot. The colluvium consists of anguler to
subrounded cobbles and boulders (chiefly sandstone) in o matrix of soil. The colluvium
reaches a maximum thickness of 4.4 feet in test pit P-2, :

Artificial Fill

Artificial fill up to about 5 feet in thickness occurs along Fernwood Pacific Drive and
north of the concrete foundation ingthe central part of the lot. It consists of pebbles and
cobbles of sandstone and limestone in a soil matrix.

STRUCTURE

Dips in the landslide debris are consistently northeast 15-20 degrees. Near vertical joints
in the exposed sandstone on the property strike northwest and northeast; joints are 2-4 inches
apart. A fault contact separates sandstone and shale units within the slide mass in the

road cuts on Fernwood Pacific. )
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1263 Fernwood Pacific
GeoPlan - 1991
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19747 Horseshoe Drive
GeoPlan - ?
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GEOPLAN, Inc.
ULTING ENGINEERING GEOLOGISTS

Project 25825

19747 Drive
.! opanga, California Y\

Note: Attitudes are bearing and inclination of dip.

LOG OF BORING

Boring sited adjacent to lot 3, near edge of Horseshoe Drive. Collar at map elev.1001%

0-3.0 ft. RESIDUAL SOIL: Rocky; brown, weakly cohesive, dry, root
bound.
3.0-35.0 ft. ~ LOWER TOPANGA FORMATION (Tt1): Cobbly to pebbly sandstone

and sandy cobble conglomerite; thick bedded; yellow~tan and
maroon to Tight gray, moderately soft (fria&e) to very hard,
fractured (root lined), dry. Soil (upper 15 ft.) and
crushed rock along open, sub-vertical %racture between
13.0-34.5. ft. - Unsheared, depositional contact with sandy
. mudstone @ 35.0 ft. )
bedding:  325/20-25 @ 10.0-23.0 ft.; 339/30 @ 27.0-28.0 ft.;
332/26 @ 35.0 ft.
fracture: 325/65 @ 5.0 ft.; 145/65 @ 8.0 ft.; 168/74-90
. (open) @ 13.0-345 ft.

35.0-39.0 ft. - Mudstone; sandy; maroon, moderately hard to hard, fractured,

T.D. - dry. Gradational contact with hard to very hard light
gray-maroon, cobbly sandsténe between 38.0-39.0 ft. Borin§

abandoned at refusal on very hard sandstone @ 39.0 ft.

Exhibit 11: p 46 of 55
Application 4-95-200-E1
, {Warsaw)
. : New information from opponent




19625 Webb Trail
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EUGENE D. MICHAEL

139 OCEAN AVENUE EXT. ENGINEERING GEOLOGY BUILDING $ITES

NTA MONICA, CALIFORNIA
Gladstone 4-8033

®

H

9 April 1963

SROUND WATER
GENERAL GEOLOGY

- ,,C?ﬁﬁp
< < bb tra. / o
Mr. William Eling [Tz e R,
2219 Strongs Drive —_— R
Venice, Califcrnia b

Re: Supplemental geologic report - Lot 24,
Block 11, Tract 5664, Topanga, California

Dear Mr. Kinj::

On 5 April I irspected a 5-foot diameter proposed seepage pit
located near the southern corner of Lot 24. The following are
the results of my examination.

OBSERVATIONS

The hole has theen bored by means of a jack-hammer to a depth
of 32 feet. E>posures in the hole gzve the following log'

0 - 1. 0 to 2.5 feet * Light brown, well compacted
sandstone breccia

1.0 - 21.5 feet Light brown well cemented
massive coarse-grained arkosic
sandstone; few well rounded cob-
bles. Numerous near-vertical
fractures oriented predominently
east-west. One fissure 6 to 8
inches wide containing water.

21.5 - 31.0 feet Wet purple clay slickensided.
' Zones of brecciated sandstone in
clay matrix. :

31.0 - 32.0 feet Gray well cemented massive
medium-grained micaceous sand-
stone. Zones of clay.
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Mr. William King -2 - 9 April 1963

The contact between the upper breccia and the sandstone is

well defined; the contact plane strikes N45W and dips 20 degrees
to the northeast. The contact between the massive sandstone
and the lower clay and breccia is poorly defined; the contact
plane strikes roughly N30E and dips 20 - 30 degrees southeast.

Comparison with exposures on the slope just northeast of the
subject property leaves little doubt that the clay and sandstone
breccia reported in my report to you dated 1 March 1963, and
the clay and sandstone breccia noted from 21.5 to 31 feet in the
boring are of the same zone. The relationships are shown in
the following diagram. “

=

The above section oriented N20W indicates an apparent dip of
about 3 degrees in the downslope direction. Exposures on the
adjacent property indicate this is roughly also the true dip.

CONCLUSIONS

The clay is fault gouge. The clay zone defines a fault which may
be tectonic in orgin or the result of landsliding. Its sub-horizontal
orientation favors the latter interpretation. It is quite possible
this feature is the major slip plane of the large landslide believed
to exist in the Fernwood area (see report of 1 March 1963).

Weakness along this plane was probably the cause of the small
slide noted in my report of 1 March 1963 (page 3), which occurred
northeast of the subject property. Although not predictable, there
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Los Angeles County Department of Public Works Dist. Office_9.1
Sheet_1_ of_2 MATERIALS ENGINEERING DIVISION F x' - NF__
GEOLOGIC REVIEW SHEET T Disaster_Quake
$TATUS CHECKS (818) 458-4932 S00 S. Fremont Ave. ) (Feen Ha;f;d $_552.40 )
. _Alhambra, CA 91803
TEL. (818) 458-4923
Thomas Guide:_m_a_-_']___._ Distribution:
Tract Lots ' 2 District Office
Parent Tract Lozation_Fernwood AapentewvieTise
Site Address 195431 Baovers - Geotechnical Engineer
Geologist_Mountain i Geo/Soils Central File
Geotechnical Engineer_Coascline ‘ Grading Section
Developer/Owner_Besaver - . Processing Center
Engineer/Arch._Gepner : - Supervisor
Review of: . )
- Grading P.C. No. Plans signed:__No
Building P.C. No._9507170016 For: New SFR_
i Geologic Report(s) Dated_10/10/94, 7/13/%5

’_ Geotechnical Engineering Report(s) Dated_10/26/94
" Geolody and Geotechnical Engineering Report(s) Dated

> Metion: .
. e Plan is geologically approved subject to conditions below.
" . Plan is not approved for reasons below.

RECHECK REQUIREMENTS:_X_ All of the following must be submitted Logether for the next review:
a)_X_ Copy of this review, b) ___ Two sets of plans, c)_X_ Two sets of plans signed by the
.consultant(s), d)_X Response to attached Geotechnical Engineering Unit's review, e)_X_ Two
copies of addendum reports in response to this review, f)_X_ Consultants' addendum reports must
be coordinated, g) ___ Other:

- Semarks/Conditions:
pPlease address these remarks/conditions/questions item by item (individually)

3. All recommendations of the consulting. X geologist,X geotechnical ‘e'ngineer, must dbe ___
) followed, X incorporated into the design or shown as notes on the plans. .
3. The plan must be specifically approved by the_X consulting geologist,_X geotechnical
' engineer by manual, original signature(s) and date(s) on each sheet prior to approval by the
Development Review Section.
’. Foundation, wall, and pool excavations must be inspected and approved by the consulting X
geologist, X geotechnical engineer, prior to the placing of steel or concrete.
.. The Geotechnical Engineering Unit's ___ approval is attached, ___ conditions of approval are
attached,X_ requirements are attached, ___ approval is required (Review is dated 9/11/95
).
Show all proposed corrective measures(tuttresses,stability fills ,deep remval.s,caiqlons
etc.) on the plan. .
) Add items 3 above, as notes to the plan.

C et Ao

w;
o

The_X_geologist,_X the geotechriical ehgineer, must make a finding in accordance with Section
309, Los Angeles County Building Code. v

T T e T
-

. It must be noted that the submitted report indicates that the site is underlain by landslide
debris and is adjacent to a descending 1.5:1 slope. The slope stability of the descending
slope and the mapped landslide must be ascertained prior to our approval of the proposed
repair. .

b

’ Provide a detailed geologic map of the region and a series of detailed geologic cross
sections showing the full extent of the descending slollae and mapped landslide.
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.
e

--. Eupur 13.498,

The structure and s:ratigrapliy of the descending slope and the area covered by the mapped
landslide must be ascertained and supported by objective data. The Topanga Formation in this
area is known to be underlain by not only sandstone but also very weak purple mudstone and
siltstone (Borings on Bower). Shallow trenches are insufficient to datermine the
stratigraphy of the descending slope and the region. Additional surface/subsurface mapping
and research of adjacent geolugic references are warranted to complete the stratigraphy and
structure of the area and region..

Submit a set of plans that shows che work to be done. Specifically depict all
recommendations by the Engineering Geolegist and Geotechnical Engineer (ie Deepened

footings)

The referenced Engineering Ceology report indicates that the subject site is underlain by
a landslide. Show on all cross sections and discuss the nature of the slide plane (type of
material). Show the limits of the landslide on a geologic map of the region.

Based upon the description of the damage to the structure it appears as if slope failure may
have been involved. Please discuss. ,

’é‘here is insufficient data to evaluate tihe building site with the information submitted to
ate.

Provide data on the possible adverse impuct of the private sewage disposal system relative
to site stability and adjacent properties. Discuss the path of migration of the effluent and
whether ponding or daylighting of the effluent will occur. Stability calculations must
consider the effect of ponding/perched groundwater. Show on geologic cross section{s) the
anticipated path of the effluc:nt in the subsurface. :
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GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING REVIEW SHEET
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

MATERIALS ENGINEERING DIVISION

Address: 900 8. Fremont Ave. District Office -7
Alhambra, CA 91803 ’

velephone: (818) 458-~4925 Sheet 1 of 3

tarthquake Repair . DISTRIBUTION:

w;cation __19543 Bowers Drive, Topanga — Drainage and Grading

ieveloper/Owner __Beaver i Geo/Soils Central File

Azchitect Gepner 1. District Engineer

-evtechnical Engineer __ Coastline (895C-094) — Geologigt

-«0logist _ Mountain Geology (JH3136) -A. Geotechnical Engineer
i Architect

seilding Plan Check No. 3507170016 94 Earthquake

Fees Waived $ 552.40

agview of:

».11ding Plan Dated By Processing Center 1/19/95
~stechnical Report Dated 10/26/94 Geologic Report Dated 10/10/94
«clogic Addendum Dated 7/13/95

& TI0N:

r,ans are not approved; the following informaution is required:

£3MARKS :

- Requirements of the Geology Unit are attached and must be complied with..

. Additional slope stabilhity analysis may be required when the geology of the site is
conclusively determined.

; Per the geologic report, the subject site is underlain by a landslide. Please verify
and provide static and seismic slope stability analysis for the landslide. Shear
strength parameters representative of tne slide plane material must be utilized. Also,
provide a geotechnical cross section showing the critical failure plane used in analysis.
Indicate the various shear strength parameters used in the analysis, in the appropriate
segments of the failure plane. Show location of the cross sections used in slope
stability analysis on the geotechnical map. Recommend mitigation if factors of safety
are below County minimum standards. :

;
3
&
H
‘f
R

. Extend cross sect.i"bn A-A’ to include the full extent of the descending slope below the
subject site. Provide revised glope stability analyses as necessary. :
. S

R
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GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING REVIEW SHEET
~ COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

MATERIALS ENGINEERING DIVISION

Address: 900 8. Fremont Ave, District Office —s.1.
Alhambra, CA 91803

Telephone: (818) 458-4925 Sheet 2 of 3

Earthquake Repair DISTRIBUTION:

Location ___19543 Bowers Drive, Topanga - — Drainage and Grading

beéveloper/Owner __Beaver 1. Geo/Soils Central File

Architect __Gepner -1_ District Engineer

Seotechnical Engineer __QQﬁﬁLlins_lﬁﬂig_ﬂﬁiLm_w___mmm —k.. Geologist

Seologist __ _Mountain Geoloay. (JH3136) k.. Geotechnical Engineer

~1_ Architect

Building Plan Check No. 8507170016 94 Earthquake

Fees Waived $§ 552.40

wemarks - Continued:

Geotechnical report states that the shear strength parameters utilized for the static
slope stability analyses were 80 percent of peak values. Provide data to show that these
shear strength parameters are equal tc or lower than ultimate values. Provide revised
slope stability analyses as necessary.

Shear strength parameters representative of the bedding plane material, utilized in the
slope stability analyses, were determined from a single reshear test conducted on a

‘sample of bedrock. However, slope stability analysis along bedding must utilize ultimate

reshear strength parameters of the bedrock in lieu of actually sampling and testing the
bedding plane material. Verify and rcvise as necessary.

Independent slope stability analysis indicates more critical failure surfaces along
deeper-seated bedding planes than the critical failure surface analyzed on cross section
A-A'., Please verify and provide revised slope stability analysis.

Provide data on the possible advers: impact of the private sewage disposal system
relative to site stability and adjacent properties. Discuss the path of migration of
the effluent and whether ponding or daylighting of the effluent will occur. Stability
calculations must consider the effect of ponding/perched groundwater. '

A statement is required by the consultant geotechnical engineer making a finding in
accordance with Section "309" of the County Building Code.

Show the following on the geotechnical map:

a. Limits of landslide. .
b. Location of private sewage disposal system,
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GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING REVIEW SHEET
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

MZTERIALS ENGINEERING DIVISION

Aldress: 900 8. Fremont Ave. District Offic

Alhambra, CA 91803 s —d
‘elephone: (818) 458-4925 Sheet 3 of 3
tarthquake Repair DISTRIBUTION:
~.cation __ 19543 Bowers Drive,. Taopanga ww Drainage and Grading
.-eveloper/Owner __Reaver wd. Geo/Soils Central File
Architect ___Gepper ~1_ District Engineer
-edtechnical Engineer _ Coastl:ne (B95C-094) 1. Geologist
-e3logist __Mountain Geologv (yH3136) —A.. Geotechnical Engineer

‘ 1. Architect .

+.1lding Plan Check No. 950717(016 94 Earthquake

Fees Waived § 552.40

. Show the following on the: building plaans:

a. All applicable fourdation details,

b. Location of Buildirg Setback.

c. Embedment depths fcr all proposed piles.

d. Location of proposed retaining wall, per the geotechnical engineer.

e. All applicable retzining wall details.

. Add the following note on the building plans:

The Geotechnical Engineer shall inspect and approve the foundation excavations before

steel or concrete is placad.

3

The Geotechnical Engineer must review the building plans and sign and stamp the plans

in verification of his re¢commendations. Original manual signature and wet stamp are
required. '

. Submit two sets of building plans to the Soils Section for verification of compliance
with County codes and pol.cies.

. Include a copy of this review sheet with your response.

] : f .
i L 1Y o) .
~ =+, sted by Date 9/11/95

*ot{ T. Ezell

E & w4 Public aafety, refative to geotechnical subsy face sxplorstion, shsil be provided in accordence with current codes for excavations, inclusive of
;e -e Angeles County Codse, Chapter 11.48, and 1 he State of Californis, Title 8, Construction Safety Ordera.

SN —eadd
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* FROM : Z.UWARSAW:POB 3512;S.M,CA. 90408 PHONE NO. © 318 394 118@ Feb., 89 1999 61:50AM P1

. IRVWIN ZEKE WARSAW

.0, Box 3512
Santa Monica
CA. 90408-3512
Tela. & FAX:
323-937-0266

February 9, 19%9

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

c/o Sue Brooker, Coastal Program Analyst
89 South California St., #200

Ventura, CA. 93001

via FAX: 805-641-1732 & Exhibit 12: p 1 of 2
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING | Application 4-95.200-E1
arsaw)
Re: Coastal Development Permit 4-95-200-El (Warsaw)

2/9/99
19551 Bowers Drive, Topanga, CA. 90290 fesponse from applicant

Dear Ms. Brooker:

‘1 am in receipt of your letter dated January 20, 1999, vhich
incorrectly identified the subject property as "4077 Escondido
Drive, Topanga; Los Angeles County." The actual address is as
underlined above.

. Thank you for the enclosure, per my request, of Ms. Acker s

January 11, 1999 letter ‘to Mr., Jack Ainsworth of the Commiseion.

As mantioned in my phone call +o you in the late afterncon after

the January 15th hearing in West Los Angeles, I feel I should have
been furnished a copy of this communication priox to the hearing.

In the interest of basic fairness 1 should be given the opportunity
to know In advance of any objections te ny application so I might
have to opportunity to reasonably respomd to them. The denial of
this due process is even more importent when a malicious and uninfor-
med neighbor makes undocumented claims of geologic conditions on ny
property and others 4in the vicinity. The inaccurate and scurrilous
ramarks directed at ma snd my property came from a womar who does not
even know me personally, but more important, from.ome who lacks the
professional. qualifications for membera of the Commission to consider
her naked opinions as evidence in 'this case.

At the hearing I wae quite surprised to be presanted and asked
for the first time about objiections to my application., Nevertheless,
I thought I adequately ansvered Commissioner Wan's 3 principal con~
cerns. As I recall, Commissionar Riley requescred another geologic
opinion from your department to determine the condition of some ua=-
documented slippage of land located on or near Webb Trail inm the .

. vicinity of (but nrot upon) my Lot 5. To prepare myself to addrass
the Commission's concerns, Wwould you kindly furnieh me with a copy of
wy, Januaxry 15th transcript? At this point L am confused as to whather
or not I am being asked to submit reports and analysés upon. parcels

which I do not own. If so, exactly what specific parcels?

With refsrence to your Januery 20th letter "the March Commission
hearing" is mentioned. In our conversation onm January 15th we had
discussed the APRIL meeting at the Queen Matry, aven mentioning that

it would be during income tax filing time. There is no way I can at—
tend the March meating; it was never discussed.




FROM : Z.WARSAW:POB 3512;S.M,CA. 98408 PHONE NO. 318 394 1168 Feb. @9 1999 B1:51AM P2

*

WARSAW to Brooker
Fehruary 9. 1999
Page 2

Paragraph two of your January 20th letter notes "“failure to
provide the Commission with evidence that the proposed project will
conform to the geologic policiaes of the Cosstal Act and will neither
create nor contribute significantly to geologic instability of neigh-
boring sites nay vesult 1in the extinguishment of your coastal devel-
opment permit." PFiret, may I note that on page one of your Staff
Report for the January 1999 hearinézslys, “The Executive Director
.+vv.determined that the project is consistent with rthe Coastasl Act.™
On page 3 it continues, "Steff has evaluated the project and has
determined....the proposed is coneistent with the Cogstal Acc."

In light of the nbove remarks and written 3&01031:&1 Teports
on .the subject property conducted in 1971, 1978, 1995%, 1998 and
1999 concluding:

1. "The ridge supporting Bowers Drive is stable,
and it is feasible to construct residences on
vacant lots in 'this axea."” (my underlining, 1971).

2. "It is concluded on the basis of comprehensive geo~
logic investigation that a single-family dwelling
served by private asevage disposal system may be
safely constructed om subject parcel without ad-

vorse effegt of neighboring Eroge:tias.“ {1978,
ny underlining).

3, "a landslide in 1980 at the end of Bowers Drive...
does not affect stability of lot 5....there are no
active fgults beneath lot 5...." (1995)

4. "It 1s concluded no significant change 1In geologic
conditions has taken place at lot 5 and its neax
envizrons.” (1998; ny utderxlining).

5. "No geologic condition has changed at Lot 5....
ingstallation of a seepage pit...assures no
advarse. result on- the neighbors n;operty. . £1999,
my underlining).

WHAT BELSE AM I EXPECTED TO DO? Over the ysars I have conducted:
numorous tests and paid forxr.many. reports. The conclusions are all
the same, This lot is buildable 8s a residential single~family
gite without causing significant harm to my maighbors, My two im~
mediate and adjacent neighboring sites (lots 4 and 15) are improved
with single~family homes. Bowsrs Drive haa numerous horee on it,
some old and some newer. If I am to be denied my permit extengion
request, please let someona furnilsh some e¢lear and concrete evidence
supporting reasong for such a'.conclusion., Surely, 2 ldtters (and no:
personal appearances) from a. disgruntled neighbor offering purely
personal and uninformed opinions. without supporting -professional docue
mentetion cennot seriously or reasonably be compared with 5 certi-
fied engineering geologist rsports. Prior to the April. hearing,
plesse send me a copy of your department's geology inspection of the
neighboring sites, 8o we may review and .respond to 1it,

Yery truly yours, —_ ' _
Exhibit12: p2of2
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FROM : Z.4ARSA:POB 3512;S. M,CA. 98488 PHONE NO. : 310 394 1188

Jarm. 12 1999 87:59A1 Pl

A Y

AX MEM(

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

c/o Sue Brooker, Coastal Program Analyst
B3 California Street #200

Ventura, CA. 93001

To: via FAX: 805-641-1732

Erom: IRVIN L. (Zeke) WARSAW
FIOMS  reie. 5 Fax: 323-937-0266

Dat&: January 12, 1999

GEOLOGLCAL ADDENDUM
19551 Bowers Drive, Topanga, CA. 90290

Re: Permit Extension No. 4-95-200-E1 N
3 Number of pages sent, including this one.

Dear Ms. Brooker:

Enclosed i$ a 2-page Addendum for the above-listed subject
pProperty, which I hope you will forward te the Commissioners
for the hearing to be held rhis Friday.

Thank you very much.

Very truly yours,

IRWIN L. XZeke) WARSAW
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FROM @ Z-WARSAW:POB 3512;5.M,CA. 98488 PHONE NO. : 310 394 1180

¥

Jan. 12 1999 6800AM P2
811171999 17:22 R169614345 GEOPLAN PAGE €1

-

BEOPLAR, (ne. R

qouultln' sngincaring geologists

18432 OXNARD STREET
TARTANA. CALIF. B1356

John . Mefrii, President

January 11, 1998

Engineering Goologic‘uamorandnm
On Site Waste Disposal
Proposed Residential Development
1ot 5, Block 12, Tract 85664 LA Co.
19551 Bowera Drive |
Topangs, Ch ze: CDP 4~-95-RE1
(Warsaw)
Irwin Zoke Warsaw

P.C. Box 3512
Santa Monics, CA 90408

_ Projsect 510063
Dear Mr. Warsaw:

Agcording to papers which you faxed to Ry office on 3Jan9y,

there has heen a formal objection lodged with California Coastal
Commission regerding CDP 4-95-200~E1 (Warsaw). As you recall,
Gcoplan,' Inc.- & Stfata-wech,‘ Inc. conducted comprehensive
geotechnical exploration and testing at the site and later produced
saveral responses to County reéviewers comments. Included in our

wo‘rk product was a psrcolation test report dated 23July95 (Geoplay,
Project 510063).

¥o gaologic condition has changed at Lot 5.
The concerns of a neighbor &t 15543 Bowers Drive reflect

substantially different geologic conditions inc¢luding a possible
gshallow landslide that does not exist at 19551 Bowers Drive.

Accordingly, installation of a seepage pit at 19551 Bowers

Drive (Lot 5) will be sffected in a manner that assures no adverse

Exhibit13: p 2 of 3
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FROM ! Z-WARSAW:POB 3512;S.M,CA. 98488 PHONE NO. © 318 334 1180 Jan. 12 1999 69:6iAM P3
’ 817117198938 17:22 3188814346 GEOPLAN PAGE. 02

-

. GEOPLAN, inc,

CONBULTING ENOINEERING CEQLOGISTE
Project 510063, Page 2
January 11, 1999

result on the neighbors property. This design mode ip consistent
with Section \111 of the Uniform {County) Building Ordinance.

Thank you for this opportunity to be of service. Please call
1f thereo are questions regarding this memorandum.

Mosk g‘lé?e&&}. Ry,

JDM/b
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