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July 7, 2020
W.O. 7882-A-SC

Mr. Mark Tuszynski
c/o Alan Austin & Associates
7724 Girard Avenue, Second Floor
La Jolla, California 92037

Subject: Response to City Review, closed December 12, 2018, Project No:
611654/Cycle 2, for 5692 Dolphin Place, La Jolla, California 92037

Dear Mr. Austin:

In accordance with your request and the Client’s authorization, GeoSoils, Inc. (GSI) is
hereby responding to the subject City review.  The scope of our services has included, a
review of the selected documents in the Appendix, a review of the referenced “Cycle
Issues” by the City (see the Appendix), analysis of data, and preparation of this review
response.  This response should be reviewed in conjunction with our update report for the
site (see the Appendix).  

GSI REVIEW RESPONSE

For convenience, the reviewers comments that are pertinent are repeated below in italics,
followed by GSI’s response.

Review Comment No. 1:

The project site is located within geologic hazards zones 47 and 53 as shown on the City's
Seismic Safety Study Geologic Hazards Maps, Zone 47 is characterized by coastal bluffs,
generally stable, favorable geologic structure, minor or no erosion, no landslides. Zone 53
is characterized by level or sloping terrain with unfavorable geologic structure, low to
moderate risk. (New Issue)

Response No. 1:  

Acknowledged.

Review Comment No. 2:

Storm Water Requirements for the proposed conceptual development will be evaluated by
LDR-Engineering review.  Priority Development Projects (PDPs) may require an investigation
of storm water infiltration feasibility in accordance with the Storm Water Standards (including
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Appendix C and D).  Check with your LDR-Engineering reviewer for requirements. LDR-
Engineering may determine that LDR-Geology review of a storm water infiltration evaluation
is required. (New Issue) 

Response No. 2:  

Acknowledged.  

Review Comment No. 4:

The referenced geotechnical report is over three years old and was prepared by a
geotechnical firm that is no longer in business. (New Issue)
 
Response No. 4:

Acknowledged.  A current geotechnical report is provided under separate cover.

Review Comment No. 5:

An update geotechnical investigation report that addresses the geologic conditions at the
site and the issues that follow must be submitted for review.  The geotechnical report must
be prepared in accordance with the City's "Guidelines for Geotechnical Reports,"
h t t p s : / / w w w . s a n d i e g o . g o v / s i t e s / d e f a u t l l f i l e s l l e g a c y / d e v e l o p m e n t -
services/pdf/industry/geoguidelines.pdf.  (New Issue) 

Response No. 5:

Acknowledged. An update geotechnical investigation report is provided under separate
cover.

Review Comment No. 6:

Edge of Bluff: 

Provide a current determination of the bluff edge in accordance with the methods described
i n  t h e  C o a s t a l  B l u f f S  a n d  B e a c h e s  G u i d e l i n e s .
https://www.sandiego.gov/sites/defaultlflles/legacy/development-services/pdf/industry/
landdevmanual/ldmcoastal.pdf .  (New Issue) 

Response No. 6:

Acknowledged.  A current determination of the bluff edge is provided under separate cover
in the update geotechnical report.  
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Review Comment No. 7:

Provide an accurate and precise topographic map of the ground surface of the property and
beyond to aid in establishing the location of the coastal beach, coastal bluff face, and
coastal bluff edge as defined in the City's Coastal Bluffs and Beaches Guidelines.
Consideration should be given to providing elevation contours with an interval no greater
than 2-feet. (New Issue) 

Response No. 7:

GSI respectfully disagrees with the reviewer, in that the beach and bluff are armored and
virtually no erosion has occurred since the issuance of the aforementioned older
geotechnical report.  To that end, GSI has electronically merged the current topographic
map of the pad near street grade with the older topographic map of the bluff top, bluff, and
beach for use in our analyses.   

Review Comment No. 8:

Indicate the bluff edge on the topographic map, the site plan, and site sections. The
geotechnical consultant must provide three geologic cross sections through the lot,
including the bluff edge. The cross-sections must match the site plan and include all
geologic information. Show the existing gunite faced bluff, rock revetment, 25 foot
and 40 foot coastal bluff edge setbacks and 1.5 factor of safety line on the site plan and
sections. (New Issue) 

Response No. 8:

Acknowledged.  The requested information is included in the update geotechnical report,
under separate cover.  

Review Comment No. 9:

Geologic units including fill soils and proposed lot improvements must be shown and
labeled. Fill distribution and thickness should be based on subsurface investigation by the
geotechnical consultant. (New Issue) 

Response No. 9:

Acknowledged.  The requested information is included in the update geotechnical report,
provided under separate cover.  
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Review Comment No. 10:

Bluff Recession: 

Please provide an average bluff recession rate in feet per year and the resulting feet of bluff
recession in 75 years. Please provide photographic copies or high density scans of historic
photographs used in the analysis (.jpg or .tif format) as well as copies of any other
documents used.  Please indicate the points measured as part of the analysis. (New Issue)

Response No. 10:

An average bluff recession rate and photographs are provided in the update geotechnical
report, under separate cover. 

Review Comment No. 11:

A site-specific rate must be determined for the site by using historical data, such as historic
aerial photographs. If the rate exceeds 25 feet in 75 years, please provide a bluff edge
setback suitable to preclude erosion of the bluff affecting the lot improvements for the
specified period of time (76 years). (New Issue) 

Response No. 11:

The requested information is provided in the update geotechnical report, under separate
cover.  

Review Comment No. 12:

Please provide an analysis of the potential effects on bluff stability of rising sea levels and
of the potential effects of past and projected EI Nino events on bluff stability, using latest
scientific information. The report must also provide an analysis of whether this section of
coastline is under a process of retreat. (New Issue) 

Response No. 12:

Acknowledged.  The requested information is provided in the update geotechnical report,
under separate cover.  

Review Comment No. 13:

Please address rising sea levels with respect to "California Coastal Commission Sea Level
Rise Policy Guidance, Interpretive Guidelines for Addressing Sea Level Rise in Local
Coastal Programs and Coastal Development Permits," adopted August 12, 2015 (available
at: https://documents.coastal.ca .gov/assets/slr/guidance/August2015/0_Fulll_Adopted _
Sea_ Level_Rise _Policy_ Guidance.pdf). (New Issue) 
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Response No. 13:

Acknowledged.  The requested information is provided in the update geotechnical report,
under separate cover.  

Review Comment No. 14:

Provide slope stability analysis for each geologic cross section, The consultant must
demonstrate and conclude that the site will have factors of safety of 1.5 or greater with
respect to gross and surficial bluff stability at the completion of the project. (New Issue) 

Response No. 14:

Acknowledged.  The requested information is provided in the update geotechnical report,
under separate cover.  

Review Comment No. 15: 

Construction Impacts: The geotechnical consultant must comment whether or not the
proposed scope of work as recommended will measurably destabilize neighboring
properties or induce the settlement of adjacent structures. (New Issue) 

Response No. 15: 

The proposed scope of work, as recommended, will not measurably destabilize
neighboring properties or induce the settlement of adjacent structures.  

Review Comment No. 16:

Submit original quality prints and digital copies (on CD/DVD/or USB data storage device)
of the referenced and requested geotechnical reports for our review and for our records.
(New Issue) 

Response No. 16: 

Acknowledged.  GSI will provide the requested documents and storage device to the
project architect for his submittal to the City.
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The opportunity to be of service is sincerely appreciated.  If you should have any
questions, please do not hesitate to contact our office.

Respectfully submitted, 

GeoSoils, Inc.

John P. Franklin David W. Skelly
Engineering Geologist, CEG 1340 Civil Engineer, RCE 47857

JPF/DWS/mn

Attachments: Appendix  - Selected References

Distribution: (3) Addressee (wet signed and pdf)
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