PERMIT# L D\NV 2020 - ooo)

PLANNING PUBLIC HEARING — APPLICATION = =
ARCHITECTURAL & SITE REVIEW BOARD/PLANNING COMMIssiON ! (= L2

Town of Woodside JAN 13 2000
2955 Woodside Road e
Woodside, California 94062 f IS iR e
650 851.6790 ‘ WOODSIDE TOWN ka1
www.woodsidetown.org
e/ & j <k ™ Ny TP A ; -
Property Address: L/B 4 6() C-[(:’( | = (L)f' APN#: QWY 30| Y0
Property Owner: L,/ LAV ./l‘-"_? AN AT Applicant: Sfl“ﬁ?i-—'?’i-kr\‘!\[ ‘:‘_\Tc.%-f'
owner Address: X (hooati A D?f‘ Applicant Address:_ V4 (Ood ¢t -
Phone Number: _(+4 (o (244~ 4 20X Phone Number:  &¥-G4t—% 205
: 7t oy i o s PR N
Email: '.(’ %‘CLi-—L‘f 7000 & G [ eduns Email: Hizlies Jo2) &inmf\‘.. (O

REQUEST FOR PUBLIC HEARING: (check all that apply)
[l ASRA Design Review

O

Exception to site development regulations
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Description of Project:

AFFIDAVIT
| declare that | am the owner {or authorized agent*) of the property involved in this application, and that the foregoing
is true and correct in accordance with the requirements listed in Sections 153,914 of the Woodside Municipal Code.
In order for this application to be complete, the story poles are required to be erected at least 14 days prior to the
meeting date. If the story poles are not erected by that time, the application will be deemed incomplete, in which case
the application will be considered by the Board at a later date.
Government Code Section 65105: Entry on land by planning agency personnel - In the performance of their functions,
planning agency personnel may enter upon any land and make examinations and surveys, provided that the entries,
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/

thereof. P
— Py - o
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*Authorized agent must provide wrltten VerIfIC/Eié)n from the pro\eﬁy owner.
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988 Godetia Drive, Tree Inventory and Assessment February 14, 2019
Woodside, CA

Summary

The owner of 988 Godetia Drive is proposing to subdivide the property and has indicated a
potential building site on the second lot (Parcel A). The inventory contains forty-five (45) trees
comprised of three different species with twelve (12) bay laurels (Umbellularia californica),
thirty-two (32) coast live oaks (Quercus agrifolia), and one (1) valley oak (Quercus lobata), Of
the forty-five trees assessed twenty-six (26) are considered “Significant Trees”, Most of the trees
are in fair condition with six (6) good, fourteen (14) poor, and one dead. At least seven (7) trees
will be highly impacted and caused to be removed (#885 to #890 and #894). There are four (4)
trees around the perimeter that could be affected which are listed as moderately impacted. The
remaining thirty-four (34) will likely not be affected. This project will require tree protection to
be established at a minimum radius of six times the {runk diameter distance from any tree to be
retained.

Introduction
Background

Stephan Fitch asked me to assess the site, trees, and proposed footprint plan, and to provide a
report with my findings and recommendations to help satisfy planning requirements,

Assignment

+ Provide an arborist’s report including an assessment of the trees within the project area and on
the adjacent sites. The assessment is to include the species, size (trunk diameter), condition
(health, structure, and form), and suitability for preservation ratings,

« Provide expected impact ratings for trees that may be affected by the project.

« Provide tree protection guidelines.

Limits of the assignment

+ The information in this report is limited to the condition of the trees during my inspection on
January 25, 2019. No tree risk assessments were performed.

« Tree heights and canopy diameters are estimates.

« The plans reviewed for this assignment were as follows: Godetia Lot Split sheets CP-1 and
CP-2 dated July 12, 2018 provided by DOES Architecture.

@’ Monarch Gonsulting Arborists LLC - P.O Box 1010, Felton, CA 85018
831.331.8982 - rick@monarcharborist.com Page 1 of 22



988 Godetla Drive, Tree Inventory and Assessment February 14, 201¢
Woodside, CA

Purpose and use of the report

The report is intended to identify all the trees within the plan area that could be affected by a
project. The report is to be used by the property owners, owner’s agents, and the Town of
Woodside as a reference for existing tree and site conditions to help satisfy planning
requirements.

Observations

Tree Inventory

The trees inventoried for this report are those that meet the Town of Woodside criteria for a
“Significant Tree” as defined by ordinance 153.005.

“SIGNTFICANT TREE. Any living tree that has a trunk circumference, measured 48 inches
above mean natural grade, greater than the size in inches in the tables below. (For Madrone, Blue
Oaks, and Buckeye trees only, if multiple trunks have developed by 48 inches above grade, the
measure of circumference shall be the sum of the circumferences of all of the trunks. For
California Bay Laurel frees, the measurement pertains only to the largest of multiple trunks.)”

Below are the tree species and criteria as determined by the town ordinance:

- Slower growing natives 24 in. 7.6 in. Faster growing natives 30 in. 9.5 in.
Alder (Alnus rhombifolia) Black Oak (Quercus kelloggii)
Big Leaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) California Bay Laurel (Umbellularia
Blue Oak (Quercus douglasii) californica)
Buckeye (Aesculus californica) Fremont Coast Live Oak (Quercus agrifolia)
Cottonwood (Populus fremontii) Coast Redwood (Sequoia sempervirens}
Madrone (Arbutus menziesii) Douglas Fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii}

Tan Bark Oak (Lithocarpus densiflorus) Valley Oak (Quercus lobata)
. Western Sycamore (Platanus racemosa)

The inventory and assessment accounted for only the trees near the proposed building area
(Appendix A and B). There are many trees on the lot but it was not practical to inventory and
assess all of them for this assighment. The inventory contains forty-five (45) trees comprised of
three different species, There are twelve (12) bay laurels, thirty-two (32) coast live oaks, and one
(1) valley oak, Of the forty-five trees assessed twenty-six (26) are considered “Significant
Trees”.

@) Monarch Consulting Arborists LLC - P.O Box 1010, Felton, CA 95018
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988 Godetia Drive, Tree Inventory and Assessment February 14, 2019

Woodside, CA

Discussion

Condition Rating

A tree’s condition is a determination of its overall health and structure based on five aspects:
roots, trunk, scaffold branches, twigs, and foliage. The assessment considered both the health

and structure for a combined condition rating.

« Exceptional = Good health and structure with significant size, location or quality.
« Good = No apparent problems, good structure and health, good longevity for the site.
« Fair = Minor problems, at least one structural defect or health concern, problems can be

mitigated through cultural practices such as pruning or a plant health care program.
« Poor = Major problems with multiple structural defects or declining health, not a good

candidate for retention.
« Dead/Unstable = Extreme problems, irreversible decline, failing structure, or dead.

Most of the trees are in fair condition with six (6) good and fourteen (14) poor. One (1) tree was
dead while the remaining twenty-four (24) are in fair shape (Chart 1).

Chart 1: Condition Ratings
B Quantity
0 6
12 18 04 30

—

Exceptional
Good

e

Fair

Poor

Very Poor
Dead

Page 3 of 22

@ Monarch Consulting Arborists LLC - P.O Box 1010, Felton, CA 95018
831.331.8982 - rick@monarcharborist.com



988 Godetia Drive, Tree Inventory and Assessment February 14, 2019
Woodside, CA '

Suitability for Conservation

A tree’s suitability for conservation is determined based on its health, structure, age, species and
disturbance tolerances, proximity to cutting and filling, proximity to construction or demolition,
and potential longevity using a scale of good, fair, or poor (Fite, K, and Smiley, E. T., 2016). The
following list defines the rating scale:

« Good = Trees with good health, structural stability and longevity after construction.

« Fair = Trees with fair health and/or structural defects that may be mitigated through treatment.
These trees require more intense management and monitoring, before, during, and after
construction, and may have shorter life expectancy after development.

« Poor = Trees are expected to decline during or after construction regardless of management.
The species or individual may possess characteristics that are incompatible or undesirable in
landscape settings or unsuited for the intended use of the site.

The suitability for preservation ratings match the condition ratings at this time. These ratings
could change depending on future impacts around the trees.

Expected Impact Level

Impact level defines how a tree may be affected by construction activity and proximity to the
tree, and is described as low, moderate, or high. The following scale defines the impact rating:

« Low = The construction activity will have little influence on the tree.

« Moderate = The construction may cause future health or structural problems, and steps must be
taken to protect the tree to reduce future problems.

« High = Tree structure and health will be compromised and removal is recommended, or other
actions must be taken for the tree to remain. The tree is located in the building envelope.

From the limited information available CharLZ:QEx;?_vtacted Impact
without any type of grading, drainage or 0 10 uan2|0y 30 40

utility plan at least seven (7) trees will be

highly impacted and caused to be removed ] \

(#885 to #890 and #894) (Chart 2). There High |
|

are four (4) trees around the perimeter that :
Moderate

could be affected which I listed as

moderately impacted. The remaining thirty-

four (34) will likely not be affected unless Low
the hillside is significantly cut into through

grading.

@ Monarch Consulting Arborists LLC - P.O Box 1010, Felton, CA 95018
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988 Godetia Drive,
Woodside, CA

Tree Protection

Tree protection focuses on avoiding damage
to the roots, trunk, or scaffold branches from
heavy equipment (Appendix D). The tree
protection zone (TPZ) is the defined area in
which certain activities are prohibited to
minimize potential injury to the tree. The
TPZ can be determined by a formula based on
species tolerance, tree age, and diameter at
breast height (DBH) (Matheny, N. and Clark,
J. 1998) (Fite, K, and Smiley, E. T., 2016) or
as the drip line in some instances (Figure 1).
Preventing mechanical damage to the stems
from equipment or hand tools can be
accomplished by wrapping the trunk with
straw wattle.

This project will require tree protection to be
established at a minimum radius of six times
the trunk diameter distance from any tree to
be retained (Fite, K, and Smiley, E. T., 2016).

Conclusion

Tree Inventory and Assessment

February 14, 2019

6-foot high
chain link fenco,

typical)

8.5x11-inch Warning Signs
one each side

Figure 1: Tree protection with fence
placed at a radius of ten times the trunk
diameter. Image adapted from the City of
Palo Alto 2006.

The owner of 988 Godetia Drive is proposing to subdivide the property and has indicated a
potential building site on the second lot (Parcel A). The inventory and assessment accounted for
only the trees near the proposed building area. The inventory contains forty-five (45) trees
comprised of three different species with twelve (12) bay laurels, thirty-two (32) coast live oaks,
and one (1) valley oak, Of the forty-five trees assessed twenty-six (26) are considered
“Significant Trees”. Most of the trees are in fair condition with six {(6) good and fourteen (14)
poor. One (1) tree was dead while the remaining twenty-four (24) are in fair shape. The
suitability for preservation ratings match the condition ratings at this time. At least seven (7)
trees will be highly impacted and caused to be removed (#885 to #890 and #894). There are four
(4) trees around the perimeter that could be affected which are listed as moderately impacted.
The remaining thirty-four (34) will likely not be affected. This project will require tree
protection to be established at a minimum radius of six times the trunk diameter distance from

any tree to be retained.

Y
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988 Godetia Drive, Tree Inventory and Assessment February 14, 2019
Woodside, CA

Recommendations

Pre-construction and Planning Phase

L.

Place tree numbers and protection schemes on all the plans. Develop protection
spectfications prior to site clearing,

Place tree protection fence around the trees at a minimum of six times the trunk diameter
distance in radius and preferably ten.

All tree maintenance and care shall be performed by a qualified arborist with a C-61/D-49
California Contractors License. Tree maintenance and care shall be specified in writing
according to American National Standard for Tree Care Operations; Tree, Shrub and Other
Woody Plant Management: Standard Practices parts 1 through 10 and adhere to ANSI
7.133.1 safety standards and local regulations. All maintenance is to be performed according
to ISA Best Management Practices.

Refer to Appendix D for general tree protection guidelines including recommendations for
arborist assistance while working under trees, trenching, or excavation within a trees drip
line or designated TPZ/CRZ.

Place all the tree protection fence locations and guidelines on the plans including the
grading, drainage, and utility plans. Alternatively create a separate plan sheet that includes
all three protection measures labeled “I-1 Tree Protection Plan.”

Provide a copy of this report to all contractors and project managers, including the architect,
civil engineer, and landscape designer or architect. It is the responsibility of the owner to
ensure all parties are familiar with this document.

Arrange a pre-construction meeting with the project arborist or landscape architect to verify
tree protection is in place, with the correct materials, and at the proper distances.

Arrange for the project arborist to monitor and document initial grading activity and no
grading is to occur within any tree protection zone including utility hook-ups.

@’ Monarch Consulting Arborists LLC - P.O Box 1010, Felton, CA 95018
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088 Godetia Drive, Tree Inventory and Assessment February 14, 2019
Woodside, CA
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988 Godetia Drive, Tree Inventory and Assessment February 14, 2019
Woodside, CA

Glossary of Terms

Defect: An imperfection, weakness, or lack of something necessary. In trees defects are injuries,
growth patterns, decay, or other conditions that reduce the tree’s structural strength.

Diameter at breast height (DBH): Measures at 1.4 meters (4.5 feet) above ground in the United
States, Australia (arboriculture), New Zealand, and when using the Guide for Plant Appraisal, 9th
edition; at 1.3 meters (4.3 feet) above ground in Australia (forestry), Canada, the European
Union, and in UK forestry; and at 1.5 meters (5 feet) above ground in UK arboriculture,

Drip Line: Imaginary line defined by the branch spread or a single plant or group of plants.

Mechanical damage: Physical damage caused by outside forces such as cutting, chopping or
. any mechanized device that may strike the tree trunk, roots or branches.

Scaffold branches: Permanent or structural branches that for the scaffold architecture or
structure of a tree.

Straw wattle: also known as straw worms, bio-logs, straw noodles, or straw tubes are man made
cylinders of compressed, weed free straw (wheat or rice), 8 to 12 inches in diameter and 20 to 25
feet long. They are encased in jute, nylon, or other photo degradable materials,

and have an average weight of 35 pounds.

Tree Protection Zone (TPZ): Defined area within which certain activities are prohibited or
restricted to prevent or minimize potential injury to designated trees, especially during
construction or development.

Tree Risk Assessment: Process of evalnating what unexpected things could happen, how likely
it is, and what the likely outcomes are. In tree management, the systematic process to determine
the level of risk posed by a tree, tree part, or group of trees.

Trunk: Stem of a tree.

Volunteer: A tree, not planted by human hands, that begins to grow on residential or commercial
property. Unlike trees that are brought in and installed on property, volunteer trees usually spring
up on their own from seeds placed onto the ground by natural causes or accidental transport by
people. Normally, volunteer trees are considered weeds and removed, but many desirable and
attractive specimens have gone on to become permanent residents on many public and private
grounds.

@ Monarch Consulting Arborists LLG - P.O Box 1010, Felton, CA 85018
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February 14, 2019

Tree Inventory and Assessment

988 Godetia Drive,
Woodside, CA

Inventory and Site Plan

2 dated July 12

Tree

Appendix A

2018 provided by DOES Architecture not to scale.
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988 Godetia Drive, Tree Inventory and Assessment February 14, 2019
Woodside, CA

Appendix B: Tree Assessment Tables

Table 1: Tree Inventory and Assessment

coast live cak (Quercus 881 20 45 35 Good Moderate
agrifolia)

coast live oak (Quercus 882 20 45 35 Poor Moderate
agrifolia)

coast live oak (Quercus 883 30 55 45 Good Moderate
agrifolia)

coast live oak (Quercus 884 8 35 20 Fair Moderate
agrifolia)

coast live oak {Quercus 885 12 35 20 Fair High
agtifolia)

coast live cak {Quercus 886 11 35 20 Fair High
agrifolia)

coast live cak (Querbus 887 11 35 20 Poor High
agrifolia)

coast live cak (Quercus 888 6 35 20 Poor High
agrifolia)

bay laurel (Umbellularia 889 4,4,4,4 25 20 Fair High
californica)

coast live oak (Quercus 890 24 65 45 Good High
agrifolia)

bay laurel {Umbellularia 891 7,8 25 15 Fair Low
californica)

coast live oak (Quercus 892 8 25 15 Poor Low
agrifolia)

coast live oak (Quercus 8§93 10 25 15 Poor Low
agrifolia)

coast live gak (Quercus 894 14 35 20 Fair High
agrifolia)

coast live oak {Quercus 805 9 25 15 Fair Low
agrifolia)

coast live oak (Quercus 896 8 25 15 Poaor Low
agtifolia)
@’ Monarch Consulting Arborists LLC - P.O Box 1010, Felton, CA 85018
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988 Godetia Drive,
Woodside, CA

Tree Inventory and Assessment

February 14, 2019

coast live cak (Quercus 897 7 25 15 Fair Low
agrifolia)

coast live oak (Quercus 898 8 25 15 Fair Low
agrifolia)

coast live oak (Quercus 899 8 20 15 Poor Low
agrifolia)

bay laurel (Umbellularia 200 8 20 15 Fair Low
californica)

coast live oak (Quercus 201 13,10,17 35 35 Poor Low
agrifolia)

coast live oak (Quercus 902 8 25 20 Fair Low
agrifolia)

coast live vak (Quercus 903 14,10 25 25 Fair Low
agrifolia)

coast live oak (Quercus 904 4, 4, 15 15 Dead Low
agrifolia)

coast live oak {Quercus 905 1 25 20 Fair Low
agrifolia)

coast live oak (Quercus 906 17 45 25 Poor Low
agrifolia)

bay laurel {Umbeliularia 907 6 25 10 Fair Low
californica)

coast live cak (Quercus 908 12 35 25 Fair Low
agrifolia)

bay laurel (Umbellulatia 909 8 25 10 Fair Low
californica) .

coast live oak (Quercus 910 30,10 55 55 Fair Low
agrifofia)

bay laurel (Umbelfularia 911 6 25 10 Fair Low
californica)

coast live cak (Quercus 912 12 35 25 Fair Low
agtifolia)

bay laurel {Umbeliularia 913 8,44 35 20 Fair Low
californica)

bay laurel {Umbeliularia 914 5 15 15 Poor Low
californica)
@’ Monarch Consulting Arborists LLC - P.O Box 1010, Felten, CA 25018
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Tree Inventory and Assessment

February 14, 2019

bay laurel (Umbellularia 915 8,7 35 30 Fair Low
californica)

coast live cak (Quercus 216 19 55 45 Fair Low
agrifolia)

coast live cak (Quercus 917 16, 19 65 45 Poor Low
agrifolia)

coast live oak (Quercus 918 9, 1 20 25 Poor Low
agrifolia)

valley oak (Quercus lobata) 919 20 65 55 Good Low
coast live oak (Quercus 920 6 20 15 Poor Low
agrifoiia)

coast live oak (Quercus 921 16 45 45 Poor Low
agrifolia)

bay laurel (Umbeflularia 922 4 25 10 Good Low
californica)

bay laurel (Umbellularia 923 6 25 10 Good Low
californica)

bay laurel (Umbeliularia 924 6 25 10 Fair Low
californica)

coast live cak (Quercus 925 21 75 55 Fair Low
agrifolia)

@’ Monarch Gonsulting Arborists LLC - P.O Box 1010, Felton, CA 95018
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988 Godetia Drive, Tree Inventory and Assessment February 14, 2019
Woodside, CA

Appendix C: Photographs

C1: Tree on upper slope closest to proposed building site

@, Monarch Consulting Arborists LLC - P.O Box 1010, Felton, CA 95018
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C2: Lower slope northwest side
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988 Godetia Drive, Tree Inventory and Assessment February 14, 2019
Woodside, CA

C3: Trees #882 and #883

@) Monarch Consulting Arborists LLC - P.O Box 1010, Felton, CA 95018
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988 Godetia Drive, Tree Inventory and Assessment February 14, 2019
Wocedside, CA

Appendix B: Tree Protection Guidelines

153.176 PROTECTION OF SIGNIFICANT TREES DURING SITE DEVELOPMENT
AND CONSTRUCTION.

A. The following provisions shall be adhered to during site development and construction.

1, Precautions during site development and construction, including at least the following;

A,

A fence shall be placed around the drip line of the significant trees insofar as is practical
prior to any work, and no construction activities shall be carried out within the drip line
except as allowed by the permit;

Permits for construction within a drip line of any significant trees shall include:
provisions for hand trenching within the drip line; construction of approved tree wells to
protect against fill; prohibition of grading, cuts, and fills within four feet of a tree bas;
review of any cutting or trimming, or those provisions recommended by a certified
arborist; and

Appropriate signage must be posted on the fence protecting the significant trees during
construction. The sign shall clearly state the purpose of the fence and that machinery and
materials are not to be stored within the fenced areas, and work is to occur in the fenced
areas only under the supervision of a certified arborist,

2. Measures to effect crosion control, soil and water retention and limitation of adverse
environmental effects.

B.

The above protective measures are minimum requirements, and the Planning Director
may require additional protection measures if the conditions of the site, development, or
construction so dictate to protect significant trees.

(Ord. 2006-534, effective 1-11-07)

Pre-Construction Meeting with the Project Arborist

Tree protection [ocations should be marked before any fencing contractor arrives.

Prior to beginning work, all contractors involved with the project should attend a pre
construction meeting with the project arborist to review the tree protection guidelines. Access
routes, storage areas, and work procedures will be discussed.

Y
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988 Godetia Drive, Tree Inventory and Assessment February 14, 2019
Woodside, CA

Tree Protection Zones and Fence Specifications

Tree protection fence should be established prior to the arrival of construction equipment or
materials on site. Fence should be comprised of six-foot high chain link fence mounted on eight-
foot tall, 1 7/8-inch diameter galvanized posts, driven 24 inches into the ground and spaced no
more than 10 feet apart. Once established, the fence must remain undisturbed and be maintained
throughout the construction process until final inspection.

The fence should be maintained throughout the site during the construction period and should be
inspected periodically for damage and proper functions. Fence should be repaired, as necessary,
to provide a physical barrier from construction activities.

Monitoring

Any trenching, construction or demolition that is expected to damage or encounter tree roots
should be monitored by the project arborist or a qualified ISA Certified Arborist and should be
documented.

The site should be evaluated by the project arborist or a qualified ISA Certified Arborist after
construction is complete, and any necessary remedial work that needs to be performed should be
noted.

Restrictions Within the Tree Protection Zone

No storage of construction materials, debris, or excess soil will be allowed within the Tree
Protection Zone. Spoils from the trenching shall not be placed within the tree protection zone
either temporarily or permanently. Construction personnel and equipment shall be routed outside
the tree protection zones.

Root Pruning

Root pruning shall be supervised by the project arborist. When roots over two inches in diameter
are encountered they should be pruned by hand with loppers, handsaw, reciprocating saw, or
chain saw rather than left crushed or torn. Roots should be cut beyond sinker roots or outside
root branch junctions and be supervised by the project arborist. When completed, exposed roots
should be kept moist with burlap or backfilled within one hour.

@ Monarch Consulting Arborists LLC - P.O Box 1010, Felton, CA 95018
831.331.8982 - rick@monarcharborist.com Page 17 of 22



988 Godetia Drive, Tree Inventory and Assessment February 14, 2019
Woodside, CA

Boring or Tunneling

Boring machines should be set up outside the drip line or established Tree Protection Zone.
Boring may also be performed by digging a trench on both sides of the tree until roots one inch
in diameter are encountered and then hand dug or excavated with an Air Spade® or similar air or
water excavation tool. Bore holes should be adjacent to the trunk and never go directly under the
main stem to avoid oblique (heart) roots. Bore holes should be a minimum of three feet deep.

Timing

If the construction is to occur during the summer months supplemental watering and bark beetle
treatments should be applied to help ensure survival during and after construction.

Tree Pruning and Removal Operations

All tree pruning or removals should be performed by a qualified arborist with a C-61/D-49
California Contractors License. Tree pruning should be specified in writing according to ANSI
A-300A pruning standards and adhere to ANSI Z133.1 safety standards. Trees that need to be
removed or pruned should be identified in the pre-construction walk through.

Tree Protection Signs

All sections of fencing should be clearly marked with signs stating that all areas within the
fencing are Tree Protection Zones and that disturbance is prohibited. Text on the signs should be
in both English and Spanish (Appendix E).

@ Monarch Consulting Arborists LLC - P.O Box 1010, Felton, CA 85018
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988 Godetia Drive, Tree Inventory and Assessment February 14, 2019
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Appendix E: Tree Protection Signs
E1: English
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988 Godelia Drive, Tree Inventory and Assessment February 14, 2019
Woodside, CA

E2: Spanish

CUIDADO
Zona De Arbol Pretejido
Esta cerca no sera removida sin
aprobacion. Solo personal autorizado
entrara en esta area!
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988 Godetia Drive, Tree Inventory and Assessment February 14, 2019
Woodside, CA

Qualifications, Assumptions, and Limiting Conditions

Any legal description provided to the consultant is assumed to be correct. Any titles or
ownership of properties are assumed to be good and marketable. All property is appraised or
evaluated as though free and clear, under responsible ownership and competent management.

All property is presumed to be in conformance with applicable codes, ordinances, statutes, or
other regulations.

Care has been taken to obtain information from reliable sources. However, the consultant cannot
be responsible for the accuracy of information provided by others.

The consultant shall not be required to give testimony or attend meetings, hearings, conferences,
mediations, arbitration, or trials by reason of this report unless subsequent contractual
arrangements are made, including payment of an additional fee for such services.

This report and any appraisal value expressed herein represent the opinion of the consultant, and
the consultant’s fee is not contingent upon the reporting of a specified appraisal value, a
stipulated result, or the occurrence of a subsequent event.

Sketches, drawings, and photographs in this report are intended for use as visual aids, are not
necessarily to scale, and should not be construed as engineering or architectural reports or
surveys. The reproduction of information generated by architects, engineers, or other consuliants
on any sketches, drawings, or photographs is only for coordination and ease of reference.
Inclusion of said information with any drawings or other documents does not constitute a
representation as to the sufficiency or accuracy of said information,

Unless otherwise expressed: a) this report covers only examined items and their condition at the
time of inspection; and b) the inspection is limited to visual examination of accessible items
without dissection, excavation, probing, or coring. There is no warranty or guarantee, expressed
or implied, that structural problems or deficiencies of plants or property may not arise in the
future.

@) Monarch Consulting Arborists LLC - P.O Box 1010, Felton, CA 95018
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Certification of Performance
I Richard Gessner, Certify:

That I have personally inspected the tree(s) and/or the property referred to in this report, and
have stated my findings accurately. The extent of the evaluation and/or appraisal is stated in the
attached report and Terms of Assignment;

That I have no current or prospective interest in the vegetation or the property that is the subject
of this report, and I have no personal interest or bias with respect to the parties involved,

That the analysis, opinions and conclusions stated herein are my own;

That my analysis, opinions, and conclusions were developed and this report has been prepared
according to commonly accepted Arboricultural practices;

That no one provided significant professional assistance to the consultant, except as indicated
within the report.

That my compensation is not contingent upon the reporting of a predetermined conclusion that
favors the cause of the client or any other party, nor upon the results of the assessment, the
attainment of stipulated results, or the occurrence of any other subsequent events;

I further certify that I am a Registered Consulting Arborist® with the American Society of
Consulting Arborists, and that I acknowledge, accept and adhere to the ASCA Standards of
Professional Practice. 1 am an International Society of Arboriculture Board Certified Master
Arborist®. I have been involved with the practice of Arboriculture and the care and study of
trees since 1998.

i 4
:‘2—" 7 BOARD CERTIFIED
Richard J. Gessner // ,é / P MASTER
o /// Nnpiag ARBORIST

ASCA Registered Consulting Arborist® #496
ISA Board Certified Master Arborist® WE-4341B
ISA Tree Risk Assessor Qualified

Copyright

© Copyright 2019, Monarch Consulting Arborists LLC. Other than specific exception granted for copies made by
the client for the express uses stated in this report, no parts of this publication may be reproduced, stored in a
retrieval system, or transmitted in any form or by any means, electronic, mechanical, recording, or otherwise without
the express, written permission of the author.
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Geosphere Consultants, Inc.
AN ATLAS COMPANY

Gectechnical Engineering - Engineering Gecology
Envirenmental Management - Water Resources

May 27, 2019
Mr. Stephan Fitch
988 Godetia Drive
Woodside, California 94062
RE: SUBDIVISION FEASIBILITY STUDY

988 Godetia Drive

Woodside, California

GEO #91-04322-A (2855)
Dear Stephan:

INTRODUCTION

Site Location and Proposed Project

Pursuant to your authorization, we have completed the referenced project, located in the
Toyon Knolls hillside residential subdivision at the intersection of Godetia Drive and Jefferson
Avenue, Woodside, California (Plate 1, Vicinity Map). We understand you have submitted an
application to the Town of Woodside for a 2-lot subdivision of your 5-acre residential property
(Plate 1). Proposed Parcel A, on the western half of the property, will comprise approximately 2
acres on which you propose a single family residential development in the northeast corner
(Plate 2, Site Plan, Cross Sections A-A” & B-B’, Photos 1 & 2). Proposed Parcel B will comprise
the remaining 3 acres on the eastern half of the property, where your existing residential
development is located on the ridge crest with an existing detached barn in the lower northeast
corner.

Purpose and Scope of Services

In accordance with Town of Woodside Planning Department requirements, we have focused
our study on the geotechnical feasibility of the proposed subdivision and associated residential
development in the northeast corner of proposed Parcel A. The Town of Woodside Planning
Department perceives two constraints to the project that require geotechnical evaluation:

1. In the Town of Woodside, new construction is disallowed on native slopes greater than
35% whether or not they have been subjected to previous grading (Municipal Code
153.1390).

2. Most of the property is desighated by the California Geological Survey (2018) as having
potential for earthquake-induced landsliding during strong ground shaking.
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Accordingly, the Town Geologist requested a preliminary geotechnical study to address the
following comments presented in an undated excerpt of the Planning Department project
review letter you provided:

1. Preparation of a site map delineating areas where historic grading (cut/fill) has altered
the natural slopes in the proposed building area.

2. Surface and preliminary subsurface characterization of potential site landsliding that
may adversely impact the proposed residential development and to support residential
development feasibility, as proposed,

The scope of services undertaken to arrive at the findings, conclusions, and recommendations
in this report included the following:

« Review of pertinent topographic and geologic mapping on file in our office, Existing site
topegraphy is presented on Plates 1 and 2, Plates 3 and 4 present excerpts of the Town
Geologic and Geologic Hazard Maps, respectively covering the site area. Plate 5
presents an excerpt of the State of California Seismic Hazard Map covering the site area.
Appendix A contains boring and laboratory test data from a previous geotechnical
investigation by JF Consulting, Inc. (2011) for residential improvements for your existing
residential development on the ridge uphill of the proposed building area;

e FPhotogeologic interpretation of historic aerial photographs of the site area. Figure 1
presents a 1956 stereogram and an excerpt of a contemporary USGS quadrangle
representing the site area geomorphic setting at that time. Figure 2 contains a recent
bare earth lidar image (USGS KMZ file) of the San Andreas Fault Zorie overlain onto a
Google Earth Pro image; _

» Engineering geologic reconnaissance and photo-documentation in March and May 2019
(Plate 2). Plate 2a presents a 2019 Google Earth street view across the northern side of
proposed Parcel A

* Continuous sampling at four Soil Probe locations for preliminary characterization of the
near-surface geologic profile in and around the proposed building area. Samples were
retrieved to the depth of refusal in bedrock by driving a 1%-inch 0.D., split spoon
sampler to practical refusal with a gas-powered Wacker BHF 30S hammer that imparts
35 ft. Ibs, of axial force on the sampler at a rate of 1270 blows per minute. The Logs of
Soil Probes are presented on Plates B1 & B2, in Appendix B. Descriptions of the terms
and symbals used on the logs are presented on Plates 83 & B4,

« Pertinent engineering geologic analysis of the data collected from this study, including a
landslide screening analysis in accordance with Chapter 5 of Special Report 117A
(California Geaological Survey, 2008).
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FINDINGS

Topography and Drainage

The property occupies a dissected northeast-trending ridge in foothill terrain of the
northwestern part of Woodside, and is flanked on the north side by a seasonal drainage
network reclaimed to accommodate lefferson Avenue and Godetia Drive (Plate 1; fig, 1).
Proposed Parcel A is on the northwestern half of the wooded property, extending from your
house site at the north tip of a rounded north trending ridge segment that descends from
elevation 700 feet above mean sea level {msl} at an average gradient of approximately 44%
percent to the northern boundary coincident with the top of @ 75% cut slope at approximate
elevation 620 feet ms! (Plate 2a). The proposed building area will occupy a 14%-18%
abandoned stream terrace surface bordered on the north and east sides by a continuous cut
slope for Jefferson Avenue and Godetia Drive, and on the south side by the toe of the native
ridge slope mantled locally by artificial fill. {Plate 2). There is a broad swale that heads at the
southwest corner, beyond the area of influence to the proposed huilding area.

The site receives sheet flow runoff from the ridge, which, in turn, sheets sluggishly to the
western property line and locally accumulates on the locally irregular térrace surface to
infiltrate the surficial soil. There was no observed evidence of perennial spring seepage on the
property. Incipient surface erosion near the top of the lush, grass-covered Jefferson Avenue cut
indicates Infiltration of seasonal runoff on the irregular terrace surface results in perched
ground water seepage, probably from rodent burrowing.

Geology

The ridge is underlain by Juro-Cretaceous Franciscan greenstone described as altered mafic
volcanic rock; generally basalt locally containing coarse-grained pyroclastic material (Pampeyan,
1994; Plate 3). Surficial soils obscure bedrock exposures in the site area, but previous
subsurface ‘exploration on the ridge confirmed the presencé of greenstone that ranged from
hard to a depth of 3 to 4 feet below the ground surface and becoming very hard with refusal to
Minuteman flight auger drilling penetration less than 10 feet below the ground surface
(Appendix A). The greenstone was mantled by less than 2 feet of stiff, high plasticity sifty,
sandy clay colluvium. Sampling in the proposed building area for this study encountered
greenstone beneath 1 to 2 feet of colluvium locally mantled by 1 to 2% feet of artificial fill
apparently derived from fence construction uphill (Plate 2, Appendix B).

None of the explorations on the property encountered free ground water. Sampling in October
2011 and March 2019 found the surficial soils to be generally damp.
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Geologic Hazards

The site is located in the Town of Woodside Geologic Hazard Zone A, characterized as having
Standard Constraints (Plate 4).

Farthguake Fault Rupture

The slte occupies an active tectonic block between the San Francisco Peninsula Segment of the
San Andreas Fault Zone approximately 1 mile to the southwest, and the Hayward Fault
approximately 18 miles to the northeast.

Figr‘e 2. Googl‘ Earth Pro/USGS bare earth lidar image of San Andreas Fault rift zone.
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Ground Shaking

Historic movement on the San Andreas Fault has produced major earthquakes in 1906 and
1989, and strong to very strong ground shaking in the site area {Lawson, 1908; Plafker and
Galloway, 1989). A moderate earthquake was centered on the San Andreas Fault in Daly City in
1957 (Bonilla, 1959). That event probably produced moderate ground shaking in the site area.

The Working Group {2015) forecasts the Hayward Fault has having the highest probability for a
significant earthquake by the year 2044, Crustal movement across the San Francisco Peninsula
Segment of the San Andreas Fault could also produce a significant earthquake in that time
frame. Htis capable of producing a magnitude 7.9 earthquake, and the northeastern segment of
‘the Hayward Fault is capable of producing another magnitude 7.1 earthquake. Potential
selsmicity on Bay Area dctive faults through 2044 is listed on Figure 3.

Petersen and others (1999) predict a major earthquake on a nearby segment of elther fault
zone would result in very strong to very violent ground shaking in the site area.

Ten Most leely_l‘)gmagmg Earthquake 30-year Magnitude
Scenarios : Probahility

Rodgers Creek 15.2% 7.0
Northern Calaveras 12.4% 6.8
Southern Hayward

! .em W , 11.3% 6.7
{possible repeat of 1868 earthquake)
Northern + Southern Hayward 8.5% 6.9
M¢t, Diablo 7.5% 6.7
Green Valley-Concord 6,0% 6.7
San Andreas: Entire N. CA ment

- se8 4.7% 7.9

{possible repeat of 1838 earthquake)
San Andreas: Perinsula segment { ible ,
ar _ a segment {possi 4A% 79
repeat of 1838 earthquake)
Northern San Gregorio segmeant 3.9% 7.2
San Andreas: Peninsula+Santa Cruz

. ' ' 3.5% 7.4
segments

Figure 3. Significant Bay Area Faults (from Santa Cruz County, 2015)
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Secondary Seismic Hazards

Liquefaction — The ridge containing the site is not within a liquefaction seismic hazard zone. It s
underlain at shallow depth by competent bedrock, thus unsusceptible to liquefaction from
strong earthquake shaking.

Landsliding — The site lies between slope segments mapped as having potential for seismically-
induced landsliding during shaking from a major earthquake. There was no photogeoiogic or
géologic reconnaissance evidence of landslides upsiope or downslope of the site.
Notwithstanding, we are compelled to present the following Screening Analysis, pursuant to
Chapter 5 of Special Report 117A (California Geological Survey, 2008), to account for the
mapped zones above and below the site within the State of California Seismic Hazard Zone
overlay pertaining to potential earthquake-induced landsliding in the Woodside 7%-mintte
guadrangle {Plate 9; California Geological Survey, 2018},

e Are existing landslides, active or inactive present on, or adjacent (either uphill or
downhill to the project site)?
No.

¢ Are there geologic formations or other earth materials located on or adjacent to the

site that are known to be susceptible to landslides?
Yes and No. Oversteepened surficial soll, particularly high plasticity colluvium is highly
susceptible to deep fissuring and creep. Franciscanh greenstone is not a generally
considered to represent a troublesorne bedrock material in San Mateo County. But it
can spawn landslides when adversely oriented geologic structure is undercut by erosion
or grading. Neither of these conditions appear to constrain the site.

e Do areas show surface manifestations of the presence of subsurface water (springs or

seeps), or can potential pathways or sources of concentrated water infiltration be
identified uphill of the site?
Yes, While evidence of concentrated runoff across the site, the ridge flank is subjected
to sheet flow that can result in seasonally perched ground water exacerbated by rodent
burrowing. This condition appears to be the mechanism for Incipient surficial erosion at
the top of the cut.

e Are susceptible landforms ond vulnerable locations present? These .include steep
slopes, colluvium<filled swales, cliffs or banks being undercut by stream or wave
actfon, areas that recently slid.

No. the steep cut slope has remained intact for more than 70 years under existing slope
and drainage conditions.
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» Given the proposed development, could onticipated changes in the surface and
subsurface hydrology ({due to watering of lawns, on-site sewoage disposal,
concentrated runoff from Impervious surfaces, etc.) increase potentiul for future
landsliding ?

We judge the potential for increased risk of landsliding to occur on the site to be low,
provided the design-level geotechnical study which will be required for the proposed
residential development addresses site surface and surface drainage mitigation and

provides a detailed characterization of the cut slope, and addresses long-term erosion
control mitigation.

CONCLUSIONS & RECOMMENDATIONS

The results of this study indicate that the proposed developmerit is feasible from a geotechnical
standpoint as the site is not constrained by geologic hazards, and the proposed building area is
charactetized by native slopes less than 35%.

The proposed development should be guided by a design-level geotechnical study and report
containing findings, conclusions and recommendations derived for scope that includes but not
limited to:

s Review of this report;

+ Supplemental engineering geologic site reconnaissance mapping of the area of influence
to the proposed building area;

¢ Supplemental drllling (or test pit excavations} and sampling of sufficient borings to
characterize the proposed site improvement. Logs of the explorations should provide
details of the earth materials encountered with the graphic representation of the
contact depths and ground water elevation, if encountered;

« Pertinent laboratory testing of sampled retrieved from the explorations;

» Referencesfor the materials used in the study

Project planning and design should be guided by design-leve! geotechnical recommendations
derived from the study scope of services:

» Seismic parameters for structural design;
¢ Grading;

« Surface and subsurface drainage controls;
+ Retaining walls;

» Foundations;

+ Slab-on Grade and other hardscape.
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STUDY LIMITATIONS
This report has been prepared in accordance with generally accepted geotechnical principles
and practices, and is In accordance with the standards and practices set by the geotechnical
consulfants in the area. This acknowledgment is in lieu of any warrantles, either expressed or
implied. We offer no guarantees.

‘We trust this report provides you with the information you require at this time. If you have any
questions, please call,

Very truly yours,

Geosphere Consultants, {nc.

CERVFIED
EMGRIEERING
GEOLOGIST

(Renewal date 2/28/21)

Joel E, Baldwin, I, CEG
Principal Engineering Geologist

JEB:jh:gi _ _
Distribution: Addressee (efile and 2 bound copies)
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Rupture Forecast, version 3 (UCERF 3): U.S. Geological Survey Open File Report 2013-1165, 97
pgs.
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Plate 2a. Southerly Google Earth Pro image across riorthern side of proposed Parcel A. Building site on stream terrace above intact 3- to
14-foot high, approximately 75% cut slope for Jefferson Averue and Godetla Drive. The roadways occupy a reclaimed seasonal drainage
network interpreted from Figure 1. Existing barn on proposed Parcet B in upper left of view.
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EXPLANATION

MAP SYMBOLS

v o s 8w Active fraces of the San Andreas Fault
other than 1906 rupture. Dashed where
inferred

NG ™ Currently designated by State as active
Kermit Fault, dashed where Inferred,
harbe are located on upthrown side

of fallt
8001,
Scale
Source: Colion, Shires & Associates (February 2017}
i JobNo.:  91-04322-A AREAL GEOLOGIC MAP Plate
%ﬁ Approved: JEB
i 988 Godella Drive 3
Gepsphaek Consulle s, . Date: 04.08.19 Woodside, California




Expansive Bedrock. Zene includes mapped areas of Whiskey Hil)
Formation bedrock which may include beds of highly expansive
claysions.

8lope Instabllity. Zone encompasses mapped landslide depasits
and may alsa include potentially unstable adjoining slopes.

Expansive Bedrock., Zone includes mapped areas of Whiskey Hill
Formation bedrock which may include beds of highly expansive
claystone, 1000 £,

Scale
Cotton, Shires and Assoclates, Inc. (2012)

8tandard Constraints, Zone encompasses regions that are not inchided
in the areas described above.

e

lobMos 910a%22h 1 GEOLOGIC HAZARD MAP Plate
Approved: JEB
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EXPLANATION

EARTHQUAKE FAULT ZONES LIQUEFACTION
I:] Zone boundaries are delineated by strafght- Arans where Bistorical ncourrence of liquefaction, or local geclogical
ling segments; thie boundarles defing the geotechnical and ground water ondiliohs Indicate a potential for

Zqnea encompassing active faults that permanent ground displacements such that mitigation would be
canstitute & potenilal hazard to structures required.

from Burface faulting or fault creep such that : o

-avoldance as desctibéd in Public Resources — EARTHQUAKE-INDUCED LANDSLIDES

Areas where previcus occurrence of landslide mavement, or logal
topographic, geolegleal, geotechnical and subsurface water
conditions Indleate a potential for permanent ground displacements
such that mitigation as defined in Public Resources Code Section
2693(c) would bea required.

Code Spction 2621.5(a) would be reduired,

1000 it.
Scale

Contour Interval 40 ft.
Galifornia Geologleal Survey (2019)
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APPENDIX A

JF Consulting, Inc. Geotechnical Investigation
(Project 1461, dated 11.16.2011)

l.ogs of Borings & Laboratory Test Resulis



KEY TO EXPLORATORY BORING LOGS
SOIL CLASSIFICATIONS

PRIMARY DIVISIONS S SECONDARY DIVISIONS
GRAVELS f:g::lﬁari\é%ls GW Wall gradud oravals, drovol-eaned mixtures, duls of 0o ines
More than halfzoarss f!!}_e_m GP Poarly gradad grovala, graversand mbiures, img or no fines
fraction is largerthan G Silty uravels, grovel-gand-ilt fmixt Pl
COARSE GRAINED SOILG No.4 sleve Gravel wilh fines" R
: Gea Glayay gravels, yimvel-sand clay mixras, plastio finos
Mord than .'I‘;E]If;gggf\ga;gi;afger than SANDS Clﬁan %s}nds “}?55 .SW Wall graedons nonls, grovilly sarets, lilllg of Io fings
Mare Ihan half cosfse ian §%fines") £ BHGIy gendcd kandi bf SFOveny Bans, LA o 19 s
ﬁic‘?(:;ﬂisﬁ?sma"ér tha Sands with ﬂl‘l@S' - s, LA OLTD8 non postio s
' 2] ] Cloyay send, sane)-clay mixlucay, plastlo fings
SILTS AND CLAYS ML norgumniky slts, eayoy Blits, sock Nour, sty vary sns kands
a E{ Inprgonls choys of low plasticily, oravelly day of low plasticily
LiQuld Himit I3 loss than 36 oL Onrnlc S and orgonia il g oflow prastcy
FINE GRAINED SOILE LTS AND CLAYS i If;grsstjianic sity, cluyay silts and silty fing sand with Inteanediate
More than halfof matesial " ol w;?nagéuﬁgysagi;wly IS, SONiY Gays DR Billy CIoyE Ol
ore than halfof materlal Is smaller : . i
than No, 200 sieve size Liquld Timil Is belween35 and 50 01 Inorgrnic clays and siy clays of Inbormodinte plasiicily
MH h:mrgarsic slls, Lloyey wills, olastic sis, misetsous o
SETS AND CLAYS dintompesout Sk of fino sand  soll
_ aH Inorguric clays of high plasticily
Liquid limit i groater than 60 OH Orpjainio chays ki st of High plostishy
HIGHLY DRGANIC SOILS Pt Ponl, mendoy mut, ghty oiganic solls
GRAIN SIZES
U.8.5TA NDARD SERIES 8IEVE CLEAR SQUARE BIEVE OPENINGS
200 40 10 4 A 3 12"
. Fing L Modiem | Gogsn Eing | Coarse
Sills and Clays - : Cobbles Boulders
SAND GRAVEL
RELATIVE DENSITY CONSISTENCY
g . _ \ UNCONFINED
SANDS, GRAVELS AND NONPLASTICBILTS | BLOWS/FOOT* CLAYS ANDELASTIC 1~ giiear BLOWS/FOOI"
N STRENGTH IPSEL
VERY LOOSE 0-4 VERY SOFT 0- 250 0. 2
LOOSE A - 10 BOFT 250-500 2-4
MEDIUN DENSE 10- 30 FIRM 5001000 4 B
DENSE 80« 60 STIFF 10006-2000 8 16
VERY DENSE OVER 50 VERY BTIFF 2000- 4000 16- 32
HARD 4000 OVER 82
SYMBOLS NOTES
‘BLOWS par FOOT - Resistance {0 advance the soil sanpler

g inltial Ground Walerl. avel In number of blows of a 140-pound hammer falling 30 inches to
drive a split spoon sampler.

g Final Ground Water Level Strafificalion Enes on the loge represent the approximate
boundary belwean solt lypes, and lhe transifion nay be
gradual.

@ Standard Penstration Sampler .
Modified California Sampler_ 2 * 0.0, {1 7 lnch 1.0.) sampler

X Modified Callforaia Sampler Standard Penstration Sampler ~ 2 ineh 0.0. (1 *® Inch LD.)
split spoonh sampler (ASTM 01686).

D Dames & Moore Sampler Dames & Moore Sampler« 3 inch 0.0, {2.5 Inch 1,0,) sampler

JF CONSULTING, INC.




BORING LOG T Ne.
IPROJECT 988 Godetla Drive DATE  Oct28:11  LOGGED BY JEF
PRIL RIG Minute Man HOLE DA, 3" SAMPLER X - Modiflad California; < - 8P, T
GROUND WATER DEPTH INITIAL na FINAY na HOLE ELEVATION na
‘ - P
! : 5 § g & Z £ | g 'z qug
i B N o ? = = @ T
DESCRIFTION E e & ¢ ¥ £ §"£ 5 ' % i E %gg
g fWe B o5 8 B b B ¥ Bis
= =1 £90
| |+d B Flg & & & |3 "¢k
VT | 1
Brsistaclamn. bl sanc -::ilhrr DLAY. CH 1 12 ) i . 12.6 104
Reddish:Brown, damp, weathered 19 _ | Lo E ‘
Greenstone 219 25 i vo7 C 119
i ; i ! !
3 ll - L
_Reddish-Brown, hard, less weathered T ‘ 60+ | 8 ‘ 125
Greenstone 4 .3 |
5 i
!
6 .
very slow drilling * 62 SPT $
7
8
REFUSAIL. o
HOTTOMOF BORING, NOWATER
10 l
H i i l
| |
14 ;
,- | l |
: 13
: |
15 l
16 |
17 1
18
SREY ;
20 |
Project # 1461 JF CONSULTING.s INC. Page 1 of




. BORING LOG _No. >
PROJECT 988 Godetia Dtlve DATE Qct.28:11 LOGGED BY JEF
DRILL RIG  Mimute Man HOLE DA, 3" SANMPLER X - Modified Caltforisia; 7. S.2.T
GROUND WATER DEFTH INITIAL na FINAL ha HOLE E'LEVATION na
b P o " i & o
DESCRIFTION -+ E?! &: g § 8--52': 3 % E‘, ‘g E:ﬁ
o 44 } % £ i ( % [ %ﬁ
8 PLEE B R R
LawnfT soll .l na o
awitiopso 11171 4
Brown,damp, stiff, sandy, silty CLAY | CH X| 15 | 3.5 52 M1 22 1 107
Reddish-Brown ,damp ,weathered R CI
GREENSTONE
3
becomes less weathered and hard Xy &2 8 123
4
very slow drill rate
5
REFUSAL 6
BOTTOM OF BORING, NO WATER
7
8
g
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
!
19 *
20
Project # 1461 JF CONSULTING, INC. Page 1 of 1




A .. BORWNGLOG = __ No. 3
PROJECT 088 Gocletla Drive RATE. Qct.25. 11 LOGGED BY  JEF
DRILRIG Minute Man HOLE DBA, 3¢ SAMPLER X - Modified Gafifornia:- - S.0.1
| GROUND WATER DEPTH INITIAL na FINAL na HOLE ELEVATION  na
e ; o ? i
£ g PE R R e
el ol BBl EELE| D 5 et
DESCRIPTION E & -g w E 2 & Of r g E;-, %gé
] (=] & = i B A L ik
) § p P g ;g (3 & 2%
Dark Brown,d ty firm, sandy, silty CLAY CH | '
1
becomes stlff _ X 11143 i 13 108
Reddish-Brown,darmp, moderately strong, U I 3 |
weathered GREENSTONE ; | i
3 | i
bacomes les5 weathered and hard, ; X 41 ‘ 8 121
slow drill rate . 4 i !
!
5 i
6
X 56 8 126
8
_ 2]
REFUSAL | 75 spT |
BOTTOM OF BORING, NOWATER 10
11 ! |
12 t
. 13 !
14
i 5 )
1ei |
17 5 I
18
[ 19[
%]

Project # 1461 JF CONSULTING. INC, Page 1 of




PROJECT 98B Goedetia Drive

BORING LOG

DATE

Oct.25,11

SAMPLER X - Modified California: * « 8.P,T

LOGGEDR BY JEF

A e

Project #

DRILL RiG  Minute Man HOLE DIA, 3"
GROUND WATER DEPTH INITIAL na FINAL ha HOLE ELEVATION na “ -
gy
b = i
518 =] & 0 B I
PEBCRIFTION F ﬁ z = gg =1 A Buk
S1BlE 5 BB 2LE|S
F1e|F SR - g 3 E
1Asphali/Bagerock AN
Reddish-Brown, damp, weathered | X 19 6 118
CREENSTONE 2
becommes less weathiered and hard 3 _
X 44 3 126
4
5 |
slow drill rate
6 |
X| 50+ 0 129
REFUSAL, VERY HARD ]'
BOTTOM OF BORING, NO WATER 8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17 :
18 ;
f
19| |
20 i .
1481 JF CONSULTING, INC, Page 1 of 1




PLASTICITY INDEX
TEST DESIGNATION: ASTM 04318 OR CAL 204

Project Name: 988 Godetia Diive Project No.: 1461
Sample NoJ DH-2@ 1.0 Labh No.:
Location Test Date: Oct, 2011
Description: SANDY SILTY CLAY Tested By: JF CONSULTING
_ TEST DATA _
. liquid Jimit _ Plastic llmit WaterConten
Number of Bows 16 25 34
are Nuinber 4] 9 3 il
are + Wet WI (gm) 80.30 75.00|  76.80 66.40
are + Dry Wl {gin) 54,50 5270|5540 56.20
_are Wi (gm) 8.70 980 960 9.80
Wt of Water (gm) 25800 2230|2150 10,20
goll Dry WIf -gm) 44,80 42,901 45.80 46,40
Water Content (%) 57.54 51.98 46,94 21,88
] Average I 21.98 I
Liguid Limit Test
80 i e % T E [ o ) 5 E 4 i E E i
— T ! Jrid
L 70 ,5 } ; HE
Z 60 LI - S TN O O D
L I RERE S SR
& o NI L]
S . R [ A
2 30 RS co | Pl | P
g 'I" l 3 X i 1 E o
20 Y4 r 10
1 10 100
Number of Blows
. Plasticity Chart
50 ol
5 on ]l
e
S 40}
X /
¢ . /
? a0 =
k% 20 _ _ MH&QH !
w
& 10! -~ |
T IML&OL i b
0 . E

- !
0 10 20 30 4?-.iquidﬁmi_t (Cﬁ? 70 80 40 100

fio o




APPENDIX B
Logs of Sall Exporation and Lahoratory Test Resulis

Plate B1~Logs of Soil Probes 1& 2
Plate B2~ Logs of Soil Probes 3& 4
Plate B3 —Keyto Soil Probes

Plate B4 — Rock Hardness Chart



SOIL PROBE 1

2 g Eaulpment Portable Equipment
Penetration Rate § & .
(secft) @ = Elevation __~BMfL*  Date 321419
CL | Dark yellowish brown Sandy CLAY with Gravel, damp, firm
' g {FILL)
. 3 CL_| Dark yeliowish brown Sandy CLAY wilh Gravel, damp,
g : stiff, moderale to high plastlcity {COLLUVIUM)
3 P ROCK] Yellowish brown and dark yeliowish brown GREENSTONE,
g . very weathered, closely fractured, soft to' moderately hard
E (BEDROCK)
c 5 " -
*g; Refusal @ 4
0
7
10
il
15
SOIL PROBE 2
0 Elevation __ 407 fi* Date 3/21019
3 Dark yellowish brown Sandy CLAY with Gravel, damp,
1 3 GL imoderate to high plasticity, firm to stif {COLLUVIUM)
\ & bacomes vellowish brown at 1’
8 rock | Yellowish brown and grey GREENSTONE, very weathered,
1 \cf\\sely fractured, soft to maderately hard (BEDROCK)
, .
ol Refusal @ 3
P
[+
8
[
4
10
#
1’
&1
Lt}
15
*glevation from Plate 2
Job No.;

A

Gensphe e Doneutbants, ho.

Approved: JEB

Date;

90:3224 | | OGS OF SOIL PROBES 1 & 2 | Plate

04.05,19

988 Godetia Driva B 1
Woodside, California




SOIL PROBE 3

-g. " Equipment Portable Equlpment
Penctration Rate E &
(secitt) B > Elevation . 53R*  Date 321119
§| 6L | Darkyellowish brown Sandy CLAY, damp, firm {FILL)
E Brown Silly CLAY, damp, moderate to high plasticity, firm
g CL (COLLUVIUM)
S0CK.L Brown and greylsh brown SHEARED ROCK, very weathared,
—_ closely fractured. soft to moderately hard (BEDROCK)
g
£ ° Refusal @ 3'
o
]
i}
10
I
15
SOIL PROBE 4
g Elevation . ~B121t* Date 321118
¢l | Datkyellowlsh brown Sandy CLAY with Gravel, damp, firmto
1 5 wHlif {FILL)
" gl 8C | Yellowish brown and dark yellowish brown Gravelly Clayey
; 12 —Wamp, modarate to high plasticliy, lodse (FILL)
“IrRock | Yellowish brown GREENSTONE very weatherad, tiosely
r fractured, soft to moderately hard (BEDROCK)
g
:_:: . Refusal @ 4%
& .
[
8 .
§
10
' "
12
12
14
i5
*glavation from Plate 2
sobNoi s1-04224 | | OGS OF SOIL PROBES 3 & 4 | Plate

Approved; JEB .
988 Godetia Drive. B2
CGeomplere Gonsulkanls, n., Date: 04.05.19 Woodside, California :




Panetrstion Faly {aeeifl.

Primary Divisions o Secondary Divisions
o GRAVELS CLEAN W Well graded gravels, gravelsand mixtures, Tiitle or nc fines.
= % o  GRAVELS Poorly graded gravels or gravel-sand mixtures, [ittle or no fines
O S MORE THAN HALF |(LESS THAN 5% FINES} gp Y o ) '
% % % y I’-‘C)Ff A%%)fél?“ljfsr\l Gm¥5" GM Siity gravels, gravel-sand-ail mixiures, non-plastic fines.
N LARGER T ‘ y Clayey gravels, gravel-sand-clay mixtures, plastic fines.
z 02§ NO. 4 SIEVE FINES Ge, | oE » prastie fines
é 3:' E ul SANDS CLEAN Well graded sands, gravelly sands, littls or ne fines.
Q § 5 E | ; 'VSA-ND-S =W Poorly graded sands avelly sands, it fi
W 2D | MORETHANHALF |(LESS THAN 6% FINES)) gp |00 S7ef Sanes cf srauely sands, Te ormoines.
¥ % OF COARSE TSANDS Siity sands, Sand-sit mIKiies, non-piastic ines,
% o FRACTION IS AN M
Q o~ SMALLER THAN FINES . Clayey sands, sand-clay mixiutes, Plastio finas.
L3 NO. 4 SIEVE sC | '
Inorganic silts and very fine sands, rock flour, slity of clayey fmne
A % % SELTS AND CLAYS ML sands or clayey slliis with slight plasticity, Y vey
- ) Inorganic clays of low to medium plasticity, gravefly ¢lays, sandy
% l:-‘:-ll' é 8 Iltl LIQUID L'MIT 15 CL clays, silly clays, lean clays.
5 3 i % g = LESS THAN 50% oL Oranglc silts and organic siity clays of low plasficity.
= Zm Zul . =
MmO =7 [ ; Inprganle silts, micaceous or digfornacecus fine sandy or silt
8 7)) |.:E 3_1 % @ SILTS AND CLAYS MH solls, elastic, ) ¢
(T gl s] Inorganic clays of high plasticity, fat clays.
£ guF LIQUID LIMIT IS CH
= g GREATER THAN 50% OH Crganic clays of medlum 1o hgh plasticily, arganic siits,
; ; ’ h| i¢ solls,
HIGHLY DRGANICSOILS Pt Peat and othar highly orgaric solls
Definition of Terms
U.S: Standard Series Sieve Clear Square Sieve Openings
200 40 10 4 314" 3 q2¢
_ SAND GRAVEL
SILTS AND CLAY - : COBBLES | BOULDERS
FINE MEDIUM COARSE FINE | COARSE
Grain Sizes
Uniifled Soil Classification System (ASTM D-2487)
SAND AND GRAVELS PENETRATION RATE* SILTS AND CLAYS STRENGTH** FEMETRATION RATE?
VERY 8QFT 0-1/4 0-8
O0SE 0.7
VER_Y . __ _ SOFT Al =112 &-11
LoosE -1 FIRM 12.-1 123
DENSE B3-88 VERY STIFF 2-4 47 - 94
VERY DENSE OVER 88 HARD OVER 4 OVER 84
Relative Density Consistency
40_ , 40, -
Danse Hard
g 30| . 30
Zg'_ 20_ — 'gmum % 20, : Very SHE
T B LT T o
_Lousa " :Flrlll'n
0 T T T T T T R T vory oose 0 T T T T T T 7 T T T [y son
0 40 20 3 40 S50 60 YO B0 OO 100 0 10 20 30 40 8O 60 V0 B0 80 100 110 120

Pensirstion Rate {sec.iL)

* Beconds per fool, based on a portable pereussion g advancing a 1%-Inch diameter split-spoon samplar with & force of 35 1, 1b, st a rate of 1270 blows per minule.

** Unconfined compressive strength In tonsfsq, i, as determined by laboratory testing or approximated by the standard penetration test (ASTM D-1586),
pocket penetrometer, torvans, or visual abservation,

[Becrspirars Gonsuluaniites, o,

Job No.;
Approved: -JEB

Date:

91-04322-7

04.06.10
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ROCK HARDNESS CRITERIA

Very Hard  Cannot be scratched with knife or sharp pick. Breaking of hand specimen requires.
several hard blows of geologist's pick.

Hard Can be scratched with knife or pick only with difficulty. Hard blow of hammer
required to detach hand specimen.

Moderately Can be scratched with knife or pick. Gouges or grooves o 1/4 inch deep can
Hard be excavated by hard blow of point of a geologist's pick. Hand specimens can be
detached by moderate blow,

Medium Can be grooved or gouged 1/16 Inch deep by firm pressure on knife or pick point.
Can be excavated in small chips to pieces about 1 inch maximum size by hand
blows of the point of geologist's pick.

Soft Can be gouged or grooved readily with knife or pick point. Can be excavated in
chips to pleces several inches in size by moderate blows of pick point. Small thin
pleces can be broken by finger pressure.

Very Soft  Can be carved with knife. Can be excavated readily with point of pick. Pieces 1
inch or motre in thickness can be broken with finger pressure. Can be scratched
readily by fingernail,

Subsurface Manual for Besian and Construction of Foundations gf Bulldings. 1976
Published by Ametican Scciely of Civil Engineers,

bNe: 9102A | ROCK HARDNESS CHART | Plate

Approved: JEB
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COTTON, SHIRES AND ASSOCIATES, INC.
CONSULTING ENGINEERS AND GEOLOGISTS

November 12, 2020
W6070A

TO: Sarah Filipe
Associate Planner
TOWN OF WOODSIDE
2955 Woodside Road
Woodside, California 94062

SUBJECT: Supplemental Geotechnical Peer Review
RE: Fitch; Land Division
LDIV2020-0001
988 Godetia Drive

At your request, we have completed a supplemental geotechnical peer review of
the Land Division application using:

e Septic Feasibility Study (report) prepared by Atlas Consultants, Inc.,
dated October 25, 2020; and

e Subdivision Feasibility Study (report) prepared by Geosphere
Consultants, Inc., dated May 27, 2019;

In addition, we have reviewed pertinent technical documents from our office files
(W5193) and performed a recent site reconnaissance.

DISCUSSION

We understand that the applicant proposes to split the property into two parcels
(A and B). Parcel B is developed with an existing residence. As part of the proposed land
division, the development feasibility of Parcel A must be demonstrated. We understand
that, currently, no grading or development applications for site improvements are
proposed. In our previous geotechnical peer review of the subject land division (dated
February 5, 2020) we recommended supplemental evaluations or clarifications regarding
potential septic feasibility for proposed Parcel A.

Northern California Office Central California Office Southern California Office
330 Village Lane 6417 Dogtown Road 699 Hampshire Road, Suite 101
Los Gatos, CA 95030-7218 San Andreas, CA 95249-9640 Thousand Oaks, CA 91361-2352
(408) 354-5542 = Fax (408) 354-1852 (209) 736-4252 » Fax (209) 736-1212 (805) 370-8710

www.cottonshires.com

Attachment 5



Sarah Filipe November 12, 2020
Page 2 W6070A

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDED ACTION

The proposed land division and anticipated future development is constrained by
potentially expansive surficial soil and fill materials, very strong seismic ground shaking
and steep slopes. The Project Engineering Geologist has performed a site feasibility
investigation that included a review of previous geotechnical borings completed by other
Consultants on Parcel B for the existing residence, as well as advahcement of four soil
probes in the vicinity of a potential building envelope for Parcel A. The Geologist also
completed site mapping and cross sections to document the configuration of site earth
materials and slopes. The Consultant concludes that building development is feasible at
the site from an engineering geologic perspective, and that the potential building envelope
on Parcel A is characterized by natural slopes less than 35 percent in slope. We concur
with the applicant’s Consultant that slopes greater than 35 percent along the roadway
appear manmade. We understand that the Town Engineer finds the referenced
subdivision feasibility report to be adequate with respect to evaluation of impacts
associated with building sites, roads, and storm drainage noting that more detailed
geotechnical reports (with additional borings in conformance with ASTM [D1586) will be
required prior to future development of Parcel A.

In response to our prior peer review letter dated February 5, 2020, the Project
Engineering Geologist advanced two supplemental borings and completed additional
geologic analysis and laboratory testing in the vicinity of the proposed leachfield along
Jefferson Avenue. They note localized zones of concentrated runoff, scour and deposited
slope debris. They also note that the existing well near the proposed septic leachfield area
will be destroyed. The applicant’s Consultant reports encountering approximately 12 feet
of alluvium (SC and CL} overlying Franciscan bedrock. No groundwater was encountered
during subsurface exploration. The Consultant concludes the proposed development is
feasible from a geotechnical standpoint. We conclude that the Project Geologic and
Geotechnical Consultant has completed a subdivision and leachfield feasibility study
consistent with the prevailing standards of practice in the Town. We recommend geologic
and geotechnical approval of the subject land division application.

COTTON, SHIRES AND ASSOCIATES, INC.




Sarah Filipe

Page 3

LIMITATIONS

November 12, 2020
W6070A

This supplemental geotechnical peer review has been performed to provide
technical advice to assist the Town with its discretionary permit decisions. Our services
have been limited to review of the documents previously identified, and a visual review
of the property. Our opinions and conclusions are made in accordance with generally
accepted principles and practices of the geotechnical profession. This warranty is in lieu
of all other warranties, either expressed or implied.

DISCSTS

Respectfully submitted,

COTTON, SHIRES AND ASSOCIATES, INC.
TOWN GEOTECHNICAL CONSULTANT

W ;‘Z>—~ﬁ -
Craig Stewart

Senior Geologist
PG 9786

4 7..‘ . ‘H"_l '—T" i’ 1: :

X JNTAL /£ ,—{'!"-':,—{""utf, A
David T. Schrier
Principal Geotechnical Engineer
GE 2334

COTTON, SHIRES AND ASSOCIATES, INC.
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April 28, 2020 NWIC File No.: 19-1760

Nancy Woltering, AICP CEP
Town of Woodside

2955 Woodside Road
Woodside, CA 94062

Re: Record search results for the proposed land division of APN 068-301-100
at 988 Godetia Drive, Woodside.

Dear Ms. Nancy Woltering:

Per your request received by our office on April 6, 2020, a records search was
conducted for the above referenced project by reviewing pertinent Northwest Information
Center (NWIC) base maps that reference cultural resources records and reports, historic-
period maps, and literature for San Mateo County. Please note that use of the term
cultural resources includes both archaeological resources and historical buildings and/or
structures.

Review of this information indicates that there have been no cultural resource
studies that cover the 988 Godetia Drive project area. This 988 Godetia Drive project
area contains no recorded archaeological resources. The State Office of Historic
Preservation Built Environment Resources Directory (OHP BERD), which includes
listings of the California Register of Historical Resources, California State Historical
Landmarks, California State Points of Historical Interest, and the National Register of
Historic Places, lists no recorded buildings or structures within or adjacent to the
proposed 988 Godetia Drive project area. In addition to these inventories, the NWIC base
maps show no recorded buildings or structures within the proposed 988 Godetia Drive
project area.

At the time of Euroamerican contact the Native Americans that lived in the area
were speakers of the Ramaytush language, part of the Costanocan/Ohlone language
family (Levy 1978:485). There are no Native American resources in or adjacent to the
proposed 288 Godetia Drive project area referenced in the ethnographic literature.
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Based on an evaluation of the environmental setting and features associated with
known sites, Native American resources in this part of San Mateo County have been
found on ridges, midslope benches, in valleys, near ecotones, and near intermittent and
perennial watercourses. The 988 Godetia Drive project area contains hilly terraces that
include mixed oak woodland, and an adjacent creek and drainage. Given the similarity of
these environmental factors, there is a moderate potential for unrecorded Native
American resources to be within the proposed 988 Godetia Drive project area.

Review of historical literature and maps indicated the possibility of historic-period
activity within the 988 Godetia Drive project area. The San Mateo County Map indicates
the project area was previously located within the lands of FW Billings, although no
buildings are indicated within these lands (Bromfield 1894). With this in mind, there is a
low potential for unrecorded historic-period archaeological resources to be within the
proposed 988 Godetia Drive project area.

The 1961 Halfmoon Bay USGS 15-minute topographic quadrangle depicts three
buildings or structures within the 988 Godetia Drive project area. If present, these
unrecorded buildings or structures meet the Office of Historic Preservation's minimum
age standard that buildings, structures, and objects 45 years or older may be of historical
value.

RECOMMENDATIONS:

1) There is a moderate potential of identifying Native American archaeological
resources and a low potential of identifying historic-period archaeological resources in the
project area. We recommend a qualified archaeologist conduct further archival and field
study to identify cultural resources. Field study may include, but is not limited to,
pedestrian survey, hand auger sampling, shovel test units, or geoarchaeological analyses
as well as other common methods used to identify the presence of archaeological
resources. Please refer to the list of consultants who meet the Secretary of Interior’s
Standards at http://www.chrisinfo.org.

2) We recommend the lead agency contact the local Native American tribe(s)
regarding traditional, cultural, and religious heritage values. For a complete listing of
tribes in the vicinity of the project, please contact the Native American Heritage
Commission at 916/373-3710.

19-1760



3) The proposed 988 Godetia Drive project area may contain three unrecorded
buildings or structures that meet the minimum age requirement. Therefore, prior to
commencement of project activities, it is recommended that these resources be assessed
by a professional familiar with the architecture and history of San Mateo County. Please
refer to the list of consultants who meet the Secretary of Interior's Standards at
http://www.chrisinfo.org.

4) Review for possible historic-period buildings or structures has included only
those sources listed in the attached bibliography and should not be considered
comprehensive.

5) If archaeological resources are encountered during construction, work should
be temporarily halted in the vicinity of the discovered materials and workers should avoid
altering the materials and their context until a qualified professional archaeologist has
evaluated the situation and provided appropriate recommendations. Project personnel
should not collect cultural resources. Native American resources include chert or
obsidian flakes, projectile points, mortars, and pestles; and dark friable soil containing
shell and bone dietary debris, heat-affected rock, or human burials. Historic-period
resources include stone or adobe foundations or walls; structures and remains with
square nails; and refuse deposits or bottle dumps, often located in old wells or privies.

6) Itis recommended that any identified cultural resources be recorded on DPR
523 historic resource recordation forms, available online from the Office of Historic
Preservation’s website: https://ohp.parks.ca.qgov/?page id=28351

Due to processing delays and other factors, not all of the historical resource
reports and resource records that have been submitted to the Office of Historic
Preservation are available via this records search. Additional information may be
available through the federal, state, and local agencies that produced or paid for historical
resource management work in the search area. Additionally, Native American tribes have
historical resource information not in the California Historical Resources Information
System (CHRIS) Inventory, and you should contact the California Native American

3
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Heritage Commission for information on local/regional tribal contacts.

The California Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) contracts with the California
Historical Resources Information System’s (CHRIS) regional Information Centers (ICs) to
maintain information in the CHRIS inventory and make it available to local, state, and
federal agencies, cultural resource professionals, Native American tribes, researchers,
and the public. Recommendations made by IC coordinators or their staff regarding the
interpretation and application of this information are advisory only. Such
recommendations do not necessarily represent the evaluation or opinion of the State
Historic Preservation Officer in carrying out the OHP’s regulatory authority under federal
and state law.

Thank you for using our services. Please contact this office if you have any
questions, (707) 588-8455.

Sincerely,

Jillian Guldenbrein
Researcher

19-1760



LITERATURE REVIEWED

In addition to archaeological maps and site records on file at the Northwest Information Center of
the Historical Resources Information System, the following literature was reviewed:

Bromfield, Davenport
1894 Official Map of San Mateo County, California

Levy, Richard
1978 Costanoan. In California, edited by Robert F. Heizer, pp. 485-495. Handbook of
North American Indians, vol. 8, William C. Sturtevant, general editor. Smithsonian
Institution, Washington, D.C.

Nelson, N.C. :
19092 Shellmounds of the San Francisco Bay Region. University of California
Publications in American Archaeology and Ethnology 7(4):309-356. Berkeley.
(Reprint by Kraus Reprint Corporation, New York, 1964)

State of California Department of Parks and Recreation
1976 California Inventory of Historic Resources. State of California Department of Parks
and Recreation, Sacramento.

Stdte of California Office of Historic Preservation **
2019 Built Environment Resources Directory. Listing by City (through December 17, 2019).
State of California Office of Historic Preservation, Sacramento.

**Note that the Office of Historic Preservation’s Historic Properties Directory includes National
Register, State Registered Landmarks, California Points of Historical Interest, and the California
Register of Historical Resources as well as Certified Local Government surveys that have
undergone Section 106 review.
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CHAIRPERSON
Laura Miranda
Luisefo

VICE CHAIRPERSON
Reginald Pagaling
Chumash

SECRETARY
Merri Lopez-Keifer
Luisefo

PARLIAMENTARIAN
Russell Aftebery
Karuk

COMMISSIONER
Marshall McKay
Wintun

COMMISSIONER

William Mungary
Paiute/White Mountain
Apache

COMMISSIONER
Joseph Myers
Pomo

COMMISSIONER
Julie Tumamait-
Stenslie
Chumash

COMMISSIONER
[Vacanti]

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY
Christina Snider
Pomo

NAHC HEADQUARTERS
1550 Harbor Boulevard
Suite 100

West Sacramento,
Cdlifornia 95691

(916) 373-3710

nahc@nahc.ca.gov
NAHC.ca.gov

Gavin Newsom, Governor

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION

April 7, 2020

Nancy Woltering, AICP CEP, Associate Planner
Town of Woodside

Via Email to: nwoltering@woodsidetown.org
e amahmutsuntribal@gmail.com

Re: Native American Tribal Consultation, Pursuant to the Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52), Amendments
to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Chapter 532, Statutes of 2014), Public
Resources Code Sections 5097.94 (m), 21073, 21074, 21080.3.1, 21080.3.2, 21082.3, 21083.09,
21084.2 and 21084.3, 988 Godetia Drive Project, San Mateo County

Dear Ms. Wolfering:

Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1 (c), attached is a consultation list of fribes
that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the above-listed
project. Please note that the infent of the AB 52 amendments to CEQA is o avoid and/or
mitigate impacts to fribal cultural resources, (Pub. Resources Code §21084.3 (a)) ("Public
agencies shall, when feasible, avoid damaging effects to any tribal cultural resource.”)

Public Resources Code sections 21080.3.1 and 21084.3(c) require CEQA lead agencies to
consult with Cadlifornia Native American fribes that have requested notice from such agencies
of proposed projects in the gecgraphic area that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with
the tribes on projects for which a Notice of Preparation or Notice of Negative Declaration or
Mitigated Negative Declaration has been filed on or after July 1, 2015. Specifically, Public
Resources Code section 21080.3.1 (d) provides:

Within 14 days of determining that an application for a project is complete or a decision by a
public agency to underfake a project, the lead agency shall provide formal nofification to the
designated contact of, or a fribal representative of, fraditionally and culturally affiliated
California Nafive American fribes that have requested notice, which shall be accomplished by
means of at least one written notification that includes a brief description of the proposed
project and ifs location, the lead agency contact information, and a notification that the
Caiifornia Native American tribe has 30 days to request consultation pursuant fo this section.

The AB 52 amendments to CEQA law does not preclude initiafing consultation with the tribes
that are culturally and traditionally affiliated within your jurisdiction prior to receiving requests for
nctification of projects in the fribe's areas of traditional and cultural affiiation. The Native
American Heritage Commission (NAHC) recommends, but does not require, early consultation
as a best practice to ensure that lead agencies receive sufficient information about cultural
resources in a project area to avoid damaging effects to tribal cultural resources.

The NAHC also recommends, but does not require that agencies should also include with their
nofification letters, information regarding any cultural resources assessment that has been
completed on the area of potential effect (APE), such as:

1. The results of any record search that may have been conducted at an Information Center of
the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS), including, but not limited to:

Page 1 of 2
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e Alisting of any and all known cultural resources that have already been recorded on or adjacent to the
APE, such as known archaeological sites;

e Copies of any and all cultural resource records and study reports that may have been provided by the
Information Center as part of the records search response;

e Whether the records search indicates a low, moderate, or high probability that unrecorded cultural
resources are located in the APE; and

e [f asurvey isrecommended by the Information Center fo determine whether previously unrecorded
cultural resources are present.

2. The results of any archaeoclogical inventory survey that was conducted, including:
o Any report that may contain site forms, site significance, and suggested mitigation measures.
All information regarding site locations, Native American human remains, and associated funerary
objects should be in a separate confidential addendum, and not be made available for public disclosure
in accordance with Government Code section 6254.10.
3. The result of any Sacred Lands File (SLF) check conducted through the Native American Heritage Commission
was positive. Please contact the Amah Mutsun Tribal Band of Mission San Juan Bautista on the attached list for
more information.
4, Any ethnographic studies conducted for any area including all or part of the APE; and
5. Any geotechnical reports regarding all or part of the APE.
Lead agencies should be aware that records maintained by the NAHC and CHRIS are not exhaustive and a negative
response to these searches does not preclude the existence of a fribal cultural resource. A tribe may be the only

source of information regarding the existence of a fribal cultural resource.

This information will cid tribes in determining whether to request formal consultation. In the event that they do, having
the information beforehand will help fo facilitate the consultation process.

If you receive nofification of change of addresses and phone numbers from tribes, please notify the NAHC. With your
assistance, we can assure that our consultation list remains current.

If you have any questions, please contact me at my email address: Sarah.Fonseca@nahc.ac.gov.

Sincerely,

Foolfaoon

Sarah Fonseca
Cultural Resources Analyst

Attachment
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Native American Heritage Commission
Tribal Consultation List
San Mateo County
4/72020

Amah MutsunTribal Band of

Mission San Juan Bautista

Irenne Zwietlein, Chairperson

789 Canada Road Costanoan
Woodside, CA, 94062

Phone: (650) 851 - 7489

Fax: (650) 332-1526
amahmutsuniribal@gmall.com

Costanoan Rumsen Carmel

Tribe

Tony Cerda, Chairperson

244 E. 1st Street Costanoan
Pomana, CA, 91766

Phone: (909) 629 - 6081

Fax: (909) 524-8041

rumsen@acl.com

Indian Canyon Mutsun Band of
Costanocan

Ann Marie Sayers, Chairperson

P.O. Box 28 Costanoan
Hollister, CA, 95024

Phone: {831) 6§37 - 4238
ams@indiancanyon.org

Muwekma Ohlone Indian Tribe

of the SF Bay Area

Charlene Nijmeh, Chairperson

20885 Redwood Road, Suite 232 Costanoan
Castro Valley, CA, 94548

Phone: (408) 464 - 2892
chijmeh@muwekma.org

Muwekma Ohicone Indian Tribe

of the SF Bay Area

Monica Arellano,

20885 Redwood Road, Sulte 232 Costancan
Castro Valley, CA, 94546

Phone: (408) 205 - 9714
marellano@muwekma.org

The Ohlone Indian Tribe

Andrew Galvan,

P.O. Box 3388 Bay Miwok
Fremont, CA, 94539 Ohlone
Phone: {510) 882 - 0527 Patwin

Fax: {510) 687-9393 Plains Miwok
chochenyo@AQOL.com

This list is eurrent only as of the date of this document. Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory raspeonsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of
the Health and Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and section 5087.98 of the Public Resources Code.

This list Is only applicable for consultation with Native American tribes under Public Resources Code Sections 21080.3.1 for the propesed 988 Godotia Drive
Project, San Mateo County.
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Redwood
City/gatoma

August 4, 2022

Dear Godetia Drive Property Owner:

The City of Redwood City (City) and California Water Service (Cal Water) are currently exploring the transfer of
water utility service for certain customers on Godetia Drive from the City to Cal Water. The transfer is being
considered to provide enhanced reliability of service and fire protection to you through a new, larger water
main, which was recently installed along your street by Cal Water.

If approved by all Godetia Drive property owners along this new main and the necessary regulatory agencies,
the City and Cal Water would work together to complete the transfer with minimal interruption of service; no
or negligible impact to future water service; and no impact to water quality. Due to ongoing construction in
the area, Cal Water would absorb the costs to connect customer service lines if completed as part of this
project, unless in the unlikely event that the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC), which regulates Cal
Water’'s operations, disallows it during the approval process. If this were to occur, we would notify you and
collectively determine whether to proceed. Barring this, there would be no cost to you for the transfer.

In summary, to complete the transfer, we will need approval from all property owners along the new main, the
City Council, and the CPUC. This process could take approximately six months. We ask that you respond to
lustin Chapel by Friday, August 26, 2022, with your decision. Simply complete the information below and
email it to jchapel@redwoodcity.org, or mail to 1400 Broadway St., Redwood City, CA 94063. Answers to
potential questions you may have are on the reverse side.

Because this will benefit you at no anticipated cost, we encourage you to approve the transfer. However, the
decision to keep or change water providers is yours and your neighbors. Please note that if services are not
transferred at this time, the costs of any potential, collective future transfer would be borne by the property
owners. We appreciate your feedback and will communicate with you in the near future on next steps and
more details.

Thank you,

Justin Chapel Dawn Smithson

Public Works Superintendent District Manager

City of Redwood City California Water Service
(650) 780-7469 (650) 561-0014

Godetia Drive Water Customer Utility Service Transfer

Property Owner Name

Property Address

O Yes, transfer my service to Cal Water. [0 No, keep my service with Redwood City.

Property Owner Signature Date

18633599.7
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Q & A: Godetia Drive Water Customer Utility Service Transfer

You may have questions as you make the decision on whether to pursue the transfer of your water utility
service from the City of Redwood City to Cal Water. Below are answers to help. If you still have questions,
please contact Justin Chapel or Dawn Smithson at the phone number on the front of this letter.

Q: Why would | want to transfer my service?

A: The primary benefit of Cal Water’s larger water main is more flow, which means improved fire protection
and the capacity to accommodate property renovations.

Q: Would my monthly water utility payment Typical Monthly Residential Bill at 37 CCFs
change? Redwood City Cal-Water
Water Service Charge (5/8") $29.52 $30.04
A: The City currently bills every other month, while
y o ; Water Usage
Cal Water bills monthly. Additionally, the City has Sunits s 3ikiEx
four tiers of usage rates, while Cal Water has three Tier1 $6.13  $24.52 $6.46690 S$77.60
. . = 4 6 units x 17 units x
tiers. Based on residential rates as of July 2022, this s S735 M0  SH0EIS S139A2
chart illustrates the average monthly bill for a 10 units x 8 units x
Godetia Drive resident using 27,676 gallons, or 37 Tier 3 310-.20 $102.00 $12.1246 $97.00
= 17 units x
Ccf (1 Ccf = 748 gallons), of water in a month. Tier 4 5:3_45 $228.65
’ — Quantity Rates Sub-total $399.27 $312.02
You can also view Cal Water’s Bear Gulch District
tariff and operating rules at: Total Base Bill $428.79 $342.06
https://www.calwater.com/rates-and-
g A Surcharges
tariffs/?dist=b Total Surcharges and Credits $53.93
Q: Will the quality of my water change? Total Bill $428.79 $395.99

A: No, water quality will not change, because the water source both providers use comes from the San
Francisco Regional Water System.

Q: Will water pressure change?

A: Your water pressure from the City is currently about 115 pounds per square inch (psi) before use of a
pressure reducer. If served by Cal Water, it will be around 80 psi with no pressure reducer required.

Q: What does the transfer process look like?

A: After we obtain homeowner approvals, we will seek approvals from the City Council; the San Francisco
Public Utilities Commission, our wholesale water provider; and the California Public Utilities Commission,
which regulates Cal Water’s operations. Approvals could take six months. Once customer services are
connected to Cal Water, final paving across the entire roadway would take about one week.

Q: What if we don’t transfer now but want to transfer later?

A: If the transfer occurs now, Cal Water will absorb the additional costs into its existing water main
construction and repaving work. If residents collectively decide to transfer later, the costs will be borne by the
residents, and the road will need to be fully repaved in accordance with Town of Woodside requirements. The
estimated cost per homeowner would be about $20,000-22,000 to transfer later; this includes construction
and repaving costs.

18633599.7
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July 5, 2018

Mr. Stephan Fitch
988 Godetia Drive
Woodside, CA 94062

Re: Will Serve Notice — 988 Godetia Dr., Woodside
To Whom It May Concern:

This letter is written to confirm that the proposed project, located at 988 Godetia Dr.,
Woodside is located within the Base Rate Area of the AT&T California serving area in
the Redwood City Exchange. AT&T expects to be in a position to provide telephone
service to applicants in the above-referenced development upon request in accordance
with requirements of, and at the rates and charges specified in, it’s Tariffs that are on file
with the California Public Utilities Commission.

This offer to provide service will terminate 24 months after the date of this letter unless
both of the following first occur: 1) you, in your capacity as the developer, enter into a
written service agreement with AT&T; and, 2) you, in your capacity as developer, pay all
charges you are required by AT&T’s Tariffs to pay.

If you have any questions I can be contacted on 408-635-8824.

Sincerely,
Dave Clark
AT&T Engineer
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Pacific Gas and
3.4 Electric Company.

WE DELIVER ENERGY.”

PROJECT APPLICANT
Stephan Fitch <fitcher3000@gmail.com>

PROJECT ADDRESS
988 Godetia Dr., Woodside (APN: 068-301-100)

Re: 988 Godetia Dr., Woodside
Dear Stephan Fitch,

PG&E will serve the above referenced property with gas and/or electric service provided
the Applicant meets all requirements of the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC)
Gas and Electric Tariffs, PG&E Engineering Standards, PG&E Requirements for Service
Manual (“The Greenbook”, www.pge.com/greenbook), and pays to PG&E all necessary
payments as determined by PG&E and allowed by the CPUC Tariffs.

New gas and electric services must be installed according to PG&E’s Gas and Electric
Service Requirements Manual (The Greenbook, www.pge.com/greenbook), PG&E
Engineering Standards, and the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) Gas or
Electric Tariffs. PG&E Engineering is scheduled when your information is complete and
approved, and is subject to available time, resources, and other priority or previously
scheduled work. Contracts and payments due are prepared after Engineering is complete
and approved. Construction is scheduled when all documents and any necessary
payments have been received and processed by PG&E, your service requirements and
locations are complete and have been final inspected by the authority having jurisdiction,
and is subject to available time, resources, and previously scheduled, priority, or
emergency work. Please discuss this information with your project team. If you have any
questions, please call me at (650) 598-7239, or you may email at zxzd @pge.com.

Sincerely,

Jane Zheng

Electric Engineering Estimator
Email: ZXZD@pge.com | (650)339-2995

Pacific Gas and
Jp.jq Electric Company”®

275 Industrial Rd, San Carlos. C4 94070




COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
Engineering and Transportation Division
www.redwoodcity.org

1017 Middlefield Road
Redwood City, CA 94063
Main: 650.780.7380

Fax: 650.780.7309

Redwood
City s

October 3, 2022

Sarah Filipe
Associate Planner, Town of Woodside
2955 Woodside Road
Woodside, CA 94062
(Sent electronically)
Re: 988 Godetia Drive Lot Split (LDIV2020-0001 et seq.)
Third Review of Tentative Parcel Map (r. 10/3/2022)

Mes. Filipe:

On behalf of the water purveyor, Redwood City Engineering Division has reviewed the Tentative
Parcel Map for 988 Godetia Drive in Woodside, CA prepared by DOES Architecture. The revised TP-
1is dated 10/3/2022. A conditional will serve letter is attached from Redwood City water. Please
refer to the water will serve letter for conditions of service. As discussed, please file this
transmittal letter and conditional will serve letter with the project’s tentative parcel map
application and CEQA documents.

Additionally, Redwood City Engineering Division has the following advisory notes and comments.

Advisory Notes to Applicant:

¢ |norder for Redwood City to provide water service to the project, the conditions noted in
the will serve letter and water improvements identified on the tentative parcel map must
be completed prior to approval of the Final/Parcel map.

e An encroachment permit from Redwood City Engineering Division may be required for
installation of the proposed water main, service laterals, meters and appurtenances.

e Fees may be applicable for the encroachment permit and water connections. The latest fee
schedule is posted on the city website.

e Redwood City’s water main is hydraulically separate from Cal Water’s water main on
Godetia Drive. System performance including flows and pressures may be different in each
system.

e Future permit applications on the existing or proposed parcel(s) may require additional
review by the water purveyor.

Advisory Comments to Town of Woodside:

e Building permits such as additions and new or modified fire sprinklers may need to be
reviewed by the water purveyor. This is done to verify the proposed pressures and flows
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can be provided to the site in accordance with the water retailer’s standards and
procedures.

e Redwood City Engineering Division reserves the right to amend or alter conditions of water
service if there are any changes to the tentative map or CEQA review prior to approval of
the Final/Parcel Map.

Please contact me at (650) 780-7258 or pbaltar@redwoodcity.org if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Feucls Bolbb—

Paolo Baltar, PE, QSP/D
Associate Engineer

Attachments:
1. Conditional Water Will Serve Letter for 988 Godetia Drive Lot Split

cc: Phong Du, PE, Supervising Civil Engineer — City of Redwood City
James O’Connell, PE, PLS, QSD/P, Senior Civil Engineer — City of Redwood City
Justin Chapel, Public Works Superintendent — City of Redwood City
Mr. Stephan Fitch
File
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Date:  10/03/22 WATER SERVICE INFORMATION FORM ENGINEERING & TRANSPORTATION
WATER AVAILABILITY /[WILL SERVE / CONDITION OF SERVICES ] Utility Services
1017 Middlefield Road
Redwood City, CA 94063
Customer PHONE: (650) 780-7380
FAX: (650) 780-7309
g Payer Name Stephan Fitch
= Account Holder  Vladimir Alexanyan Water from the City's distribution system
; may be used for domestic and fire protection purposes
= Mailing Address 988 Godetia Drive
o For City Use Only:
w City, State, ZIP  Woodside CA 94062
E Requirement Prior To Issue Water Service Info Form:
= Phone Number  650-766-8056 FAX: 1 - Existing Service Inspection By PWS (Y/N) deferred
=2 2- Evidence of Application to Bidg Dept. (Y/N) deferred
< Site
e Requirement Prior To Issue Meter Quotation:
;_' Address 988 Godetia Drive (Land Division to 2 Lots) Service Type 1- Sizing Calculalion, including Fire Depl.'s
o Project # LDIV2020-0001 Water Approval if required (Y/N) deferred
< Assessor's Parcel Number 068-301-100 SFR Water
Sewer A paid Quotation and a water main extension Permit
NO SEWER (if required below) are need to obtain a Building Permit.
Yes No Yes No
E[ EI Site is within the Redwood City Water Service Area. m E Is there a water main of adequate size along the frontage of this site?
‘;Ij_-s No

D A WATER MAIN EXTENSION IS REQUIRED.

Water main installations must be designed by a Registered Civil Engineered and installed by an

appropriately licensed Contractor. Plan Review and inspection shall be performed by the Redwood
City Engineering Division. Contact the Engineering Division at (650) 780-7364 for delails.

Redwood City water service and meter currently installed and functioning at this site.

Water is available to this site upon payment of applicable fees.

Water is available to this site conditioned upon installation of water main referenced above

Water is not available to this site from the Redwood City water distribution system.

Other: 1. Prior to approval of the Final/Parcel Map, the subdivider shall design, construct and install new
water infrastructure (including mains, laterals, meters, hydrants and appurtenances) sufficient to
meet applicable Redwood City Municipal Code and applicable fire code requirements in accordance
with Redwood City Engineering Standards.

2. The subdivider shall pay the fees for any construction permit in connection with all above
improvements, and shall pay associated costs for plan review and inspections.

3. The water purveyor reserves the right to amend or alter these conditions of service if there are any

changes to the tentative map or CEQA review prior to approval of the Final/Parcel Map.

Existing Water Service
(Verified by Field Insp.)

[ IMmeter
[T ]service
[ 2" |Main Size*
[INone

Proposed Water Service
(Pending Verification & Approval)
Meter

Service
Vi Size"

By: ;Dha]/[ .g \Dﬂ

Godetia_Drive.988.WalerForm10.03.2022.xsx

Phong Du
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Fire Flow Test

Test Date: 06/10/2022 Time: 10:30
District BEAR GULCH Zone:
Address: 999 GODETIADR
Cross Street: JEFFERSON AVE
Requested By:
Conducted By: CWS
Purpose Of Test: FIRE FLOW
Witnessed By: Calwater: TODD, JACKIE, ERIK
Others:
Outlet Outlet PITOT Observed Static_ Residual
No. Size Pressure  Pressure

Location 1 Hydrant No.:NEW HYD Address: 999 GODETIA DR.

1 2.50 15 650 73 30
2
3
4
Location 2 Hydrant No.: Address:
1
2
3
4
Location 3 Hydrant No. Address:

BW N =

Total Flow Observed Available @20:

Remarks: 8" DI/CLOW 960

Static/Residual Location: S/R TAKEN AT 1075 GODETIA DR., HYD#638

Note:

California Water Service Company

6/13/2022
Plat:
Flow Flow Avail.
Observed @20
650 728
650 728

Attachment 10

Regardless of the results of this test, California Water Service Company assumes no liability beyond that
stated in the following excerpt from the P.U.C. Tarriff Schedule: "The utility (California Water Service
Company) will supply only such water at stch pressure as may be available from time to time as a resuilt

of its normal operation of the system.”
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1. CONTOUA INFOAMATION OEAIVED FAOM SURVEY
DATED 9-16-47 B LEA & BRAZE ENGINEERS, INC..
2. THE PROPOSED LAND DVISION WiLL CREATE TWO
PARCELS PARCEL A WILL BE 1,58 ACRES AND PARCILS

WILL BT 281 ACRIS.
3 THE FRONTAGE OF BOTH PARCELS 15 OFF GODETWA
WITH DRVEWAY ALCES SAME

ROADWAY EASEMENTS ON PARCELS AAND B
5. GAS ANDWATER MAINS ARE AVAILABLE ON GODETIA
DAIVE. GAS AND WATER UNES CAN BE BROUGHT INTO
‘THE PADPDSED PARCEL & ALGNG THE SIDF OF THE
DRIVEWAY.
THERE ARE EXISTING ELECTRICAL LINES AROUNU THE
PROPOSED PARCEL A AN UNDERGROUND ELICTRICAL
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153 Row EASEMENT P ey,
-

= T, AND SLOPE AREAS GREATER THAN 35%
wOTES:

Au mFEET

LOCATION IS BASED ON SURFACE EVIDENCE. 1o

TAKEM AT DOON THAESHOLD [EXTERIOR).
EASMENT NOTES:

e oM THis EXHIBIT Was
R0l PROVIDED BY THE RENEW AND IS NOT
JAMES 3 & GLORA | | FONCONSTRUCTION. A CURRENT TITLE REFORT FOR THE SUBIECT PROPERTY HAS DT
BARRON TRUST 'BECH EXAMINED Y DOFS ARCHITECTURE. EASEMENTS OF RECORD MAY EXIST THAT ARE
JANTS A £ GLORIA NOT SHOWMN ON THIS MAP.
BARAON, TRUSTEES | | umuTY NOTES:
on
s OTHERS SHOWH OM THIS MAP ARE
AREAS OF 154 OR GREATER §LONF === SEFTICLINE
AREAS OF 50% OR GREATER $L07E
PROFERTY LN £ |1 EDEPTCONNFCTION
STORM DAA LINE . TLOW URE
ELECTAICAL OVERHEAD LINE O GAS METER
SETBACK g HOINT POLE
— e FENCE UNE * MADAONE
a1 MLLTETRUNK TREZ
—  GUYANCHOR
POLVVINTL CHLOMDE P-PE
vear
L ROOF PEAK
b IRRIGATICN CONTROL JALVE
b SEPTIC DIVERSION VALVE
o AR CONDIMOMING LN B = i
= BADKILOW PREVENTER =2 e
® e reki
i BOTIONM RETAINING WAL S RS
CATOH BASIN S
). ORI e i e
O+ promcasos 0« SR
O EECTRCANETIR ™ S
B - EFOTGRADE
Pr SOTCHMACTESTIOCATON @«  TRE

b " i DOES
hel QUING PHOPOSED LOT A° fPROPOSID LOTE:
e R TOTAL OT AREA TOTALLOT AREA: TOTAL LOT A3EA° ARCHITECTUR
- PP = 026325+ 139 = L3 205,857.85 57 B5,347.91 5F 129.9795 55 J nin
16 ROW EASEMENT i 138X 213 =134 =32 OCFOR SPUT £96 ACRES 1.97 ACRES 298 ACRES. 5
\ ROAGWAY ROW. ROADWAY ROW: ROADWAY ROW:
| 24,6393 55 17,25051 57 231347 8
1 (a1 AREA*; 107 ARER® (o7 aREA*:
A} 191,253.67 5F 6B.G57.20 5F 122.596.26 SF
1 439 ACRES 158 ACRES 181 AcREs
v 524 W CALIFORMIA WAY AREA > 35% SL0PL: AREA 3 J5% SLOPE: AREA > 35% SLOPE:
\ PancaL 29,045.05 5 36,70057 5F 6238115 5F
» DE82211805 IWET AREA®®: WET AREA®S: NET AREA""
\ | srersanpraswer 1207815 ILIIAF amng
1| STEPMAN D NRASNER, TRUSTEE TR AR, 73 ACRES 138 ACRES
) GAS SERACE ‘ SMCPE 12N AVGSLOPE:  J).TEN  AVERAGE SLOPE. 2N
WETAVG SLOPE LLSIN  WETAVGSLOPE: 1651% NETAVERAGESLOPE  1208%

GODETIA DRIVE LOT SPLIT
VLADIMIR ALEXANYAN AND MARGARET MIGDAL
988 GODETIA DRIVE, WOODSIDE CA

Sriansy.

TENTATIVE PARCEL
MAP w] PERC TESTS

Pr—
P Homber, 178

oy/os/020
e—

o o = TP-1
TEL: 650 368-1137 \_1 gll,cs::lll‘TYMl\F LEGEND, & NOTES Attachment 11

INE CAN BE BROUGHT TO THE BUILDING SITE FROM
JEFFERSON, OR FROM GODETIA (ALONG THE SRR
"PROPOSED DRIVEWAY.] i

7. THE BUIDING SITE SHOWN 15 APPROXIMATELY 35X PARCEL NUMEBER: | DRB-I61-100
100" AND ALLOWS A 3200 5F SINGLE STORY STRUCTURE OWNER/SUBOIVIDER:  VLADIMIR ALEXANYAN
‘OR A 6400 5F TWO STORY STRUCTURL. 1000 GODETIA DAIVE 988 GODETIA DAIVE,

B THE BULDING SITE IS LOCATED O AN ELEVATED WOODSIDE. CA
PLATEALL TME FUTURE QUILDING 'WILL NOT BE VISIBLE “::9:1-1:’::"“ TEL:(650) 765.8056
FROM JEFFERSON, THE PROPOSED SEPTIC TANK AND oAt s
LEACH FIELD MAVE LOCATONS SIGNIFICANTLY LOWER SURVEYOR: E:%;M
THAN THE BUILDING SITE. ' 2

9 THERE ARE NO EXISTING TRAILS ON EITHER PARCEL A % S AL PO K
e ® 7 REDWOQOOD CITY, CA 94064

{5 _SITE PLAN o0 s o 100

\2 T
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4 MATURAL STATE AREAS PER WMC SECTION 153 415{8f: e b 54
NATURAL STATE AREA 2: 17,130 5F - = s PARCEL A
e AvERAGE SLOPE P
NET LOT AREA « 35% SLOPE. 32956 5F
REQUIRED NATURAL STATE AREA 40% NET AREA = 13,182 SF
NATURAL ARFAS:
AREA L 23|
AR[A Y 105705
AREA 3 o
ARLA S 23nsk
AREA 5 85 5F
TOTAL NATURAL ARFA: 8.3% NET AREA = 15921 SF
PARCEL B
NATURAL STATE AREA 1: 2383 5F NET AVIRAGE SLOPT: 1208%
NET LOT AREA « J5% HLOPE [ FitEiE-2
= PEQUIRED NATURAL STATE AREA <IL5% = N0 NATURAL STATE
AREA REQUIRED g
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NATURAL STATE AREAS PER WIMC SECTION 153.415(0):

NATURAL STATE AREA 2: 17,1305 DOSTING PARCEL

WET AVERAGE SIO9%. 1sIR
NET LOT AZEA < 35% SLOPE nTmE
REQUARED NATURAL STATE AREA 1.5% NETAREA = 19,357.54 57

g
PROPOSED
SERTIC TANK
%, WATURA, STATE AREA 3: 46157 AREA L 238358
% é AREAY: 17,1305
& AREAD: 815
E 1 Gas seRvicE aREa s3a7sF

(E1 ROW EASEMENT

3 AREAB: 5626 5F

A < AT 65758

i /5’;/”’1/:-, = AREA . 3305

. T S s === AEA 9. 85

NATURALSTATE AREA 1: 2383 5% 7 R e aaza 10 1655
. Ty

7 7 2 i aEann 1685

z ‘ iz // TOTAL NATURAL AREA: 4385 NET AREA = 40.3735F

-
NATURAL STATE AREA 10 165 5% "h ;”/%/ .
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{E) GAS &” GAS LINE
e
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NATURAL STATE AREA 7: 6,679 %
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DOES
ARCHITECTUR
FLOOR AREA WORKSHEET
PER
WOODSIDE MUNICIPAL CODE 153.055
Section Calcalated
Number APH Multiplier Flcor Area Floor Area
— — 0
g
11 1 519 =k
6 is 575 E =5
2325 & 28
120 £ 28
100 9 s =
22 S
56.25 = 28
1 18 e E -]
E) 1 385 E § &
[
BAAN FLOOR AREA PLAN o @ = @ MAIN HOUSE & GARAGE AREA PLAN ) w = & @ __10 137 a 33
Omsr 2w 27 aEs
El 12 18 © E8
5
= 13 15
El -y 16 2
15 110
16 30
17 15 46
18 11 1 225
13 20 15 065
20 0 15 33
21 10 1 2
20 15 85
20 15 5485
0 15 65
1 1 188
1 1 400
9.05 TIR13 | -
9 108.83
e 435
L] Jaor |
8 18473
1 23363 IR
65 81954
57 108.83
I 108.83
[ Ges 23116
17 10883
womor 985 13352 5
SINBLE STORY 1L 5245 —_
11 1 77
11 1 539.27 CALCULATIONS
JTotal Calculaled Floor Area
600 square feot credit deduction ool
660 sf attached garage credit deduction
Final Total Calculated Floor Area e
HOUSE, CARPORT & OFFICE AREA PLAN v w = L @ T)_KEY PLAN ® TP-4
@m’— WS




- & ¥2301S000M “INNQ ¥113009 886 i m 3 L
ot TVDIN LIUVOUVIN ONY NYANVXITY HINIOYIA : 2 nw W..
az § g g
w ; 111dS 107 3AIN0 V113009 4 4 A8
SREEBNEYRE BE EREE3E 3% GREIEEEEEE 3§ SREEFERE IR
E " ¥ :
8 : i

i

m EEEREE

AVERAGE WIDTH,
WIDTHAENGTH = 351 / 266 = 132

AVERAGE WIDTH,
WIDTH/LENGTH » 114/ 173 = 1.
TOTALUENGTH

KUERAGE LENGTH:

TOTAL WIDTH:

TOTAL WIDTH;

H
: g
i
2

i .
33932935333
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=300

AVERAGE LOT WIDTH EXHIBIT

T

1



