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Categorization of Infiltration Feasibility Condition based Worksheet C.4-1: Form I-8A?

on Geotechnical Conditions

Summarize findings and basis; provide references to related reports or exhibits.

Small diameter Rlore hole testing and infiltration analysis Ry the PorZhet method. Bhe

test [ as performed [ ithin the proposed Rlasin loRation and resBlted in an infiltration rate
of 0.00 inBhes per hollr. See Fleoleld preliminary geotelhnikal report Proposed Emerald Hills Velopment,
North of Old Memory lane, APN 543-340-02-00, San Diego, California"

Part 2 - Partial Infiltration Geotechnical Screening Result’ Result

If answers to both Criteria 3 and Criteria 4 are “Yes”, a partial infiltration
design is potentially feasible based on geotechnical conditions only. OPartial Infiltration

. I I . e . Condition
If answers to either Criteria 3 or Criteria 4 is “No”, then infiltration of any

volume is considered to be infeasible within the site. .N Infiltrati
o Infiltration

Condition

> To be completed using gathered site information and best professional judgement considering the definition of
MEP in the MS/ Permit. Additional testing and/or studies may be required by City Engineer to substantiate findings.

9 The City of San Diego | Storm Water Standards SD)
Worksheet C.4-1: Form I-8A | January 2018 Edition '



Categorization of Infiltration Feasibility Condition based on
Groundwater and Water Balance Conditions

Worksheet C.4-2: Form I-8B2

Part 1 - Full Infiltration Feasibility Screening Criteria

DMA(s) Being Analyzed: Project Phase:

Northern Rlasin Planning Phase

Criteria 1: Groundwater Screening

Groundwater Depth. Is the depth to seasonally high groundwater tables (normal high depth
during the wet season) beneath the base of any full infiltration BMP greater than 10 feet?

@ Yes; continue to Step 1B.

O No; The depth to groundwater is less than or equal to 10 feet, but site layout changes or
1A reasonable mitigation measures can be proposed to support full infiltration BMPs. Continue
to step 1B.

O No; The depth to groundwater is less than or equal to 10 feet and site layout changes or
reasonable mitigation measures cannot be proposed to support full infiltration BMPs. Answer
“No” for Criteria 1 Result.

Contaminated Soil/Groundwater. Are proposed full infiltration BMPs at least 250 feet away
from contaminated soil or groundwater sites? This can be confirmed using GeoTracker
(geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov) to identify open contaminated sites. The setbacks must be
the closest horizontal radial distance from the surface edge (at the overflow elevation) of the
BMP.

1B @ ves; continue to Step 1C.

O Noj; However, site layout changes or reasonable mitigation measures can be proposed to
support full infiltration BMPs. Continue to Step 1C.

O No; Site layout changes or reasonable mitigation measures cannot be proposed to support
full infiltration BMPs. Answer “No” to Criteria 1 Result.

! Note that it is not required to investigate each and every criterion in the worksheet, a single “no”
answer in Part 1, Part 2, part 3, or Part 4 determines a full, partial, or no infiltration condition.

2 This form must be completed each time there is a change to the site layout that would affect the
infiltration feasibility condition. Previously completed forms shall be retained to document the
evolution of the site storm water design.

1 The City of San Diego | Storm Water Standards SD)
Worksheet C.4-2 : Form |-8B | January 2018 Edition



Categorization of Infiltration Feasibility Condition based on
Groundwater and Water Balance Conditions

Worksheet C.4-2: Form I-8B2

Inadequate Soil Treatment Capacity. Are full infiltration BMPs proposed in DMA soils that
have adequate soil treatment capacity?

The DMA has adequate soil treatment capacity if ALL of the following criteria (detailed in
C.2.2.1) for all soil layers beneath the infiltrating surface are met:

o USDA texture class is sandy loam or loam or silt loam or silt or sandy clay loam or clay
loam or silty clay loam or sandy clay or silty clay or clay; and

e Cation Exchange Capacity (CEC) greater than 5 milliequivalents/100g; and

1C o Soil organic matter is greater than 1%; and

e Groundwater table is equal to or greater than 10 feet beneath the base of the full
infiltration BMP.

O Yes; continue to Step 1D.

O Noj; However, site layout changes or reasonable mitigation measures can be proposed to
support full infiltration BMPs. Continue to Step 1D.

.No; Site layout changes or reasonable mitigation measures cannot be proposed to support
full infiltration BMPs. Answer “No” to Criteria 1 Result.

Other Groundwater Contamination Hazards. Are there site-specific groundwater
contamination hazards not already mentioned (refer to Appendix C.2.2) that can be
reasonably mitigated to support full infiltration BMPs?

O Yes; there are other contamination hazards identified that can be mitigated. Answer “Yes”
1D to Criteria 1 Result.

Q No; there are other contamination hazards identified that cannot be mitigated. Answer
“No” to Criteria 1 Result.

Q N/A; no contamination hazards are identified. Answer “Yes” to Criteria 1 Result.

Can infiltration greater than 0.5 inches per hour be allowed without increasing risk of
groundwater contamination that cannot be reasonably mitigated to an acceptable level?
See Appendix C.2.2.8 for a list of typically reasonable and typically unreasonable
Criteria 1 | Mitigation measures.

Result
O Yes; Continue to Part 1, Criteria 2.
@ No; Continue to Part 1 Result.
2 The City of San Diego | Storm Water Standards SD)
Worksheet C.4-2 : Form I-8B | January 2018 Edition



Categorization of Infiltration Feasibility Condition based on

Worksheet C.4-2: Form I-8B2

Groundwater and Water Balance Conditions

Summarize groundwater quality and any mitigation measures proposed. Documentation should focus on
groundwater table, mapped soil types and contaminated site locations.

Mapped soil type is "D".

Small diameter Blore hole testing and infiltration analysis By the PorZhet method. Ehe

test @ as performed [ ithin the proposed Rlasin loRation and resBlted in an infiltration rate

of 0.00 inBhes per hollr. See Fleoleld preliminary geotelhnikal report Proposed Emerald Hills
Development, North of Old Memory lane, APN 543-340-02-00, San Diego, California"

PN 3ER0-SD, dated OFtoRler &3, 2022

3 The City of San Diego | Storm Water Standards SD)
Worksheet C.4-2 : Form |-8B | January 2018 Edition '



Categorization of Infiltration Feasibility Condition based on Worksheet C.4-2: Form I-8B*

Groundwater and Water Balance Conditions

Criteria 2: Water Balance Screening

Ephemeral Stream Setback. Does the proposed full infiltration BMP meet both the following?
The full infiltration BMP is located at least 250 feet away from an ephemeral stream;
AND

The bottom surface of the full infiltration BMP is at a depth 20 feet or greater from

2A o
seasonally high groundwater tables.
OYes; Answer “Yes” to Criteria 2 Result.
.No; Continue to Step 2B.
Mitigation Measures. Can site layout changes be proposed to support full infiltration BMPs?
OYes; the site can be reconfigured to mitigate potential water balance issues. Answer “Yes”
2B to Criteria 2 Result.
.No; the site cannot be reconfigured to mitigate potential water balance issues. Continue to
Step 2C and provide discussion.
Additional studies. Do additional studies support full infiltration BMPs?
In the event that water balance effects are used to reject full infiltration (anticipated to be
rare), additional analysis shall be completed and documented by a qualified professional
2C indicating the site-specific information evaluated and the technical basis for this finding.
O Yes; Answer “Yes” to Criteria 2 Result.
@ No; Answer “No” to Criteria 2 Result.
Can infiltration greater than 0.5 inches per hour be allowed without causing potential water
balance issues such as change of seasonality of ephemeral streams?
Criteria 2
Result | O Yes; Continue to Part 1 Result.
@ No; Continue to Part 1 Result.
4 The City of San Diego | Storm Water Standards SD)

Worksheet C.4-2 : Form I-8B | January 2018 Edition



Categorization of Infiltration Feasibility Condition based on

_9e - 2
Groundwater and Water Balance Conditions Worksheet C.4-2: Form I-8B

Summarize potential water balance effects. Documentation should focus on mapping and soil data
regarding proximity to ephemeral streams and groundwater depth.

Small diameter Blore hole testing and infiltration analysis By the PorZhet method. Bhe

test @ as performed Bl ithin the proposed Basin loBation and resBlted in an infiltration rate

of 0.00 inhes per hollr. See A eolel® preliminary geotelhnial report Proposed Emerald Hills
Development, North of Old Memory lane, APN 543-340-02-00, San Diego, California"

Part 1 - Full Infiltration Groundwater and Water Balance Screening Result® Result

If answers to Criteria 1 and 2 are “Yes”, a full infiltration design is potentially
feasible. The feasibility screening category is Full Infiltration based on
groundwater conditions.

If answer to Criteria 1 or Criteria 2 is “No”, infiltration may be possible to some | O Full Infiltration
. . . «

extent !)ut” wou}d not generally be feasible or desirable to achieve a “full @ Complete Part 2

infiltration” design based on groundwater conditions. Proceed to Part 2.

®To be completed using gathered site information and best professional judgement considering the definition of
MEP in the MS/ Permit. Additional testing and/or studies may be required by City Engineer to substantiate findings.

5 The City of San Diego | Storm Water Standards SD)
Worksheet C.4-2 : Form I-8B | January 2018 Edition '



Worksheet C.4-2: Form I-8B2

Part 2 - Partial vs. No Infiltration Feasibility Screening Criteria

DMA(s) Being Analyzed: Project Phase:

Northern Blasin Planning Phase

Criteria 3: Groundwater Screening

Contaminated Soil/Groundwater. Are partial infiltration BMPs proposed at least 100 feet away from
contaminated soil or groundwater sites? This can be confirmed using GeoTracker
(geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov) to identify open contaminated sites. This criterion is intentionally a
smaller radius than full infiltration, as the potential quantity of infiltration from partial infiltration BMPs
is smaller.

@ Yes; Answer “Yes” to Criteria 3 Result.

O No; However, site layout changes can be proposed to avoid contaminated soils or soils that lack adequate
treatment capacity. Select “Yes” to Criteria 3 Result. It is a requirement for the SWQMP preparer to
identify potential mitigation measures.

Q No; Contaminated soils or soils that lack adequate treatment capacity cannot be avoided and partial
infiltration BMPs are not feasible. Select “No” to Criteria 3 Result.

Criteria 3 Result: Can infiltration of greater than or equal to 0.05 inches/hour and less than or equal to 0.5
inches/hour be allowed without increasing risk of groundwater contamination that cannot be reasonably
mitigated to an acceptable level?

@ Yes; Continue to Part 2, Criteria 4.
O No; Skip to Part 2 Result.

Summarize findings and basis. Documentation should focus on mapped soil types and contaminated site
locations.

Mapped soil type is "D".

Small diameter Blore hole testing and infiltration analysis By the PorBhet method. Ehe

test B as performed B ithin the proposed Blasin loBation and resBlted in an infiltration rate

of 0.00 inkhes per hollr. See B eoleld preliminary geotelhnial report Proposed Emerald Hills
Development, North of Old Memory lane, APN 543-340-02-00, San Diego, California"

PN 32IF0-SD, dated OFtolRler 23, 2022

6 The City of San Diego | Storm Water Standards SD)
Worksheet C.4-2 : Form I-8B | January 2018 Edition



Categorization of Infiltration Feasibility Condition based on
Groundwater and Water Balance Conditions

Worksheet C.4-2: Form I-8B2

Criteria 4: Water Balance Screening

Additional studies. In the event that water balance effects are used to reject partial infiltration (anticipated
to be rare), a qualified professional must provide an analysis of the incremental effects of partial
infiltration BMPs on the water balance compared to incidental infiltration under a no infiltration scenario
(e.g. precipitation, irrigation, etc.).

Criteria 4 Result: Can infiltration of greater than or equal to 0.05 inches/hour and less than or equal to 0.5
inches/hour be allowed without causing potential water balance issues such as change of seasonality of
ephemeral streams?

@y es: Continue to Part 2 Result.
O No: Continue to Part 2 Result.

Summarize potential water balance effects. Documentation should focus on mapping and soil data
regarding proximity to ephemeral streams and groundwater depth.

Part 2 - Partial Infiltration Groundwater and Water Balance Screening Result* Result

If answers to Criteria 3 and Criteria 4 are “Yes”, a partial infiltration design is
potentially feasible. The feasibility screening category is Partial Infiltration based on
groundwater and water balance conditions.

If answer to Criteria 3 or Criteria 4 is “No”, then infiltration of any volume is .Partial
considered to be infeasible within the site. The feasibility screening category is No

Infiltration based on groundwater or water balance condition. Infiltration

Condition

O No Infiltration
Condition

*To be completed using gathered site information and best professional judgement considering the definition of
MEP in the MS4 Permit. Additional testing and/or studies may be required by City Engineer to substantiate findings.

7 The City of San Diego | Storm Water Standards SD)
Worksheet C.4-2 : Form |-8B | January 2018 Edition



Factor of Safety and Design Infiltration Rate Worksheet

Worksheet D.5-1: Form I-9

R Assigned Factor Product (p)
Factor Category Factor Description Weight (w) Value (v) pP=WXV
Soil assessment methods 0.25 3 L5
Predominant soil texture 0.25 3 215
Suitability Site soil variability 0.25 25
Assessment Depth dwater |/
epth to groundwater
impervious layer 0-25 25
Suitability Assessment Safety Factor, S, = Ip 2
Level of pretreatment/ expected
) 0.5
sediment loads
B | Design Redundancy/resiliency 0.25
Compaction during construction 0.25
Design Safety Factor, S; = p
Combined Safety Factor, S,,;;= SyX Sg
[Minimum of 2 and Maximum of 9]
Observed Infiltration Rate, inch/hr., K jcerveq
(corrected for test-specific bias) 0.00

Note: This worksheet is only applicable when the observed infiltration rate is greater
than or equal to 1 inch/hr.

Design Infiltration Rate, in/hr., Kyeign = Kopserved / Stotal
Note: If the estimated design infiltration rate is less than or equal to 0.5 inch/hr. then
the applicant may choose to implement partial infiltration BMPs.

Supporting Data

Briefly describe infiltration test and provide reference to test forms:

Small diameter Blore hole testing and infiltration analysis By the Porzhet method. Bhe

test @ as performed [ ithin the proposed Blasin loBation and resBlted in an infiltration rate

of 0.00 inBhes per hollr. See Fleoleld preliminary geotelhnilfal report Proposed Emerald Hills
Development, North of Old Memory lane, APN 543-340-02-00, San Diego, California"

Note: Worksheet D.5-1: Form I-9 is only applicable to design BMPs in “full infiltration condition”. This form is not
applicable for categorization of infiltration feasibility (Worksheet C.4-1: Form I-8) and/or for designing BMPs in
“partial infiltration condition” or “no infiltration condition”.

The City of San Diego | Storm Water Standards
Worksheet D.5-1 : Form 1-9 | January 2018 Edition
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GENERAL GRADING GUIDELINES APPENDIX D
Page D- |

GENERAL GRADING GUIDELINES

Guidelines presented herein are intended to address general construction procedures for earthwork
construction. Specific situations and conditions often arise which cannot reasonably be discussed in
general guidelines, when anticipated these are discussed in the text of the report. Often
unanticipated conditions are encountered which may necessitate modification or changes to these
guidelines. It is our hope that these will assist the contractor to more efficiently complete the
project by providing a reasonable understanding of the procedures that would be expected during
earthwork and the testing and observation used to evaluate those procedures.

General

Grading should be performed to at least the minimum requirements of governing agencies, the
California Building Code, CBC (2019) and the guidelines presented below.

Preconstruction Meeting

A preconstruction meeting should be held prior to site earthwork. Any questions the contractor has
regarding our recommendations, general site conditions, apparent discrepancies between reported
and actual conditions and/or differences in procedures the contractor intends to use should be
brought up at that meeting. The contractor (including the main onsite representative) should review
our report and these guidelines in advance of the meeting. Any comments the contractor may have
regarding these guidelines should be brought up at that meeting.

Grading Observation and Testing

l. Observation of the fill placement should be provided by our representative during grading.
Verbal communication during the course of each day will be used to inform the contractor of
test results. The contractor should receive a copy of the "Daily Field Report" indicating
results of field density tests that day. If our representative does not provide the contractor
with these reports, our office should be notified.

2. Testing and observation procedures are, by their nature, specific to the work or area
observed and location of the tests taken, variability may occur in other locations. The
contractor is responsible for the uniformity of the grading operations; our observations and
test results are intended to evaluate the contractor’s overall level of efforts during grading.
The contractor’s personnel are the only individuals participating in all aspect of site work.
Comepaction testing and observation should not be considered as relieving the contractor’s
responsibility to properly compact the fill.

3. Cleanouts, processed ground to receive fill, key excavations, and subdrains should be
observed by our representative prior to placing any fill. It will be the contractor's
responsibility to notify our representative or office when such areas are ready for
observation.

4. Density tests may be made on the surface material to receive fill, as considered warranted by
this firm.
5. In general, density tests would be made at maximum intervals of two feet of fill height or

every 1,000 cubic yards of fill placed. Criteria will vary depending on soil conditions and size
of the fill. More frequent testing may be performed. In any case, an adequate number of
field density tests should be made to evaluate the required compaction and moisture content
is generally being obtained.

G
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GENERAL GRADING GUIDELINES APPENDIX D
Page D- 2

6. Laboratory testing to support field test procedures will be performed, as considered
warranted, based on conditions encountered (e.g. change of material sources, types, etc.)
Every effort will be made to process samples in the laboratory as quickly as possible and in
progress construction projects are our first priority. However, laboratory workloads may
cause in delays and some soils may require a minimum of 48 to 72 hours to complete
test procedures. Whenever possible, our representative(s) should be informed in advance
of operational changes that might result in different source areas for materials.

7. Procedures for testing of fill slopes are as follows:

a) Density tests should be taken periodically during grading on the flat surface of the fill,
three to five feet horizontally from the face of the slope.

b) If a method other than over building and cutting back to the compacted core is to be
employed, slope compaction testing during construction should include testing the
outer six inches to three feet in the slope face to determine if the required
compaction is being achieved.

8. Finish grade testing of slopes and pad surfaces should be performed after construction is
complete.
Site Clearing

l. All vegetation, and other deleterious materials, should be removed from the site. If material
is not immediately removed from the site it should be stockpiled in a designated area(s) well
outside of all current work areas and delineated with flagging or other means. Site clearing
should be performed in advance of any grading in a specific area.

2. Efforts should be made by the contractor to remove all organic or other deleterious material
from the fill, as even the most diligent efforts may result in the incorporation of some
materials. This is especially important when grading is occurring near the natural grade. All
equipment operators should be aware of these efforts. Laborers may be required as root
pickers.

3. Nonorganic debris or concrete may be placed in deeper fill areas provided the procedures
used are observed and found acceptable by our representative. Typical procedures are
similar to those indicated on Plate G-4.

Treatment of Existing Ground

l. Following site clearing, all surficial deposits of alluvium and colluvium as well as weathered or
creep effected bedrock, should be removed (see Plates G-1, G-2 and G-3) unless otherwise
specifically indicated in the text of this report.

2. In some cases, removal may be recommended to a specified depth (e.g. flat sites where
partial alluvial removals may be sufficient). The contractor should not exceed these depths
unless directed otherwise by our representative.

3. Groundwater existing in alluvial areas may make excavation difficult. Deeper removals than
indicated in the text of the report may be necessary due to saturation during winter months.

4. Subsequent to removals, the natural ground should be processed to a depth of six inches,
moistened to near optimum moisture conditions and compacted to fill standards.

5. Exploratory back hoe or dozer trenches still remaining after site removal should be
excavated and filled with compacted fill if they can be located.

G
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GENERAL GRADING GUIDELINES APPENDIX D
Page D- 3

Subdrainage

l. Subdrainage systems should be provided in canyon bottoms prior to placing fill, and behind
buttress and stabilization fills and in other areas indicated in the report. Subdrains should
conform to schematic diagrams G-| and G-5, and be acceptable to our representative.

2. For canyon subdrains, runs less than 500 feet may use six-inch pipe. Typically, runs in excess
of 500 feet should have the lower end as eight-inch minimum.

3. Filter material should be clean, 1/2 to I-inch gravel wrapped in a suitable filter fabric. Class 2
permeable filter material per California Department of Transportation Standards tested by
this office to verify its suitability, may be used without filter fabric. A sample of the material
should be provided to the Soils Engineer by the contractor at least two working days before
it is delivered to the site. The filter should be clean with a wide range of sizes.

4. Approximate delineation of anticipated subdrain locations may be offered at 40-scale plan
review stage. During grading, this office would evaluate the necessity of placing additional
drains.

5. All subdrainage systems should be observed by our representative during construction and

prior to covering with compacted fill.

6. Subdrains should outlet into storm drains where possible. Outlets should be located and
protected. The need for backflow preventers should be assessed during construction.

7. Consideration should be given to having subdrains located by the project surveyors.

Fill Placement

|. Unless otherwise indicated, all site soil and bedrock may be reused for compacted fill;
however, some special processing or handling may be required (see text of report).

2. Material used in the compacting process should be evenly spread, moisture conditioned,
processed, and compacted in thin lifts six (6) to eight (8) inches in compacted thickness to
obtain a uniformly dense layer. The fill should be placed and compacted on a nearly
horizontal plane, unless otherwise found acceptable by our representative.

3. If the moisture content or relative density varies from that recommended by this firm, the
contractor should rework the fill until it is in accordance with the following:

a) Moisture content of the fill should be at or above optimum moisture. Moisture
should be evenly distributed without wet and dry pockets. Pre-watering of cut or
removal areas should be considered in addition to watering during fill placement,
particularly in clay or dry surficial soils. The ability of the contractor to obtain the
proper moisture content will control production rates.

b) Each six-inch layer should be compacted to at least 90 percent of the maximum dry
density in compliance with the testing method specified by the controlling
governmental agency. In most cases, the testing method is ASTM Test Designation

D 1557.
4. Rock fragments less than eight inches in diameter may be utilized in the fill, provided:
a) They are not placed in concentrated pockets;
b) There is a sufficient percentage of fine-grained material to surround the rocks;
) The distribution of the rocks is observed by, and acceptable to, our representative.
5. Rocks exceeding eight (8) inches in diameter should be taken off site, broken into smaller

fragments, or placed in accordance with recommendations of this firm in areas designated
suitable for rock disposal (see Plate G-4). On projects where significant large quantities of
oversized materials are anticipated, alternate guidelines for placement may be included. If

G
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significant oversize materials are encountered during construction, these guidelines should be
requested.

6. In clay soil, dry or large chunks or blocks are common. If in excess of eight (8) inches
minimum dimension, then they are considered as oversized. Sheepsfoot compactors or
other suitable methods should be used to break up blocks. When dry, they should be
moisture conditioned to provide a uniform condition with the surrounding fill.

Slope Construction

I The contractor should obtain a minimum relative compaction of 90 percent out to the
finished slope face of fill slopes. This may be achieved by either overbuilding the slope and
cutting back to the compacted core, or by direct compaction of the slope face with suitable
equipment.

2. Slopes trimmed to the compacted core should be overbuilt by at least three (3) feet with
compaction efforts out to the edge of the false slope. Failure to properly compact the outer
edge results in trimming not exposing the compacted core and additional compaction after
trimming may be necessary.

3. If fill slopes are built "at grade" using direct compaction methods, then the slope construction
should be performed so that a constant gradient is maintained throughout construction. Soil
should not be "spilled" over the slope face nor should slopes be "pushed out" to obtain
grades. Compaction equipment should compact each lift along the immediate top of slope.
Slopes should be back rolled or otherwise compacted at approximately every 4 feet vertically
as the slope is built.

4. Corners and bends in slopes should have special attention during construction as these are
the most difficult areas to obtain proper compaction.

5. Cut slopes should be cut to the finished surface. Excessive undercutting and smoothing of
the face with fill may necessitate stabilization.

Keyways, Buttress and Stabilization Fills

Keyways are needed to provide support for fill slope and various corrective procedures.

I Side-hill fills should have an equipment-width key at their toe excavated through all surficial
soil and into competent material and tilted back into the hill (Plates G-2, G-3). As the fill is

elevated, it should be benched through surficial soil and slopewash, and into competent
bedrock or other material deemed suitable by our representatives (See Plates G-1, G-2, and

G-3).
2. Fill over cut slopes should be constructed in the following manner:
a) All surficial soils and weathered rock materials should be removed at the cutfill
interface.
b) A key at least one and one-half (I.5) equipment width wide (or as needed for

compaction), and tipped at least one () foot into slope, should be excavated into
competent materials and observed by our representative.

) The cut portion of the slope should be excavated prior to fill placement to evaluate if
stabilization is necessary. The contractor should be responsible for any additional
earthwork created by placing fill prior to cut excavation. (see Plate G-3 for
schematic details.)

3. Daylight cut lots above descending natural slopes may require removal and replacement of
the outer portion of the lot. A schematic diagram for this condition is presented on Plate G-

G
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Page D- 5
4. A basal key is needed for fill slopes extending over natural slopes. A schematic diagram for
this condition is presented on Plate G-2.
5. All fill slopes should be provided with a key unless within the body of a larger overall fill

mass. Please refer to Plate G-3 for specific guidelines.

Anticipated buttress and stabilization fills are discussed in the text of the report. The need to
stabilize other proposed cut slopes will be evaluated during construction. Plate G-5 shows a
schematic of buttress construction.

l. All backcuts should be excavated at gradients of |:| or flatter. The backcut configuration
should be determined based on the design, exposed conditions, and need to maintain a
minimum fill width and provide working room for the equipment.

2. On longer slopes, backcuts and keyways should be excavated in maximum 250 feet long
segments. The specific configurations will be determined during construction.

3. All keys should be a minimum of two (2) feet deep at the toe and slope toward the heel at
least one foot or two (2%) percent, whichever is greater.

4. Subdrains are to be placed for all stabilization slopes exceeding 10 feet in height. Lower
slopes are subject to review. Drains may be required. Guidelines for subdrains are
presented on Plate G-5.

5. Benching of backcuts during fill placement is required.

Lot Capping

l. When practical, the upper three (3) feet of material placed below finish grade should be
comprised of the least expansive material available. Preferably, highly and very highly
expansive materials should not be used. We will attempt to offer advice based on visual
evaluations of the materials during grading, but it must be realized that laboratory testing is
needed to evaluate the expansive potential of soil. Minimally, this testing takes two (2) to
four (4) days to complete.

2. Transition lots (cut and fill) both per plan and those created by remedial grading (e.g. lots
above stabilization fills, along daylight lines, above natural slopes, etc.) should be capped with
a minimum three foot thick compacted fill blanket.

3. Cut pads should be observed by our representative(s) to evaluate the need for
overexcavation and replacement with fill. This may be necessary to reduce water infiltration
into highly fractured bedrock or other permeable zones, and/or due to differing expansive
potential of materials beneath a structure. The overexcavation should be at least three feet.
Deeper overexcavation may be recommended in some cases.

ROCK PLACEMENT AND ROCK FILL GUIDELINES

If large quantities of oversize material would be generated during grading, it's likely that such
materials may require special handling for burial. Although alternatives may be developed in the field,
the following methods of rock disposal are recommended on a preliminary basis.

Limited Larger Rock

When materials encountered are principally soil with limited quantities of larger rock fragments or
boulders, placement in windrows is recommended. The following procedures should be applied:

I Oversize rock (greater than 8 inches) should be placed in windrows.
a) Windrows are rows of single file rocks placed to avoid nesting or clusters of rock.
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b) Each adjacent rock should be approximately the same size (within ~one foot in
diameter).
c) The maximum rock size allowed in windrows is four feet
2. A minimum vertical distance of three feet between lifts should be maintained. Also, the

windrows should be offset from lift to lift. Rock windrows should not be closer than |5 feet
to the face of fill slopes and sufficient space must be maintained for proper slope
construction (see Plate G-4).

3. Rocks greater than eight inches in diameter should not be placed within seven feet of the
finished subgrade for a roadway or pads and should be held below the depth of the lowest
utility. This will allow easier trenching for utility lines.

4. Rocks greater than four feet in diameter should be broken down, if possible, or they may be
placed in a dozer trench. Each trench should be excavated into the compacted fill a
minimum of one foot deeper than the largest diameter of rock.

a) The rock should be placed in the trench and granular fill materials (SE>30) should be
flooded into the trench to fill voids around the rock.

b) The over size rock trenches should be no closer together than |5 feet from any
slope face.

) Trenches at higher elevation should be staggered and there should be a minimum of

four feet of compacted fill between the top of the one trench and the bottom of the
next higher trench.

d) It would be necessary to verify 90 percent relative compaction in these pits. A 24 to
72 hour delay to allow for water dissipation should be anticipated prior to additional
fill placement.

Structural Rock Fills

If the materials generated for placement in structural fills contains a significant percentage of material
more than six (6) inches in one dimension, then placement using conventional soil fill methods with
isolated windrows would not be feasible. In such cases the following could be considered:

l. Mixes of large rock or boulders may be placed as rock fill. They should be below the depth
of all utilities both on pads and in roadways and below any proposed swimming pools or
other excavations. If these fills are placed within seven (7) feet of finished grade, they may
affect foundation design.

2. Rock fills are required to be placed in horizontal layers that should not exceed two feet in
thickness, or the maximum rock size present, which ever is less. All rocks
exceeding two feet should be broken down to a smaller size, windrowed (see above), or
disposed of in non-structural fill areas. Localized larger rock up to 3 feet in largest dimension
may be placed in rock fill as follows:

a) individual rocks are placed in a given lift so as to be roughly 50% exposed above the
typical surface of the fill,
b) loaded rock trucks or alternate compactors are worked around the rock on all sides
to the satisfaction of the soil engineer,
) the portion of the rock above grade is covered with a second lift.
3. Material placed in each lift should be well graded. No unfilled spaces (voids) should be

permitted in the rock fill.
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Compaction Procedures

Compaction of rock fills is largely procedural. The following procedures have been found to
generally produce satisfactory compaction.

l. Provisions for routing of construction traffic over the fill should be implemented.

a) Placement should be by rock trucks crossing the lift being placed and dumping at its
edge.
b) The trucks should be routed so that each pass across the fill is via a different path

and that all areas are uniformly traversed.
c) The dumped piles should be knocked down and spread by a large dozer (D-8 or
larger suggested). (Water should be applied before and during spreading.)

2. Rock fill should be generously watered (sluiced)
a) Water should be applied by water trucks to the:
i) dump piles,
ii) front face of the lift being placed and,
iii) surface of the fill prior to compaction.
b) No material should be placed without adequate water.
c) The number of water trucks and water supply should be sufficient to provide
constant water.
d) Rock fill placement should be suspended when water trucks are unavailable:
i) for more than 5 minutes straight, or,
ii) for more than 10 minutes/hour.
3. In addition to the truck pattern and at the discretion of the soil engineer, large, rubber tired
compactors may be required.
a) The need for this equipment will depend largely on the ability of the operators to
provide complete and uniform coverage by wheel rolling with the trucks.
b) Other large compactors will also be considered by the soil engineer provided that
required compaction is achieved.
4. Placement and compaction of the rock fill is largely procedural. Observation by trenching
should be made to check:
a) the general segregation of rock size,
b) for any unfilled spaces between the large blocks, and
c) the matrix compaction and moisture content.
5. Test fills may be required to evaluate relative compaction of finer grained zones or as
deemed appropriate by the soil engineer.
a) A lift should be constructed by the methods proposed, as proposed
6. Frequency of the test trenching is to be at the discretion of the soil engineer. Control areas
may be used to evaluate the contractor’s procedures.
7. A minimum horizontal distance of 15 feet should be maintained from the face of the rock fill
and any finish slope face. At least the outer |5 feet should be built of conventional fill
materials.

Piping Potential and Filter Blankets

Where conventional fill is placed over rock fill, the potential for piping (migration) of the fine grained
material from the conventional fill into rock fills will need to be addressed.

The potential for particle migration is related to the grain size comparisons of the materials present
and in contact with each other. Provided that |5 percent of the finer soil is larger than the effective
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pore size of the coarse soil, then particle migration is substantially mitigated. This can be
accomplished with a well-graded matrix material for the rock fill and a zone of fill similar to the
matrix above it. The specific gradation of the fill materials placed during grading must be known to
evaluate the need for any type of filter that may be necessary to cap the rock fills. This,
unfortunately, can only be accurately determined during construction.

In the event that poorly graded matrix is used in the rock fills, properly graded filter blankets 2 to 3
feet thick separating rock fills and conventional fill may be needed. As an alternative, use of two
layers of filter fabric (Mirafi 700 x or equivalent) could be employed on top of the rock fill. In order
to mitigate excess puncturing, the surface of the rock fill should be well broken down and smoothed
prior to placing the filter fabric. The first layer of the fabric may then be placed and covered with
relatively permeable fill material (with respect to overlying material) | to 2 feet thick. The relative
permeable material should be compacted to fill standards. The second layer of fabric should be
placed and conventional fill placement continued.

Subdrainage

Rock fill areas should be tied to a subdrainage system. If conventional fill is placed that separates the
rock from the main canyon subdrain, then a secondary system should be installed. A system
consisting of an adequately graded base (3 to 4 percent to the lower side) with a collector system
and outlets may suffice.

Additionally, at approximately every 25 foot vertical interval, a collector system with outlets should
be placed at the interface of the rock fill and the conventional fill blanketing a fill slope.

Monitoring

Depending upon the depth of the rock fill and other factors, monitoring for settlement of the fill
areas may be needed following completion of grading. Typically, if rock fill depths exceed 40 feet,
monitoring would be recommend prior to construction of any settlement sensitive improvements.
Delays of 3 to 6 months or longer can be expected prior to the start of construction.

UTILITY TRENCH CONSTRUCTION AND BACKFILL

Utility trench excavation and backfill is the contractor’s responsibility. The geotechnical consultant
typically provides periodic observation and testing of these operations. While efforts are made to
make sufficient observations and tests to verify that the contractors’ methods and procedures are
adequate to achieve proper compaction, it is typically impractical to observe all backfill procedures.
As such, it is critical that the contractor use consistent backfill procedures.

Compaction methods vary for trench compaction and experience indicates many methods can be
successful. However, procedures that “worked” on previous projects may or may not prove
effective on a given site. The contractor(s) should outline the procedures proposed, so that we may
discuss them prior to construction. We will offer comments based on our knowledge of site
conditions and experience.

|. Utility trench backfill in slopes, structural areas, in streets and beneath flat work or
hardscape should be brought to at least optimum moisture and compacted to at least 90
percent of the laboratory standard. Soil should be moisture conditioned prior to placing in
the trench.
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2. Flooding and jetting are not typically recommended or acceptable for native soils. Flooding
or jetting may be used with select sand having a Sand Equivalent (SE) of 30 or higher. This is
typically limited to the following uses:

a) shallow (12 + inches) under slab interior trenches and,
b) as bedding in pipe zone.

The water should be allowed to dissipate prior to pouring slabs or completing trench
compaction.

3. Care should be taken not to place soils at high moisture content within the upper three feet
of the trench backfill in street areas, as overly wet soils may impact subgrade preparation.
Moisture may be reduced to 2% below optimum moisture in areas to be paved within the
upper three feet below sub grade.

4. Sand backfill should not be allowed in exterior trenches adjacent to and within an area
extending below a |:| projection from the outside bottom edge of a footing, unless it is
similar to the surrounding soil.

5. Trench compaction testing is generally at the discretion of the geotechnical consultant.
Testing frequency will be based on trench depth and the contractor’s procedures. A probing
rod would be used to assess the consistency of compaction between tested areas and
untested areas. If zones are found that are considered less compact than other areas, this
would be brought to the contractor’s attention.

JOB SAFETY

General

Personnel safety is a primary concern on all job sites. The following summaries are safety
considerations for use by all our employees on multi-employer construction sites. On ground
personnel are at highest risk of injury and possible fatality on grading construction projects. The
company recognizes that construction activities will vary on each site and that job site safety is the
contractor's responsibility. However, it is, imperative that all personnel be safety conscious to avoid
accidents and potential injury.

In an effort to minimize risks associated with geotechnical testing and observation, the following
precautions are to be implemented for the safety of our field personnel on grading and construction
projects.

l. Safety Meetings: Our field personnel are directed to attend the contractor's regularly
scheduled safety meetings.

2. Safety Vests: Safety vests are provided for and are to be worn by our personnel while on the
job site.
3. Safety Flags: Safety flags are provided to our field technicians; one is to be affixed to the

vehicle when on site, the other is to be placed atop the spoil pile on all test pits.

In the event that the contractor's representative observes any of our personnel not following the
above, we request that it be brought to the attention of our office.

Test Pits Location, Orientation and Clearance

The technician is responsible for selecting test pit locations. The primary concern is the technician's
safety. However, it is necessary to take sufficient tests at various locations to obtain a representative
sampling of the fill. As such, efforts will be made to coordinate locations with the grading
contractors authorized representatives (e.g. dump man, operator, supervisor, grade checker, etc.),
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and to select locations following or behind the established traffic pattern, preferably outside of
current traffic. The contractors authorized representative should direct excavation of the pit and
safety during the test period. Again, safety is the paramount concern.

Test pits should be excavated so that the spoil pile is placed away from oncoming traffic. The
technician's vehicle is to be placed next to the test pit, opposite the spoil pile. This necessitates that
the fill be maintained in a drivable condition. Alternatively, the contractor may opt to park a piece of
equipment in front of test pits, particularly in small fill areas or those with limited access.

A zone of non-encroachment should be established for all test pits (see diagram below). No grading
equipment should enter this zone during the test procedure. The zone should extend outward to
the sides approximately 50 feet from the center of the test pit and 100 feet in the direction of traffic
flow. This zone is established both for safety and to avoid excessive ground vibration, which typically
decreases test results.

TEST PIT SAFETY PLAN

SIDE VIEW
= N .
I = I ] Test Pit
\_/Z AN
A
o 50 ft Zone of
Traffic Direction > Non-Encroachment
Vehicle L/ Test Pit Spoil
parked here ey w— i
A pile

< 10 O ft Zone of
Non-Encroachment 50 ft Zone of
Non-Encroachment

PLAN VIEW 4

Slope Tests

When taking slope tests, the technician should park their vehicle directly above or below the test
location on the slope. The contractor's representative should effectively keep all equipment at a safe
operation distance (e.g. 50 feet) away from the slope during testing.

The technician is directed to withdraw from the active portion of the fill as soon as possible following
testing. The technician's vehicle should be parked at the perimeter of the fill in a highly visible
location.

Trench Safety

It is the contractor's responsibility to provide safe access into trenches where compaction testing is
needed. Trenches for all utilities should be excavated in accordance with CAL-OSHA and any other
applicable safety standards. Safe conditions will be required to enable compaction testing of the

trench backfill.
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All utility trench excavations in excess of 5 feet deep, which a person enters, are to be shored or laid
back. Trench access should be provided in accordance with OSHA standards. Our personnel are
directed not to enter any trench by being lowered or "riding down" on the equipment.

Our personnel are directed not to enter any excavation which;
l. is 5 feet or deeper unless shored or laid back,

2. exit points or ladders are not provided,

3. displays any evidence of instability, has any loose rock or other debris which could fall into the
trench, or

4. displays any other evidence of any unsafe conditions regardless of depth.

If the contractor fails to provide safe access to trenches for compaction testing, our company policy
requires that the soil technician withdraws and notifies their supervisor. The contractor’s
representative will then be contacted in an effort to affect a solution. All backfill not tested due to
safety concerns or other reasons is subject to reprocessing and/or removal.

Procedures

In the event that the technician's safety is jeopardized or compromised as a result of the contractor's
failure to comply with any of the above, the technician is directed to inform both the developer's and
contractor's representatives. [f the condition is not rectified, the technician is required, by company
policy, to immediately withdraw and notify their supervisor. The contractor’s representative will
then be contacted in an effort to affect a solution. No further testing will be performed until the
situation is rectified. Any fill placed in the interim can be considered unacceptable and subject to
reprocessing, recompaction or removal.

In the event that the soil technician does not comply with the above or other established safety
guidelines, we request that the contractor bring this to technician’s attention and notify our project
manager or office.  Effective communication and coordination between the contractors'
representative and the field technician(s) is strongly encouraged in order to implement the above
safety program and safety in general.

The safety procedures outlined above should be discussed at the contractor's safety meetings. This
will serve to inform and remind equipment operators of these safety procedures particularly the
zone of non-encroachment.

The safety procedures outlined above should be discussed at the contractor's safety meetings. This

will serve to inform and remind equipment operators of these safety procedures particularly the
zone of non-encroachment.
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Compaction Equipment Foot Clean Gravel Wrapped in Filter Fabric
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Wrapped in Filter Fabric
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TYPICAL FILL SLOPE OVER
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TYPICAL FILL SLOPE OVER
CUT SLOPE
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CROSS SECTIONAL VIEW

FINISH GRADE

FILL SLOPE

_______________ R

STAGGER ROWS
HORIZONTALLY )

MINIMUM 15’ CLEAR OR
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FOR COMPACTION

PLAN VIEW

FILL SLOPE

/\ /\
T
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PLACE ROCKS END TO END

® O

DO NOT PILE OR STACK ROCKS
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SOIL TO BE PLACE AROUND AND OVER ROCKS THEN FLOODED INTO
VOIDS. MUST COMPACT AROUND AND OVER EACH ROCK WINDROW

NOTES:
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FOR FUTURE EXCAVATIONS TO AVOID ROCKS

2) MAXIMUM ROCK SIZE IN WINDROWS IS 4 FEET MINIMUM DIAMETER
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2. Location of cut/fill transition should verified in the field during site grading.
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Notes:
1. Removed/overexcavated soils should be recompacted in accordance with recommendations included in the text of the report.
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