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July 26, 2016 

 

 

 

Oakmont Senior Living Job No. 15473-3A 

9249 Old Redwood Highway, Suite 200 

Windsor, California  95492 

Attention:  Mr. Wayne Sant, Vice President, Development 

 
 
Subject:  Addendum to Geotechnical Investigation Report 
   Response to Geotechnical Review Sheet Dated July 11, 2016 
  Proposed Oakmont of Agoura Hills Senior Facility 
  29353 Canwood Street 
  Agoura Hills, California 
 
References:  See Attached References Sheet 

 
 
Dear Mr. Sant: 

 

As requested, we have examined the review comments by GeoDynamics, Incorporated, prepared on 

behalf of the City of Agoura Hills and dated July 11, 2016.  We provide our responses below.  This 

letter addresses only the Report Review Comments.  The reviewer's comments appear below in 

italics, followed by our response. 

 

Report Review Comments 

1. The consultant should review development plans as they become available to verify compliance 

with recommendations in the above-referenced reports. A geotechnical map using the proposed 

grading plan as base map should be included. Cross-sections should be updated as necessary to 

reflect changes in the proposed grading relative to the current grading concept. Additional 

geotechnical recommendations should be provided as necessary.  
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Note: The reviewers appreciate that the consultant addressed this comment, but this comment 

should be addressed during the design stage of the project, when final development plans become 

available.  Note that ALL geologic data - bedding attitudes in particular - should be plotted on 

the geologic map.. 

 

An updated geological and geotechnical map will be provided during the design stage of the project 

when final development plans become available. 

 

2. The consultant should discuss and evaluate the potential for interaction between closely located 

retaining walls (example: stacked retaining walls) using an appropriate method of analyses. 

Please note that the 1 :1 criterion is not acceptable for lateral surcharge unless substantiated 

with analyses and/or references. 

Note: Comment #6 of the Planning/Feasibility Comments does not address this comment. This 

comment is about the potential for lateral surcharge on the lower retaining wall due to the 

foundation load of the upper retaining wall. 

 

As mentioned in our previous response letter, the cut slope is self-stable and satisfies required 

minimum factor of safety values for both static and seismic conditions.  Because of that, it is the 

opinion of this firm that it is not necessary in the design of the lower wall to consider the lateral 

surcharge from the upper wall.  As mentioned in our previous response letter, "The design engineer 

should ensure the stability of walls." 

 

If the wall will be built such that compacted fill will be used behind the wall, this firm should be 

contacted to provide further recommendations at the design stage when the wall type and a detailed 

cross section are available.  

 

3. The consultant should provide recommendations for the foundation to slope setback in 

accordance with the City of Agoura Hills building ordinance. 

Note: The consultant provided setback recommendations based on the California Building Code 

(CBC). But the City of Agoura Hills has more stringent recommendations for foundation to slope 
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setback. As requested in the above comment, the consultant should provide recommendations for 

the foundation to slope setback in accordance with the City of Agoura Hills building ordinance. 

 

Foundations on or adjacent to slope surfaces shall be designed in accordance with Section 1808.7.1 

for building clearance from an ascending slope and Section 1808.7.2 for footing setback from a 

descending slope surface, in accordance with the City of Agoura Hills, Title 24 Adoption – 

Ordinance 10-381.  

 

4. The consultant should provide recommendations for the minimum depth of embedment of footings 

below lowest adjacent grade, with due considerations to the highly expansive nature of on-site 

soils. 

Note: the consultant responded to this comment by stating that "Due to the high expansive nature 

of the on-site soils and the volume of expansive soil to be replaced, conventional spread 

foundation is not considered to be suitable footing type." Thereupon, the consultant should 

provide recommendations for alternative foundation system.. 

 

As recommended in the "Foundation Design" section of our report, "Structural design measures 

including design of slab-on-grade foundations in accordance with 'WRI/CRSI Design of Slab-On-

Ground Foundations' or 'PTI Standard Requirements for Design of Shallow Post-Tensioned Concrete 

Foundations of Expansive Soils' would be necessary."  Either way, the slab should be designed as a 

mat foundation.  

 

This letter should be included with and considered part of the Geotechnical Investigation report for 

the project. 
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We appreciate this opportunity to provide geotechnical services for this project.  If you should have 

any questions or comments concerning this letter, please do not hesitate to contact this firm at your 

convenience. 

 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

CHJ CONSULTANTS 

 

 

Fred Yi, Ph.D., G.E. 2967 
Chief Engineer 

 

 

Robert J. Johnson, G.E. 443 
President 

 
 
 
 
FY/RJJ:fy/lb 
 
Enclosures: City of Agoura Hills - Geotechnical Review Sheet Dated July 11, 2016 
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~ GaoDynamlcs, Inc. l llfloJliill I I t a . 

Date: July 11, 2016 
GDI #: 16.00103.0211 

CITY OF AGOURA HILLS - GEOTECHNICAL REVIEW SHEET 

To: Allison Cook 

Project Location: 29353 Canwood Street, Agoura Hills, California. 

Planning Case#: CUP-001231-2016, SIGN-01232-2016, OAK-01233-2016 

Building & Safety#: None 

Geotechnical Report: CHJ Consultants (2016), "Addendum to Geotechnical Investigation Report, 
Response to Geotechnical Review Sheet, Proposed Oakmont of Agoura Hills 
Senior Facility, 29353 Canwood Street, Agoura Hills, California" J. N. 15473-3A, 
dated June 14, 2016. 

Plans: 

Previous Reviews: 

CHJ Consultants (2015), "Geotechnical Investigation, Oakmont of Agoura Hills, 
29353 Canwood Street, Agoura Hills, California" J. N. 15473-3, dated October 21, 
2015. 

Ali Iqbal (2016), "Qakmont of Agoura Hills" Sheets AO, R1 to R3, A1.0 through 
A1 .2, A2.1 through A2.3, A3, A4.1 through A4.3 and A5, dated April 30, 2106 
LandDesign Group (2016), "Oakmont of Agoura Hills, 29353 Canwood Street, 
Agoura Hills, California", Sheets 1 through 5, dated April, 2016 
Huitt-Zollars (undated), "Grading Plan, Oakmont of Agoura Hills, 29353 Canwood 
Street, Agoura Hills, CA 91301 ", Sheets 1 and 2 of 2. 
Huitt-Zollars (2016), "Conceptual LID/Drainage Report for Oakmont of Agoura 
Hills, 29353 Canwood Street, Agoura Hills, CA 91301" J.N. R305871 .01 , dated 
April 12, 2016. 

May 20, 2016. 

FINDINGS 

Planning/Feasibility Issues 
rgJ Acceptable as Presented 
D Response Required 

Geotechnical Report 
D Acceptable as Presented 
rgJ Response Required 

REMARKS 
CHJ Consultants (CHJ; consultant) provided a response to the review letter by the city of Agoura Hills 
dated May 20, 2016 regarding the proposed development at the site located at 29353 Canwood Street, in 
the City of Agoura Hills, California. According to the above-referenced reports , the site will be developed 
with a two- to three-story, BO-unit, senior facility of approximately 80,000 square feet. Grading will be 
required to create the level building pad using series of stacked retaining walls to support fill along the 
south edge of the pad and bedrock cut along the north edge of the pad. Based on the grading plans 
included as part of the submittal package, the overall height of the retaining wall stacks will reach heights of 
about 30 feet with individual walls as high as eight feet. 

BO Long Court, Suite #2A, Thousand Oaks, CA 91360 
Tel. (805) 496-1222, Fax (805) 496-1225 



From: Ali Abdelhaq Fax: (805) 496-1225 To: +18185977352 Fax: +18185977352 Page 3 of 4 07/1112016 3:47 PM 

The City of Agoura Hills - Planning Department reviewed the referenced report from a geotechnical 
perspective for compliance with applicable codes, guidelines, and standards of practice. GeoDynamics, 
Inc. (GDI) performed the geotechnical review on behalf of the City. Based upon a review of the submitted 
report, we recommend the Planning Commission consider approval of Case Nos. CUP-001231-2016, 
SIGN-01232-2016, OAK-01233-2016. The Consultant should respond to the following Report Review 
comments prior to Building Plan-Check Approval. Plan-Check comments should be addressed in Building 
& Safety Plan Check. A separate geotechnical submittal is not required for plan-check comments. 

Note to the City: The consultant indicates that the proposed development includes the construction of 
high retaining walls (higher than 6 ft), which might not be consistent with the current City building code and 
zoning ordinances. 

Report Review Comments 
1. The consultant should review development plans as they become available to verify compliance with 

recommendations in the above-referenced reports. A geotechnical map using the proposed grading 
plan as base map should be included. Cross-sections should be updated as necessary to reflect 
changes in the proposed grading relative to the current grading concept. Additional geotechnical 
recommendations should be provided as necessary. 

Note: The reviewers appreciate that the consultant addressed this comment, but this comment should 
be addressed during the design stage of the project, when final development plans become available. 
Note that ALL geologic data - bedding attitudes in particular - should be plotted on the geologic map. 

2. The consultant should discuss and evaluate the potential for interaction between closely located 
retaining walls (example : stacked retaining walls) using an appropriate method of analyses. Please 
note that the 1 :1 criterion is not acceptable for lateral surcharge unless substantiated with analyses 
and/or references. 
Note: Comment #6 of the Planning/Feasibility Comments does not address this comment. This 
comment is about the potential for lateral surcharge on the lower retaining wall due to the foundation 
load of the upper retaining wall. 

3. The consultant should provide recommendations for the foundation to slope setback in accordance 
with the City of Agoura Hills building ordinance. 
Note: The consultant provided setback recommendations based on the California Building Code 
(CBC). But the City of Agoura Hills has more stringent recommendations for foundation to slope 
setback. As requested in the above comment, the consultant should provide recommendations for the 
foundation to slope setback in accordance with the City of Agoura Hills building ordinance. 

4. The consultant should provide recommendations for the minimum depth of embedment of footings 
below lowest adjacent grade, with due considerations to the highly expansive nature of on-site soils. 
Note: the consultant responded to this comment by stating that "Due to the high expansive nature of 
the on-site soils and the volume of expansive soil to be replaced, conventional spread foundation is 
not considered to be suitable footing type." Thereupon, the consultant should provide 
recommendations for alternative foundation system. 

Plan-Check Comments 

1. The name, address, and phone number of the Consultant and a list of all the applicable geotechnical 
reports shall be included on the building/grading plans. 

2. The grading plan should include the limits and depths of overexcavation as recommended by the 
Consultant. 

3. The following note must appear on the grading and foundation plans: "Excavations shall be made in 
compliance with CAUOSHA Regulations." 

80 Long Court, Suite #2A, Thousand Oaks, CA 91360 Page 2 of3 
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4. The following note must appear on the foundation plans : "All foundation excavations must be 
observed and apprC1t1ed, in writing, by the Project Geotechnical Consultant prior to placement of 
reinforcing steel." 

5. Foundation plans and foundation details shall clearly depict the embedment material and minimum 
depth of embedment for the foundations. 

6. Drainage plans depicting all surface and subsurface non-erosive drainage devices, flow lines, and 
catch basins shall be included on the building plans. 

7. Final grading, drainage, and foundation plans shall be reviewed, signed, and wet stamped by the 
consultant 

8. Provide a note on the grading and foundation plans that states : "An as-built report shall be submitted 
to the City for review. This report prepared by the Geotechnical Consultant must include the results of 
all compaction tests as well as a map depicting the limits of fill, locations of all density tests, outline 
and elevations of all removal ·bottoms, keyway locations and bottom elevations, locations of all 
subdrains and flaw line elevations, and location and elevation of all retaining wall backdrains and 
outlets. Geologic conditions exposed during grading must be depicted on an as-built geologic map." 

If you have any questions regarding this review letter, please contact GDI at (805) 496-1222. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

GeoDynamics, INC. 

~-pf,/1,-1· 
Ali Abdel-Haq ' 
Geotechnical Engineering Reviewer 
GE 2308 (exp. 12/31/17) 

80 Long Court, Suite #2A, Thousand Oaks, CA 91360 

//~ ~i3Ji<~ 
Engineering Geologic Reviewer 
CEG 1441 (exp. 11 /30/16) 
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