
GIBSON DUNN 

September 15, 20 11 

Samuel Unger 
Executive Officer 
California Regional Water Quality Control 
Board, Los Angeles Region 
320 West Fourth Street, Suite 200 
Los Angeles, California 90013 

Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP 

333 South Grand Avenue 

Los Ange les, CA 90071-3197 

Tel 213.229.7000 

www.g1bsondunn.com 

Patrick W. Dennis 
Direct: +1 213.229.7567 
Fax: +1 213.229.6567 
PDennis@gibsondunn.com 

Re: Kast Tank Farm- Response of Dole Food Company, Inc. to Regional Board's April 
22, 2011 Water Code Section 13267 Order to Submit Technical Report 

Dear Mr. Unger: 

This letter and the attachments are the response of Dole Food Company, Inc. 
("Dole") to your April 22, 2011 letter and California Water Code Section 13267 order 
("Order") directing Dole to provide information regarding certain topics regarding the Kast 
Tank Farm site ("Property"). 

Shell Oil Company ("Shell") seeks to have Dole named as a "discharger" under 
California Water Code Section 13304 ("Section 13304") and held responsible for the alleged 
contamination caused by Shell's operations, based solely on Dole's alleged relationship as a 
successor to Lomita Development Company ("Lomita"). Neither Lomita, nor any other 
entity or person involved in the decommissioning of the tanks and the grading ofthe 
Property, are dischargers under Section 13304. Because Lomita is not a "discharger" for the 
wastes that Shell left on the Property, neither is Dole. And, even if the Board were to find 
that Lomita could be named as a discharger, that entity no longer exists and there is no legal 
basis to name Dole as a "discharger" because of the activities of Lomita. Dole never owned 
the Property that is the subject of the Order. Dole never conducted any activity on the 
Property. In fact, neither Dole nor any of its subsidiaries had any connection whatsoever 
with the Property or with the individual or entities that chained, cleaned and decommissioned 
the reservoirs and graded the Propetiy, until 1969- three years after the tanks were drained, 
cleaned and decommissioned, the Property was substantially graded, and numerous 
residential lots had already been sold. In April1969, a Dole subsidiary, not Dole, acquired 
the remaining unsold lots in the Property and the corporations that owned Lomita. Twenty­
six years later, in 1995, that Dole subsidiary transferred its assets (which, of course, no 

Brussels· Century City· Dallas· Denver· Dubai • Hong Kong· London· Los An geles • Mun ich ·New York 

Orange County • Pa lo Alto· Par is • San Francisco· Sao Pau lo · Singapore· Washington, D.C. 



GIBSON DUNN 

September 15, 2011 
Page 2 

longer included any portion of the Property) and associated liabilities to what became, at that 
time, a separate and independent public company. Since 1995, the Dole subsidiary that made 
that transfer has been dormant, with no assets, subsidiaries, revenues or operations. In any 
event, whether or not the Dole subsidiary is a discharger, Dole does not become a discharger 
on the mere basis that it owns a corporation that is an alleged discharger. 

By way of background and as a broad overview, the Property was owned and 
operated by Shell Company of California and/or Shell Oil Company ("Shell")1 from 1923 
until 1966, when the Property was purchased by Lomita Development Company ("Lomita"). 
As detailed below, Lomita appears to have been involved in some redevelopment work on 
the Property in 1966-69. Lomita was a general partnership when it worked on the Property, 
but neither Dole nor any Dole-related entity was one of its constituent partners, nor did Dole, 
or any Dole-related entity, own or have any other relationship with Lomita or any of the 
partners. In 1969, the Property was transferred by grant deed from Lomita to the newly 
formed Barclay Hollander Curci, Inc. 

Also, an individual named Richard Barclay and "Barclay-Hollander-Curci" 
(apparently a sole proprietorship or d/b/a ofBarclayf were involved in redevelopment work 
on the Property between 1965 and 1969, but neither appears to be a predecessor to any Dole 
entity. We were unable to locate public records identifying any organizational status for 
"Barclay-Hollander-Curci" and therefore we refer to it throughout this response as "B-H-C" 
to distinguish it from Barclay Hollander Corporation or "BH Corp.," which was formed in 
1969 and is a subsidiary of Dole. As noted above, BH Corp. became a dormant company in 
1995, and has had no assets, subsidiaries, revenue or activity since then. 

While the foregoing individual and entities engaged in some redevelopment activities 
on the Property, a recent (June 28, 2011) United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth 
Circuit decision, Redevelopment Agency of the City of Stockton v. BNSF Railway Co. (9th 
Cir. 2011) 643 F.3d 668 ("City of Stockton") makes clear that, under California Water Code 
Section 13304, actions like those of Lomita, Richard Barclay and B-H-C here, do not allow a 
determination that they were "dischargers." Under City of Stockton 's holding, none of these 
entities or persons -Lomita, Richard Barclay or B-H-C- is a discharger under Section 13304 
because none of them discharged any wastes on the Property. It necessarily follows that 
neither BH Corp. nor Dole is a discharger under Section 13304 as a result of their respective 
relationships with Lomita. 

Shell Company of California changed its name to Shell Oil Company in 1928. [Ex. I.] 
7 Dole has found no records of an entity called Barclay-Hollander-Curci during the relevant time frame 

(1965-1968). Given that the name does not contain the words "company," "corporation", "incorporated" or 
any variant thereof, Barclay-Hollander-Curci may be presumed to be a sole proprietorship or d/b/a of 
Richard Barclay, who wrote letters with "Barclay-Hollander-Curci" on its letterhead . 
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Finally, there is civil litigation pending in Los Angeles Superior Court involving the 
Property, with certain individual homeowners having filed a lawsuit against Shell, BH Corp. 
and Dole, among others, alleging that the past usage of the Property by Shell as a crude oil 
storage tank farm, and certain redevelopment activities, have caused or contributed to 
property damages and personal injuries. [See Adelino Acosta, et al. v. Shell Oil Company, et 
al, Case No. NC053643 (the "Litigation").] Dole vigorously denies those allegations and 
any responsibility for the claims made in that case, but there has been very little formal 
discovery so far. 3 

In Part I, next, we provide information regarding the history, ownership and uses of 
the Property in chronological order. That section contains Dole's response to all of the 
questions posed in your April 22 letter. 4 Part II provides legal arguments and authority 
relevant to whether Dole, Lomita or BH Corp. are "dischargers" under Section 13304. 

I. Relevant History of the Property. 

A. Shell Ownership and Operations. 

Prior to Shell's purchase of the Property in 1923, it was owned by Mary Kast, and 
had a few small physical structures, including a house, a few sheds, a windmill, and a tank. 
[Exs. 2, 3.] Shell purchased the Property from Mary Kast in June 1923. [Ex. 3.] Shell 
cleared many of the small structures present on the Property [Ex. 2.] and by 1925 historical 
Sanborn maps show three crude oil reservoirs had been constructed on the Property, 
Reservoirs 5, 6 and 7. [Exs. 4, 5.] 

Though Shell held title to the Property from June 1923 until October 1966, very little 
information has been made available regarding its activities at the Property. This knowledge 
gap remains despite Plaintiffs' request in the Litigation that Shell produce all documents 

Because Dole has had no involvement in the Property and its redevelopment, Dole has no access to many 
documents and witnesses that might have relevant information regarding the Property and its 
redevelopment in the late 1960's. Despite this, Dole obtained public records and located witnesses with 
relevant information so it could respond to the Order. By way of example, Dole inquired regarding Los 
Angeles County ("County") files and witnesses, because the County had oversight over, and approved in 
detail, the redevelopment. The County has not made available to Dole the former County officials who 
oversaw and approved the redevelopment, despite requests by Dole for access to those witnesses. 
Documents and legal authorities cited in this response are listed in the attached Index and copies are 
attached as Exhibits I through 113 . 

4 The Order requires that Dole sign a ce1tification under penalty ofperjmy regarding the information 
submitted in response to the Order. That certification is enclosed, and since the answers to all your 
questions are contained in Part I, the certification is, accordingly, limited to the factual information in Patt 
I. 



GIBSON DUNN 

September 15,2011 
Page4 

relating to its activities at the Property during its 40 plus years of ownership. [Ex. 6.] The 
absence of this information leaves a large hole in the fact record. 

B. Reservoirs at Property Fall into Disrepair. 

Although it is unclear when Shell's crude oil reservoirs first began to fall into 
disrepair, internal Shell documents produced in the litigation show that Shell was aware as 
early as 1942 that the reservoirs needed repairs. [Ex. 7.] Over the decades of Shell's 
ownership, a series of repairs were made to all three reservoirs. A 1956 internal Shell 
memorandum described "Major Maintenance Items" that had occurred on the Property, 
including repairs to the roofs of Reservoir 6 (1940's), Reservoir 7 (1947), and Reservoir 5 
(1949 and 1954). [ld.] Finally, and significantly, the 1956 memorandum refers to Shell ' s 
repairing of a "leak in [the] concrete lining" ofReservoir 6 in 1943. [ld.] The document 
does not state how long the leak had been present, where in the reservoir it was located, or 
how large it was. 

Shell documents confirm that by 1959, and with surrounding propetiies being 
redeveloped for residential uses, the Property was no longer being used for crude oil storage 
purposes and specifically Reservoir 7: 

"constitute[s] an attractive nuisance which is a matter of some 
concern to Wilmington Refinery officials because of the possibility of 
children entering and being injured or killed." 

[Exs. 8, 9 ("[t]he reservoirs are essentially empty at this time, and are held on the basis of 
stand-by storage.").] 

C. Shell Seeks To Sell The Property. 

Throughout the late 1950s and early 1960s, Shell entertained various offers to 
purchase or otherwise use the Property. Shell organized inspections of the Property and 
received appraisals of the likely value of the Property. [Exs. 10, 11.] Shell represented to 
prospective buyers that it used the reservoirs to store crude oil. [Ex. 12.] 

Tragically, in March 1965, a four year old boy playing with friends on the roof of one 
of the reservoirs fell through a hole in the roof, and drowned. [Ex. 13.] After this accident, it 
appears that there was an even greater urgency by Shell to eliminate the "attractive 
nuisance." 

By April 1965, Shell decided to obtain appraisals for the Property [Ex. 14.] and the 
documents make clear that Shell expected that the Property might be used for "R-1 
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' residential' purposes." [Ex. 15.] In fact, Shell requested that the appraisals be based on the 
assumption that the Property would be used for residential development. [Ex. 10.] By this 
time, the area surrounding the Property included numerous residential developments and, on 
the north and south sides, homes had been built literally right next door. [Ex. 16.] 

D. Richard Barclay Offers to Purchase Property. 

In mid-October, 1965, a real estate developer named Richard Barclay submitted an 
offer to purchase the Property from Shell for approximately $1 million. [Ex. 17.] Richard 
Barclay's offer stated that it was "subject to the Purchaser being able to obtain a zone change 
to an R -1 zone on the industrially zoned property." [!d.] The offer also stated that Richard 
Barclay would incur all costs in seeking the zone change and that the "Seller agrees . . . to 
sign all necessary papers ... and to cooperate . . . in obtaining said zone change." [!d.] In 
the event Richard Barclay could not obtain the needed zoning change, he proposed to retain 
the right to cancel the transaction or accept the Property with its current industrial zoning 
status. [!d.] 

In internal correspondence, a Shell official supporting acceptance of the offer stated 
that he had "no concerns" regarding the "adaptability of land to residential sites upon clean­
up" or obtaining a zoning change for the Property. [Ex. 18.] 

The contract ultimately entered into between Shell and Richard Barclay stated that 
the "Purchaser shall have until April 14, 1966 to complete the entire zoning procedure" and 
that if the zoning change process was not complete by that date, Shell could choose not to 
proceed with the sale. [Ex. 19.] The offer by Richard Barclay was further conditioned on his 
receiving a favorable soil engineering report within 30 days of his acceptance of Shell's 
terms. [!d.] To have this report done, it was acknowledged that Shell would have to grant 
Richard Barclay access to portions of the Property. [!d.] In entering into the agreement 
with Shell, Richard Barclay signed on behalf of himself only. [!d.] 

Representatives of Richard Barclay were permitted to inspect the Property on 
October 21 , 1965. [Ex. 20.] An October 25, 1965 letter from Shell addressed to B-H-C5 

identified the quantities of liquids remaining in the three reservoirs on the Property. [!d.] On 
November 23, 1965, Richard Barclay notified Shell that he had received a favorable soil 
engineering report on the Property. [Ex. 21.] 

~ As in all cases, B-H-C was styled "Barclay-Hollander-Curci" without "Company," "Incorporated," 
"Corporation," or any other word that would indicate that it was an entity instead of a sole proprietorship or 
d/b/a of Richard Barclay. Because we have no information suggesting that B-H-C was a separate entity 
from Richard Barclay, and likely was a sole proprietorship or d/b/a of Richard Barclay, we refer only to 
Richard Barclay herein. 
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E. Shell Permits Richard Barclay to Begin Decommissioning the Reservoirs. 

Under the contract with Richard Barclay, Shell remained the legal owner of the 
Property until Richard Barclay could procure a zoning change to residential zoning. [Ex. 
19.] On December 1, 1965, Richard Barclay sent a letter to Shell requesting permission to 
enter the Property and commence site clearing and cleanup. [Ex. 22.] Richard Barclay 
represented that he would retain "Chancelor Ogden," a hazardous waste hauler, to remove 
any remaining liquid waste and petroleum from the Property for offsite disposal. [!d.] He 
also proposed to remove the wood and metal waste from the Property and to restore the 
Property to its natural grade. [!d.] On December 15, 1965, Shell replied and stated that work 
could begin on the Property. [Ex. 23.] Shell imposed a variety of conditions on Richard 
Barclay's cleanup efforts, most critically that Shell retained the right to cancel the agreement 
and stop Richard Barclay's cleanup efforts with just 24 hours' notice. [!d.] Richard Barclay 
agreed to Shell's terms and conditions. [!d.] 

F. Richard Barclay Designates Lomita as His Nominee to Purchase the 
Property. 

On December 28, 1965, Richard Barclay designated Lomita as his nominee for the 
purchase of the Prope1iy pursuant to the October 20, 1965 agreement. [Ex. 24.] Lomita was 
a partnership, and the partnership agreement at that time indicates there were four partners 
and all were corporations: Del Cerro Sales Co., Burwood Land Co., Bygrove Land Co., and 
Eastwood Land Co. [!d.] The stated purpose of the partnership was "the purchase, 
development and sale of certain real property in the County of Los Angeles, comprising 
approximately 43 6 acres for residential use ... it being presently contemplated that the 
property developed for residential use will be sold." [!d.] The available portion of the 
partnership agreement does not refer to B-H-C, or Richard Barclay. [Id.] 

G. Richard Barclay Begins Work on Property. 

The draining, cleaning and decommissioning of the reservoirs and removal of other 
wastes occurred throughout the first ten months of 1966. During that time, Shell remained 
the owner of the Property [Ex. 25] and took an active role overseeing these efforts. [Exs. 25, 
26, 27.] 

When doing work on the Property, Richard Barclay and Lomita complied with the 
recommendations of the professional engineering firm, Pacific Soils Engineering, Inc. 
("Pacific Soils"). [Exs. 28, 29.] The County received copies of soils reports prepared by 
Pacific Soils. [Ex. 30.] Richard Barclay and/or Lomita obtained all necessary permits and 

6 This is the approximate size of the Property. 
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approvals for this project. [Declaration of Leroy Vollmer7 ("Vollmer Decl."), ~13.] Pacific 
Soils tested the soil on the Property and concluded in its January 7, 1966 report that 
"[g]enerally the surface soils encountered will be suitable for foundation purposes." [Ex. 
31.] 

1. All liquid and petroleum wastes were removed from the reservoirs 
and disposed of offsite. 

Pacific Soils' January 7, 1966 report noted that work was underway "to waste from 
the site the water and sludge present in the reservoirs" and recommended that all such 
materials be "wasted" from the site. [Ex. 31.] By April 1966, Reservoirs 5 and 6 were 
described by a Shell employee as "empty" and "clean." [Ex. 32.] Internal Shell documents 
confirm that all three reservoirs had been fully cleaned out by August 15, 1966. [Ex. 33.] 

2. Reservoir roofs were removed and disposed offsite. 

Shell also agreed to allow Richard Barclay to handle the dismantling of the reservoir 
roofs and the disposal of the wood and metal wastes that resulted. [Exs. 22, 23.] Another 
subcontractor was hired to remove the roofs, wooden roof supports and steel support cables. 
[Vollmer Decl., ~~ 3, 7.] All ofthese materials were disposed offsite. [!d.,~ 7.] According 
to a Shell employee, by August 15, 1966, "all roofs and supporting structure [had] been 
removed, and the timber hauled away." [Ex. 33.] 

3. Concrete floors and walls of reservoirs broken up and buried with 
County approval. 

The January 7, 1966 Pacific Soils report recommended that the concrete linings of the 
reservoirs should either be "wasted" from the site or buried onsite in the fill. [Ex. 31.] At 
the request of the County, Pacific Soils recommended that the placement of concrete fill "be 
limited to one layer which will be a minimum of seven feet below finished grade." [Ex. 34.] 
Pacific Soils issued over a dozen reports and recommendations with respect to the different 
residential building lots for the various tracts on the Property and recommended burial of the 
reservoir concrete in a fashion identical or similar to that described above. [See, e.g., Exs. 
35, 36, 30.] These recommendations were consistently submitted to the County engineers. 
[Exs. 37, 30.] Many ofthem were designated as having been directly approved by County 
engineers, and they were all ultimately subject to County approval. [Exs. 36, 30, 38, 39.] In 
fact, the Grading Inspection Certificates for each tract expressly required a County engineer 
to certify that "the recommendations of the soils engineer . . . have been incorporated in the 

7 Mr. Vollmer was the owner of Vollmer Engineering and Grading Contractors ("Vollmer"), one of the 
subcontractors working on the reservoir decommissioning. 
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work." [See , e.g. , Ex. 40.] Based on the information reviewed to date, we do not believe that 
the County ever questioned the practice of burying the concrete floors and walls of the 
reservoirs and there does not appear to have been any reason why the County would have 
questioned it. 

Vollmer Engineering and Grading Contractors was hired by B-H-C to assist in the 
decommissioning of the reservoirs and return the Property to its natural grade. It appears that 
proper care was used in breaking and burying the concrete, and there were no indications that 
the concrete posed any hazards. Lee Vollmer of Vollmer Engineering confirmed that his 
company was hired to "remove the storage reservoirs and return the Property to its natural 
grade" [Vollmer Decl., ~3] and stated that, by the time his work commenced on the Property, 
"there was no liquid, oil, water or other debris present" in Reservoirs 5 and 6. [Id., ~ 5.] 
Furthermore, although Reservoir 7 "was filled with water, oil, and petroleum sediment" 
when Vollmer first came on the scene [ id. at ~ 1 0], a separate contractor, Chancellor and 
Ogden, assisted with removal of water and oil where needed. [Ibid.] Shell reported on 
August 15, 1966 that all ofthe oil was removed from the reservoirs. [Ex. 27.] 

4. Piping and additional structures were also removed from the 
Property. 

In addition, other structures and materials were removed from the site. Any piping on 
the Property that would have interfered with the development was also removed and hauled 
offsite. [Exs. 31 , 28, 41, 42.] This included piping found in the pump house structure. [Ex. 
42.] 

5. Soil from the Property was used to fill in the reservoirs and return 
the Property to street level. 

In its initial report Pacific Soils Engineering observed that "[i]n order to develop the 
property, it will be necessary to fill in the reservoirs and flatten the existing berms." [Ex. 
31.] Soil used to fill in the reservoirs and return the Property to its natural grade came from 
the berms surrounding each reservoir and surrounding the perimeter of the Property. 
[Vollmer Decl., ~ 9 ["There was enough soil in the berms to cover all of the reservoirs and 
bring the Property surface up to street level without importing any soil"].] 

The berm soil used to fill in the reservoirs appeared to be clean and not oily. 
According to Lee Vollmer, "[t]he soil from the berms was in good condition" and he "did not 
see or smell petroleum in the soil from the berms." [Id., ~ 9.] In his many visits to the 
Property, Mr. Vollmer "never observed pools of standing petroleum on the Property, nor did 
[he] observe discolored soil on the Property, other than in the northern reservoir, which soil 
was removed from the Property." [Id., ~ 12.] 
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Any oily soil was directed to Pacific Soils for review. Such soil "was segregated and 
analyzed by the soil engineers, who made a determination as to the disposition of that soil." 
[!d.,~ 9.] In fact, Mr. Vollmer has stated that "[t]he soil engineering company's 
representative was on the Property on a daily basis to observe and oversee the removal of the 
reservoirs and the grading." [Ibid.] Any oily soil was brought to the soils engineer for his 
review, and the developers relied upon the soils engineer to advise them as to the appropriate 
disposition of that soil. [Ibid.] 

There is no evidence that any imported soil was brought onto the Property by 
Richard Barclay, Lomita, or the subcontractors. In its initial soils report, Pacific Soils 
expressly stated that the existing surface soils on the Property were suitable for foundation 
purposes. [Ex. 31.] Significantly, Mr. Vollmer, who was involved in the decommissioning 
of the tanks and the grading of the Property, stated that no soil or fill was brought to the 
Property from offsite locations during the re-development process. [See Vollmer Decl., ~ 9 
["no soil was brought on to the Property to cover the three reservoirs."].] 

H. Richard Barclay and Lomita Need Extension of Shell Purchase Contract 
to Obtain Zoning Change and Shell Only Agrees After It Approves 
Cleanup of Property. 

Throughout early 1966, Richard Barclay and Lomita worked to change the zoning for 
the Property from industrial to residential, which change was a precondition to complete the 
sale. [Ex. 19.] Notices of the County's public hearing to consider the zoning change were 
sent to property owners within the area, and the first hearing took place on January 25, 1966. 
[Ex. 43.] Although the Los Angeles County Regional Planning Commission approved the 
zoning change application on February 8, 1966, the Los Angeles County Board of 
Supervisors rejected the application on March 17, 1966. [Ex. 44.] 

When Lomita asked Shell for an extension of the Shell purchase contract deadline for 
receiving a zoning change (necessitated by the initial rejection of the zoning change 
application), Shell conditioned any extension on Richard Barclay's making further progress 
on the decommissioning work, so long as it met with Shell's satisfaction. A Shell official 
recommended in a Shell internal memorandum, which memorialized a telephone 
conversation with Richard Barclay, that "no extension of the closing date be granted until the 
work indicated above is completed" to Shell's satisfaction. [Ex. 25.] During that telephone 
call, Richard Barclay asked what would "satisfy [Shell's] requirements" at the Property and 
Shell indicated that it would only grant the extension if Richard Barclay removed all oil and 
water from Reservoir 7 and removed the roofs and support timbers from Reservoirs 5 and 7, 
among other things. [Id.] Richard Barclay agreed to get this done within 30 days. [Id.] 
Once complete, a Shell representative would review the clean up to ensure it conformed to 
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Shell's requirements- otherwise, Shell would not approve an extension. [Ex. 45.] A July 1, 
1966 internal Shell memorandum states that a Shell official visited the Property to assess the 
progress on the decommissioning. [Ex. 26.] 

After significant negotiations, Richard Barclay and Lomita were able to obtain from 
Shell an extension of the time to obtain the zoning change to October 1, 1966. [Ex. 46.] 
After inspecting the Property, a Shell official observed that "[a]ll of the oil has been removed 
from the reservoirs, all roofs and supporting structure have been removed, and the timber 
hauled away." [Ex. 27.] He further commented that "[a]ll the oil sumps and deep pits have 
been filled in." [!d.] 

I. Robert Barclay, Likely Richard Barclay's Brother, Obtains Necessary 
Rezoning of Property and Afterward Lomita Becomes Owner of the 
Property. 

On July 7, 1966 Robert Barclay filed a second application for re-zoning with the 
Planning Commission on behalf of an entity named Carousel. [Exs. 44, 47, 48.] The 
Planning Commission heard the request on August 9, 1966, and granted it on September 20, 
1966. [Ex. 49.] On August 26, 1966, Shell informed the Industrial Survey Advisory 
Committee that it was supporting the change in zoning of the Property to residential use. 
[Ex. 50.] Even before the zoning change received final approval by the Board of 
Supervisors, Shell, on October 14, 1966, filed a grant deed with the County Recorder 
transferring title in the Property to Lomita. [Ex. 51.] The deed was dated October 1, 1966. 
[Ex. 51.] 

The Board of Supervisors held a hearing on October 20, 1966 regarding the re­
zoning application. [Exs. 52, 48.] Groups from throughout the community, including 
neighboring landowners, were given the opportunity to voice their opinions for and against 
the proposed re-zoning. [Exs. 43, 53, 54, 55.] On October 24, 1966, the County Board of 
Supervisors sent a letter to various Los Angeles County entities announcing that the re­
zoning petition had been approved and that the Property would be re-zoned as residential. 
[Ex. 56.] 

J. The Property Is Prepared for Development by Fine Grading of Each Lot 
and Ultimately, Individual Lots Are Sold to Buyers. 

After the reservoirs were drained, cleaned and decommissioned, and soil from the 
berms used to fill in the reservoirs, the fine grading of tracts within the subdivision 
commenced. At each stage of the grading process, the County signed off and approved the 
work of Lomita and the grading and soils engineers. [See, e.g., Exs. 40, 57, 58, 59, 60.] 
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Lomita continued its grading and building activities after being granted title in October 1966. 
[!d.] 

Title documents demonstrate that by September 1967, and perhaps sooner, Lomita 
began transferring title to individual residents. [See, e.g., Ex. 61.] In 1969, title to any 
remaining parcels that had not yet been sold by Lomita to individual purchasers was 
transferred by grant deed from Lomita to a newly-formed corporation named Barclay 
Hollander Curci, Inc. ("BHC, Inc."), a wholly-owned subsidiary of Dole (Dole was then 
known as Castle & Cooke, Inc.). [Ex. 62.] Thereafter, BHC, Inc. began transferring title to 
individual residents [see, e.g., Ex. 63.] Ultimately, all ofthe tracts in the housing 
development were sold. Today, the Property is the Carousel subdivision, consisting of 
numerous individual residences. 

K. Relevant History of BHC, Inc. from 1969 Incorporation to the Present. 

The following is a chronological history of BHC, Inc., the corporation formed in 1969: 

• March 11, 1969 - Articles of Incorporation for an entity named Barclay Hollander Curci, 
Inc. (defined above as "BHC, Inc.") are filed with the California Secretary of State. 
[Ex.64.] The newly formed BHC, Inc. was a subsidiary of Castle & Cooke, Inc., 
designated as its sole shareholder. [Ex. 65.] The officers and directors of that new entity 
are Warren G. Haight, Richard M. Macfarlane, Robert A. Minckler, Ralph E. Erickson, 
and John R. Browning. [Ex. 64.] 

• March 31, 1969 - Days after BHC, Inc.'s formation, it enters into an Agreement of 
Merger with thirteen California corporations. [Ex. 66.] These corporations include the 
constituent partners of Lomita - Del Cerro Sales Company, Burwood Land Co., Bygrove 
Land Co., and Eastwood Land Corp. as well as nine other corporations. [!d.] 

• April15, 1969- As BHC Inc.'s sole shareholder, Castle & Cooke, Inc. issues its consent, 
ratification, and approval of the Agreement of Merger. [Ex.65.] 

• February 12, 1975 --The Articles oflncorporation ofBHC, Inc. are amended, re-naming 
the entity Barclay Hollander Corporation ("BH Corp."). Castle & Cooke, Inc. is still the 
sole shareholder ofB-H Corp. [Ex.67.] 

• 1980' s-- Various Castle & Cooke subsidiaries (at different times) become sole 
shareholder ofBH Corp. [Exs. 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74.] 

• July 30, 1991 - The Articles oflncorporation of Castle and Cooke, Inc. are amended to 
change its name to Dole Food Company, Inc. ("Dole"). [Ex.75.] 
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• 1995 - Dole decides to spin-off its real estate development business to its public 
shareholders. A new entity named Castle & Cooke, Inc. ("New C&C")8 is formed as a 
subsidiary ofDole Food Company, Inc. for this purpose. The spin-off is to be 
accomplished by transferring real estate development assets of Dole and its subsidiaries 
to New C&C and its subsidiaries, and then spinning off the shares ofNew C&C to Dole's 
shareholders, who thereby become shareholders of both Dole and New C&C, at which 
point New C&C becomes an entirely separate and distinct public company traded on the 
New York Stock Exchange. 

• December 7, 1995 - As part of the spin-off transaction, the sole shareholder of BH Corp. 
(Castle & Cooke California, Inc., a Dole subsidiary) votes to sell all ofBH Corp.'s assets 
(which, of course, no longer included any portion of the Property) and the liabilities 
associated with those assets, to New C&C. The spin-off transaction is consummated and 
New C&C becomes a separate and distinct public company trading on the New York 
Stock Exchange. [Ex.76.] 

• December 7, 1995 to the present- BH Corp. has remained a wholly owned subsidiary of 
Dole since the December 1995 spin-off transaction and has had no assets, subsidiaries, 
revenue or operations throughout that time period. BH Corp. is and has remained a 
registered California corporation in good standing, but it has been dormant these last 16 
years. 

II. Legal Argument 

A. Dole Food Company, BH Corp., Richard Barclay (Nor His d/b/a B-H-C) 
and Lomita Are Not Dischargers under California Water Code Section 
13304. 

Shell seeks to have Dole (and BH Corp.) named as "dischargers" under California 
Water Code Section 13304 and held responsible for the alleged contamination caused by 
Shell's operations, based solely on Dole's alleged relationship as a successor in interest to 
Lomita. [July 28, 2010 Letter submitted by Morgan Lewis on behalf of Shell ("Shell 
Letter") at pp. 13-14.]. Obviously, if Lomita is not a "discharger" for the wastes that Shell 
left on the Property, then neither is BH Corp. Dole, which is simply the shareholder of BH 
Corp., is even farther removed. And, even if the Board were to find that Lomita could be 
named as a discharger, this entity no longer exists and there is no legal basis to name Dole as 
a "discharger" because of the activities of Lomita. Dole never owned the Property that is the 

8 Although this new Castle & Cooke, Inc. (formed in 1995) has the same name as the prior Castle & Cooke, 
Inc., that changed its name to Dole in 1991, it is entirely separate and distinct from, and not the same entity 
as, the original Castle & Cooke, Inc. which was the initial parent corporation of BHC, Inc. 
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subject of the Order. Dole never conducted any activity on the Property. In fact, neither 
Dole nor any of its subsidiaries had any connection with the Property or with the individuals 
or entities that drained, cleaned and decommissioned the reservoirs and graded the Property, 
until 1969, which is three years after the tanks were drained, cleaned and decommissioned, 
the Property was substantially graded, and numerous residential lots had already been sold. 

1. Definition of discharger. 

Section 13304(a) (emphasis supplied) defines a discharger as, 

(a) Any person who has discharged or discharges waste into the waters of this 
state in violation of any waste discharge requirement or other order or 
prohibition issued by a regional board or the state board, or who has caused 
or permitted, causes or permits, or threatens to cause or permit any waste 
to be discharged or deposited where it is, or probably will be, discharged 
into the waters of the state and creates, or threatens to create, a condition 
of pollution or nuisance, shall upon order of the regional board, clean up the 
waste or abate the effects ofthe waste, or, in the case of threatened pollution 
or nuisance, take other necessary remedial action, including, but not limited 
to, overseeing cleanup and abatement efforts. 

The Regional Board has already determined that Shell is a discharger in the March 11, 2011 
Clean-up and Abatement Order ("Order"). Shell has not appealed that Order and it is now 
final. 

2. City of Stockton Case Holds Developing Party Whose Building 
Activities Happen to Affect Distribution of Contamination Is Not a 
Discharger. 

Critical to the Board's analysis ofthe responsibility of the Developing Parties 
(defined as Lomita, Richard Barclay and B-H-C) is the very recent decision from the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, which held that Section 13304 discharger 
liability could not be applied in a factual context nearly identical to the one here. In 
Redevelopment Agency of the City of Stockton v. BNSF Railway Co. (9th Cir. 2011) 643 F.3d 
668, two railroad companies (the "Railroads") maintained railroad tracks on a parcel ofland 
that was contaminated by petroleum. [!d. at 671.] The Railroads entered into an agreement 
with the City of Stockton in 1968 to complete certain activities on the Property, which 
included "plann[ing] and approv[ing] grading and drainage improvements to the Property 
made by the State, including the installation of a 'french drain' underneath the new roadbed." 
[Ibid.] The Railroads then laid track on the property, and agreed to maintain the track, 
roadbed and drainage in exchange for the State offering them a right-of-way across the 
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property. In 1983, years after the improvements were made by the Railroads, the State 
transferred title to the underlying land to the Railroads. The Railroads transferred title to the 
property to the Redevelopment Agency of the City of Stockton ("the Agency") in 1988. 
[Ibid.] 

In 2004, the property was excavated for commercial development and petroleum 
contamination was discovered in the soil along the path of the french drain and in the 
groundwater. [!d. at 671-72.] Although testing confirmed that the contamination was very 
old and likely resulted from a nearby bulk petroleum facility where there had been several 
spills in the early 1970s, "[i]t [was] undisputed that the french drain served as a preferential 
pathway through which the petroleum contamination migrated underground onto the 
Property." [!d. at 672.] The Agency eventually incurred significant costs to clean up the 
property and brought an action for cost recovery and an injunction against the Railroads. 
[Ibid.] 

The Agency alleged that the Railroads were liable for contamination under 
California's Polanco Redevelopment Act as well as the common law of nuisance. [Ibid.] 
The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California concluded that the 
Railroads were responsible for the contamination under nuisance law and the Polanco Act ' s 
incorporation of Water Code Section 13304, but not under the Polanco Act's CERCLA 
provision9

• [Ibid.] The Ninth Circuit reversed the district court's determination regarding 
both nuisance and Section 13304 discharger liability, finding that the Railroads were not 
liable as dischargers under either legal theory. [!d. at 680.] As of the date of this letter, the 
Agency has not filed a petition for review with the United States Supreme Court, nor a 
motion for rehearing en bane with the Ninth Circuit. 

There are striking parallels between the activities of the Railroads in City of 
Stockton and Lomita and Richard Barclay, including: 

• The alleged "dischargers" had not spilled the substances causing the contamination or 
knowingly permitted such substances to migrate onto the property, and thus had no 
active involvement in the release of the contamination on the property. 

• The alleged "discharger" was engaged in the construction of improvements and/or 
grading that is alleged to have moved or redistributed contamination, which 
construction of improvements and/or grading was itself "wholly unrelated to the 
contamination." [!d. at 674.] 

9 Under the Polanco Act, a redevelopment agency may clean up contaminated property and then seek 
reimbursement from others, including those who meet the definition of"discharger" under Water Code 
Section 13304. 
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• The alleged "discharger" engaged in significant improvements to the property during 
a time period when it was not an owner of that property, and in this case- when the 
party with active involvement in the release of contaminants (Shell) was the owner of 
the property. 

• The contamination was discovered long after the alleged "discharger's" operation 
and/or ownership of the property. 

• The contamination consisted of petroleum compounds left on the property or allowed 
to migrate onto the property by others. 

The facts here are even more compelling in support of a finding of no "discharger" status for 
the Developing Parties, than in City of Stockton. There, it was undisputed that the french 
drain was the preferential pathway that ultimately caused the subsurface distribution of 
contaminants to come onto the property. Here, by contrast, there is no evidence that the 
work performed by the Developing Parties has affected the distribution of contaminants on 
the Property, certainly not in any material way. Even if Shell could establish that the 
activities of the Developing Parties "happen[ed] to affect the distribution of contamination 
released by someone else" (here, Shell is that 'someone else')- it still would not result in 
discharger liability for the Developing Parties pursuant to the holding in City of Stockton. [!d. 
at 675.] The parallels between the facts here and those in City of Stockton demand the same 
conclusion - none of the Developing Parties are dischargers pursuant to Water Code Section 
13304. 

In reaching its conclusion that the Railroads were not liable under the law of 
nuisance, which the Court concluded was part of the analysis of liability under Section 
13304, the Court reasoned that "the critical question is whether the defendant created or 
assisted in the creation of the nuisance." [!d. at 673, emphasis supplied.] While the 
district court had ruled that the Railroads' status as "but-for" causes of the contamination 
justified the imposition of nuisance liability, the Ninth Circuit corrected the District Court's 
misinterpretation of the law of nuisance, concluding that "conduct cannot be said to 'create' 
a nuisance unless it more actively or knowingly generates or permits the specific 
nuisance condition." [!d. at 674, emphasis supplied.] Here, even if the Board concludes 
that the Developing Parties' activities are a "but-for" cause ofthe contamination now 
discovered at the Property (and there is no evidence that such activities were a "but-for" 
cause), that is insufficient to impose liability as a discharger. The rule announced in City of 
Stockton is directly applicable here, and like the Ninth Circuit the Board should similarly 
udecline to /told that an otherwise innocent party who builds or installs a conduit or 
structure for an unrelated purpose which happens to affect the distribution of 
contamination released by someone else is nonetheless liable for 'creating or assisting in 
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the creation' of the nuisance." [Id. at 675, emphasis supplied.] There is no question that 
the Developing Parties did not release petroleum products onto the Prope1iy and it is 
undisputed that the Developing Parties "did not affirmatively direct [the] flow [of Shell' s 
petroleum onto the Property] or knowingly permit [Shell's petroleum] to migrate ... onto the 
Property." [!d. at 674.] 

Pursuant to City of Stockton, the Developing Parties' decommissioning and grading 
activities cannot be characterized as a discharge. The Court in City of Stockton refused to 
characterize the waste emitted from the french drain as a "discharge" because the drain was a 
mere conduit for waste initially released by others and concluded that even if the emission 
from the drain could be viewed as a "discharge," Water Code Section 13304 liability was not 
intended to "encompass those whose involvement with a spill was remote and passive." [!d. 
at 678, quoting City of Modesto Redevelopment Agency v. Super. Ct. (2004) 119 Cal.App.4th 
28, 44.] As with the Railroads in City of Stockton, the Developing Parties' involvement with 
the petroleum contamination left by Shell in the subsurface was remote and passive. [Id. at 
678.] Neither can Shell argue that the Developing Parties failed to abate a condition of 
nuisance during their time of activity on, and/or ownership of, the Property because the 
Developing Parties abated all potential nuisances of which they were aware and did so 
pursuant to the review and approval of the County, the soil engineers and Shell itself. [See 
supra at Section I(G)(3) and I(J).] 

Shell's citation to other Regional Board authority is similarly unpersuasive and 
further supports the conclusion that the Developing Parties are not dischargers. As Shell 
states, the State Water Resources Control Board has held that a landowner who is not directly 
responsible for a discharge nonetheless "permits" it when he or she has knowledge of the 
discharge and the ability to control it. [See Shell Letter, p. 11, citing In re Spitzer (Cal.St. 
Wat.Res.Bd. 1989, Order No. WQ 89-8) 1989 Cal. ENV. LEXIS 11 at *9.] But the factual 
record here shows that 

1) None of the Developing Parties disposed of waste on the Property at the time of 
the redevelopment or afterwards [See supra at Section I(G)]; 

2) None of the Developing Parties had knowledge of any discharge that required any 
removal (except those which it abated by removing materials from the Property) [See supra 
at Section I(G)]; 

3) Shell retained ultimate control over, and approval of, the re-development 10 and was 
an owner during the decommissioning of the reservoirs [See supra at Section I(H)]; and 

10 Of course, the County of Los Angeles, and its engineers, approved the decommissioning of the reservoirs, 
grading of the Property, and the redevelopment. 
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4) Neither the Developing Parties nor Dole are currently in control of the Property 
and therefore are not contributing to a continuing nuisance [See supra at Section I(J).]. 

a. There is no evidence that the Developing Parties disposed 
of waste on the Property. 

Richard Barclay and Lomita never operated the Property as a crude oil tank farm, 
which means that any soil in the top ten feet of the Property (which Shell suggests is the 
responsibility of the Developing Parties) was soil left there when Shell, as the owner of the 
Property, oversaw Richard Barclay's decommissioning of the reservoirs and grading of the 
Property. The Developing Parties did not bring any soil onto the Property as fill, nor is there 
any evidence that the Developing Parties disposed of any wastes on the Property. Thus, the 
Developing Parties did not perform any activities on the Property that resulted in 
contaminants being introduced onto the Property. 

b. The Developing Parties had no knowledge of any discharge 
(other than what they took offsite). 

While Lomita and Richard Barclay knew that Shell had stored crude oil in the 
Property reservoirs, there is no evidence that the Developing Parties were aware of any of 
Shell's other "prior activities on the Property." [Shell Letter, p. 11.] Mere knowledge that 
Shell had stored crude oil in concrete-lined reservoirs does not equate with knowledge that 
some event must have occurred that caused crude oil or some other substance to seep into the 
soil causing a contamination condition requiring abatement. [Id., pp. 7-8.] 11 The record 
shows that the Developing Parties fully cleaned out all of the reservoirs before any grading 
began, thus removing from the Property all known hazards, and that Shell (and the County) 

II 
To the extent that Shell argues that the March 11, 1966 Pacific Soils report [Ex. 78.] resulted in sufficient 
knowledge, a return to the basic language of Section 13304 belies this assertion. A discharger "causes or 
permits, or threatens to cause or permit any waste to be discharged or deposited where it is, or probably 
will be, discharged into the waters of the state and creates, or threatens to create, a condition ofpollution 
or nuisance." Lomita could not have known based on that one report and the scant information in it, that 
waste "probably will be . . . discharged into the waters of the state." [Id. ("Most of the soils in the borings 
had a petroleum odor, however the amount of actual oil contained in the soil is unknown.").] This report is 
the only one out of over a dozen analyses performed by Pacific Soils that even mentions the presence of a 
petroleum odor, and it only pertained to sampling from below one of the three reservoirs. [Id.] This 
document cannot be read with 20/20 hindsight because Lomita did not know that the tanks had been 
leaking for years (this was knowledge purely within the ambit of Shell). In addition, Lomita took no active 
steps regarding that soil, which remained in the same place (below the concrete floor, which is well below 
the 7-10 foot level highlighted by Shell as being the responsibility of the Developing Parties) that it had 
during Shell's operations and with Shell's approval to leave it there. Although the soils engineering 
company and the County were both aware of the report and its contents, there was never any suggestion 
that Lomita needed to do anything further regarding that soil. 
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reviewed and approved the completed cleanup work. [Ex. 27.] Based on the knowledge the 
Developing Parties (and certainly the County) possessed, of how Shell had used the Property 
in the past, the Developing Parties had every reason to believe that potential hazards had 
been eliminated once the reservoirs were cleaned out in a manner specifically approved by 
Shell. [Ex. 77 (Richard Barclay thanks Shell for giving him time to "remove the hazards on 
the Kast tank farm site.").] 

Shell's cited authorities are inapplicable here. [See In re Spitzer, supra, 1989 Cal. 
ENV. LEXIS 11.] The State Board held in In Re Spitzer that current owners 12 of property 
are dischargers because "[t]he discharge of the PCE did not cease when the dry cleaning 
businesses stopped. The discharge continues as long as the PCE remains in the soil and 
water. Therefore, the Owners do know about the discharge of pollutants on their property." 
[!d. at *9 -* 10.] Here, the Developing Parties did not know of any subsurface contamination 
on the Property during the time they owned or operated on it and were in a position to take 
any action. These two criteria - knowledge and control- must necessarily be satisfied 
simultaneously under relevant authority. Therefore, the Developing Parties cannot be 
dischargers because they did not have knowledge of the discharge at the same time they had 
any ability to control the discharge. 

c. The Developing Parties performed the cleanup with the 
oversight of Shell and during a time period when Shell was 
the owner of the Property. 

Shell's statement that "[t]he Developers were directly responsible for and exercised 
complete control over all aspects ofthe Property Development" [Shell Letter, p. 12] ignores 
the reality that Shell maintained ultimate control and approval over the cleanup and 
decommissioning process and actively exercised its authority. [Ex. 23 (Shell imposed 
conditions and retained right to revoke permission to enter).] Further, the removal of the 
residue and wastes from the reservoirs, taking down the wood roofs and wood/metal roof 
supports, and certain grading took place while Shell was the owner of the Property. [See 
supra Section I(G), I(H); Exs. 23, 27.] Shell inspected the Property and tied its own approval 
ofthe condition of the Property and the progress of waste removal as pre-conditions to 
allowing Richard Barclay additional time to obtain the zoning approval. [See supra Section 
I(H); Exs. 45, 25.] 

12 The current property owners in Spitzer became aware of the discharge during their ownership and when the 
discharge was continuing. As such, the Board held that these owners had a current responsibility to cease 
to discharge. None of the entities referenced in the Regional Board' s 13267 Order are current property 
owners and therefore cannot be considered "dischargers" as a result of the new knowledge of 
contamination at the Kast Property. 
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d. The Developing Parties have no current control over the 
Property or discharge. 

Shell's reliance on Zoecon is similarly misplaced, as that case involved the issue of 
whether waste discharge permits should be imposed on a current landowner even though 
wastes had been placed on the property by a former owner. [In re Zoecon Corp. 
(Cal.St.Wat.Res.Bd.1986, Order No. WQ 86-2) 1986 Cal. ENV LEXIS 4.] The State Water 
Resources Control Board held that waste discharge permits should be imposed, emphasizing 
the objecting party's status as the current landowner, reasoning that "it is this very role that 
puts [the landowner] in the position of being will(sic) suited to carry out the needed onsite 
cleanup. The petitioner has exclusive control over access to the property. As such, it must 
share in responsibility for the clean up." [Id. at *15.] 

Neither Spitzer nor Zoecon can be extended to require the Developing Parties, let 
alone BH Corp. or Dole, none of which are current landowners, be named as dischargers. 

3. Richard Barclay and Lomita's activities during the 1960s did not 
violate any laws or regulations, and therefore fall within the 
13304(j) exception to discharger liability. 

Section 13304 was never intended to apply retroactively to activities that occurred 
before its enactment date of January 1, 1970 (more than three years after the 
decommissioning of the reservoirs and the heavy grading of the Property to restore it to its 
original grade). Section 13304, as originally enacted, was silent on the issue of retroactivity, 
thereby triggering the presumption that "a statute that is ambiguous with respect to 
retroactive application is construed ... to be unambiguously prospective." [Myers v. Phillip 
Morris Companies, Inc., (2002) 28 Cal. 4th 828, 841, citing INS v. St. Cyr, (2001) 533 U.S. 
320-321, fn 45 and Lindh v. Murphy, (1997) 521 U.S. 320, 328, fn. 4.] Although Section 
13304 was amended in 1980 to add in the past tense for certain terms such as "discharges," 
this addition of the past tense does not overcome the presumption against retroactivity. 
[Myers, 28 Cal. 4that 842-843.] The legislative history further confirms that retroactivity 
was discussed during the time of the bill's consideration by the legislature and ultimately 
resulted in the addition of Section 13304 (f) (which is now Section 13304G)). [See Exs. 84, 
87, 110.] 

Section 13304G) states that Section 13304 will "not impose any new liability for acts 
occurring before January 1, 1981, ifthe acts were not in violation of existing laws or 
regulations at the time they occurred." Here, the relevant activities occurred during the mid 
to late-1960s and there is no evidence that the Developing Parties violated any law when 
carrying out their activities at the Property. Rather, the opposite is true - the Developing 
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Parties obtained all necessary permits and approvals from the County for their activities on 
the Property. [Vollmer Decl., ,-r 13; See Sections I(J) and ((G)(3) supra.] 

Further, the Developing Parties did not violate nuisance laws that existed prior to 
1981 [City of Stockton, supra, 643 F.3d, at 674-75] 13 and were not the creator ofthe nuisance 
condition. [Ibid. (summarizing law of nuisance and finding that the Railroads, whose 
activities are strikingly similar to those of the Developing Parties here, did not violate 
nuisance law).] Thus, the facts here are distinguished from those in other State Board 
decisions that have held that direct dischargers could not invoke Section 13304(j) because 
they had actively created a nuisance in violation of pre-1981 nuisance law. [See In re 
Petition of Lindsay Olive Growers (Cal.St.Wat.Res.Bd. 1993, Order No. WQ 93-17) 1993 
WL 522521, *4-*5 (holding that olive processing plant that directly released wastewater into 
brine ponds could not invoke Section 13304(j) because its conduct violated pre-1981 
nuisance law); In rePetitions ofCounty of San Diego et al. (Cal.St.Wat.Res.Bd. 1996, Order 
No. WQ 96-2) 1996 WL 101751, *4 (holding that the County of San Diego, which directly 
deposited wastes into a landfill between 1960 and 1963, could not rely on the Section 
13304(j) exception because its actions created a nuisance).] 

Just as they did not create a nuisance, Richard Barclay and Lomita did not fail to 
abate a nuisance. Under California Civil Code Section 3483, "[e]very successive owner of 
property who neglects to abate a continuing nuisance upon, or in the use of, such property, 
created by a former owner, is liable therefor in the same manner as the one who first created 
it." [Cal. Civ. Code § 3483.] In interpreting this statute, courts have held that "one who has 
not created a nuisance must be shown to have knowledge of its existence before he can be 
held [liable]." [Reinhardv. Lawrence Warehouse Co. (1940) 41 Cal.App.2d 741, 746; City 
of Stockton, supra, 643 F.3d at 675-76.] This is based on the reasoning that while "[t]he 
creator of a nuisance is presumed to have knowledge of his own acts . .. there is no 
presumption that the successor to the title to realty has knowledge of the acts of his 
predecessor in interest." [Reinhard, supra, 41 Cal.App.2d at 747.] To be liable for having 
failed to abate a nuisance, therefore, Richard Barclay and/or Lomita must be shown to have 
known of subsurface contamination requiring abatement [City of Stockton, supra, 643 F .3d at 
677], but there is no basis to draw that conclusion here. [See Sections I(G), (H), infra; Ex. 79 
(Pacific Soils concluded that "[g]enerally surface soils encountered will be suitable for 
foundation purposes"); Vollmer Decl., ,-r,-r5, 9, 1 0; Ex. 77 (Richard Barclay thanks Shell for 
giving him time to "remove the hazards on the Kast tank farm site"); Ex. 27 (Shell employee 

l! City of Stockton analyzed the conduct by the Railroads there in 1968 under applicable nuisance law [!d. at 
673-677] and focused on the Restatement (Second) of Torts,§ 839 (a) and (c) (1979). Like the Railroads 
there, the Developing Parties here did not know of any nuisance nor can any argument be made that they 
failed to take reasonable steps to abate any condition or nuisance given the oversight and approvals of the 
County and Shell. [!d. at 675.] 
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states that "[a]ll ofthe oil has been removed from the reservoirs, all roofs and supporting 
structure have been removed, and the timber hauled away".] 

If the Board determines that Section 13304G) is inapplicable to these facts, then the 
effect would be to render the statutory provision virtually meaningless and that is not 
consistent with cases analyzing statutory construction. [Woods v. Young (1991) 53 Cal.3d 
315, 323-24; California Mfrs. Assn. v. Public Utilities Com. (1979) 24 Cal.3d 836, 844 
(statutes are not to be interpreted in a way that renders them meaningless).] If the exception 
does not apply here, then it is difficult to imagine a circumstance where it would apply. 

4. Shell's citation to CERCLA strict liability cases is misplaced, 
because they address an entirely different statutory scheme and 
are not persuasive for interpreting discharger liability under 
Section 13304. 

In its July 28, 2010 letter, Shell improperly cites to various cases interpreting what 
constitutes "disposal" under 42 U.S.C. § 9607(a)(2) in its attempt to argue that Richard 
Barclay and Lomita were dischargers under Section 13304(a). Shell's reliance on CERCLA 
authorities is misplaced and should be disregarded. [City of Stockton, supra, 643 F.3d at 
677-78.] City of Stockton confirms what Shell acknowledges in its letter, that under Section 
13304, a landowner must have both knowledge ofthe discharge and the ability to control it 
in order to be liable as a discharger. [See City of Stockton, supra, 643 F.3d at 677-78; Shell 
Letter, p. 11, citing Arthur Spitzer, et. al., supra, 1989 Cal. ENV. LEXIS 11 at *9-*10.] 
CERCLA, 14 by contrast, does not contain a knowledge requirement because it is a strict 
liability statute that imposes liability on an "owner or operator" that disposes of hazardous 
wastes, regardless ofthe party's mental state. [3550 Stevens CreekAssocs. v. Barclays Bank 

14 California has a CERCLA equivalent, which is the Carpenter-Pres ley-Tanner Hazardous Substance 
Account Act, detailed in California Health and Safety Code Sections 25300-25395.45. [CiO' of Stockton, 
supra, 643 F.3d at 677.] Liability under this statute hinges on whether a party would be liable under 
CERCLA. [Cal. Health & Safety Code §25323.5(a)(l).] California's Polanco Act (Cal. Health & Safety 
Code § 33459) expressly distinguishes between parties liable under this CERCLA equivalent, which 
governs hazardous substance disposal, and parties liable as dischargers under Water Code Section 13304. 
Under the Polanco Act, a redevelopment agency can recover costs incurred to remediate contamination 
from a "responsible party" under either (1) Health and Safety Code Section 25323.5 (the CERCLA 
equivalent) or (2) Section 13304. [Cal. Health & Safety Code§ 33459(h).] This statutory scheme would 
make no sense if disposal liability under CERCLA was the same as discharger liability under Section 
13304. The Ninth Circuit's separate analyses of the two statutes in CiO' of Stockton further confirms that 
they are two different bases for liability. [City ofStockton, supra, 643 F.3d at 677-78 .] 
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of California (9th Cir. 1990) 915 F.2d 1355, 1357.] These authorities are not relevant to the 
determination of whether the Developing Parties are dischargers pursuant to Section 13304. 15 

5. Even if Richard Barclay I B-H-C of the 1960s was a discharger 
(and it was not), present-day BH Corp. cannot be held liable for 
its actions. 

The present-day BH Corp. is not the same entity or a successor to the "B-H-C" that 
entered into the December 1965 agreement with Shell to begin the decommissioning of the 
Property reservoirs. Based upon available records obtained from the California Secretary of 
State, there does not appear to have been an entity known as Barclay-Hollander-Curci 
existing in California in December 1965 (or at any other time prior to 1968) and therefore 
those records reveal nothing about the 1965 B-H-C, or its formal structure and existence. 16 

Present-day BH Corp. came into existence in March 1969, when Articles oflncorporation 
were filed for an entity identified as Barclay Hollander Curci, Inc., which was formed as a 
subsidiary of Castle & Cooke, Inc. On March 31, 1969, shortly after BHC Inc.'s formation, 
various California corporations were merged into the entity including the four corporations 
that were the constituent partners of Lomita and nine other corporations. In February 1975, 
BHC, Inc.'s name changed to BH Corp. 

This corporate chronology shows that the present BH Corp. is not the same as 
Richard Barclay or his apparent sole proprietorship or d/b/a "Barclay-Hollander-Curci" that 
entered into the 1965 agreement with Shell to clean up the Property and decommission the 
reservoirs. There does not appear to be any legal relationship between B-H-C from 1965-
1966 and either Lomita, BH Corp. or Dole. Therefore, these latter entities cannot be held 
"dischargers" as a result of the activities of B-H-C. 17 

15 Shell's reliance on CERCLA authorities to interpret Section 13304 discharger liability is especially 
inappropriate here. Shell asserts that the contamination at issue is crude oil (Shell Letter, p. 2.), but 
CERCLA's "petroleum exclusion," excludes from the coverage ofCERCLA "petroleum, including crude 
oil or any fraction thereof ... " [See 42 U.S.C. § 960 1(14); Wilshire Westwood Associates v. Atlantic 
Richfield Corp. (9th Cir. 1989) 881 F.2d 80 1.] 

16 

17 

The first time that any entity with the name Barclay Hollander Curci appears in the records of the 
California Secretary of State which we have been provided is September 1968 when an entity known as 
College Hills, Inc. changed its name to Barclay-Hollander-Curci, Inc. [Ex. 80.] Within a few months, the 
entity ' s name was changed back to College Hills, Inc. [Ex. 81.] There is no evidence that this entity had 
any connection to the Propetty. 

In any event, per City of Stockton, B-H-C is not a discharger either. [See Section II.(A)., irifra.] 
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B. Dole Food Company Had Nothing to Do with the Development of the 
Property, and It Cannot Be Held Liable for the Actions of Its Subsidiary 
BH Corp. 

Shell essentially argues that BH Corp.'s status as a "wholly-owned" subsidiary of 
Dole means that automatically Dole should be held responsible for the liabilities of its 
subsidiary. This is contrary to a fundamental premise of California law that "[a] parent 
corporation is not liable on the contract or for the tortious acts of its subsidiary simply 
because it is a wholly owned subsidiary. Some other basis ofliability must be established." 
[Northern Natural Gas Co. of Omaha v. Super. Ct. (1991) 64 Cal.App.3d 983, 991; Inst. of 
Veterinary Pathology, Inc. v. Cal. Health Labs. , Inc. (1981) 116 Cal.App.3d 111, 119 ("A 
parent corporation is not liable for the torts of its subsidiaries simply because of stock 
ownership").] Courts will only pierce the veil when "the facts are such that an adherence to 
the fiction of the separate existence of the corporation would, under the particular 
circumstances, sanction a fraud or promote injustice." [Associated Vendors, Inc. v. Oakland 
Meat Co., Inc. (1962) 210 Cal.App.2d 825, 837 (citations omitted).] In other words, piercing 
the corporate veil is the exception, not the norm and is applied only under the extremely 
narrow circumstances where conduct of the corporation amounts to fraud or bad faith. Such 
extreme circumstances do not exist here. 

To prevail on a claim of"alter ego," a party must show (1) that there is such unity of 
ownership and interest that the separate personalities of the subsidiary and the parent no 
longer exist1

g and (2) that ifthe acts are treated as those ofthe subsidiary alone, an 
inequitable result will follow. [Doney v. TRW, Inc. (1995) 33 Cal.App.4th 245, 249, citing 
Mesler v. Bragg Management Co. (1985) 39 Cal.3d 290, 300; see also Neilson v. Union Bank 
ofCal. , N.A . (C.D. Cal. 2003) 290 F.Supp.2d 1101, 1115-16.] Both ofthese factors must be 
established to pierce the corporate veil. [US. Fire Ins. Co. v. Nat. Union Fire Ins. Co. of 
Pittsburgh (1980) 107 Cal.App.3d 456, 469.] 

Importantly, to meet the second prong of the test, "it is not sufficient to merely show 
that a creditor will remain unsatisfied if the corporate veil is not pierced, and thus set up such 
an unhappy circumstance as proof of an 'inequitable result.'" [Associated Vendors, supra, 
210 Cal.App.2d at 842.] This is because "[t]he purpose of the doctrine is not to protect every 
unsatisfied creditor, but rather to afford him protection, where some conduct amounting to 
bad faith makes it inequitable . . . for the equitable owner of a corporation to hide behind its 
corporate veil." [Ibid., emphasis supplied; see also Clejan v. Reisman (1970) 5 Cal.App.3d 

13 Here, it would be impossible to argue that Dole was an "alter ego" for any of the persons or entities 
involved in decommissioning activities at the Property. Dole's subsidiary was involved in the Property no 
earlier than 1969 while the activities allegedly giving rise to discharger status appear to have occurred 
much earlier than that time. 
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224, 239 (holding that merely pointing to the inadequate capitalization of a corporation is not 
enough to support alter ego liability of its shareholder in the absence of a showing of some 
sort of fraud or an attempt to escape liability by the shareholder. 19

).] In other words, under 
California law, "in order to enforce the alter ego theory of liability bad faith must be shown." 
[US. Fire Ins. Co., supra, 107 Cal.App.3d at 469, citing Hollywood Cleaning & Pressing 
Co. v. Hollywood Laundry Service, Inc., (1932) 217 Cal. 124, 129.] Shell's bare statement 
that "[b ]ased upon publicly-available filings , BH Corp. remains wholly-owned by Dole Food 
Company, Inc." [Shell Letter, p. 13] is just the sort of conclusory, unsupported allegation 
that courts have routinely held insufficient to allege that piercing of the corporate veil is 
proper. [See Nielson, supra, 290 F.Supp.2d at 1115-16; Eclectic Properties East, LLC v. 
Marcus & Millichap Co. (N.D. Cal. Jan. 29, 2010) 2010 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 7381 at *15-*16; 
Jackson v. Balanced Health Products (N.D. Cal. June 10, 2009) 2009 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 
48848 at *18 .] 

Shell has not and cannot allege facts regarding the relationship between Dole and BH 
Corp. that show bad faith on the part of Dole, because no such bad faith exists. BH Corp. 
became a dormant company in 1995, and has had no assets, subsidiaries, revenue or activity 
since then. The existence, structure, activities and assets of BH Corp. have not changed 
since 1995 -long before any investigation or Litigation concerning the Property began and 
long after the redevelopment activities ended. As such, Dole would vigorously contest any 
effort to pierce the corporate veil. 

The record demonstrates that the current corporate structure of BH Corp., and its 
present relationship to its sole shareholder Dole, is not the result of "conduct amounting to 
bad faith" on the part of Dole. [See Associated Vendors, supra, 210 Cal.App.2d at 842; see 
also Arnold v. Browne (1972) 27 Cal.App.3d 386, 397, overruled on other grounds in 
Reynolds Metals Co. v. A/person (1979) 25 Cal.3d 124, 129.] This is simply not a situation 
where a parent company is "asserting[ing] [a subsidiary's] corporate separateness in order to 
commit fraud and other misdeeds with impunity." [Las Palmas Associates v. Las Palmas 
Center Associates (1991) 235 Cal.App.3d 1220, 1249; see also Leek v. Cooper (2011) 194 
Cal.App.4th 399, 418-19 (reasoning that "[t]here also must be some conduct amounting to 
bad faith that makes it inequitable .. . to hide behind the corporate form" .] Piercing the 
corporate veil requires a showing of bad faith, [United States Fire Ins. Co., supra, 107 
Cal.App.3d at 469, citing Hollywood Cleaning & Pressing Co., supra, 217 Cal. at 129], and 
mere "[d]ifficulty in enforcing a judgment does not alone satisfy this element [that of 
demonstrating an inequitable result]." [Leek, supra, 194 Cal.App.4th at 418; Associated 
Vendors, supra, 210 Cal.App.2d at 842.] 

19 Here, of course, there is not even a suggestion that BH Corp. was undercapitalized. 
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There is no basis for holding Dole liable for any alleged liabilities of its subsidiary 
BH Corp., or, for that matter, Lomita. 

III. Conclusion. 

Dole, BH Corp., Lomita, and Richard Barclay are not dischargers as a result of their 
activities at the Property, pursuant to the definition of that term in Section 13304 and 
authoritative case law interpreting that section. Dole made substantial efforts to answer all of 
the questions posed by the Regional Board in the Order. However, as stated, this response is 
limited to information now known to Dole, which it was able to obtain and review in the 
limited time allowed for this response, and Dole reserves its rights to supplement this 
response with additional information. 

atrick W. Dennis 
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DECLARATION OF 

DAVID BUFFINGTON 



Declaration of David Buffington 

I, David Buffington, do hereby declare, under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of 

California, that I am Senior Counsel and Director of Labor & Employment for Dole ,Food 

Company, Inc. ("Dole"), that I am authorized to attest to the veracity of the factual infonnation 

contained in Section I of Dole's September 15, 2011 Response to the Regional Board's April22, 

2011 Water Code Section 13267 Order. I have reviewed the factual information contained in 

that section, and I am informed and believe that such information is true and correct. This 

declaration was executed at Westlake Village, California on September 15, 2011. 

~-W 
David Buffington 



DECLARATION OF 

LEROY H. VOLLMER 



Declaration of Leroy H. Vollmer 

I, Leroy H. Vollmer, declare as follows: 

1. I am an individual residing in Torrance, California. I am 81 years old and I 

have been retired about ten years. Vollmer Engineering and Grading Contractors 

(the "Company") was an earthmoving company begun by myself. By 

approximately 1954, I was the sole owner of the company. By 1963, I was 

partners with my father, Frank Vollmer, in the Company. The Company was 

dissolved in approximately 1990. 

2. During the mid-1960's, the Company was hired by George Bach of Barclay 

Hollander Curci to work on a project in Carson, California, which I understood to 

be a former Shell Oil Company crude oil storage facility (the "Property"). The 

Property was located in what is now Carson, California, although at the time, it 

___ ____._w_._.a...,s~ocated in an unincorporated area of Los Ang~s County (the "County" . 

3. The Company was hired to remove the storage reservoirs and return the 

Property to its natural grade. As described below, other subcontractors (not the 

Company) were hired to perform certain aspects of the removal of the storage 

reservoirs, including removal of residual liquids and materials from the reservoirs, 

removal of residual liquid from the pipelines on the property, removal of piping 

from the property, and removal of roofs and roof supports. 



4. There were three storage reservoirs on the Property, which I was informed 

had been used to store crude oil. Two of the reservoirs were approximately the 

. same size and the third reservoir, which was on the northern end of the Property, 

was larger than the other two reservoirs. Each reservoir was recessed into the 

ground and completely encased with large earthen berms constituting the sides of 

the reservoirs. Each reservoir was lined with concrete on the bottom and sides. 

There were roofs on each reservoir, supported by internal wooden beams that were 

reinforced with steel cables. 

5. When I saw the inside of the two smaller reservoirs, there was no liquid, oil, 

water or other debris present. In fact, the interior of these two reservoirs was clean 

and dry. 

6. The condition of the largest reservoir was different than that of the two 

smallest reservoirs. Based on my observations, I believe the largest reservoir 

----f.;Jco~n+rtR1aimnfge,d--appro-ximately 3 feet o-f-water, appro-xim-ate-1-y---l-feot ofoil floating Gn-to-p-----­

of the water, and approximately 1 foot of petroleum sediment. I had understood 

from George Bach, who supervised the work on the Project, that a child had fallen 

through the roof of this reservoir while playing and had drowned, prior to Barclay 

Hollander Curci's purchase of the Property. 

7. Removal of the reservoirs from the Property started with removal of the 

roofs and roof supports, which were removed from the Property by the 

2 



subcontractor hired to perform that work (not the Company). Then, personnel of 

the Company used heavy equipment to punch through the walls of the reservoirs. 

Again, when my employees punched through the walls of the two smaller 

reservoirs, we found the concrete walls and flooring of the reservoirs to be clean. 

8. The Company was instructed by George Bach to break up the concrete walls· 

and flooring of each reservoir and then bury them in place. It is my understanding 

that the soils engineer who had been hired for the project concurred in that 

recommendation and that the County had also approved this plan. The County 

required the Company to bury the concrete a certain number of feet below ground 

surface. The Company followed that requirement and painstakingly broke up the 

concrete floors and walls of each reservoir. George Bach inspected the interior of 

each reservoir before he approved burial of the concrete floors and reservoirs. 

9. Once the concrete was properly broken up, it was covered with soil taken 

from the berms surrounding each reservoir._There.was_enougb soil in the berms to 

cover all of the reservoirs and bring the Property surface up to street level without 

importing any soil. Therefore, no soil was brought on to the Property to cover the 

three reservoirs. The soil from the berms was in good condition~ I did not see or 

smell petroleum in the soil from the berms. If oily soil was encountered during the 

Company's work, that soil was segregated and analyzed by the soil engineers, who 

made a determination as to the disposition of that soil. The soil engineering 

3 



company's representative was on the Property on a daily basis to observe and 

oversee the removal of the reservoirs and the grading. 

10. The removal of the largest reservoir on the north side of the Property was 

more difficult than the other two reservoirs because this reservoir was filled with 

water, oil and petroleum sediment. A separate subcontractor, which I believe to be 

Chancellor and Ogden, was hired to remove the liquid materials and dispose of 

them off site. Chancellor and Ogden used a hose attached to a vacuum truck to 

remove the water and then remove the oil. The water and oil were taken off the 

Property using different vacuum trucks. The Company's equipment worked to 

assist the Chancellor and Ogden operation by crowding the oil/water remaining on 

the floor of the northern reservoir. An earthen berm was used as the method for 

crowding the liquid toward the west end of the reservoir. When, ultimately, no 

liquid was left in the reservoir, the earthen berm which had been in contact with 

~~~----'the-water and oil sludge remained.-This dirt/sludge mix v,ras tm""'ck~e~d.l---VOfHf~st-!-lit~e~b~)~--' ~~~~~­

others. A different company was hired to remove the remaining petroleum residue 

from the northern reservoir and take that off site. Once the materials were 

removed from the reservoir to the satisfaction of George Bach, the concrete floors 

and walls were broken up and covered in the same manner as the other two 

reservmrs. 

4 



11. The Company also assisted in the removal of the pump house on the 

property. Other subcontractors removed the liquid from the pump house piping 

and the Company removed the pump house piping from the Property. The 

Company broke up the concrete of the pump house, which was below ground 

surface, and buried it in the same manner as the concrete in the reservoirs. 

12. I visited the Property frequently during the Company's work. I never 

observed pools of standing petroleum on the Property, nor did I observe discolored 

soil on the Property, other than in the northern reservoir as described above, which 

soil was removed from the Property . 

. 13. The Company performed this project in a professional, workmanlike, 

careful, and precise manner. The quality of the Company's work was observed by 

the soil engineering company who provided reports to the County as to the 

progress of the work. The Company performed its work on the Property in 

ompliance with all safety requirements and other appl~le regulations. Barclay 

Hollander Curci obtained all necessary permits and approvals for this project and 

never received any notices of violation or other citations throughout the project. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed this 91
h day of September 2011 at Torrance, California. 

~M~ 
Leroy H. Vollmer 
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for C~ge o.r 11u-.. 

PRh& CH41~Gllti. NM!ii 

Tho peti tiu IHl.Ci. ar; ~1.ca. tJ.on of f!h.ell Ceapan.r of 

Ca.Litu:r:n141?o1 a oGr,.aoration._, t.'er ebangi!l ot n&u., was .t'i.ltK~ l.fi t.b 

tb.lill 1J.bo~e enti tlad court Qn the 8th . da7 o.t' November ,J.928,. 

and th$Z'.udter on thl\.l 8th Ja)" &t November w' J..H8, e)n the 

aotl.cm. &f U:e~;::sre. &tcCuto.b.en,. OlnV·1 Jl&ancm & ez.~~~-~- &ttornqa 

tor 'he s.:...id })itt1iioner1 tu &bo'f'tt Qntitl.ad co-urt ude 1~s cr~v 

·&ti.reci»ina a.ll ttttrsou· 1tlt ...... a· 1.1r tti'e· a:wn anw to apJ-.r 

b~tove De,_._t »•·-~ u.z.eet OD ta& J.~;\;4 ear ot ~ 

l:Jf!t.\1 &. t 10 o-f e.loat A •••-. ctf 8-Eliri :.ia)' or &~: Joan th61''~»-
• 

20 tbiD.:re to abott O&uafil• if &AJ" they h&v~, wi1:F tft& s.aid &.ppl14LU.Ota 

21 sh.ou~d not ~& grunted. 

22 'l'aereet'SOJ" on tbe , P~t:h da;r o! ..,,,pq...,.. l9~a, in . 

23 y~rfi 1anc~ or the :said o:roer to sb.<JI'" c-ausa, t.tae S-Aid pet1t1cm 

24 

25 

26 

27 

JUdge t.n~reo.t prfld .. 41nc1 and ptJ.ot· 'i'a• Md-l'.lr to ~e &~tiefac-tion 

of til(t court o! tba publiOiil.'t:ie, 4\.~ raqu.i:rd bT law, o.f a. co-,.7 

28 o.t• thlJ Ail! Ol"iGr to sho~ oo.us.e, a;nd evidttaee Wl>B intrl"..tch)Cod 

29 itt aupport ot t.u Aid _pe·ti,.ton an<i &vplic ·.tion ani! no one ap .... 

30 

DRES 0002 



:< • 

--

1 WherettJre ·' aboYe en t 1 tled court now f. ds a 

2 (l) That 11. cop)' or tne·said orcier to show causa was 

3 pi:b~1shad for four (4)·successivo weeks• to-wit 1 from. the 9th 

4 day of Novemb~r, 1926, to tho 7th day- ot' Deo·~aber, 1928, bo.th 

5 i:':clusive, in THE l_lliCORD!R, a newspaper of g~nora.l aircul~-tion, 

6 pri.n'i"ed and published 1n the City and County of San Francisco, 

. 7 ::~tata of California, de:dgnatou in the laid order a~.; the new:1-

8 paper in which th~ ~<:lid order s~ould be published, and a duly 

9 a:~ecuted a!'f1dav1t of the said. public.:... tion w;:...s filed with the 

10 aaid court on the hearing of tha npplic<~ tion made L-: th;e Said. 

11 pet.1t1on. 

12 (2) Th~t the ~etitionar, Shell Company of Cc-. .LU'ornia, 

13 w.::.;.~, or1 the dat·~ of th':; filing of the s:d::l J.:H~tition, is ~mr, 

14 anu at all th;:; times horoi.It znentioned 1~-;.s be·<m 1 a corporation 

15 d.uly orgaaizeC:. and e;~isting under and uy v1rtui'"; of' the laws ot 

16 tha 8tat;; of' Ca~i.!orn1a, with its o.fficc! and. principal place 

17 of lY~siness <lt i·lo.2GO Busb Stri~et, in thH City a.nd Comtty of 

· 18 San Frai'!Ci.sco, Stt'!.t·:; of California. 

19 (3) :fh.:t t ttE: art1e1e~:~ of incor.pora tion of' peti tiouer 

20 ~iero originally filed in the office of th€1 clerk of the City and 

21 Gounty of Sun Fr<:ttlcisco, Stato oi' California, anG tbat propGrty,_ 

22 both real and personal, owned by petitioner is situated in the 

23 s.;;.id City and County. 

24 (4) 'l'bElt th~ d$-tt:i of to:r~tion o.t· petit1on_•r a.a a 

25 corporation was the acJtb da7 o£ J'r.il.y-, l9l5, and. ttwt tb.e pres.ent 

26 nti.ae ~ petitioner 1s Sba.U C•pa.ny ot Clllifornia • 
. ·.• : 

27 (5) !bat the nue proposed for pet1 tioner is tiiDll.t 

21 aU. ~.U. 

21 (t) fba t petitioner is engaged 1n the production.man-

10 uracttl1'e aud dist-ribution of petroleua products anti by-products 
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STATE 0!' CALIFOim IA 
' BB 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) 

~- this ~ day of Jane, A. D. 1923, before me, 

2. !:f::J. .£..., , a liotary Public in and for the said 

County and State, residing therein, duly commissioned and sworn, 

personally appeared w. c. Kast, known to me to be the person 

whose name is subscribed to the within Instrument, as the Attorney­
in-fact of MARY KAST, and asknowledged to me that he subscribed the 
mame o:f MARY KA.ST thereto as principal and his own n·ame as 

Attorney-in-Fact. 

IN WITNESS WHEL~OF, I have hereunto set my hand and 

~f:fixed my official seal the 

above written. 

day and year ~ this Certificate :first 

~ItA·· 
Notary Public in and for said County 
and State. 

3010 
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·--· before me 

. ~oFty, pl!ll'llonally appeared...-----·--·-·--·-·--·-······-·-· .. --····--· .. ·----·--- .. _ ......... ..1.... ... - ......... · 

--:;-.---;-~··-·~-~------·-----·-------··---· .. --····-!.. .. _, __ ~ .. --.... -:---·-.... -.. _ .. __ .. .a_, 

. kilowo to me to be the .peraou._. whole oame .... --·---···-.... - .. .subsc;ib 

and acknowledged that -~e.- executed the same. 

Wftl!UI my band and Oflicilil 5~1. 

· .. :·:.· 

· ....... 

~--~~-~3-0-ti.....-.,!~-DRES 0011 
·:;; 
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r-·.--------------·····-·- ••• -------·--· ... --··---·------ ~ ••• 0 • .--..... 

' . J. r 1 . --'- ~ ~ 
. \._. 1-L·L/ '~--~Ldl MlVnk-zt_'"r;;;;;tu-/~1(.,~~~~~~~ 

·~orporation cftuit <tlaim Jlttb 

a corporation organized under the laws of the State of California, and having its principal place of 

business at .............. ~!?.!'! ... ~ES~.!.~.L ... Q~~-g.Q_?:!!.!-J!: •. , ................................... , the party of the first part, 

in consideration of ... ::' .... :::' ... .':: ... ::: ... ::" .... ::. .. ::: ... ::: ... ::-.... 'J: ... ~.J:! ... ::: ... :: ... : ... :: ... :::-.... ::' .... : ... ::: ... ::' .............. DOLLARS, 

does hereby remise, release and quit claim to ........... _!?.IDi!J!J. ... 9.Q.Ml:A~!Y. ... Q.f. ... .Ql!~ .. +.£Q:fi.nJ.!1. ... ~ ....... . 

...... a.o.:z:p,o.r.a.ti.o.n .................................................................................................................................................... .. 

of ...................................................................................................................................................................................... _ 

•••••••••••-••••••••••••••••-•••••••••••••••o•ooo••••••••••••••••••••••-•••·•••••-••-••-••o••••••-·••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••Uooo•••o••••••••••::••••·•••••••••-•-••• 

................................................................................... - .............................................. the pa.rt .. Y. ..... of the second part. 

all tbat real property situated in tlte .. :::. ... : ... :: ... : . ...: __ :;,. .. : .... : ... ::-.... :: .... :: ... ::-..... -: .... :: ... ::: ......................... : ............ . 

County of Los Angeles, State of California, deocribed as follows: 

Lot "B" of the Gel'l!le.n Settlement, Los Allgeles County, 
as·per roap recorded in :Book 11, Page 121 of Maps, in 
the office of the County Recorder of said CotUlty, ex­
aeptillg therefrom one-half aore in the form of a para:).lelo~ 
gram. lying north of and adjoining Blook "F'' of said Tract, 
the easterly line of said one-half (t) aore being the 
easterly line of said Lot "F'' produced northerly. 

suooesaors 
11l:o ~abt anb to Jjlolb to the said gr.o.ntee, ...... i:ts.j. .......... .:IDIIDtor aaoigns .... f.o.r.a:~r.er. ..... _ ... _ ... .. 

In pursuance of a resolution passed by the Board of Directors of said corporation at a legal 

meeting thereof duly convened and held oa the ....... 4.th ......... day of... ........ J.tw..!i! ........................ ,_, t.J..g;? .. , 

the said ..... .SEa!ml!I!Y ... ~U5.T ... & ... S.AJ/'lliG.S .. .BA~ ...................................................................... _ ........ .. 

............. ~!ii.!J.~.!J.h,n.t. ............. Secretary. thereunto d 

3012 
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&tate of ~U(oruia l 1111_ 
U:ountp nf 1!.aiJS!ln!lllea f 

On this ...... ~:th. .. _ ...... day of ............ .T.!1.XIIL ............ 192 .. !? .. , before me, 

................ .M •.... HlLE ............................................................ : ................................. , a Notary Public in and lor soid 

County, personally appeared ............ J .•... E .•.... Jif!.:t;.~.l:l .......................................................................... :-················· 

known to me to be thc .. Y~.Q.!! ........ -Presideut, and ............. W.~ ... Jl".~ .. ..i!:.P.!.P.!!!§ .............................................. ,_,_ 

known to me to be the .... .A~J.a.t. ....... Secretary of the.._ ...... ~m.QJ1ll.IT.X. ... 'J:.RU.S.! ... & ... 3AY..IUG.S ... l!AlU!: •. 

the corporation that executed the withi.t and foregoing instrument and known to me to be the persons 

who executed the within instrument on behalf of the corporation therein named, and acknowledged to 

me that snch corporatjon executed the same. 

'illlllltnug noy hand anri official seal the day and year in this Certificate first above written • 

........................ J&::.k .... d:A .......................................................... . 
Notary Public. iri omd for the County o£ Los Angeles. State of Colliforni:l. 
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g Source: The Sandborn Library 
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Sc11L£ lOOFT TO liN INCH 

BONOS 

"'""" '""' ·,:;·;:.;;:,:.;::;, ; 

l· 
~ ·: 

~ tJ 
Ia! 

ClfPAaTf <ODD, ODD 66LS. 

!i£S£KYOIK NP 5 

CIIPIICITY 7.10.000 BBlS. 

NOT£: l?f1.J .tr.1t:IMJ/Il 1.1 AF Pt1U11EIIF VIIDb 
rrRJC m G£Hm111. ltmotcvn Cturi'"H. 

fi£S£11VOIK liP 5 

C'APIICITI'" 750,000 66iS. 

5 

SHELL COMPIINY 
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CIIL!FORN/11 ' 
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(KRST PROPERTY) '{ 
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GIRARDI I KEESE 1 THOMAS V. GIRARDI, SBN 36603 

2 tgirardi@.girardikeese.com . 
ROBER W. FINNERTY, SBN 119775 

3 rfinnerty@girardikeese.com 
CHRISTOPHER T. AUMAIS, SBN 249901 

4 caumais@girardikeese.com 
1126 Wilshire Boulevard 

5 Los Angeles, California 90017 
+Telephone: (213) 977-0211 +Facsimile: (213) 481-1554 

6 

7 Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

8 SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
9 FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CENTRAL CIVIL WEST 

10 ADELINO ACOSTA, an individual; et al. ) LEAD CASE NO. NC053643 

11 
Plaintiffs, ) [Related to Case Nos. NC053684, NC053766,BC433657, 

) BC433656, BC433429, and BC433430) 

12 v. ~ Assigned to the Honorable William F. 
13 SHELL OIL COMPANY, doing business as ) Highberger, Dept. 307 

14 SHELL OIL PRODUCTS US, a Delaware ) 
Limited Liability Company, OCEANIC ) 

15 PROPER TIES INC, a Hawaii Corporation; ) 
16 BARCLAYHOLLANDER ) 

PLAINTIFFS' REQUEST FOR 
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO 
DEFENDANT SHELL OIL COMPANY­
SETNO. TWO CORPORATION, a California Corporation; ) 

17 CASTLE & COOKE CALIFORNIA, INC. a ) 
[Limited to thirty-jive (35) per stipulation and 

18 California Corporation; CASTLE & COOKE } 
--- CALIFORNIA, INC. a California Corporation) order] 

19 CASTLE & COOKE, INC. a Hawaii ) 

20 Corporation, DOLE FOOD COMPANY, ) 
INC. and Does 1 through 1000, inclusive, ) 

21 ) 
Defendants. ) 

22 ____________________________ ) 
23 AND ALL RELATED MATTERS ) 

24 ) ____________________________ ) 
PLAINTIFFS ADELINO ACOSTA et als. 

' ,,, 

25 PROPOUNDING PARTIES: 
26 RESPONDING PARTY: DEFENDANT SHELL OIL COMPANY d.b.a. SHELL Oil ,. 
27 

28 SET NUMBER: 

PRODUCTS US 

TWO 

1 

PLAINTIFFS' REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO DEFENDANT SHELL OIL 
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1 TO DEFENDANT SHELL OIL COMPANY AND ITS COUNSEL OF RECO~: 

2 HEREIN: 

3 This DEMAND is hereby made pursuant to the provision of California Code of Civil .· 

4 Procedure Section 2031.010 et. seq. including Section 2031.020(b), that the party to whom this 

5 demand is directed separately and completely produce and permit inspection, copying and 

6 photographing at the offices of GIRARDI & KEESE 1126 Wilshire Blvd., Los Angeles, California 

7 within 30 days of service of this demand, each of the documents, writings, materials, and tangible 

8 items specifically demanded and/or identified in Exhibit "A" attached hereto and incorporated herein · 

9 by reference. 

10 As an alternative to the production of the original documents demanded above, the p~ tQ- , 
k' 

11 whom this demand is directed, may produce true and complete copies of same on or before the above 

12 mentioned date at the above described location. 

13 rn· addition, demand is hereby made that the party to whom this demand is directed separately 

14 and completely identify and list in the separate written response required by California Code of Civil 

15 Procedure 2031.210, all documents, materials and items of each category specified in this demand 

16 which will be produced. Each such item to be produced should be identified with reasonable 

17 particularity. Said written response is required to list each item, identifying same by the 

18 ·corresponding number and letter on Plaintiffs Exhibit "A" attached· hereto, which will be produeed 

19 pursuant to this demand. Each party upon whom this demand is served, must serve their writteqJ 
l : 

20 responses under oath by such party(s), within 90 days after the service of the inspection demanq 

21 pursuant to the provisions of California Code of Civil Procedure Section 2031.260 and stipulatio~ 

22 between counsel. 

23 This demand is made in accordance with the provisions of the California Code of Civil 

24 Procedure Section 2031 et. seq. and upon the ground that the documents and items demanded herein 

25 Exhibit "A" are currently in the possession, custody, or control of the party served with this demand, 

26 are not privileged, are relevant to the subject matter of this action, and are reasonably calculated to 

27 lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

28 

2 
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1 With respect to any pictures, photographs, and similar items demanded, photocopying and 

2 similar types of reproduction will not be deemed in compliance with this inspection. An exact 

3 reproduction (print) or negative is required. If the negative is sent, it will be returned after copies are, .. 

4 made. '· 

5 EXHffiiT "A" 

6 DEFINITIONS 

7 As used throughout this request, unless the context in which the term is used clearly 

8 indicates otherwise, each of the following terms and phrases shall have the meaning set forth 

9 below. 

10 1. The term "PERSON" or "PERSONS" shall mean and refer to any individual, 

11 corporation, association, partnership, joint venture or other legal entity. 

12 2. As used herein, the words "YOU" and "YOUR" shall mean and refer to SHELL 
\;. 

13 OIL COMPANY doing business as SHELL OIL PRODUCTS US and/or EQUILON 

14 ENTERPRISES L.L.C., its agents, attorneys and their agents, employees, representatives and 

15 investigators. 

16 3. The term "DOCUMENT" and/or "DOCUMENTS" shall mean and refer to all 

17 writings as defined in California Evidence Code § 250, however produced or reproduced, 

18 including the original (or any copies when originals are not available) and any other non .. identical 

19 copies (whether different from the originals because of notes made on such copies, or because of 

20 indications that said copies were sent to different individuals than the original, or because of any 

21 other reason), including but not limited to any notes, memoranda, . charges, complaints, claims, 
·" 

22 complaints, filings with any court, tribunal, or governmental agency, affidavits, statements? 

23 papers, files, forms, data~ tapes, printouts, letters, books, reports, summaries, policies, procedures; 

24 manuals, handbooks, minutes, corporate minutes, ledgers, offers, logs, certificates, 

25 communications, written or recorded, contracts, agreements, telegrams, records, correspondence, 

26 diaries, calendars, recordings and transcripts of recordings, sound recordings, mechanical or 

27 electronic recording, blueprints, flow sheets, calendar or diary entries, computer programs and 

28 application, electronic and magnetic data, analog and digital data, and information retrievable 

3 
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1 from computers, photographs, video tapes, diagrams, drawings, microfilms, invoices, bills, 

2 receipts, requests or any other writing, however produced or reproduced, and further includes, . 

3 without limitation, originals, all file or other copies no matter how prepared, and all drafts and 

4 preliminary sketches and renderings prepared in connection with such DOCUMENTS, whether . 

5 used or not, within the possession, custody or control of YOUR agents, attorneys or any other- .· 

6 person(s) acting or purporting to act on YOUR behalf, excepting only those DOCUMENTS whic~ 

7 are privileged or otherwise protected from discovery, as to which the claim of privilege or 

8 protection is specifically stated by written notice to propounding party. 

9 4. The words "AND" as well as "OR" shall be construed both disjunctively and 

10 conjunctively, AND plural words shall include their singular, AND vice versa, to bring within the 

11 scope of these interrogatories and these definitions any information that might otherwise be 

12 construed to be outside their scope. 

13 5. The words "IDENTIFY," "IDENTITY," or "IDENTIFICATION" mean to state 

14 the official name or designation, address and telephone number of EACH such PERSON. Whet;L 
'· 

15 either "IDENTIFY" or "IDENTIFICATION" is used with respect to a fact or a DOCUMENTi 

16 state all facts or DOCUMENTS that support the contention referenced as well as EACH PERSON 

17 who has knowledge of those facts or DOCUMENTS. 

18 · -- 6. · The words "IDENTIFY", or "STATE THE ID-ENTITY" when .referring. to a 

19 contract shall mean to state (1) the identity of all persons who were parties to the contract, (2) the 

20 identity of each individual who administered or supervised the performance of the contract for 

21 each party to the contract, (3) the date the contract was entered into and completed, (4) the subject 

22 matter of the contract, (5) a brief description of the site and the site's location that are the subject 

23 of the contract and (6) whether the contract was written or oral and (7) if written, the identity of 

24 all documents that embody the terms of the contract. 
t··· 

25 7. The phrase "REFER OR RELATE" and "REFERRING OR RELATING TO'? 

26 when used with reference to any particular subject matter means to embody, pertain to, consist, 

27 constitute, contain, reflect, IDENTIFY, state, REFER OR RELATE TO, deal with, compromise, 

28 discuss, summarize, describe or be in any way pertinent to that subject matter. 

4 

PLAINTIFFS' REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO DEFENDANT SHELL OIL 
COMPANY- SET TWO DRES 0019 



:. f 
. ~ 

i ... I 
' l 

1 8. The words "CONTEND," "CONTENDED," or "CONTENTION" when used 1 

2 with reference to YOU include any assertion, consideration OR belief as to the subject matter of! 

3 the interrogatory on YOUR part. 

4 9. The word "EACH" means "each and every." 

5 10. The word "STATE" means to STATE all facts that support the referenced ; 

6 CONTENTION as well as IDENTIFY all PERSONS who have knowledge of those facts. 

11. The term "INCLUDING" means "including but not limited to." 7 

8 12. The term "COMMUNICATION" or "COMMUNICATIONS" means any contact;~ 
\ 

9 or transfer of information between any two persons or entities, whether written, oral or electronic i i 
;;~I 

10 and whether direct or through one of more animate or inanimate agents. .. l. 
11 13. The term "ALL" means any and all. 

12 14. The term "THE COMPLAINT" means the Complaint for Damages filed in the 

13 above-captioned case. 

14 15. As used herein, the term "SITE" shall mean and refer to the SITE as the term is 

!' 
i' 

; 

15 used and defined in the Complaint, and in particular the land located in and around the City of· 

16 Carson between what is now Panama Street to the east, Marbella Street to the west, Lomita Street i 
17 to the south and 244th Street to the north. r J 

:I 

18 16. As used herein, the· term "OIL TANK .. FARM" shall mean. and refer to the OIL\i 
- ;j 

19 TANK FARM as the tertn is used and defined in the Complaint, and in particular the three oilli 

20 tanks located at or under the SITE. 

21 17. As used herein, the term "CAROUSEL HOUSING TRACT" shall mean and refer' 

22 to the CAROUSEL HOUSING TRACT as the term is used and defined in the Complaint, and in 

23 particular the housing tract developed by certain developers where approximately 275 homes were 

24 built. 

25 18. As used herein, the term "PETROLEUM PRODUCT" means and refers to: (i) ·· 
~ 
~ 

26 petroleum fuel of any grade, including unleaded gasoline, leaded gasoline, premium gasoline, j~t~ 

27 fuel or diesel fuel; (ii) motor oil of any grade; (iii) crude oil including any fraction or derivative of; 

28 crude oil; and (iv) waste oil. 
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1 19. As used herein, the term "OIL TANK BOTTOM WASTE" means and refers toq 
-( j 

2 any material or substance present in, around or beneath the tanks of the OIL TANK FARM when: ~ 
·' ";J 

) 

3 the SITE was being developed for other purposes from approximately 1960 to 1968. This ' 

4 material also includes the tanks themselves. 

5 20. As used herein, the term "PIPELINE" refers to any above-ground or underground 

6 pipes used for transporting PETROLEUM, including all associated pumps, fittings, valves and 

7 manifolds. 

8 21. As used herein, the term "RELEASE" means spill, leak, discharge, dispose, emit or , 
1 

9 permeation of any substances, materials, or wastes to escape or enter into the environment. 

10 22. As used herein, the term "ENVIRONMENT" means atmosphere, surface Of[ 

11 groundwater, soils, strata, subsurface soils or sediments. 

12 23. As used herein, the terms "SAMPLING DATA" or "TEST RESULTS" means 

13 and includes any and all measurements, readings, observations, determinations, or confmnations, 

14 as to any characteristics or constituents of any liquid, solid or other physical object. 

15 24. As used herein, the term "SUBSTANCE" or "SUBSTANCES" means any solid, 

16 liquid, or semisolid or other discarded material resulting from industrial, commercial, medical, ; 

17 mining, or agricultural operation, whether organic or inorganic in nature, including but not limited 

18 -to all "volatile organic compounds (VOC)" ''organic solvents, inorganic solvents, hydrocarbons, 

19 poly or tetra chlorinated substances, "hazardous waste," "hazardous chemical," "radioactive wasty 
~: 

20 or isotopes," "municipal or industrial solid waste," "heavy metals," "toxic chemical," or "toxic 

21 substance" as those terms are defmed by either State and/or federal law or regulation. 

22 25. As used herein, the term "ENVIRONMENTAL AGENCY" shall mean the 

23 California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), the Regional Water Quality Control 

24 Board (RWQCB), California Environmental Protection Agency ("CAEPA"), United States 

25 Environmental Protection Agency ("USEP A"), and/or any other federal, state, county or city 

26 health department, pollution control department or other agency, and any individual thereof, 

27 charged with compliance, enforcement, or monitoring of environmental laws whether federal, 

28 state or local. 
' r-· 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

INSTRUCTIONS 

Plaintiffs demand the documents specified herein: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

That YOU produce ALL documents in YOUR possession or under YOUR control,.·. ,-

as well as ALL documents in the possession, custody, or control of YOUR agents; 

representatives, attorneys, investigators, consultants, independent contractors;· 

experts, representatives, attorneys, investigators, consultants, independent, 

contractors, experts, or spouse. 

That YOU produce each and every copy where such copy contains any commentary 

or notation that does not appear on the original. 

That YOU produce ALL prior drafts, as well as the final versiOn of ALL · 

documents. 

That YOU produce, where possible, originals of the documents requested, whethef; 

signed or unsigned, for inspection and copying. 

If YOU claim that the attorney/client privilege, or any other privilege, is applicable to .. 

any DOCUMENT, that DOCUI\.1ENT need not be produced but YOU shall witl;l; 
~· '· 

respect to that DOCUMENT: 

(a) State the date of the DOCUMENT; 

(b} .. Identify each and every author of the DOCUMENT; 

(c) 

(d) 

(e) 

(f) 

(g) 

Identify each and every other PERSON who prepared or participated in the 

. preparation of the DOCUMENT; 

Identify each and every PERSON who received the DOCUMENT; ,. ~ 
Identify each and every PERSON from whom the DOCUMENT was received;; l 

State the present location of the DOCUMENT and all copies thereof; . 
·'-~ 

Identify each and every PERSON having custody or control of thy': 

DOCUMENT and all copies thereof; and 

(h) Provide sufficient further information concerning the DOCUMENT to explain 

the claim of privilege and to permit the adjudication of the propriety of the 

claim. 
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1 6. A request for each DOCUMENT "concerning," "mentioning," "referring," or "relating . 
l 

2 to" a subject matter extends to each DOCUMENT that constitutes, is attached to, contains, concerns, ~ 

3 supports, modifies, contradicts, criticizes, discusses, describes, records, reports, reflects or pertains to 1 
~ 
i 

4 the subject matter. l '· 1 
5 DEMAND FOR PRODUCTION 

6 REQUEST NO. 63 
' 7 ALL DOCUMENTS which RELATE OR REFER to YOUR policies, procedures, rules~. j 
' 

8 regulations, directives or orders regarding the storing or transporting of oil, gas, PETROLEUM · 

9 PRODUCT, OIL TANK BOTTOM WASTE or any other substances on or around the OIL TANK 

10 FARM during YOUR operational history at the SITE from approximately 1922 through 

11 approximately 1968. 

12 REQUEST NO. 63 

13 ALL DOCUMENTS pertaining to YOUR purchase or acquisition of the SITE. 

14 REQUEST NO. 64 

15 ALL agreements, contracts or other DOCUMENTS which pertain in whole or in part to the 
11 

. ~ 

16 transfer of any interest or any right in the SITE between YOU and any other PERSON or entity 1 
' . 

17 during YOUR operational history at the SITE from approximately 1922 through approximately :. 

18 1968. 

19 REQUEST NO. 65 

20 ALL DOCUMENTS pertaining to YOUR development of the OIL TANK FARM during .• 

21 YOUR operational history at the SITE from approximately 1922 through approximately 1968. 

22 REQUEST NO. 66 

23 ALL COMJVIUNICATIONS including but not limited to any and ALL agreements, contracts O! ; 

24 other DOCUMENTS between YOU and any developer of the SITE between 1960 anq : 

25 approximately 1968. 

26 REQUEST NO. 67 

27 Any and ALL DOCUMENTS REFERRING OR RELATING TO the operation of the OIL 

28 TANK FARM in relation to the operation of the Shell Oil Refinery located at or near 20945 S 
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' ' ·'· 
\ ' 

1 Wilmington Ave, Carson, CA between 1920 through 1968. This includes, but it not limited to : 

2 ALL COMMUNICATIONS, fines, warnings, investigations, citations and/or admonitions. 

3 REQUEST NO. 68 

4 Any and ALL DOCUMENTS REFERRING OR RELATING TO the management of the 

5 OIL TANK FARM during its operational history from approximately 1922 through 1968. 

6 REQUEST NO. 69 

7 Any and ALL DOCUMENTS concerning the abandonment of operations at the OIL . 
i 

8 TANK FARM at any point between 1922 and 1968, including but not limited to, any policies, 
t 

9 procedures, protocols, reports, and testing concerning the abandonment and/or extraction of any 

10 facility or structure at the SITE. 

11 REQUEST NO. 70 

12 ALL DOCUMENTS that pertain, in whole or in part, to any policies, procedures, 

13 recommendations, recommended practices, and/or recommended procedures, to be followed by , 

14 YOUR employees in the operation, maintenance, inspection, and monitoring of the OIL TANK 

15 FARM. 

16 REQUEST NO. 71 

17 Any and ALL DOCUMENTS REFERRING OR RELATING TO the maintenance of the . 

18 OIL TANK FARM during its operational history. 

19 REQUEST NO. 72 

.. 
~- ; 

20 ALL DOCUMENTS concerning the instillation, inspection, maintenance, and operation of 

21 any and ALL pipelines myned by YOU under or in the vicinity of the SITE between 

22 approximately 1922 and 1968. This includes but not limited to any and ALL pipelines at, beneath 

23 or near the Southern Pacific Railroad Corridor, E, the Lomita Boulevard Corridor, the Main Street 

24 Pipeline Corridor; and any pipeline easement located at, beneath or surrounding the SITE (this. 

25 includes, but is not limited to any pipeline easement located at, between or near Carmel Drive and: 

26 Marbella A venue). 

27 

28 
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1 REQUEST NO. 73 

2 ALL DOCUMENTS which relate, in whole or in part, to ALL correspondence among or 

3 between YOU and any developer of the CAROUSEL HOUSING TRACT. 

4 REQUEST NO. 74 

5 ALL DOCUMENTS which pertain in any way to the remediation of any oil, gas, 

6 PETROLEUM PRODUCT, OIL TANK BOTTOM WASTE or any other substances from the 

7 SITE from approximately 1960 through 1969. 

8 REQUEST NO. 75 

9 ALL DOCUMENTS, including, but not limited, to, manuals, books, booklets, videotapes,, 

10 training materials, and brochures, that deal with the environmental policies and procedures which 

11 YOUR company has expected its officers, employees and contractors to follow for the protection 

12 of the environment and natural resources on the SITE from approximately 1922 through 1968. 

13 REQUEST NO. 76 

14 ALL DOCUMENTS which relate, in whole or in part, to inspections, repairs and 

15 maintenance of each pipeline that YOU owned or operated on the SITE between approximately 

16 1922 and 1968. 

17 REQUEST NO. 77 

18 ALL agreements or contracts that deal, in whole or in part, with the transportation and/or 
~ ' 

19 disposal of hazardous wastes or any other material or substance from the SITE between 

20 approximately 1921 and 1968, as the term "hazardous waste" has been classified and defined by 

21 the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

22 REQUEST NO. 78 

23 ALL agreements or contracts that· deal, in whole or in part, with the transportation and 

24 hauling of hazardous wastes or any other material or substance from the SITE between 

25 approximately 1922 and 1968, as the term "hazardous waste" has been defined and classified by : 

. 26 the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

27 

28 
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1 REQUEST NO. 79 ~-
f. ,, 

2 ALL DOCUMENTS that relate to ALL remediation plans, procedures, protocols, or ~ 
. ;. 

i: 

3 guidelines REFERRING OR RELATING to the protection of the environment from any pollution' •· 
-

4 or release of substances during YOUR operations at the SITE between approximately 1922 and ·; 

5 1968. 

6 REQUEST NO. 80 

7 ALL DOCUMENTS which relate to ALL spills, leaks, or other releases into the 

8 environment (i.e., crude oil, waste, produced water, oil tank bottoms, C02, chemical spills, ' 

9 pipeline breaks) that have occurred on, near, or beneath the SITE from approximately 1922 

10 through 1968. 

11 REQUEST NO. 81 

12 ALL DOCUMENTS that REFER OR RELATE, in whole or in part, to ALL environmental . 

13 protection procedures, guidelines, contingency plans, and/or remediation plans, documented by; 
i 

14 whatever name, that deal with the clean-up, transportation, and/or disposal of hazardous waste,· 

15 hazardous constituents, hazardous substances, extremely hazardous waste, oil tank bottoms, C02, 

16 or waste, or toxic substances (as those terms are defined by State and/or Federal statute) that YOU 

17 utilized on the SITE between approximately 1922 through 1968. 

18 REQUEST NO. 82 
·I 
l 19 ALL DOCUMENTS which pertain, in whole or in part, to any clean-up, remediation, d 

20 vacuuming, or any other operations that occurred between approximately 1922 through 1968,'j 

21 conducted by YOU, or on YOUR behalf by other contractors, in regard to each spill, leak and/or: 
. ! ~ 

22 release on the SITE. ] 

23 REQUEST NO. 83 

24 Any and ALL DOCUMENTS concerning any and ALL COMMUNICATIONS between 

25 YOU and any party pertaining to any deaths, injuries, or accidents that happened on or near the 

26 SITE between approximately 1922 through 1968. 

27 

28 
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1 REQUEST NO. 84 

2 Any and ALL DOCUMENTS relating to building permits, transfers of titles, deeds, 
j 

3 easements, recordings, licenses, profits, or fmes issued between approximately 1922 through 1968 j 

4 concerning any building or structure to the land located at the SITE. 

5 REQUEST NO. 85 

6 ALL maps, photographs, or film of the SITE from approximately 1922 through 1968. 

7 REQUEST NO. 86 

8 ALL DOCUMENTS published by YOU .or prepared for publication by YOU pertaining in 

9 whole or in part to YOUR operations or the effects of YOUR operations at the SITE from 

10 approximately 1922 through 1968 

11 REQUEST NO. 87 

1 ~ 

I 12 ALL DOCUMENTS which relate, in whole or in part, to ALL internal correspondence ! 
13 within YOUR company regarding the SITE from approximately 1922 through 1968. 

I 
; 

14 REQUEST NO. 88 
·~·; 

15 For each year that you have conducted operations on the SITE, please produce lease and/or;: 

16 unit maps accurately identifying the location of ALL wells, tanks, pump houses, pipelines for! 

17 ALL leases and/or units which YOU owned or operated on the SITE from approximately 1922 

18 through 1968. 

19 REQUEST NO. 89 

20 ALL property deeds which pertain in whole or in part to the SITE from approximately 

21 1922 through 1968. 

22 REQUEST NO. 90 

23 Any and ALL DOCUMENTS REFERRING OR RELATING TO any communication: 
.) ... 

24 between YOU and any housing developer, contractor, or builder concerning any building o~ .. 

25 structure at the SITE from approximately 1922 through 1968. 

26 

27 

28 
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1 REQUEST NO. 91 

2 Any and ALL DOCUMENTS REFERRING OR RELATING TO any communication 
j 

3 between YOU and Defendant CASTLE & COOKE CALIFORNIA, INC, or any subsequent i 
4 purchaser thereof, concerning the SITE from approximately 1922 through 1968. l 
5 REQUEST NO. 92 j 
6 Any and ALL DOCUMENTS REFERRING OR RELATING TO any communication .. i 

~,;.. ~ 

r 
7 between YOU and Defendant OCEANIC PROPERTIES INC, or any subsequent purchaser ' 

;, ~ 

8 thereof, concerning the SITE from approximately 1922 through 1968. 1 
:. ~ 

9 REQUEST NO. 93 

10 Any and ALL DOCUMENTS REFERRING OR RELATING TO any communication . 

11 between YOU and Defendant BARCLAY HOLLANDER CORPORATION, or any subsequent 

12 purchaser thereof, concerning the SITE from approximately 1922 through 1968. 

13 REQUEST NO. 94 

14 Any and ALL DOCUMENTS concerning any and ALL COMMUNICATIONS between 

15 YOU and the City of Carson concerning contamination, leaks or spills in, around, beneath or neat 

16 the SITE from approximately 1922 through 1968. 
., ~. 

17 REQUEST NO. 95 

18 Any and ALL DOCUMENTS concerning any and ALL CO:M:MUNICATIONS between. 

19 YOU and any governmental agency concerning contamination, leaks or spills in, around, beneath 

20 or near the SITE between approximately 1922 through 1968. 

21 

22 

23 

24 DATED: August 5, 2010 

25 

26 

27 

28 

GIRARDI I KEESE 

By:_~-~--
CHRISTOPHER T. AUMAIS 
Attorneys for PLAINTIFFS 
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.. -···.-:··.· .. ··:·· 

----~-"'.~~· ~ 

; -.: ~ . 

SM 32..1 (1/54)-Prlnled in U.S.A. 

TO $AN Fkl.A-~CISCO .. 
M.tt4tl!"CET~~~:- .. ~P.E.t... ou ... t" '-~ . ·­
ATTENTION MR. C.G. MacOLASH-~;.N 

R~fE~ENC:o . 

FlOM MAi'tlAOE!t" 
)VIL-MING'fON I<.EFINER Y 
-------

SUBJECT KAS T Pl\Ol?Ea T'f . . 

Qn April Zti1'Cp1'csenta.tivce o! the ~dison Co~any again vl~itod 
the :t-efinery to ma'l<e a. furthe1' i11BpacUoa o£ thee I<.ast P~O'J?Grty·. Thaso :man 
""ere:. met ;at the t:'efinal:'y Md a-eeompa.nicd on the inspection t::l."ip by Mrft C. A. 
P.hela.n of our Los Angel.zs o!fiee, In t:b.e grOQP. were Mr .. .E. VI • Pa.lmro-~~<e of 
Edisonts Enghvtering Depa.1."tm.ent. and Jr.~e Steinhauser ~nd .Mr • .A.rthull.' of thG 
Ev~luation l;k;partrnont, All of the property wae iupetttid in conaide-ro.bl~ detail., 
·a~ ·many que&tion• asked concerning value,. size of the prepe-rty1 :maint!Bn!!f.nce 
etnnu,· pb.yllie~ condition o£ r.aservoira and roots, and other itexru>, .i.ndic2.ting 
interuet on the part of l!ldiBon. 1\fott of the•" questiena~ were all•sw.ered in a 
rathe~ .g~.ner~l WU.Yt and wo itl£&l'med the ge:ntlcmea th;r£t 'W'0 woUld Bupply the. in .. 
:tormati~n th~ough your office~ They ~~~ked lllpe<:Uically for 0dsinal co81; figttre-ta. 
r.notjor item-. gf maintienan.c~ co&t~ wi(::h d.atea o£ rupairu,~ u.nd any pc;t"t:insnt draw .. 
in~tt that ~oW.d be made ava:.Ui:bl:o. 

Tqtal cspi~b;atiou of the Ka•t PrOperty :inelad0s land (44. 33 
M1'0!1) nt $188.,. 390.05 .d impit"GVen;umtts at $1. O(Jl• 186.101 for a. tof:a~ o£ 
$1,,_189~ 576. 754' Alt.i'osauid valu111 fr:n: the 1955""56 tax yea"' vmFi ·$'46, 50fJ for the 
land and $77,489 for imp~ov"rnGnts.. Taxe• paid were $2, Eil?. 57 and $4.t 361e S1 
for l~nd and impr-ovemenf;s$ resp4;tetively01 

·' 

Majer items of :tnalnteD&uCe Vlith ths d'Ktea are shuWXJ. in. the atiachod 
tabwatim1, Thou is also atbl.cned a U•t (1£ .Wawh'tmmumbe)i&,. copiea of whi¢.h 
are being forwarded to you. Many of thuo ntay. :fJ~OVe tb be of no value tc tht~ee 
ne~e~tio:a.s~ but bt view of the detailed quutioas asked by Mr. Palmrcu1-e* w~ 
fc:tlt that they might be helpf\llto him. For the m.o!Jt part, theee dJ:"a-vtiaga &J'I!I 

ccmrcct: and they will &upply the in£o-rmAtlon. of most iatetellt with relllpect to 
rcOJ,,u:voir •iscw and ccn•trucnon o£ both the tanlt a.n.d ~or:~£ aectlong,. Most of 
the pipin,g drawing• ar• correct m general. but u e:tcte:nsiw fi~l-d c~ck wcmld 
be r&'i!iuired to ma.ke •ure that aU cletaUs are up ... to ... dat~. We do not plan to 
make such 11:. check unlesa a. furth~ar request ill m.ad¢ for thia information,. 

Mr. Pdnu-ose mdicated th:.l.t he would like the opport'UlUty to 
di111tuu th.i~ matter further when the snclollllld bziormaiion becamo -.vailab!G;, 
;z.nd when he had had time to asaimllu.tc tbe uta. taken ~hlg tho "Visit. h!llre .. 
W.e euggest that. you mi§b.t wieh tq caU him. in order to arrang01 aut&h. a diacuuic;n,. 
If any of the dra.wing!i are· to be forwarded to him, they ehoul4 be sJent to; 
Southern California Edico:ll Company, Attantion Mr. E, w. Palmrc;uUh• Pc 0, 
Box 3~1 1 LU Angeles 531!1 On Tueaday. Apr~~ 2~, Mr. Palmrose cilled tho 
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·: ...... . . ··· .. ·· 

... z ... Aprll ;;).S, 1956-

refine1'y to ask &·few que-IStione: relative·to-itemr:: noted d\lring the:ir inapection 
trip .. 

On completion o£ their visit here laut Friday, theae gentlemen 
itU'or:tru~d ue that they plan to in111pect storage property bel~mging to Tide Water 
As:socla.~ecl a.t Huntington Beach., 

for P. J. Merkw! · 
J'MW:FAK 

Atta.c~ment~ 

cc .,. l;.04!1.Aage1~s Pi'f.iaio:a. Sales? Attention. Mr. c., A. Phelan----· 

.. -· ·-· .. -: . 

Sil;n. Franeis.c~ O:ffic~ TramEJ.po-rtation & SuppUe111 Attention Mr .. A. C,. Saul 
He~a ~ffiee w Ma.nufa.~~iat, operatio:nm 
Head Office ... .ManufacturP1g Enginee:ring 
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1949 .Patch repair11 to roo£ 
1954 Rep~ roe£ 

ltSSER.VOial!fO. 6 

Rep:.rlrs {not further deru:dbed) 
Rt:pair loa'k in cl!m.c:rete liD.ing 
Olean 

... 
··· ... 

1q4a 
1943 
1943 
1943 
1943 

R.~:pair~t to Ughttdng protectivtll eyotem 
&epa.ii's. to roof •w~cture. ramps 

194! 
and walkway 

aeplaeo roofing ps.per 

$ 11 Z99a7l 
'18 .. S67.8't 

$ 1,2.69.35 
3\56.06 

4.160.44 
2,8?So~~50 

3:1:1"019.11 
zo ... oss.93 

1947 lnotall holler"' piping ccmaections and clean $11, 361,31 
l 94 7 Repair roof 5,. Z.6Z. 58 

.TMW:FAK 
4/25/56 

soc 120593 

DRES 0031 



UR. .. 29;.1 
{1R;;oo5695 
U;Q.ul6$01 
v~~4486·l 
WR•9 .. 1 
'W.R•l3~2 
WR~ wa ... 4560 .. l 
WR...458~ 
wa~466(i 
WB. .. ~846 
vm.--5174 
wa..;s261 
W.R.-6691 
wa~9CJ49 
WR•1984l 
VlR·Z0~3 
WR .. Z740 
vJR,..1634 
YR. .. a .. t 
YR•l'!iool 
YR. ... Z'l 
Yltw43 
YR-44 
YR~53 

Y.a~us 

4/25/56 

DR.A WING NUlv'..BERS 

YR, ... ll9S:.:.3 
YR. ... l466-I 
YP., ... ZZ75 
YR•.U¥.: 
YR•Z37G..,4 
ER•2.6444 
m .. aao1 
Ylt-4642 
n .. 4643~1 
m .. 4667 ... t 
za .. U9S6 .. · 
ZR•2.340ooZ· 
ZR...4:0 
ZR.-.119•4 
ZRw754-l 
za .. zoos ... z 
ZR.-4633""1 
ZR-4634 ... 1 
ZR~63iio .. l 
ZR.w4636.,.& 
ZR-4661 
zR...,466Z. 
Zlt-.4662 ... 1 
za .. -4669 
za..,.6SO? 
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REFERENCE 

~r.ELL OIL COMPANY 

DATe 

v. SHEPP~·- FROM AREA LAND 

/) ~~SUBJECT HILMINGTON REFINERY 
~L '\. ~ t41f KAS'l TANK FAltM 

\_,\y'· ~~ 2 PROPOSED TEST PROMGriOH 

(\f\J 'rhe Kast Trulk Farm, purehased from li'IB.l"J" Ka.st June 4, 1923, comprises 
\ a total of 44.344 acres, more particularly described as !ollows1 

I 

~ot u~~ of the Garman Settlement, Los Angeles County, as par Map 
recorded in Book ll, P. 1.21 o£ Ma.ps1 ill tba O!f'ice of the County 
Recorder o£ said County, excepting therefrom one-half acre, in the 
form or a parallelogr~ lying North ci£ and adj oin:IJl~ Block UfP 
o£ oa.id Tract, the easterly line o£ eaid one-hall' (1/2 acre being 
the Easterly line or said Lot 11F0 produced Northerly. 

The deed to the property placing title in Shell's name vas recorded 
Jt111e 151 1923 in Book 2430, page J49, Official Reoords1 Los Allgele::~ County, 
Calif'orn:la. 

Fol' you:r information the:te is attached to this memor&.Ddum (1) Wilmington 
Ref'iner;r facilities Map #2-~40-21 (2) Photoprint copy or the above map shoving 
additional peripheral ini"ormation and pos:;ible drillaite, and (3) l'hotoprin.t 
sheet !rom Shell Is ~ee property records. 

I met -with Mr. Joe WilPon this morning- aiid ve made a phy:sieal inspection 
which showed that juat v1.thin the bowrlary ranee line the entire property is 
surrounded by an earthen rev~tlll$nt approz:IJDately- 151 high a!ld 10' to 12' acroas 
at the top. Similarly, inside the property the revetment continues around the 
three reservoirs contai,ued therein. The roads into the property are across the 
top of the Nvetments. The largest open area suitable for drilling is outlined 
ill green on enolosure 1/2 -whic:b :LIIdicatea a possible drillaite of 4001 by 2501 • 

To use this drlllsite it would be neceesa1'7 to enter on the Morton and Do.ll;y 
property to the Ea.st, and teat' out tbe :renee and revetment inside the t'enae line 
o.n the eastern bou!ldary or Shell's Kast Tank Farm. It will be alm.oBt imposs:lble 
to bring in a rig and hea-vy drlllillg eq~ptDant over the existing roads on top of 
the revetments. 

According to Mr. Wilson the three reservoirs, 115, #6, rmd fl7 are no 
longer usod for storage purposes. ln !act the,y vould be delighted it a leaae 
could be negotiated for drlllillg these le.Ilds which would require the operator to 
tear out the reservoirs and restore the surface. Wilmington Refinery engineers 
bAve est;[mated the tearil:lg out 8J!d restoring the aurrace or Reservoir 117 1;o be in 
excess of $100,000. · 

Accordillg to Mr. "Wilson, Reservoirs 115 and 116 have a maximum capacity or 
750,000 barrels each. Reservoir 115 is empty except for 4,000 unrecoverable barrels 
alld is in usable condition £or £uture storage. lleservoir 116 bali .7 to 12,000 barrels 
or oljl (.3% water) the reservoir leaks and the roof' is in poor coJXlition. Be11ervoir 117 
contains appro:dlllately 6• o£ emulsified aU vhich is 9!!% water or appro%itnatel,y 
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1501 000 to 200,000 barrels of water and is non-usable. It constitutes an attractive 
nuisance which is a ma.tter or some concern to lfillllington Ref'ina:cy of'f'icial.s. beoaase 
or t.he possibility or cblldl-en entering 8lld being in1ured or ldlled··. 

According to Mr. \lil.son (a.nd Mr. Montgoraer,y) U:l.lmington Roi'iner}'" has 
no objection to our locating a. well on the Ka.st T!i.llk Flll."DD. a.lld attempting to recover 
COIDIIIercilal. produotion. Morton aJld Dolq have tvo wells :l.mmediately to the East 
vithin d'rset dist!Ulae and there ue also tbree vella or Western Oil Corporation 
located on the weat vithin o!f'aet distallce •. 

East or. the Morton aDd Dolly proparv,y is a built up residentbL area as 
uel1 as a built UJI residential uea North of the Kast Tank l'arm alld across the 
railroad traak. Ex:copt tor the tva valls 1145 aJld /146 ot Morton !Uld Doll;y1 the 
20 acres ilmnediately East a.nd adjacent the Kast Tank Flll."DD. iB n.aant e.nd aoul.d be 
llBed far an off-lease drilldtas provided VO Can. IIOCure the ovnerts pel'llliSsion. 

I trUBt this information will assist ;you in the conisideration !Uld 
evaluation i'or leasing this propertY. 

RAD:MAD 
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SHEll· OIL CO-MPANY 
P.O. 60l( 728 

WILMINGTOI'I, CALIFORNIA 

April 18, 1960 

. · ....... 

Subj$et: Zonlug Case No. 39Z2. 

County of Lou Angeleo 
The Regional Pla:in.i!lg Commiuion 
!Qa West Second Street . 
LotJ ~g~leli! lZ, CalU-ornh. 

; tiF.O" , MW$ 

Att~ntion • Mr. 0, K. Cbrhltenson, Divifiion Chief, Plan Administration 

Gentlemen: 

Please ;refer to your March z:a. 1960, letter perta.inia.g 
to Zoning Case N~. 39ZZ·(4•A Th~ e:ubjaat case involves land tn the 
pro::cimtty o£ Sholl Oil CompSttty stol:'a,ge £a.ei!:ltlea. Thel¥e :£aoili.tiu a:re 
loc&.t~~:d oa the north. ~ide. of Lamita Bo\ileva-rd, betwee1:1 Main Street and 
Avalon Bouleval"d. 

Thill will cotl!irm Wo:rma!lon given to yaur Mr. D. Knuds~C~n 
by telephone. The oU stQraga facilities conaiat of three ca.rtht:n. ~:Jt;ed, 
c:oncretct linod. i"eservoir:;, whi~b have been used fQr the. storag'il of­
heavy oils. Theaa otis hllYil= a minimum flash point o! 16o•F. 'l'he )."Uer­

voil"e arc eu-entia.lly ei;~piy a.t thir:J time, and are hold on the basis of 
· atand-~y zatorage. Wii h:c.ve 1:.\0·inu:nediate pla~=- for changlng thf,u atatuo • 
. The: subj_oct propllll'~Y: i8 our.lftolAD.dod by<an· euthen dlk~ and equlpped with 
111C:eel plant sbJ.al~ta abbve th6 dike. Ni;; at~ael storage is involved a.t this 
property •. 'J.'he ee..et property line f.dJ appro:d.mately 100 ft;'fro:m. the 
neareat edg~ of ~hill l'QB-t::l:-voirs. 

JBS:FAK 

We trust that thi• information fulfills your request. 

Yours very truly, 

J. B. St. Clalr 
ltcfiuery Superintendent 

bee - PacUic Coast Ar~Qa -Land Department. ·• .. ·. ' .. 
i • '.;a • ~ .• I o •:;. 

..... -··- . .-: '-·-··\ 
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J.t E M 0 fl ·A K D IJ ~~ _..,.. _____ ..,... __ 
DATEs FEEi\lll.aY. 18, l$16q 

li'OOH: A.. H. I<R/~J1 

. h requc~ited. by ~. Bruce I'Q3rr o:f' Area I.arlll, re,prenentlil.tives of tile 
ColrJ Sealt~ ~ 41M. Hom Bv.ildarG Rlilalt;y VE:re aho11n tba 1\EuJt pror:ert:r by 
~. A. u. !:e.a= ot the f'.efinert• Cole Realty viaitcQ. the site on the nol:'n1t~,S: 

· o'i: Februa%7 18,. l%41 e.nd Ilom lluil.der.o 1 1n the. IU"tcrz:oon~ 

f'.epre::en~a ~~ .EQa.lt;r. co~ ~eye a. 

J. l¢"on Cola • Cole R~lty Co~ 

J, M. ~1udl.o .. Vice ~id.ent, Ezle;i=Crine Divillicn 
Rtly \l&tt JJeveloi;::;ent J:no, 

Ropresa~ing Ro= l3u.1ldcra Rec.lty were s 

Dudl.oy fJ1:e:;r - liolilG BuilG.e~a Roal.ty 

Jll=:u W. Rache:.el .. Pres :~dent, Don JUlien llevelollOOnt Co. 

fJ:he i"ollowios dra\1~ and 11ltora;;:at1on were handed tQ oach :party: 

(1.) Oil ~-Wt91' cont<tnt ot BeGe:rvotrs· 51 6, 7 
.Knat. li'O.PIIl~Y etJ c!' .F<I'OX'W1.1'y' l4 1 l$)54 

(2) ~-Rll9-l.4 

(3) Y·ll1-3 

(4) V-R9-l. • 

(5) 'X•Rl4•l.. 

(6) z .. x4o 

(7) ·Y .. RS3 

. (8) za-46,36 

ABK:\l'J 

CCI - J.:rco. lllod (2) 

concral atT~e=nt 0: ReBG~rvo!.r~ 51 61 '( 

CGrJ.GrCll .ar;-enge=.ent ot' aeserwira 1 1 51 6 

.Dote.Ua or ccmarete ~inS end .piera 

Qra41.1JG pJAD :tor .2o~1"Vo1ra l, ~~ 31 4, ;, 6 

(ieMral. CllTElllSOIIleDt O'f: l\eeet'VOU V1 

G:cdin& »laQ. fo-r &uervoir f-7 

Stor~a wtor 4.1apoeal, l'v:Se:t"VVirG 5, 6, 7 

J\ttent1on Mr'. :Bruce lGa;';' 

.'1B----' 

..r--v 
\.....;.a.. 
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().1.1 a:l(! ~Jut~~r CG:o.tcJJt of nocervcin 51 6, ·{ 

Ilia at l?roperty E..s ur .Februro:;r 14 1 l~· ·• 

'lli1s !s au ut~te ,·;nl;y e:.r:lli. shJul.~ be veri.ri~ 
thr.:uea ll&t1;1l..lns. 

watol" OH 'l'ote.::. l\vere.ge 
~ ~n:eu l!en·ale nai=~?L (:'i" l.iqul~ 

.ae.e~rvoiz:' ~ 0 6,024 (~) 6,624 

f-tesf:X'"IIvlr 6 34 6i.~l 5.::sw (::) est, 39,7bl 

rtcserv.:;:i.r 7 .3651,1•43 !),1..01.' (3) 37o,843 b 1 -6'' ll.!,lprox. 

(2) ~t.-d ight i{W; .HeCl!dUC . 1.'( ;J·I sre.vity • 

'l:i•e ;,:! l S2Y bu CO""...b1Md ,., .Lt.ll tlle ,;1ater 6a an CI.lUlllioti a'Od/or ::::.oy be cyiJ:;g 
t ~l'Cr~1.1.t tlu.: rcuerw1r ill l~~:nae:~. 

I·~ iG th(.lugbt that mo1$t. at tr.e · ~11 ·m aescrvo1l' 7 15 eC%U\>1~od "'ith the 
..:::!.t.er a.G t.&:. <:t.::u'l.si.cn £Cii th6t the e!l;ll}s:.cn ~ b<: ly.l.ng thrc~nout thq, 
~·e~er-ro1r in Lens1U! , 

.,. 

.AlL·tur~r=Ut!cn ~n thO c~nten~ of th& reni~cttve 
re,zorvo.trc l!IUSt ~ w.r1:!'ie6. b;r .s~U.<l'g clld. &au..;J:.g • 

. · 

·. 
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To :Biost Enemy 
AND S. o· NG' Political Links : arres~cd in Redondo B~a~h ·!his; completed 'if~ ·13 

1 • • .. • • ! mornmg, one of them WJth a!!~ The official te 
A 'bm:glar who apparently ·1. 1he news~pcr· saJd political: assist frt;nn Duke, a H<•rmoQl'annouin:cment. s 

1- is a(ter wine'. wor:nen and nnvolvcment_ mea~t ~at o_ne orjaeach police dog. . • ! . 
' song is two-thii.-ds of the I more of an msutuhon s ortgmal: The men were llritstetl. po·: . *- * 
i way thete. . . . pncorpo~ators. IDilJOt.· stockhold·i ~ice said, a[le~ SiX businCSSCS! 
; He broke into a Redon· iers, o~fu:crs or att~! neys. ~uldlm the same area were entered: 

I. do Beach home last night. I be "directly ltnked · 10 pohllcal I and ransacked. · · l 
SAIGON, South Viet Nam (UP I)-A force· stealing _ among other affairs. . ... ; Arrested were ~ammy o a 1 el 

of 130 American jet fighters.and bombers blasted[ items ~ ·a mandolin. 10 "In most cases. the idenltli-~ Hicks. 24. of 200 N. C'atalinai 
supply depots in Communist North. Viet N am record ~lbums and a 4~,- !able political ·dwactcrs ·a _r e Avr .. and Stuart I' \lillar. In.[ 

Astron1 
Rehear 

d h U S A· F~ foot-tali IJollle of wine. ! Democrats." lhe ,story sa I d. 1of 419 N. Broa9way, hoUr of HH-
today. The comman er of t e_ · · · nJr. orce: i.'"Howevcr. there are some in-,dorldo u.,.,clr. · f T . Tile wine was valued at 0

'
0 r 

in South Viet .Nam estimated destruction· at: iteresting deviations from the Arrested in l''i~ld· 0 Uf 
·•oo -to 90 per cent.'' i ------·------------- $It" in d a_ Slaplcion. 1808 !patl~rn. vw·hc~ehy Republicans· liicks. nncstcd in-:t field br· . 

Maj. Gen. Joseph Mool'e toidlordcr o[ 60 to 70" planes into Harkness Cane. told officers !publrdy hosllle to the. Sacra-jhind 190!Ii. Nurscrv .. 2809 w.; C,\I'E K~:NNEI 
~ news conference u1at approx-! the ratd. the general satd. t. h c burglnr entered her · ~~ntn .a~muu~trallon hilve bcenll9.0th St.. was hittl'n on !ll<'j Tv:u U.S.· as~ro~ 
imately. 60 U.S. Air Forcci The targets arc located 125· home Ia£\ ni~lu while ~he · cut tn · · nghl leg when h~ tned to cs·: 101~m J?r<1bc. badly 
olanes and .between 60 and 701}03 miles southwest of Hanoi.: was away. ' Citrs 128 l'crson~ '('ilflt' ·from Duke. poltc(' said. i:' Husstan ":ho doc. 
Navy aircraft participated· inithe capital of North Viet Nam.; Also taken wrn• " wail Tlw ncw~paper said. that "ai. Rt'rlondo Beach police. !Jclicv-: 111, spact•. ~··til _l~y 
;trikes against Bien. ~~~~ supplyjToday.'s was the. seventh homh· i;ltlt'k. miscellaneous icwrl· :ronservalivP tabu!atinn" shows: mg I hey lmd a suspe('l earner-' II~ national face 
jcpot and an ammurut1on depot mg ra1d agamst North Vtel rv. a radio ;111d an clrdrk :umt al k;~s[ 128 persons wilh'ed mside the nul'sery. <:a II c d doublche~dcr start 
;~bout 53 miles north o( Vinh in Nam since la~t Augus1. iron. !lOii<·c ~mrl. '::dist'crnible" lkllilkal. bark-~osa Bem·h. Ofltc<'r Ja_(·kj The ."stron~uls 
North Viet Nam. · Moore called Communist anti· grounds wc.rt> among U1r itf-iGarro'!\. who has worked With: Young and Vtrgrl 
.11~~ _:Air . F;QI£!:~.£!1!11!1J.<IP.Q.~(aircraU. fire .nver ·today:s. tar-, d ;.-.nrpm:ator-¥- of.Brown·<:hMtcr.~! Du~c. f~r _nearly two years. ill~~~~~ 10 Wkc ~ 

iaJ(f.-alr:Am_erican planes re-'1gcts ''light and inaccural<•.'' . ·t· ifegu. ·ar S. ·financial institutions. lbrou~hf ITlcaog·ctowrr and lct~~~m•kout.~f .. ~~·c '· 
e.d •'f 1 d th t tl 1 1 .. · , . tum mto the nursl·ry. :slalton nctwut k !h. 

Lurn su.eY, ~n. _a. 1e on~:1 "It' is my under~tanding a I f.lgflly·thrLc of t.he 126 .are Ill 11. k '-d 1 "·· . 1 ,their three-orbit l'C 
~amaae \""S one small hole (N· l I I d I tl d · . n · •nd l~·>n aSSO('I~tiOil"• IC S was !reao.c a '' 0 U I I. 
" p • '"" • . ' l D>'\' p anc., 1'1' urn~ (I l(' F. d . 8 """lll,s ~ "~ . n . ,, : B· u ... I R d d [l .. 'I' the sky n<»:t Tu~· 
in ·the wing of ·-one aircraft. !ait·cr~ft carri~r." h~ lnld n~w~. In . . . 0 y ;md 4r, ar<:' in· hank~. accordtnj1· ilY , .• o~p!ld. r on 0 tac l.i 1' ' . • . 

'-" · • . J • • and wa~ rcl~a~cd tn pollee. · h< probe ·• 
11-~oore s•id ~1e jcl< blas',""jmen. . · tn the M~r~tuy Mll New,. l..itok~d Into Windnw t•amcra~ nam~'<l r 

U!Cir CommuniSt targets With: A u.s. mililal':; >pok<·hlll;)n. o· f B 4 llr \vas arre~led shortlv ilftcr.du~ today for a li 
~ombs, I'O('kets and cannon-fire'said "" Air foro.:e offic<"r "''"' ' oy I M h 0 d . :) il Ill Millar"" was aiwswd: cd" <:OUnldown in 
to deslroy.'!h~ COI~plex o( aboulj.mistakcn wh~n he Raid Arncri- arc . . r er about li afl<'l'. <I man SiliflJI~ fo.•~ ils_ ~!.'QCduJcd. 
15 or 20 butldmgs Ill the amrnu·ican planes did not drop napalm ""'",. •• •• ., ' . saw. ·Milla•·-l~okinJ:·lillo-it win· prcturc . takms ,, 
nition and supply depots. The: ftrc bombs dunng an<>!hcr r;ud . . . . . . . . . . 1 _.. ... . · 1, . . fl . d 11 ~\' d , •. moon. 
Air Force planes were J;md·. N 11 v· 1 N 1. ..0 . 1 he nhll k~ ._t.rr·ir!<.r. ~<atr~s..o----s • ( Jl< ·'' 11~1. m ow .. ~n . . , .· . . . . 

· on or·' IC am "st '" .. 11 
·c .. .. . . · • ·. uspens1on I<"C. 1Rl24 .1\lll"~d;rlt Avr .. one· HmlAll·9 !5 cxpc. 

based, he .sard. . .... ---- .... : da.y_ ... Muore was--asked whclhcr:a Carson ml sump alP em ply, ·. . nl Ill!' Vll'llllltz~d II rill> ofl ;1buard a · ~~ 
.~e·.U:;S;:-Navy~ti11"ew "on .tJJe:~~~~~~~s __ ~_:~ ~~~~'.:....... nncr 1!1(\rr. and 1""" gncvtng'. · h' !lrtl.h wrrr.· hnok,,1j nn suwi·. 1\grna r_o<:ket Sund. 
----.---- pnrrnl> hav•· the b•>dy of· lhNr Soug. t nnn nf huq::ta1y Trw·llln urr '.r.retl~n~ca!· mediC:< 

. h. S '"11 · · awawn~ lnal ••11 , 1 n•·1 1 a r " rxp~rl.. gtve 

~ . t . . ewage . Tire I)Od\" nf •\-yrirr·<M. ~Jar~ ,\10:-iTGO~I!::I!Y. 'M'' <:l:argt> Ill llanlll••:'!~l' . . . <;rr~~~llll. an~. !'"~Ill 
. 

·• · . ( 'utrcrrrz 11·:ts recm·<·n•d H'SlCI: . . ,\l;r_. . Hed·mrl•• H1'0td1 nctlln• !'1'1'1'1\"· •1\l""' d ·1 1ti<lll·l · Q fl .d~ · ·. afwrero~m ·by !>f~gu<trds::- \~ov < •. rorg(' < Wallat·t•" . : · · . t~•·.(··hn~r m·bital f'11 
!. ver OW S : fr~11· lire hugr SlllllP in which'attornry ."PPL~alrd ;o ~-. fed~ra~ <l.nll!lllUCd c<ll !'~i:l' ~- ( nl. 11. ~.ST 1 Ul'sday. 

CreW 
·tl 1 .. f•il on 1'uesd~v afler-lJudge todil) !" w~ptnd h1s.ordcr r-------------------

le >Hy " • • · ;aifowmg " 50·mlle r1vil rr~llls 

I St noon 

I
. n ores . . d nlilfC'h.. .. 

. The ~~';m·ir. ~,·as rn . .".' lin: Wallace was reported plan· 
_ ~a.v wlu n Lucguard < ~ r t. c r ning lu a s k for ft.odcraltzed 

. An 8-mdt sewer ltnc 10 down- Sm~rl. protlrng the . tO · [O<l! Guardsnu-n lo . prulcd iht>' 
Astronauts 

jt~Jwn Hedo~do Beach.- ~ecam..,:d~ptb .. c. lhc 011 and water nux·:11 iarche·r~. if !he march go~s on· d · 
na, Japan. and was about 7001clog.g;d t~\Js. mo~ntng. sen~mg tur?. lll~alcd I he body of the The sww Senate approved lh~ K . I ·V\ 
lliiCS not1.hwest of llonolulujsewag_e baektng mto three OU51· b<J) I;VY~rnor'J; propo~als thai PH·'i· now e ge . 
de Wedr1esdav . ness fl_rms. Mark f~·:J IIIlo Ch~ B·milhon- d!'61 ,Johnson be ~dv1sed that . · 
.i\ Coast Gu~rd lane dro ed; The _Department of Pub I i r galh>n tafc:-i!bou! 4 p.~ Tuc~· lhc slate llll< nor f1nanr;ially_ • . . 
cdi al s~ lies fo the shlfl ~Works sent a crew to the scene. day wh ic iil;~yrng wrlh hts able to prov~de protedion and lhe IJ<~JI~ Br<'l'l.<' w1ll. <'3IT) as.truna,ul~ "Ill « 

1 c PP . P: in the 200 blo<'k of South Pa·-brothcr. noocrl. 9. and twojlhat Alabama crllz~ns be urged the b!·llnr stom•s uf Amrnru·s-~,. on iipa\:'r and'it: 
A .mess!Jge from Bowman to cific Avenue. Redondo Heachjnclgh~or bo~s. •to lravl' t11e man·hcrs alone astr<maul.~ tn l!lli:i · All this i~ posstbl 
lpl. H. E. Ri~hter, <!CademY,firemen assisted in d•·aining wa-· T.he f(IUr 11 rrc {lving a kilt· Tl.te Prc~rdrnl ~a1d Thi1rsdav Bn·t•tt• n•;ult•rs-abn w1!1 ,hare ;u rangy(IH.'IIt hrtwc 
~mandant._ sa1d: .. , . jler from ~h~ stores. and runnmg ;111 tlu!- plank-{·ov-·h~ would rail up tlu• Al;rbama lhl' 'ru•ntill<: · kn"w_k~gc ofpapt•r ~nd \Vorl? B 
~ve · vtral rmeurnQil!a epl·: Robert Smtih. dtrcctor of pub"cred tank when Mar~ ·fcll'i\ational Gu<~rd 1u prnlt•ct th<!. wnl'ld·l~mnu.~ expt·rt.~ hl\c Or.:fledm &rcn('l' Srn 

IIUC abo~rd. Forty • s.e v·~ n:Hc works, said the Htoppag~,throuRh .l! trol<' · .demonstralor~ 11 W;dli+<!t' ·"~..<· Wrrnhcr """ B!:f1Un. llr Ralph worldwide s<;Jcncr ~ 
;es presently.-. Requeslmgjwas freed. by 10:30 a Ill. b_v". The tank lms bern Hbillldon· Ulll~illing:to du SCI . • • l.npp. " f<~nnrr d.u~ectar of ll~e.m Hnu~l!•n. r.,x. . 
1sl Guaril· _1-_lonolulu 1<1. drop1wo•·kers usmg rou!1o{l \ o o l_s<cd for ncar I . · 25 ·ears. . ; Attorney Charles )..Y Cl'i>uk. A1un11~: l::n~q:y l<~mllu>slon ~~ Jn c~t~tencc· hlth 
u~t~d. addttlonal. m~dJctnes,jGa_use of the problem was sltil M· ·k . J . y f M . _ 1 rr!'lresenting Walia<"P. asked.rc~tardl a 11 d dt~Vl'!Ojllll<'OI a Y('8r. this Sl'!Yt<:c 
. chru~:<~l comphcahons. as!bemg sought_. . . !'.! ."'J wa~ 1:!e -~on ~~IIJ:fl-r·'l(. u.s. Dist .Judge Frank M. bo~rd . .and pr . Wt)ly l'cy .. an!_ . !€st setencc 
." · . · j Hardest h1t was the .Johnson • rs_. ose '.u Jerr!:'z. . ar !John~nn Jt•. to stav ·• · . . . ce . ..c.~p oralton .. 1r:e anywhere. ll ha 

·cbon in Course Stationers. Zl2 S. Paciiic _Ave .. ; bella Ave._. Carson. . . · mg r' e march. Crook, These famous nanw·s and daz-:iz~ .. lhe' busi~ss o 
~ · ,. g: g where water • •. ~~ •s nort ·of Lomtta said the slate had not had !lme·ens of ol_lrers·WIII appcar·rn spe-,sclcllcc reportmg. 
lc shl radi " ·

1
. c e m from lite lines. . Boutcvard, belwco.n .Av <!I onto i>fcpafe for the protrot~n of;llial_ rc!iOH.s to th~ Dailr Brcuei . :Sp;eclal.l_nh 

18 ng. course and putting In The Redondo Hotel, 214 s: P;l· Boulevard and Ma1n Street_. marclwrs.. . • · .;in a ,,·car whrn lh~ natinn·s, The 0 a i·l y J3rt 
lonolulu.· so the crew rnem· cific Ave ... and Redondo l"urni-ICarson. : ·A sWtl' sJnator: . who :•s~ ~p~c(.' effort. ino,·~s intn hi!! h.!that addition .or. th): 
·can .be t.rc~tcd. · . ture. 218. ~-.Pacific Ave., al~o; A spokcsm.an for Shell Oil; thai· hi~ nam!? .l1{o withheld. s.aid~gear .and. ~cicnti~Js pr.dbc Wllh be, or special ··inl~t 
ly one man w~ constdcr~ reported dtfftculty... · · ;co .. owner of •the tank. said <llafler a ~:rau[i,<lf .s~nators con-;.cenc~r.d ·nj:or. tlie 111~~.ttnes or~Soulh. ~y; now ·m 
1ough. to -require hospltalt· The extent of damage · w;rs;2Hld\.rr palrol -will be begun al'fefred with Waltace tod11y thatllh<! 1\l.'can~ and the ran h . . of sp;it'C capital of trn 
1, Ute. Coast Guard sa l d. nol known" blil.?il was bcll~vcd,lht:' sitr .. now surrounded b,· a' it was tlt~ir consensus the llO~· :m<'llecuj('s and mt1unt:ain~ · 'cau!'t'' of the :t'Ooo 
·as not idcntlfiL-il in the ra· tlw sUIIIOn<'r's 'had 01<kier<~1~j 6·fr><ll fence. lopped by barbed ,('rnor·..-iiuld ask lor fNler!llfz~ 1 ·John •Shorty.• PowM'~. kn<Jwn sp;~~ "'c-uvit,: •in· . .'t 
spal!=hcs.. · ·stock dam;tgc, :~~ire. 'Guard~m~li for--lhe march. · ;1o millicms as '·the··vorcr·t)f lh~: The top sc'~nli~h 

.\ 
.-..... 

· . . . 
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m: 
PRIVATE AI-1D CONFIDEI'!!IAI. 
i'JY 4-9-65 l044A /PJM OK/ 
~~ IL(f, RFY - E A. BALLNAt~ 

. -~· 

. :- •.···'·-·· ... . ·· ... 
· ...... -· ... 

. . 221 YOUR 23S. \V"'E HAVE EXPLORED WITH T&S 
POSSIBLE FUTURE USE OF KA.ST PROPERTY Afm HAVE CO!I:E T.O THE· CONCLUSION 
THAT THERE IHLL BE HO ?URTHER JUSTtFICAT ION W KE:I::PING IT IN USEABLE 
CONDITION. THEREFORE ~'E CONCUR WITH YOUR RECOMt1ENDATiot~ THP.T \~E 
SHOULD IMMED II\ TEL Y IM ITIATE WIT I-f PACIFIC COAST AP.~A LAND OEPARTNENT 
FOR APPR•HSAL OF PROPERTY 1\ND ENTERTAIN OFFERS FOR SALE- AS IS. 
IN THE EVENT THAT THESE ARE NOT IN COMPLIANCE !rJ ITH OUR VIEWS ON 
VALUE OF THIS PROPERTY \IE MAY WISH, WITH FURTHER CONSULTATION \HTH 
ALL CONCERNED, PROCEED WIT!{ YOUP. PROPOSAL rm. 1 IIUCLUDING CLEftNINe, 
REMOVING ROOF M!D TUlBERS OF' RE~ERVOIRS 6 AND 1 AND REPAIR ROOF" ON 5 
PLEASE KEE.P US POSTED - . 

? J f.JERKUS 

EAB {7) 

soc 120542 
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Coldwell, Banker & Company 

Beyer~y HillS , CALIFORNIA, Oatober 14 19 .§L_ 
Received ti~ ~IAY OR WOM:njEE here1na.tter called Pureha&er, the •um or 
fWYN 00--------------- Dollan (S 50,000 .09! &Tidonced b:r che<k, u a deposit on 

... oant o! the purchase prioo o! ONE Mtr,T.TON Al'!D N0/100--------------------------------------
. ·Iiittlario:i$:1jOOO!OOO'jQQ: f,:ior UHil:Cinillil·:proJiini·iiSu·..u:cs:ln;lbe:e~w.o!:·;: :::.:. . County o! 
- ..: ·:IpS ·.:AjiWiM::.: :: ·· .: · :: 6latii G~ c&fltoni41.,:ait11 ::citiaTlbed ~a a =t:Ot~nia; to:Wrt ~:- · -~ : ·.: .: ; ; : :. : : .: .: :: :: ; : .. . : · ; ::: ~ :: 

Part of wt :a, ~;setti~!:iit~:in;tiie~ilii.niiliO:Bati:peiirOj =tie:t:DS=Ii.4.;3ijli;iiiireii''''· 
CQI!IIIIello:I.Dg at the Southeast Corner of Lo1< :a; tb.ence South 86° 15' West 825.98 
feet; thetr.oe North 0°· :.2' 30" West 32D_.k!Lfeet; thellce South 86° 15' West 183,34 
feet; thence North 0° :.2 1 30" West ~et; thence East on North line 
of said lot 999 .80 feet to Northeast Cornel:: ·.th,ereof;:' :llhe}me .. South oO :rr 1.:~t :. 
1,969.79 feet to begimling, As per Nap'·Eoalc<Uf :Page l21j ·Official. Bec.ard:l.., ~ ; 
County of los Angeles, Calii'orJU&, • •. · .. · .. · ... . . .:. · , . .:. .'. : L: 

-····"': .... ::.r,:,. , ·- .... • ...... :. · .. :,...:, :;· ·---~ ·.,.. ... \ .... 
... :· ~ • ;' • .0 ~··:·J. ~ -· .• 

c .• 

. ... 
TERMS OF SALE: Upon ratlft.catlon and aceept.Aace ol thl• otler by Seller :*an eacrow ahall be create~ ~~ Title 

Insurance 8:: Trnst~~f to canaumcn&te thts IIUrcha.ae 41 IDiyJ~_,.he~~~~'!hlch escrow !!lhall 

ha.ve a time limit of 8i~Uin.) -----.day11 .r:rom da.te of l&ld ~~.~ .. Mfd aeeepMnoe. 

Punha11er and Seller abaU pay theiT usual rapactive uerow fees, and Seller a'hall P-Y for and. furniah a Califaroia lAnd TiUe 
Aaaoolatloo atandard co•oraso lonn poliey o! UUe iaaoraur.o loouod bl' 'l!i t1e Iilsurance & Trust Company 
ah.owlnt: title to the above proporLy vested in Purchaser, or uni~rnee. free a:ad clur or ~ill Ueas and encumbral'lcet except 
lho1e Ht.-torth herein. In th.a event tltla to ••ld J)roperty Is not In lhe condition daRe:rlbed ~:~bove and eanaot be placed tn 1uch 
condiUo!l 11r1or to the time Umlt tor eiO&Iu; or C!llcrow, llnm l'"v:rchber. at. Its opUoo. m&r accept Uti& ln. Ita lhen con· 
d1tion: atherwfae, lhill acra•m•nl shAlt terminate without turl-her UabiUty on etl.har party o.nd the deposit. ahall be ntarued 
to Purcha1er. 
rr Purahuer latl' Lo coml'llele ealrt purchate •• herein provhlfld, then Seller sha.ll be rellrved oC an)' obll,;aUon .here· 
uader and at ita 011Uoa mar 7etaln &be deposit oc Purchaaer. 
H anJ or Saller's peraona.J pronerty ta used by Lennnu In nld pro):lerty, then Stillier ehall canYe)· all ••u:h pcnonal proPOrtl' La 
Purcha1er b,. bill of aale, rree of ancumbrancu and without nddttlanal conllderaUon. · 

~a~~~:tl:~·o~::!:'t: 1:::~~z::.· !~:?~O:t'e~n ~~~~t":)~~t~e~:s~dofPa':;t!rfme:f~ga:, ~~=~·~:Jit:: ~;;"ed•t:d ,:~o~::~ 
with requlretnento ol Bill' lawful authority. 
Thera are no ar&l I&J'eemanta not con&aiaed herein. 
In the e•ent lhlo ol!er;. not llC•opte<l by Soller on or belore 6 :00 J.> .M,, October 19, 1965 Tuesday 
oft81' 1b1JI 'become auu and void. and the deparo:ll mado harewiLh returned to Purcba.~er. 
Time II ot the •ueace ot tbls CORlract. 

* and further upcn the effective re-zoning of the industrial property to R-1 

-- SEE ADilRNlXlM ~ --

. thlo 

C01.CW£LL, BANKER Ito COMI'ANY, Ao&NTO 

n mert A. Slifrlli 
~.!~~~~~~,h:::~l.•ll'H• to purchase aid property upon the Ierma ancl condlti 

~.· 

DRES 0045 

soc 00022 



l. Promptly upon acceptance of this offer by Seller, Se1lar shall provide 
a Preliminary Title Report together with full copies of any and all 
conditions, covenants, restrictions, reservations, easements, rights 
and rights of way of record, if any, exeept taxes not delinquent. 
Purchasershall have fifteen (15) days after receipt of same within which 
co approve or disapprove-in vriting any or all of the conditions, covenants, 
rea~rictions, reservations, easements, rigWts and rights of way of record, 
if any, aet forth 1D said Preliminary Title B.eport, and in the event of 
disapproval by notice in writing to the Seller, Seller shall have the 
right to remove the disapproved ezception from the record prior to the 
closing date of eacrow. !If said disapproved conditions, covenants, 
restrictions, reservations, eaaaments, rights and rights of way of 
record, if any, are not r1111.0ved prior to the closing of the esc:ov, thea 
Purchase: at ita election may accept tbe prope:ty in its thea condition 
o: cancel the escrow 11nd all deposita made herein &hall be returned to 
Pu:chaaar. 

2. This offer is subject to the Purchaser being able to obtain a zone 
change to an R-1 zone on the indnst:ially zoned property. It is 
agreed that any and all costs incur:ed while attempting to obtain 
said zone change shall be at the expense of Purchaser. Seller agrees, 
however, to sign all neceaaary papers for the required change in zoning 
and to cooperate with Purchaser in obtainillg said IIIODe change, In the 
event a satisfactory zone change is not obtained, at Purchaser's option, 
thia agreement either may be canceled and tbe depoait made berewi~h 
returned to Purchaser upon demand, or Purchaser may elect to purchase 
the subject property in ita then coodition of zoning. Purchaser shall 
proceed diligently upon acceptance of thia offer to ob~iu zone change 
to R-l Rea:Lclential on the induatrially zoned property, The zone chauge 
shall be deemed effective when the zone chauge ordinance bas been duly 
signed and recorded • ."· 

3. This offer and. the closing of the escrow an conditioned upon approval 
in writing by Purchaser of an engineering raport to be obtained at 
Purcha1er 1a sole cost and expense. It iB hereby covenanted ud agreed 
that Seller i1 to permit Purchaser and/or his agents such access to 
auch portions of the property as deemed necessary by a competent 
engineering firm in preparing ao engineering repo:t~ .Purchaser shall 
have thirty (30) days from acceptftnce of this"offer to complete the 
engineering study and to indicate· approval in wdting to Seller of such 
an eaginee:dng study, If app:oval in wr1tiilg baa not baen given prior · 
to the expiration of the thirty (30) days, thea this offer becomes null 
and void and all deposita .. de herein shall be returned to Purchaser, 
Ia the event, for any of the conditious outl.ined herein, the Purcbaaer 
shall not proceed with the purchase, any and all eqinee:ing soil 
studies, etc. shall be made available to the Sellar at no cost to htm. 

4. Purchaser shall place into eacrow, prior to closing, sufficient cash 
to equal ORE ~ION AHD H0/100 ($1,000,000.00) Dollars, including the 
FUTY motJSAII]) AHD 110/100 .DOLLAR ($50,000.00) depoait made herewith. 

~~ Seller's Signature 

Page -1-

nR£S0046 
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.. ·.··· .· .. -.... 
. - ..... ·.·.·.·.:·· 

·.· ... .. . .. . . ·... . ... .. . . . : .. :.· ....... ·:-.-·.: ·.'··.: :·- . 

. . . . . .. : ... :. 

-:·.-: . ...:OCTOBER-: 19, :1~65, .-AT-.-.'WHICH·.- TIME·. OF!fER.-EXPIRES •::: .. ·: .- :_. . .. .-.::: .-. :·.:-:-- ·.: :. ·:. ·.· ·.-:: :. ·:. ·.·.-:. ·:: ·.-.-. :: 

tt!l::±fldi:l:li!i~J:I~~~~~~~~~/I-CI{i\Ij 
::·.<."· . .-.RECOMMEND·:ACCEPTANCE:.'STATED-·.TERMS·:ON.-.TUESDAY·~-.-.-:POSSIBILITY-.RECEIV..:-·:.-.-:·.-.·.::-: ... ::_-.-_-.-.-. 

; /&#~ 6~##i~~i.f5fi#*!%W~!~~K~N/) UCh ?•····;yy 
. : ·:: .-.-.-.. ·:: ::.-:-:-:.::.:OUR: LETTER: ·7 -26-65·.- SET·: FORTH·: PROPOSAL·. TO :EXCHANGE·. KAST :FEE:.:·.·.·:.·::::.·:::: 

i! ~?~~~~W~#~i,~~,;#~~,: -~-1~f~W#~#%~?!J;gC 
:-;·,·_.·.::_OR.·_CASH::PAYMENT;_.::_.·,IN·."·.VIEW:_:POSSIBLE.:_OTHKR.:_CORPORATE:-.NEEDS·::FQR:.:(l)::.ONE:::::.:-:·:·:.:·:.-::.:·.-: 
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ADDBNDml TO OFFER TO PDRCHI\SB DA.n:D 
OOIDI!ER 20. 1965 

1. Upon acceptauae of tbis offer by Saller, Sellar a ball J)l!ovide a Pl:alilzd.uary 
Title Report together with full copies of aay and all cgmditions, covenants, 
reatr:i.ctioas, resana1:1ons, easeme~:~.ts, rishts, and rights of way of record, 
if aD.J, oxcept taxes aot delinquent; l'nr<:baser aball on or 'before Oatober 22, 
1965 sisnify approvAl or df.aapprwaltbereof by notice t.n writing to Sellar 
and in the eveat of disapproval, this agreement shall temDtaate aad all deposits 
mode bere1u shall be r&tumed to Pure: baser, 

2. Th1a offer ia subject to the l!w:cbaser beiDc able to obta.in A ::.one change to an 
R•l zaae on the 1Dciustr:Lally zoned .property, It is agreed that any aad all coats 
:I.Dcuned while attaptin; to obtain said aoua ohiiiiSB .shall be at the expeu&e of 
Pdrchaser, Sellar asreoa 0 llallever, to· stan all·118ce81ary papers for tiae~requbad 
c:beaae ·ill z:cni.ng .md ·co cOGperat:a With. Pw!cbaaer ·:~.u· 'obtain'iD: -sat:d .aODe chaDa•· 
Ptm:baaer a&Taas· that tbe zone ·~:banae applicatiOD oaae:~u·. ba· filed with dte 
appropriate aova~tal ageacy (Step Ito. ·2 OR· tha.attccbad:B~bit wbich·is 
made a pm:t baJ:eof) on or befm;e tbe 30tb day follwiaa l:be expiration of the 
thirty day period allcwad PutchaDer far approval of the ~neering report. 

Pucchaacr shall ~a until A~il 141• 1966·to c~Late t~ eot~e zaaioi·pr.oqedure 
(thrau!lh Step We. s 1:111 t'be attached 'Bxbib:tt) lllld to· have. flie Grdi-a8uce. J:ealiilti.Dg 
tbarefrom duly a:l.goad .and recorclad. 

However, :I.D t'bc evant tho zODing oballse or4iili&ROe · has ·not been atped and 
recorded withill the af01:'81181lC.1oaed time Ulltc., but ·1'urcba8111' 'has.· e0111pl1ri with 
the above filing date aad baa dili~ly•attampted to campleto'Seepa No.3 
throuah l'lo. 5 011 ailid ac.tacbad Edl1bit, S;,Uer egreaa to ex.ttllld the April ·14, 
1966 date to and 1Dclud1ns Jul)' 1, 1966 to aUow Purcbaaer to C:Cllllp1ate the 
remataiug atapa aecassar,v to complete the zoaa abaose aad the atsaing and 
recordation of ·tba ord:l.11o811Ce reaultiDr& therefrellrj:,provi.ded, howBver, t~t any 
further eXjle'llaiDI:I., if greuted, shall be at the a·oie opt:l.oli SDd election of Saller. 

In the event .Purchaser is uaabl~to obtain the praraquiaitc zapa cbanae, ~rcbaaer 
may cancel this offer and then be reliaved of all liability hereunder ADd also 
be wtitlecl to receive from Seller PuRbaaar 1 s illitial Pifty 'J:bouaarul &mel no/lOOths 
($50,000.00) Deller deposit (Seller ahall retain Pur~buser'a $ZS,OOO.OD pa,ment 
mada ~auant to Paragraph No. 3 of this offerl . 

3. 'this offer and tbct clCII ill8 of the esc:raw are ccnuli.tioaacl upon apprcwal in 
writing by Purcbaaar of an eagiDeeria.t· rapon: to be obta:lalld at l!tm:haeer's 
sole coat and upellll8. It is baraby coviiiWilted IQLcl esMeci that Saller is to 
pe:mit Purchaser &D4/or bia aaants such accaea to auch.portions of the property 
as da-d uaceaam:y by a CCIIIIpatut aqis!leu'iu; flm :i.D p:raparq 811 ea;illeering 
report. L>urchaser shall have tbirt1 (;10) da,ra fi:CIII-acoepca~~ce of tb:l.a of!er to 
ccmrplete tile eugi:aaedag 11tudy au.d 1:0 indicate appl."CIVal' iu. writiq to Sellar of 
such an ens:I.Deeri'IIC study. If ·approval· in writlng·has not been gLven prior to 
the expirstioll of the thirty (30) days, tllan this offer .becamas J:I.Ull aad void 
aad all depoa·its made herein alu111 be ·returned to· Purchaser. In the Gveut, for 
auy of the conditioaa outlined herein, ·the PurchaDer · a ball not proceed w:l.tb tba 
purchase, any and all ~tueiU:ing, soiL atud1ea, et cetera, shall be made av-ail· 
able to tha Soller at no cost to him. Co1Dciclent with l!urchaaer 1 a approval in 
writing of the aqineerills repCJrt, Purchaaer shall tta~der to Sellar a certified 
check in the IIIIIOI.Dlt of -r-cy•Fi'Ye 'J:boualllld and· ao/lOOths ($2S.GOD.OD) Dollm:s, 
wl11cb 8111DUUt shall apply towards tbe purchase price. ·Notwithatauding anything to 
ths contraey contaiJied in thia qreamu; aaid $25 0000.00 payaumt shall be retained 
by Seller (and Coldwell .BIIDker lio C11111p8U]" ahall bsve ao interest therein) irrespsc• 
ti'VS of wbethar Paid 11ezoning 1o c0111pleted, the sale :l.s constmaated or otherwise. 

Purcbase~ 1 s luitials Saller's lnitiale 

Pega 1 of 2 pages 
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4. Parcbaaer shall deposit iato esczoow, prior to che c:loaiD;, sufficient 
cash to equal One Million and ao/lODtba ($1,000,000.00) Dollazoa (plus 
closing costa), including the FiftY. Tbouaaad and ao/lOOtbs ($50,000.00) 
Dollazoa deposit alad.e harewtth, and including the rweaty•Ftve Tboua&Dd 
and ao/lOOtha ($25,000,00) Dollars payment made to Seller at the time 
Puzocbaaer approves in writing the engtaeezoiag zoepozot. 

S, Notwithstaudiug anything 1D the offer to the c:oatrary, Puzocbaau shall have 
the right to coua111111111te this triiDsac:tioa without aac:ezotaa inca - ascrow. 
tbe nonual coats iDVolvsd shall ba paid by the reapec:tive parties. Taxes 
shall be prorated, et cetera, 

6. Saller warrants that the ouly ptpeU.ues preseatly exiating Clll or undar the 
eubjact property are those caaaenciag et tbe preeent storage facility 
aad te~nating at the refiDezoy located at the east of the subject property. 

Seller's Initials 

Pase 2 of 2 pages 
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SHELL OIL COMPANY 
P. 0. BOX 728 

WILMINGTON, CALIFORNIA 
TELEPHONE TERMINAL ~-~611 

October 25, 1965 

Barclay ... Hollander-Curci 
McCulloch Building 
Intern;:1.tional Airpo-rt Center 
6!51 West Century Boulevard 
Los Angeles. Califorz1ia 90045 

Attention Mr. Harold CU.rci 

Gentlemen: 

As requested during yo'Ur October 21, 1965, 
the Kast Properties in accompaniment with our Mr. Leyhe, 
i.ng the following drawings o! the reservoirs: 

Z·.R 4:0 
Y·R 7 
Y-.R 8 
YPR 14 
Y-R 27 

y,..:a, 28 
Y-.R 33 
Y-R 43 
Y·R 44 

Y-R 53 

.General Arrangement of Beservob' No. 7 
General Arrangement - Reservoirs Nos. 1, 5, .6. 
DetaU of Wooden Roof and Stairway ic·r Reservoirs 
Grading Plan for Reservoir~;~ 
Gqeral ArrangemeJ:lt of Bracing and Boxing of Swing 
Pipe Pit 
Hatching and Gauging Wells for Reservoirs 
Swing Pipe Details for .Reservoir 
Concrete Detail. of Swing Pipe Pit. Reservoir No. 7 
General Ar.r~gement of Bracing and Boxing Swing 
Pipe Pit. :Reservoir No. 7 
Grading Plan for Reservoir No. 7 

The approximate content of each reservoir is tabulated below. 
Please note that the levels shown are measured in the swing pipe pit which is 
app%'oxima.tely 2 1 -611 deeper than the high point of the floor as shown on draw­
ing Y·R 53. 
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Barclay-Hollander-Curci -Z- October ZS, 1965 

RESERVOIR 
NUMBER 

5 
6 
7 

Ati:achm.ents 

APPROXIMATE 
LEVEL 

(IN GAUGE PIT) 

141-0H 
4'' .. 3" 
5'-3" 

EST. TOTAL 
LIQUID • BBLS. 
142 OAL/BBLS. ) 

321, 560 
43,531 
98;455 

Yours very truly, 
t'i"'T. ~- · ... ··. f 

L :;. ;. 

for E. A. Ballman 
Refinery Manager 

cc - Pacific Coast Area - Land Department - lorianager, 
Mr. D. E. Clark, .Jr. (Attachments) ~- ·' ., 

EST. NET 
OlL-BBLS. 

6, 785 
5, 363 
9,432 
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.... " 

SA!=! C LAY- H 0 L LAN 0 E A- C U R C I 

~ . . . 

• McCULLOCH BUILDING, INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT CENTER 

v 6151 W. CENTURY BLVD., LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90045 

Shell Oil Company 
10.08 Wes.t Sixth Street 
Los Angel"es, C.ilifot'.nia 

Attn: D. E. Clark 
Manage-r Land Department 

Geri t1 emen! 

;: :, ; \ :6!~ 

-~:,~rf. 
" ·-·~ ... ·-"."\'··~\ ~· ,. "t"";.1. r.. 
I 

::: :.;.:.!.! ::;.;~-
i 

;,v...~ .. iJ -~~-'~ 

~I,~Cilfl',tilf.m~. • IJ.U . . I .. 
In accordance with paragraph 3 ·of the add-en um t.o Otfer tci 
l'urcha:se, dated October ·20, 1965, li\re have. ~:ecei:ved ~ f,!lv()rable 
engineering repor.t and we berel>y enc-lose a ·cashi.e:~:'s check 

~!JIT£ 7i:io 
TEi.EPHON~_ 

in the amount of $25,000.00 l'lhi.ch amount sball apply t:oward.s ·the 
purcha.se pz:ice of the app.roximate 44 acres owned by yoiJ ·being 
a _part of lot 11Bll, Gentian Settlement. in l:he Rancho.San ·;pedro. 

You:rs truly, 

E·nclosure 

RB:cb 
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B.A R CL A.Y- H d LLA N 0 E R-C U ~C I 

MCCULLOCH BUltDINO,INTERNAi;lONAI. AIRPORT CENTER 

5]51. W. CENTUR'! 81 VO, LOS ANGELEs. ~(!FORMA 90045 

-Dei::mnbcr l, ];965 

Sheil:OH Company 
1008 l<les·r Si:K.th St.ract 
Los· AI•geles 54, CaUf.o:mia 

Art:n·: Mr, Dm: land !!:. Clark,_ Jl:. 

D<!"M Hr. Clnrk: 

r;;r 
li\:, v / ,.1/ 

~!!::_~_' ,, 
,Mt.•::- .!.:;1.4' .,,_ 1·;;~0 

\ 
.. i , .. t .I 

,. - I -,.,.,.,:;-

': ~ 
hi i ... J:l .... l ~ 

r... ,r cv~ ! l ~·~' ' :G ! 

·R~: Lomita Property ' • •• ·',' .rl 
L.-:.-~1 

.Ac our mee~ing: lnst: "'¢ek. we discus-sc;d -the desir..a.biliL-y o"£ r.ecciv-
itJB ·p.er;rirsdon· fr.<m Shell Oil Co~oiJ·a••Y., pri~r to the close .of sale, 
to do sit.e c.learing "ork· qn t:he property ·t7e ar<~ purch.,idng fi,om 
y~u, 

At yo!):" ;<t!&&l!ation, l .1m putting this rcq\lest i~l ,_.riting as foHous: 

Phase 1 ~ .We ..,ould · U'ke to begin. ~rmced"ia tel y t.o ri:nove c.he 
'ii·qu,id.waste. 1111d P"t:rolcum residu~s fr.Ol!l···the p!:Coperty. lie 
~Jlll probably be using (:hillicel.Qr Os:den t.o .do th.:i.s "'otk, We 
e.sti~~.te it. ''ill take about tbrea m01>th1' for completion. 

AG 'k'e d1.sCU!lsed, the reruoval ·of. ~<>aste ·s.houJd i.mp:rove the viii u~ 
o:f :;;our ·property and, .theref.l>r.e, t:hen! should be· no .exr!osu·rc 
to Shcq Qi;L Company other than poas:lble puliLlc UabHity, 
vhleh·· r.Iay be incu~red dur{ng the .. caui;se of rhe wot·k. To ~:r'.c­
Lect Shell against: .this ··PC..•sibility; 1oo1e w!ll fut·nnn ;you vLth 
lial>.i.l:i.ty j~•inir'anc.e. in ~uch fe>nn as you lilay .require. 

·.Phase. 2 ~ .Beginning ·in about January, t.1e wDti,ld Uke p<!rtnission 
~i:: removal af metal. and wo.Oil t.iastcic. !r.· ordct t.o pro.t.cct 
Sh~l'l 'a positl.ou, in .addit:ion to liahil.i,ty in~urlmce '"'"would 
require tbe. 6ucccssful bidde.~.: to iurtitsh a r:i:niij>let·ion bond ih 
iairor of bot.h She.ll Oil Ci:>uip<q>y o'lnd ourselve·s. Thi"s .. will as!lu:-e 
tha.t. -~~~~ wor:lt ~ill no'>· he terminated before f•ill c-01r.pled.on. 

~ - llegiuni:ng e-ither ~-ebTu.ary or a.s lne as March, \i€ 

wo~tld like. to .hec1n grading ·t:he pr·Ciperty anti t-e aoriac. {t ~o 
its natural grade, 
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Shell ·P.il Company 
Attn: -Mr. i) .. &·. i:In:rk, ,J):. 

- .2. ~ 

We expect:: to .sp~nd _llbou·t $16.5".,()0:0,·00 ~or ·g::u.i!irig; .W~ "this sUJI\ 

would ii~t~llicl!'" fi.ne.graping a~Jd s·t:reet: ·::,.,yon.t ~orli: in connection 
\iritli. Qur proposed subdivision. ~.(the!. property. _ljwcver, · i.n order 
to as·sure Shell tlict the proper.ty .wi.ll be left in "·· s;>fe condi­
tio~ ,in the e.;;i!·nt the grnding: is ·no~ e_i:lmpletcd for any reason, 

"We .propose to put up .a ·$50 ,.000 .. 00 bond .whicl1 · 'Qe. h~·U.eve ic: tno.re 
t.han ,adequate ·tO. C.ompli:t.e .gT&d~Dg CO li "s~fo:i C.ond_i.Cion:. I! The 
a·e·~et"Diilllldim of· wbllt ·grad·iJlt··WOII"ld b:e required in .the. event of." 
te:n<~ination:would· be deCided cxclus·ively by Sl;ldl' s !>Wll. el)gineerG 
arid .,,. wou·ld. agr.ee to be bound· by ~lie"il' .dec is ion. w.,. ·wi U, of 
course, aht>. f~•:rn;i.sii 1ia!H:l:ley lbf,iir<~rice for the ';:radi~& operation. 

·.If· yo_u "contelnpl:r.te any dcl11ys in. rec~iving. 01pprova.l" for Phase -2 .ilnd 
.J; because tJC the d~t!l"i)6 that mey !\:..,,., ·to be -workec etii:, we .;=ld 
neverrheless appr.;,cinr::e receiving approvAl f~r Pi;.e.se 1 nG noon es 
poss'ible. We are amc.ious to· get this· pah. of the _projcrc_t: s·tal:i:e·d 
i~diately. · 

.IUI:cb 
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. ·. . : ·.. . . : ~ .. · .. 

SHELL Oll COMPANY 
SHELL BUilDING 

1008 WEST SIXTH STREET TetePHOHE 482-3131 

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90054 

December 15, 1965 

Re: Wilmiugt:on Field 
Kast Fee .. Rut Taak Farnr 

Your Refere~u;:e: 

Barclay-Bollande~-Curci 
laternatLanal Airport Center 
Suite 700, -!f.eCulloch Building 
6l51 Wast Century Boulevard 
Los AnigeleEJ s California 90045 

At tent: inn Mr. Ricb.ard Barclay 

Gentlemen: 

Lomita Property 

~ ' . 

) 
~-- .·' 

( t' r-' 
C'~ •• 

Reference is made to yOUl:' letter of December 1, 1965 
reauestUg our pet:mi:ssioa for .you to do certain site clearing 
~rk, prior to close of sale on the Lomita lands yoU are 
pul:'cb.asing from us. l:'leaae· be advised that~ subject t:o the 
follewiug terms sad couditi0ns, you have our peEIDission to 
undertake Fhase 1 of such ·work as described in your lett=er: 

l. 'lbat: we do uot make any reprasentat:lon or warranty 
CG'Zilcern:f.ng the safety ar condition Qf said lancla or any 
improv~te ar property_ located therein or tbereon; that you 
enter Bad wark epw said lands at your· sole risk; that: ~ou 
shall bea+ and pay all costa and expensea arising out"ef your 
wo~k thereon and the disposition"of wastes and residuea 
:remGved therefram; mul t:hat we shall not be lieble t:o you or 
any ~ther person or per$ons for the coat or value of sny work 
or improvemente performsd by or for JIOU. on said lEJnde even if 
cur sale thereof to you is never ooaSUD&ated. 

z. ~t in your entry· and work an said lands you. shall 
not tn aay manner taterfere with or endanger our operations 
thereon. therein andlar in the vicinitY, thereof; and you 
sh~ll take all necessary pr~cautions to protect all property 
.(including, but without limitation, our property) and persona 
(inelud~th but without U:mitat.ion, our employees) from 
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dam.t!ge or injEy aris~ o-tlt: of your work on Gsiii lands. While 
on s.eid la!ids or in the vtcmity t!heraoft you .agree to observe 
and e~ly with all fire$ aafety. and ot:her rules and regul.ations 
h.erete-fore or hereafter impused by ar under authority e£ le-1r1 or 
presari.bed by USi and you shall 'be "t"ezp-cnsible for the observanee 
thereof by !Ill. yau:t:' employees~> age-..ltG • coat'!:MtorB ~' and other 
per.snns on or :m f:oo vie:ttd.cy of BG!id lands mt: your request or 
with your pe~issiou (expr-ess or implied). 

3. 'rb.at:. yeu. shall reimtmrse in for sny mttl ~u ittjucy. 
dauw.ge, expense aQd/or: leli'!S euffe;red by as, and sgree to 
indeami~y anli h&ld uer .mns s-aid lands free s~;'ld ba:mlesc of, . 
£rea and ageins.t any .and ~ll claites s lieoa, eui.ts ~d proceed:il!g~ 
(be:reinafter . .col.leeti~ly ~feE"~:ed tEl:· a$ "actimwn), causee of 
act~,· and liabilitie& of wba~aaever nat~ for damage. to or 
loss: or lese fJlf use of~ cmy pl:'aperty ad/or: injury to or de~tb. 
of lltly persons (if.,nuh.tdblg,but' witlttout limitat:ian. ow: md your 
emp101.ees and ~~~e of p~r eontEacto~), Uirectly or tnd!•eetly 
causaa by QJ:" arising wt: of m:: :reaulting from or in aay way · 
eeunec~ed :vith yaur e:ntcy or W$l:k on 0!: 1n tba ne:f.J.\!.tz of sa14 
lands or tfle c!i.fJpadticm os; wast:es and lC'eSidr.tell removee! tberefr0111, 
ines,r:~eetti.ve ef rmy neglig~a of oU!:"s. You. shall de:fe.n.d all 
stmh aet:ioas sad ~ aU. CO::!t.G and elijllense$ :haeiden.tal thereto; · 
but . we shall have ebe right at; wr eleeti0a &c psr.t:ieipate in the 
defeRQe of sa~ ~ch aeti0n without relieving you of ~ obli­
gatian he~euader. 

. 4. 'ruat; you- shall obtain and keep iu force (aud raquirtl:l 
your cont.ract:a.re t:a- ®taw and keel?' 1:n farce) the foll.miing 
iJ.'lauraace with e resp&n&ible ineuraa.ce company or: c~Ql.'li.es 
wLth waiVer of ell rights o.f contribution or subrog.atum 
egainst! us. 

· (a) PUblic U.a'ld.lity ad !iJ"rf:lperty uamage i.nsw:attee, 
insw:ia.g agsince U.ahiltt:ias ~lllmed by law Got;' ss:sU1llfllo here\.lllde:c: 
for iuj~ to or ~i! of au;y penoa or: peucm" (i.neluci!ing,. but 
without U.rdtatian, our empl~ei:) am:c! for <latruage to Ot" lossr 
or was ef uae of, p~rty (inelwiing, but without limi.tat.ion, 
our preperey) with mtnuwm limits as follcmlfft 

·(i) Bodily injury or deat::b: · · 
(ltoo.ooo per perli!lon and $300 11000 fer 
~ aae eccidant. 

(ii) F.ropllrl!~ damage: 
$100~000 per aeeident and 
$300t000 aggregate. 
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''.I :.': .· _., ... .. ;.' .... . :.~ . 

dalru!ge or injtn:y arising o-wt of your work on G.eiii landm. Vlhile 
on .lll.eid lBads or in the vicinity thereof, yoa .a~ee to obse"tVe 
and cOlnpl.y witb. all fire_, aafety, and ot:her rules and regul.at:ion£1 
b.eretefore or hereafter ir.!rpGsed 'by a:r under &\thority c£ ls-w1 or 
presaribed by us i and yoo &Thall be ~zpansi.bl.e for the observwee 
there&£ by all JVCill:' emnloyees!: aget~ttll• coot~eu:tors, and ot:her 
persm:u: en or in f:he v"L:!.ini.ty of BG.!id lands st: your requssf: or 
with your pe~issien (express or implied). 

S. l:bat:. yeu. eb.d.l reimburse iJs for my mtd ell iQ;j~cy ~ 
cl.auw.ge, expense aQd/cr: leu euffe_re:d by s.s., and egtee to 
indeami;f.y anG h&ld uf: &na s-aid lands frae snd ba:mless of, . 
free and egei1ilst: any .and all elta1rm 1 liens., suits ..md proceed:t.ng~ 
{b.e2:einafter . .colleetd.wly ~ferEed t:E:t· a$ "acti9llen), causes of 
acti.t:m~ · ad U.abUit:iee; f)f wbat.aoever nat.wre for damage. tG or 
lass= or less of ue of~ smy praperty ea.d/Gr: injury t:o or de6ith 
of any trel:'~ons (bU'l.udtng,but: witlttcmt _l.imit:at:ion. our md yottr 
emple1-ecs and t:l~i:e of J'fWJ:' contEactol:'S), ciiireetly or ind.b:eetl.y 
causeii 'by OJ:' arismg out of ar: 3:'eault:iug from or in aay w.a,- · 
een."lec~ed with YGUl: e:ntcy ar work on o!: tel the ~eiJd.tz of sa-.14 
lands or the d"!.apodf::ioa cl; wast:ee and !t'eSiA.iues t'EWWVeiii therefrom, 
inespec~ive e£ rmy ~glig~e of ~s. You ah~ll defend all 
saeh aet:&oas ana~ all ccstr; and elCg!enses bte:z.den.tel t:bereto; · 
h\a;t we shall r..aoo t:he r:i.gh-f: at; oo:r eieeti0n CS par~icipate in the 
defeRee of any sa® aet:bm withcsut reli.eviug you of er:ay ohU.­
gatien hereunder. 

4. 'rust; you- shall abtaiu and keep iu fcrce (and requ1r~ 
your ecmtraet:Gre ta Gbt:a:Lo snd keep m force) the follmiing 
ip,&.u!t'aace wit:h s. res~td.hle i.nsuraac:e coapany or c~Qtd.es 
wi:th wd.Va' of ell rights c.f cont!:ibuti.on or etibrog.atz.on 
egainst! USI, 

(to} :athlic lf..eiblility and pt:operty damage i.nsm:ance, 
in~ing against liabilities ~Qsed by lew e~ sse~d here~tnde~ 
for iujug to or ~i! ·of w;y pe2:soa o-z: pet:soes (4-u:l~dircg, but 
w!J:hout U.mit6ftion, our empl~ei:) &ad fer clammgt'> t:o OJ: loss~ 
or lane cf ue:e o-f, pr~rty (including, but wit:bout U.mi..tat:ion, 
our prepercy) with 'liitn:uwm limite as followaa 

·(i) nodily inju:cy or death: · 
$:U.t~,coo per person and $300,000 fer 
~ Gne a:cidant. 

(U) P.ropm:~ damage: 
$100~000 per ~eeident and 
$300.,000 ag~egate. 
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------------------~ 

Barclay•Rollander-eurci 
Deeember 15. 1965 

deli.vering the same to you in person •. Aay sueh notice mailed as 
aferesaid ahall be deemed to have been received by you ~t tbe 
expiration of twenty-four (24) hours after the deposit of the 
same, properly add~essed with postage fully prepaid, in the 
Uniced States mail within the State of California. 

. Please evidence yotU: eonfirmati0n of and agreement to 
the foregoing by signing and returning to- . us the enclosed carbon 
eopy of this letter. 

WDF:m.fb 

Attachment 

CONI!'IRM!m AND AGrumll: 

BARCM-Y•BGLJ..ANDER .. ·CURCI 

· Yours very ~ulys 

SHE'Ll. OIL COMl?ANi 

D. E. Clark 
Manager, Land Department 

· .. ··-:-·: 

4 
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SARCLAY-HOLL.ANDER-CURCI 

McCULLOCH BUILDING, iNTERNATiONAL AIRPORT CENTER 

6151 W. CENTURY BLVD .• LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90045 

December 28, 1965 

@~i\J 
SUITt 700 

TELEPHONES 

776-4!i580 

~ 670.9033 

Shell Oil Company 
1008 West Sixth Street 
Los Angeles 54, California 

Attn:' Mr. Durland E. Clark, Jr. 

Gentlemen: 

Re: Lo~ita Property 

I hereby nominate Lomita Development Co,, a California partnership, 
as ~ nominee for the purchase of the property I am purchasing from 
Shell Oil Company pursuant to our agreement dated October 20, 1965, 
said_property being part of Lot "B", German Settlement, in the 
Rancho San Pedro, eonsisting of approximately 44 acres. 

Enclosed is·a portion of the Partnership Agreement of Lomita DevelopM 
ment Co, which reflects the various partners in this partnership and 
their respective interests. 

Enclosure 

RB:cb 
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PARTNERSHIP AG~EEMENT 

THIS P;iRTNERSHIP AGREEMENT, entered into and effective between DEL· 
CERRO. SALES CO., a corpol·atioli', (hereinafter called DEL CERRO), BURWOOD LAND 
CO.,'a.corporation, (herein:J;fter called BURWOOD), BYGROVE LAI'm co., a corpor­
atio~ (hereinafter called BYGROVE) and.EAS!lJOOD LAND co., a corporation, 
(!1ereinafter called E.ASTUOOD) , 

Th~ parties to this Agreement ~ish to constitYte themselves a partner­
ship_ for the purposes and upon the terms, covenants, and conditions hereinafter 
se.1: forth. 

1. ~ The firm name of this partnership shall be LOMITA DEVELOP-
1-iEi\'T CO. 

2. PRINCIPAL PL~CE OF BUSINESS; The principal place of business of the 
Partnersh,ip shall be at 6151 tJest Century Boulevard, Suite 7QO, Los Angel.es, 
California, or at such other place or places as the partne;s shall hereafter 
determir'.e, 

3. PUaPOSE. The sole business of this partnership shall be the pur-
chase, development and sale of certain real property in the County oi Los Angeles, 
co~prising approximately 43 acres for residential use (which real property is 
further described in Exhibit A which is attached hereto and made a part: hereof) 
it: being presently contemplated that the property developed for residential use 
will be sold. · 

4. TEr~t. Ihe partnership shall commence as of the date of this Agree-. 
ment. ~r~ s~continue until the development and sale of all the land and 
in1provements referred to in Paragraph 3 has been terminated and all installment 
obligations arising from the sale of said land have 1been. fully collected, dis­
tributed to the partners, or othenrise disposed of, provided, ho~ever, that 
unless sc:oner terminated, the partnership shall, in any event terminate t:tienty~ 
one (21) years from the date of this Agreement. 

5. CAPITAL CONI'RI:EL'TIONS. The capital contributions of the partners 
shall be ~s follows: 

DEL CERRO shall contribute a cash sum equal in amount to 40% 
of such capital amounts as shall be det:enllined and agreed to. 

BL'P.tvOOD shall contribute a cash sum eaual in an1ount to 207. of 
such capital.amounts as shall be determined and agreed to. 

BYGROVE shall coutribute .e. cash sum equal in amount to 207. of 
such capital amounts as shall be determined and agreed to. 

EASTWOOD shall contribute a case sum equal in amount to 20~ of 
such capital amounts as shell be determined and agraed eo. 

Any additional contributions shall be made· in equal shares by each of the partners. 

6. PROFIT P~ LOSS DISTRIBUTION. The distribution of profits and losses 
of the partnership shall be divided as follows: 

DEL CERRO - 40'7. 
BTJRWOOD -. 20% 
BYGROVE - 20% 
E.<\SfWOOD - 20% 

I 
~ 

·i 
I 
I 

i 
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SM. J2 (Rev. 9/.S7J-Printecl In U.S.A. RE_FERENCE 

,)HELL OIL COMPAN't 

DAH MAY 4, 1966 

ro PACIFIC COAST AREA - LAND .,. F~OM REFINERY MANAGER -

MANAGER, MR. D. E. CLARK qfr.-?/_'f:!!;!!!_G~N REFINERY c ,~:.::E PROPERTY 

This will acknowledge your memorandum o£ April 2.9, 1966, 
and a telephone call from your secretary on May 2, 1966, advising that she 
was going to telephone Mr. Barclay and, in turn, have him call me regard­
ing the clean-up of the subject property. 

Mr, Barclay called me on the telephone on May 2.; 1966, ·and· 
stated he had a Mr. Bach and another gentleman on the telephone with him. 
He asked if I could tell them what we wanted done at the Kast Property to 
satisfy our requirements. He never offered t,o visit the site with me as sug­
gested in your memorandum. 

Mr. Barclay was told by me that we wanted th.e property put in 
a safe condition. That this must include the following: 

1) The roofs and all support timbers must be removed completely 
from reservoirs 5 and 7. 

Z) All oil and water must be removed from reservoir 7. Reservoir 
5 is now- clean. 

3) All wooden debris and scrap lumber laying around should be 
removed from the site •• 

I told -him I could not agree to any extension of the closing date 
until this work was completed. He then had the other gentlemen on the tele­
phone do the talking. They said all o£ this work should be completed in the next 
thirty (30) days. They said the roo£ was off of reservoir 7. It is not off. It is 
still the same today as it was the day you and I visited the property; namely, it 
is a partial roof that extends around the entire perimeter. 

In addition to the three items that a1·e listed above, we also want 
two additional items completed before we agree to any extension of the purchase 
contract: 

1) Fill in valve box pits that have not yet been filled, so they are 
level with the ground. 

Z) There are some concrete pieces adjacent and overhang the entry-
ways that were cut in the walls of reservoirs 5 and 7 that should be knocked down 
to ground level, 

soc 120418 
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PACIFIC COAST AREA- LAND­
MANAGER, MR. D. E. CLARK 

•:.·· 

~2- MAY 4, 1966 

As previously stated in our memorandum of April 14, 1966, 
we are opposed to any revisioiJ. in the tenns a£ payn110nt. It should be cash in 

full. We suggest that no extension of the closing date be granted until the work 
indicated above is completed. Mr. Barclay's representatives said it should 
be dane within thirty (30) days of May 2nd, 

M1·. Barclay said he was going to write to you and confirm my 
telephone conversation with him. 

I would appreciate your advising me before ·any agreements or 
revisions to agreements are finalized with Mr. Barclay. 

E. A. Ballman 

Gr.-· 
! .~;(~~ t 

-===··.,~- ,.,,. ~~~ 
"OK . JEM I 

WuP
1

M.-o- I 
--·· --' H.. TITL~ ' ; 
·--··I 

R/ .... I""'"''" f 
.RAC I CB'-10, I 
Rl'., ~:i'iCi I 
·~-- CGR I I· I 

.w ..... -~~:,j·· 
I . 
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July 1, 1966 

FILE MEMORANDUM: 

KAST FEE 

Mr. A. s. Lehmann, Manager, Wilmington Refinery, 
called this morning to advise that he had made a field 
inspection of the Kast property and is generally satisfied 
with the work that has been done, except for the shallow layer 
of oil with imbedded lumber still remaining at the bottom of 
Reservoir No. 7. He stated that he had arranged with the 
representative of the buyer to commence only two shifts of 
guards on July 5. After July 15, if guards are necessary, 
the buyer will pick up .~00 percent of the costs. 

The above results in our extending the purchase 
option verbally until at least ·July 15. We do not propose 
to give any wr1tten extension :until the cleanup work has been 
completed to the satisfaction of the Refinery Manager. 

I confirmed the above facts with Richard Barclay 
and he is in agreement with the plan as set out above. He 
further informed me that.they have been given the green light 
from Supervisor Chace. (who held up the zoning variance earlier) 
and are proceeding with the application for rezoning immediately. 
He anticipates no difficulty th~s bime, He stated also that 
their investment in the cleanup to date is of the order of 
$200,000 and that they fully intend to go forward with the 
purchase. He understands that we have agreed to the partial 
extension because of the good-faith investment which the 
buyer has made. 

D. E. CLARK 

soc 120415 
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~M .:12 C~u. 9/57}--Prinbd ln. U.s.A.. REFERENCe 

To PACIFIC COAST AREA -
LAND DEPARTMENT ~ MANAGER (2) 

DATE AUGUST 15, 1966 

F~OM. REFINERY MANAGER -
WJ:LMINGTON REFINERY 

SUBJECI' KAST PROPERTY STATUS 

We believe that Lomita Development Company has now reached 
the point in the demolition of the resel'voirs at Kast Property so that we could 
safely discontinue guard service and turn th& property over to them for further 
site prepar!=Ltion. All our :minimum. safety req:uirements have been met, The 
guarda were dis<;:ontinued effective 8 a. rn. August 15, 1966, 

All of the oil has been' removed. from the reservoirs, all roofs 
and supporting structure have been removed, and the timber hauled away, All 
the oil sumps and deep pits have been filled in. This leaves the property so there 
is almost nothing to burn and no chance of anyone falling in any kind of oil sump 
or pit. 

~· 

A, S. LEHMANN 

v-H / 
~'i1 
---P:~-=-:;, .. , ·=.-:-:.·j 

w .... r ta.~·~: ··· 1 
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P Alli'.il.C SOKI.§ D\JGKNEERKI"l"G, IIT~C. 

].4,02 West 240<.~ Street 
Hw:hor City, C:iliforci~ 9C7l0 

Oc 'cober 12, 1967 

Work Order 6164 

Lomita Development Comy~ny 
6151 l\iest Century Boulevard 
Suite 700 
Los Angeles, California 90045 

Re: Tract No. 28441, lots 61- 100 inclusive in the County 
of Los Angeles, California. 

IN·rERD1 SUPERVISED COMPACTION REPORT UO. IV 

Submitted herewith is a supervised comnaction report for fill 
placed on the sbove referenced property. 

Cc:np2c'cion test results sre given in Table I. Locations of 
test:::: are shovm on 'che attached pla:n furnished this office by 
E. L. ?earson ~nd Associates. 

L:abor·a'Gol"Y StanCisrd: 

Soil 'l:ype 

I·. Dark brmm clayey sand 
B - Da.rk bro~om sand 
C - B!'ovm sand 
D - Reddish-brown clayey sand 

t<::•!'M•D l c'l:'7 64;"jl .J.r.J_,l. .... --:;;:;;; - ~ 

Modified to 3 layers 

o·otimum !1oist. 
- (fa) 

10.0 
7.5 

12.6 
11.0 

M:ax.Dry Density 
lbs/cuort. 

124.5 
120.3 
122.3 
118.8 

Prior to placemei'lt o:f compacted fill, vegetat;ior-J. and. debris 
l.Jere removed and dis-oosed of off ·t:;he site. Hhere existing 
fills or soft compressible soils were encom~tered they were 
removed to firm natural ground. 

2. Prior to placement of compacted fill in the rese:.."'voir, 
located in the southwest corner of the subject tract, 
trenches i·Jere punched through the concrete floor. :::·t:e 
trenches Here eight ( 8) inches in ·width and form annular 
rings radiating from the center at 15-.foot interval~. 
Broken concrete, from the reservoir wall, was placed in 
the reservoir bottom. The concrete 1:Ja s thoroughly mixed 
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P3ge 2 
Tract No. 28L:-,4l 
Lots 61 - 100 incl. 
Ill. tsr im £.I o. IV 

October 12, 1967 
1/>Jork Order 6164 

1r1i th soil, trJa tered and conpacted in place ·vsi ·ch a vibratory 
roller. The maximum thicru~ess of the soil-concrete lift 
·~as one (1) i'oot and ·~-Jas restricted to the bottom one foot 
of the fill areas. The minimum cover of comnacted fill 
over the concrete ~s seven (7) feet. · 

3. Pipe lines ·which were encountered ·trJere removed an.d the 
resulting excavations backfilled t·Ii tb compac·ted fill. 
The limits of certified fill, as shown on the attached 
map, includes only that fill placed within the refarenced 
lots. Additional fill has been placed adjacent to the 
lets. 

All compacted fill placed adjacent to the subject lots 
has been placed 11nder the supervision of this firm snd 
a supervised compaction report 1r1ill be submitted 1-Jhen 
these fills are completed to final grade. 

4. · Fill material consisting or the above soil types was 
placed in lirts, watered when necessary, and compacted 
in place to a minim'U.'ll 01.~ 90 per·cent ot: the laboratory 
standard. Each f:ill lif't >vas tr•eated in a like mai"...ner. 

5. ComDaction tests·ware taken in each ons to two feet of 
fili placed •. The maximum depth or f:ill is twelve (12) 
~GBt. 

6. Recommended safe bearing value~ including ~oth dead and 
live leeds is 1500 lb~/sq.ft. for continuous footings one 
:Coot vJide and one foo·c i~1 depth. 

?. The sandy soils encountered on the rererenced lots are 
non-expansive by both F.H.A. and Los Angeles County 
cri teris. 

Tl:is report is subject to reveiw by the controlling authorities 
for the project. 

DA V ..!..Il A • DERING 
R.C.E. 10106 

Distr.: (4) addressee 

PACIFIC SOILS ENGINEERING, INC. 

{2) Dapt. of' CouJ1ty 
Engineer 
Lomita office 
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1402 West 24·0~ Sa:::-ee2 
E.a=ho!' City~ Calli'o::t·JUia . 9~Y!l0 

ENGINEER 1 S CERTIFICATE OF COH?LI.AlWE 
FOR 

CO~~ACTED EARTH FILLS 

Re: Tract lio. 28441, lots 61-63~ 65-73, 77-84 and 87-100 incl. 
in the County or Los Angeles, California. 

SOIL TESTING AGENCY: 

0\'/IYE..-q 1 S ADDRESS : 

DA 'IE WORK STAR TED 01-T PROJECT: 

P~cific Soils Engineering, Inc. 

LOMITA DEVELOPNEI'JT C OHPAIIT 

6151 1rJest Century Boulevard 
Suite 700 
Los Angeles, California 90045 

2-9-66 

DATE ~··J ORK t·JAS C Oi.\!IPLETED : (Interim report only - work not completed) 

DATE OF TiiiS CERTIFICATE: 10-12-67 

TO THE S'J?ERINTEliDENT OF BUILDING: 

*I hereby certify that I have personally inspected and tested the 

pl8cing of compacted earth fill on the above described property, 

o~d on the basis of these inspections and tests it is my opinion 

tb.a-;:; the same ~»ras placed in conf'o1•mity ~'liith the requirements of 

the Los Angeles County Building Code. 

My addre£s ; et a _...,. 

C ..t. V ..t. L .t:il'IG .i.l~..t:!,;ER 
California Certificate }io. 10106 

lL~02 lvest 2L~Oth Street, Hax•bor City, C~lifo::."nia. 

~~~41or "the pt~posa of this Certifies te, to ~'have pe:r•so11a lly inspected 
and. test.3d 11 shall include inspection and testing performed by any 
person or persons responsible to the licensed engineer signing this 
Ce:r•ti:ficat.::;. 1tlh•3re the inspection and testing of all Ol" part oi"' 
the ·t-jorl{ above is delegated, full. responsibility shall be assumed 
by the licensed engineer whose s~gnature is sff'iAed hereon. 
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?age 4 
Tract No. 284-41 
Lots 61 - 100 incl. 
Inte:.."im No. IV 

Date of 
Test 

2-2L~-66 

2-25-66 

2-28-66 

3-l-66 

i-2-66 
:., ""'' t. t.. 
..)-.)-Ov 

3-i.~-66 

J-7-66 

3-S-66 

-;-9-66 
; -0 /6 ..J-.:.. -o 

.J-ll-66 

3-12-66 

J-2.S-66 
3-17-66 

3-18-66 

3-18-66 
9-29-66 

10·-~--66 
l0-25-66 
10-26-66 

Test 
No. 

115 
116 
117 
118 

11 a __ , 
120 
121 
122 

i ?~ __ _, 

125 
126 
127 

129 
130 
131 
132 

1.39 
140 
lL~1 
ll!,.2 

11.!.8 
149 
150 
l C:l 
-.-'-

1 7~ _,j 

174 
177 

Lot 
No. 

4-
lh --.-
5 
2 

103 
5 
14 

2 
103 
3 
L~ 

14 
::!..02 
l 
6 

13 
3 
1 

stl'•eet 

2 
4 s , 
0 

street 
102 

street 
103 

102 
61 
12 

62 
11 

street 

TA.BLB I 

Elev. 
( ·"".... ) 

J.. " • 

36' 
36 
37 
37 

38 
38 
39 
39 

42 
h2 
h" ,..J 

l.~-3 

II" ...,._., 
43 
L;l;. 
40 

38 
38 
i.LO 
L~O 

37 ..,,.., 
.):;) 

35 

37 
37 
37 

Moi8t. 
i "b) . I 

11.6 
'10. 6 
11.9 
12.1 

ll.O 
10.0 
10.9 
10.1 

11.2 
12.::!.. 
10.2 
8.3 

11~6 
10.2 
9.2 

10.6 

11.9 
11.1 
13.1 
10.8 

10.8 
9.2 

lO.l.L 
11.6 

10.7 
10.2 
12.1 
12.0 

10.3 
ll.O 
10.1 

10.7 
11.1 

October 12, 1967 
"it!ork Ord-er· 6164 

Unit 
Dry \rlt. 
(pct'j 

114.3 
120.4 
113.3 
1 "'2 4 _.J. w 

115.8 
113.7 
116.8 
119.3 

112.7 
118.1 
114.9 
112.1 

112.0 
119.5 
112 ~h. 
116.9 

120.6 
115.1 
113.0 
119.8 

117.3 
11].9 
118.7 
llJ.O 

113.0 
117.2 
112.1 
113.3 

116.8 
119.0 
113.7 

116.8 
119.2 
112.9 

Rel. 
Ccm:o .% 

Soil 
Type 

92 
97 
91 
90 

91 
95 
92 
90 

90 
96 
90 
9h 

97 
92 
Ol 
/-

96 

94 
92 
g-' . .? 
91 

94 
96 
91 

94 
96 
91 

A 
A 
A 
A 

A 
A 
A 
A 

A = 

A 

A 
A 
A 
A 

A 
A 
A 
A 

.A. 
r, 
r:.. 

A 
A 

A 
A 
A 

A 
A 
A 

A 
A 
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"'.::}.""";"Co C 
~ ...... \.!)._. :.; 

'l'ra c t :No. 28441 
Lots 61 - 100 incl. 
Inte.rim No. IV 

10-27-66 178 
179 
180 
lSl 

10-27-66 J..82 
183 

10-31-66 188 
ll-4--66 195 

198 

3-10-67 316 
317 

3-14-67 J:;_9 

3-14-67 320 
? ?, 
_,~ ..... 

3-17-67 330 
.3-23-67 335 

3-23-67 336 
337 
338 

J-?1: -67 339 

3-24 .. 67 341 
3-27-67 342 

"Li" ,:;,.) 

3-29-67 344 

101 
101 
101 
101 

101 
101 
12 
61 
11 

12 
lh. 
11: -'+ 

11 
9 
63 
97 

97 
97 
97 
99 

99 
99 
99 
96 

5-27-67 :;r'q 
__.•;J ./ str·eet 
360 ~1 

361 H 

362 ll 

5-31-67 363 r ; 
00 

36L~ 94 
':\ / / _oo 92 

6-l-67 367 67 

6-l-67 369 69 
370 street 

6-2-67 373 91 
6-5-67 37L~ 71 
• ,:.. r v-;;,-o7 3?6 72 

377 89 
6-6-67 379 87 

383 73 

30 10.1 
~? 10.y. .)-

34 10.o 
Jo 9.9 

J8· 10.9 
L~O 10.7 
38 10.4 
LLO 10.6 
I;O ..,.. 10.4 

h2 11.1 
L.2 9.9 
) ;·;, 12.2 -;-:-

l.lli 11.8 
44 14.1 
4.1 10.1 
31..~ 11.2 
. , 

lO.L.. jO 

38 9.8 
1'"' LJ..· .... 10.6 
37 11.2 

37 9.7 
39 7-5 
LL1 10.2 
l.i.o , l .Q 

..:.._.:..\./ 

33 8.9 
35 9.3 
37 ll '"; -·-
39 8.6 

35 9.4 
35 13.2 
3.S 11.2 
35 10.3 

35 12.6 
35 10.9 
35 10.9 
35 12.6 

35 1o.u. 
35 8.5 ...... 11.9 .):J 
...,r 
:;0 8.2 

PACIFIC SOILS ENGINEERING, INC. 

October 12, ~967 
VI ork Order 6161.!,.. 

119.1 96 A 
120.1 97 A 
119.8 96 A 
12!Jr .1 100 A 

117.3 97 B 
120.9 97 A 
113.0 91 A 
122.7 98 .r:.. 

115.9 93 A 

123 -~- 99 B 
118.2 98 3 
116.4 9L~ B 

125.0 100+ B 
117.0 94 B 
117.2 9!Jr A 
116.9 94 A 

119.8 96 A 
11 ~ ,.., 
--)·0 93 .u. 
113.0 91 A 
116.8 94 A 

117.2 94 A 
108.9 91 3 
11? 5 - -· 90 A 
118.9 95 A 

116.4 9L~ A 
119.4 96 A 
120.8 97 A 
114.9 92 A 

120.9 97 A 
108.J 90 B 
112.6 94 B 
111.3 90 A 

117.3 9L~ B 
121.5 100 A 
118.8 95 .\ 

r. 

111.9 90 A 

118.8 95 A 
117.9 98 B 
12.6.9 9~- li. 
110.8 92 .,..., 

D 
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?a.ge 6 
Trac ·~ 1•To .. 28441 
~ots 61 - 100 incl. 
Inte::im No. IV 

6-6-67 38L~ 71 
385 69 

6-8-67 386 67 
389 street 

6-8-67 390 101 
6-9-67 393 street 

39L~ 101 
396 89 

6-9-67 397 st:reet 
398 93 

6-12-67 399 103 
400 101 

6-12-67 401 99 
L~02 97 

6-13-67 L~05 38 
406 90 

6-13-67 L~07 92 
LLoa 9L~ 

6-14-67 409 73 
410 71 

6-14-67 ' - ~ 69 It I I 
.....--~ 

L~12 67 
6-15-67 416 39 

417 72 

6-15-67 1J.18 70 
419 68 

6-16~67 i.l.20 66 
); ?i, 102 ..,.-, 

6-16-67 u2,-J 
' ;> 100 

h26 98 
6-26-67 ,· -7 9L~ 4.:: 

428 92 

6-26-67 LL29 90 
4-30 87 

6-27-67 433 73 
i: ?I; 
...-~-.- 93 

6-27-67 L~35 91 
6-28-p? L~36 90 

437 95 
L~38 88 

36 11.1 
36 10.4 
36 10.9 
38 10.4 

38 9.3 
40 10.7 
40 10.1 
36 13.0 

36 9.8 
36 19.8 
h~ ,_! 10.1 
' -, 4.) 12.J 

~_2 11.3 
42 12.4 
37 - ' -, .LOo.) 

37 16.6 

~7 10.6 _,' 
37 8.1 
37 11.6 
38 13.5 

39 15.2 
39 14..3 
39 8.3 
4-0 8.1 

40 7.2 
~Ll lO.h 
41 9.1 
43 10.1 

i.l.':l ·-" 9.1 
u..z 11.2 
38 15.6 
38 l < c:: 

..... _, .. ,., 

38 13.6 
38 12.8 
39 11.1 
42 10.2 

L•.1 12~0 
ll.o 11.2 
41 10.2 
39 10.8 

PACIFIC SOILS ENGINEERING, INC. 

October 12, 1967 
Hark Order 6164 

121.2 97 A 
117.0 94 A 
12_5.6 100+ B 
116.6 93 A 

120.2 97. A 
119.0 96 A 
118.7 99 B 
117.4 98 B 

114.9 92 A 
122.8 99 A 
125.1 100+ D 
121.2 97 A 

112.3 95 D 
118.3 a_. /;, A 
118.1 97 c 
115.7 95 c 

126.0 2.00-:- A 
11_5.8 96 B 
128.3 100+ A 
123.9 99 A 

120.1 98 .n 
'-' 

121.4 99 
,., 
v 

121.2 97 ,, 
= 

110.9 92 B 

110.0 91 3 
116.5 9h A 
117.7 94 A 
125.4 100+ A 

109.9 91 B 
118.2 95 A 
109.6 90 c 
l ?1. I, 99 .r. --.. ..,. \..; 

11L~.4 91.~- ,--. 
v 

116.2 95 " '-' 
115.7 93 ' .!-'. 

118.8 96 A _.., 

113.7 91 ,, 
... :...~_ 

121.2 97 A 
114.4- a? A /~ 

116.6 96 A 
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?sge 7 
'l"r a c t No • 2 BL:l!-1 
Lot~ 61 - 100 incl. 
I.!'lterim No. IV. 

6-29-67 439 
~'-41 

6-30-67 LLl.W. 
Lili.:-.• :J 

7-5-67 41-l-9 
7-7-67 453 

454 
7-10-67 455 

7-10-67 l.J_6o 
7-ll-67 Ll61 

465 
1.~66 

77 
83 
78 
82 

80 
83 
79 
"7? 
I~ 

77 
83 
79 
81 

7-12-67 470 street 
7-13-67 ~-75 78 
7-17-67 476 81 

479 82 

7'-lS--67 480 80 
7-l94U(j7 ' "' L!-OL~ so 
7~20-~J7 h.88 77 

' I 

9-6~67 .5o6 80 

9-6-67 508 60 
9~7-67 C1? _, __ 80 
9-26-67 513 81 

~1 :: 80 _.,--,. 

9-26-67 515 81 
9-27~67 517 -· 80 

518 80 
.519 82 

9-28-67 520 81 
.521 80 

29 
29 
29 
29 

29 
31 
-.~ 

• I 
~-
":il 
-'""" 

32 
-? 5-
32 
32 

33 -,4 .) I 
-r:-' 
.);> 
35 
-,,.... 
..)~ ..,...., 
.){ 

38 
31 

33 
34 
36 ..,,,.... 
.):;) 

37 
J6 
~7 .), 

38 

38 
38 

11.3 
10.4 
13.1 
15.3 

18.0 
13.1 
16.5 
12.2 

12.1 
ill 1 

i3:8 
10.4. 

13.8 
10.8 
15.8 
11.1 

2.1.2 
lL~.2 
i 1 a -...J..,." / 

ll.O 

-, 4 1...:.. • I 

10.5 
?.7 

10.9 

9.6 
10.3 
ll"l 
12.1 

15.1 
10.1 

October 12, 1967 
Tlflo:::-k Order 6164 

112.9 94 B 
108.8 90 B 
118.6 97 c 
114.2 93 c 

1l9.2 97 c 
115.2 93 A 
11!.~. 9 94 c 
112.3 90 A 

117.0 99 D 
118.9 97 c 
114.1 ~_, 

B 'jj 

113.7 91 A 

119.1 99 B 
116.9 oJ, A 

··~ 
-120.3 98 c 
119.9 96 A 

ll2.2 90 :~ 

ll8.8 97 c 
113.4 q< ,, 

,..l. .!"'. 

112.0 90 A 

1lLL. 8 92 A 
115.7 93 A 
120.0 100 B - ..., , -
l..lO.j 94 .{!,. 

113.7 9l ,, 
.J-'_ 

118.0 95 A 
114.7 92 A 
112.4 90 A 

117.0 94 A 
119.1 96 A 
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Phone· 325·7272 
. 775-6771 

PACIFIC SOll.S ENGINEERING, INC. 
1402 West 240th Street 

H.arbor City, California 90710 

March 1, 1968 

j!f~ 
· c;J-$'ftf! 

Work Order 6164 
Interim No. 5 

Lomita Development Company 
6151 West Century Boulevard 
Suite 700 
Los Angeles, California 90045 

Re: Tract No. 28441, Lots l-6, ll-14 and 101-103 inclusive 
in the County of Los Angeles, California. 

Gentlemen: 

Submitted herewith is a soil engineering report for the 
grading on the subject property. 

Compaction test results are given in Table I. Locations of 
tests are shown on the attached plan furnished this office by 
E. L. Pearson and Associates. 

Laboratory Standard: ASTM:D-1557-64-T 
Modified to 3 layers 

Optimum Moist. 
Soil Type (%) 

A - Dark brown clayey sand 10.0 
B- Dark brown sand 7.5 

Max. Dry Density 
lbs/cu .ft. 

124.5 
120.3 

1. Prior to placement of compacted fill, vegetation and debris 
were removed and disposed of off the site. Where existing 
fills or soft compressible soils were encountered they were 
removed to firm natural ground. 

2. Prior to placement of compacted fill in the reservoir, 
located in the southwest corner of the subject tract, 
trenches were punched through the concrete floor. The 
trenches were eight (8) inches in width and form-annular 
rings radiating from the center at 15-foot intervals. 
Broken concrete, from the reservoir wall, was placed in . 
the reservoir bottom. The concrete was thoroughly mixed 

DRES 0072 
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Work Order 6164 
Interim No. 5 

Page 2 

with soil, watered and compacted in place with a vibratory 
roller. The maximum thickness of the soil-concrete lift 
was one (1) foot and was restricted to the bottom one foot 
of the fill areas. The minimum cover of compacted fill_ 
over the concrete is seven (7) feet. 

3. Pipe lines which were encountered were removed and the 
resulting excavations backfilled with compacted fill. 
The limits of certified fill, as shown on the attached 
map, includes only that fill placed within the referenced 
lots. Additional fill has been placed adjacent to the 
lots. · 

All compacted fill placed adjacent to the subject lots 
has been placed under the supervision of this firm and 
a·superviced compaction report was submitted. 

4. Fill material consisting of' the above soil types was 
placed in lifts, watered when necessary, and compacted 
in place to a minimum of 90 percent of the laboratory 
standard. Each fill lift was treated in a like manner. 

5. Compaction tests were taken in each one to two f'eet of 
fill placed. The maximum depth of fill is twelve (12) 
feet. 

6. Recommended safe bearing value, including both dead and 
live loads is 1500 lbs/sq.f't. for continuous footings one 
foot wide and one foot in depth. 

7. The sandy soils encountered on the referenced lots are 
non-expansive by both F.H.A. and Los Angeles County 
criteria. 

This report is subject to review by the controlling authorities 
for the project. 

Respectfu llJ.: subm-i-tted, 
/)-;--::!/ I 

~----:-< < .' 

DAVID A • DERING 
Civil Engineer 

Distr.: (6) Addressee 

/;'II 
TB:DAD/jd 

Attn: Steve Barclay 

PACIFIC SOILS ENGINEERING, INC. 

DRES 0073 
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Phone· 325-7272 
' 775-6TI1 

PACIFIC SOILS ENGINEERING't INC. 
1402 West 240th Street 

Harbor City, California 90710 

ENGINEER'S CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE 
FOR 

COMPACTED EARTH FILLS 

Re: Tract No. 28441, Lots 1-16, 11-14 and 101-103 inclusive 
in the County of Los Angeles, California 

SOIL TESTING AGENCY: PACIFIC SOILS ENGINEERING, INC. 

PROPERTY OWNER'S NAME: Lomita Development Company 

0\fflER'S ADDRESS: 6151 West Century Boulevard 
Suite 700 
Los Angeles, California 90045 

DATE WORK STARTED ON PROJECT: 2-9-66 

DATE WORK WAS COMPLETED: 6-16-67 

DATE OF THIS CERTIFICATE: 3-1-68 

TO THE SUPERINTENDENT OF BUTI.DING: 

*I hereby certify that I have personally inspected and tested the 

placing of compacted earth fill on the above described property, 

and on the basis of these inspections and tests it is my opinion 

that the same was placed in conformity with the requirements of 

the County of·Los Angeles Building Code. 

CIVIL ENGINEER~···· .. : 
California Certificate No.· 10106 

My address is: 1402 West 240th Street, Harbor City, California. 

-::-For the purpose of this Certificate, to "have personally inspected 
and tested" shall include inspection and testing performed by any 
person or persons responsible to the licensed engineer signing this 
certificate. Where the inspection and testing of all or part of 
the work above is delegated, full responsibility shall be assumed 
by the licensed engineer whose signature is affixed thereon. 

DRES 0074 
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March 1, 1968 
Work Order 6164 
Interim No • . 5 Page 4 

TABLE I 

Date of Test Lot Moist. unit nrr Relative Soil 
Test No. No. Elev. <%~ Wt. (Ec.f ComEaction ~ Type 

2-24-66 115 4 36 11.6 114.3 92 A 
116 14 36 10.6 120.4 97 A 

2-25-66 117 5 37 11.9 113.3 91 A 
118 2 37 12.1 112.4 90 A 

2-28-66 119 4 38 11.0 115.8 93 A 
120 103 38 10.0 113.7 91 A 

3-1-66 121 5 39 10.9 116.8 94 A 
122 14 39· 10.1 119.3 96 A 

3-2-66 123 2 40 11.2 112.7 91 A 
3-3-66 125 103 41 12.1 118.1 95 A 

126 3 h1 10.2 114.9 92 A 
3-4-66 127 4 42 8.3 112.1 90 A 

3-5-66 129 14 42 11.6 112 .o 90 A 
130 102 42 10.2 119.5 96 A 

3-7-66 131 1 43 9.2 112.4 90 A 
132 6 43 10.6 116.9 94 A 

3-8-66 133 13 43 11.9 120.6 97 A 
134 3 43 11.1 115.1 92 A 

3-9-66 135 1 44 13.1 113.0 91 A 
3~11-66 139 2 44 10.8 117.3 94 A 

3-11-66 140 4 44 9.2 113.9 92 A 
3-12-66 141 5 44 10.4 118.7 95 A 

142 6 44- 11'.6' 113 .o 91 A 

3-17-66 149 102 38 10.2 117.2 94 A 
3-18-66 151 103 L.O 12 .o 113.3 91 A 

152 102 37 10.3 116.8 ~l A 
10-27-66 178 101 30 10.1 119.1 A 

.10-27-66 179 101 32 10.4 120.1 97 A 
180 101 §t 10.6 119.8 96 A 
181 101 9.9 124.1 100 A 
182 101 38 10.9 117.3 97 B 

10-27-66 183 101 40 10.7 120.9 97 A 
10-31-66 188 12 38 10.4 113.0 91 A 
11-4-66 198 11 40 10.4 115.9 93 A 
3-10-67 316 12 42 11.1 123.4 99 B 

DRES 0075 
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March 1, 1968 
Work Order 6164 
Interim No. 5 

3-10-67 317 14 
3-14-67 319 14 

320 11 
6-8-67 390 101 

6-9-67 394 101 
6-12-67 399 103 

400 101 
6-16-67 424 102 

42 9.9 118.2 

tit 12.2 116.4 
11.8 125.0 

38 9.3 120.2 

40 10.1 118.7 
43 10.1 124.5 
43 12.3 121.2 
43 10.1 125.4 

PACIFIC SOILS ENGINEERING, INC. 

Page 5 

98 B 
94 B 
100 B 
97 A 

99 B 
100 A 
97 A 
100 . A 
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St:.ite ?GO 

1-;.P~~I:'E!~ §{D:2S zr~!fJTII-~lElElrJ?!~-9 1Il\TCo 
... 1 L:/32 · West 24.~fPth . St;r.e.et 

1:"1!...,,.~,:...;;~ -:-:~y. •..;"~~1o· ~~ .. .r,.~_r,t•rl[o 
..:.""1::.-.;..pu-. q,;.,j,.., ·' ~ao1.,.4,;o, ..... ~ ~·.v4 ..... v · 

October 19, 1967 

vlork Order 6164 

. Los Angeles.~~ California 900~.5 

Subject: 

Submi ·cted heretrJi th at your re.quest are our comments rela-

tive to you1• pr.Jpocad ·plan fol' burying concrete on the 

subject tract. The concpate has been generated dt.1ring 

t~e removal of tba oil reservoirs. 

'Ihe conCl"ete consists mainly of' colur.:n pedestals varying 

i::."l si'ze' frci::J. 2 ft. x 2 i't. x. 2 ft. to 3 ft. x 3 ft." x L~ ft'. 

acceptzble to this. firm provided that the 

concrete is t:reated in ·the i'ollowing matter. 

1. All concr•0te should be placed in -the area shown on 

'2. 

the attached map.; 

... ~.--· ') . 

concl."e'Ge shall be placed in one layer and in a 

strip spproximately 12 feet-. wide.. Soil should be 

compacted on both s:ldas oi the strip ar:d brought up 

'Co the top cf the'· concl""ete •. T.he more gram::.lar soils 

a. 
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on the .site should then be plac0d on the concrete arid 

·flooded to fill the voids. The concrete zhould. then . 

be Yibrated hy a vihrating· roller until J.t is assured 
. . ' . 

t~a t. l-'lo 
·.. ... ·· ... .... YOJ.as. ex:J..c ... . The regular fill placement can. 

' . . ·. 

then be resumed ... 

3. A minimum or seven W -feet of soil should be placed 
•' ·: ·, 

. over the concrete. It appear·s howeve1 .. that the depths· 
.-c.o" • 

will probably be f'rcm .nine to f3leven .feet.:. 

Tl:::is report is subj0ct to reviG>v by the controlling authori-

ties ror the pr6jec~. 

Respectf~lly sub~~tted, 

( ' '., 
4- J addressee 

( 2) Dept. of Cotmty Engineer 
Lomita .. office 

':~ :'::NGINEERING, INC. 
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Phone· S2S.7272 
• 775-6771 

P ACD1C SO:liLS ENGINEERING, liN C. 
1402 West 240th Street 

&rbor City, California 90710 

January 7, 1966 

Work Order 6164 

Lomita Development Co. 
6151 West Century Blvd. 
Suite 700 
Los Angeles, Cali~ornia 

Subject: Preli-minary soils investigation on Tract No •. 
24836 ±n the County of Los Angeles, Califor.nia. 

Gentlemen: 

Submi t·bed herewith at your request are the results of a 
preliminary soils investigation on Tract 24836 in the 
County of Los Angeles, California. ~ne report includes 
the results of the field investigation and ~ecommendations 
for developing the parcel of property located 1-rest of 
Island Avenue:o east o:f Hain Street and north of Lomita 
Boulevard. Plates A-1 through A-4, the grading plans 
prepared by E. L. Pearson and Associates, shows the 
property layout and gives a legal description in part. 

Present Site Conditions: 

The existing structures ·on the subject tract were con­
structed prior to 1930 and consist of three large oil 
reservoirs and. their attendant berms; The earther·n 'tvalls 
of the reservoir are generally about fifteen feet in 
height and have a slope ratio of 1-.1/2:1. The bottom and 
sides of the reservoir are lined with a four inch blanket ~ 1 
of reinforced concrete~ The reservoirs are nearly 30 fe~t "'l ;?1 
deep. and are covered by wooden roo~s. Work is underway at cl.__, 
the present time to waste from the site the water and sludge~ 
present in the reservoirs. ~ 

Earthern berms ranging in height from ten to fifteen feet 
have been constructed between the reservoirs and around 
the exterior boundaries oi' the ·tract. 

DRES 00.79 
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January 7, 1966 
Wo;rk Order 6164 

Due to the low 'permeability of the surface· soils, Hater 
tends to pond in the topographically low areas of the· 
tract. An old sump,- reported to be only three feet in 
depth, has been _approximately located on Plate A-2. In 
addition, large underground pipes and conduits are to be 
f'ound throughout the tract. 

Field Investigation: 

Eight (8) 24-inch diameter borings were made with a rotary 
bucket drill rig to depths ranging from 21 to 35 feet. . . 
Boring locations are·indicated on Plates A-1 through A-4, 
and the Logs of Borings are presented on pages 5 tbru 7. 
In addition, several cuts were made in the earth berms 
thereby allowing the material to be classi~ied. 

Discussion: 

Relatively uniform soil conditions were encountered in.the 
test borings and may be expected to exist over the subject 
propertyu Except f'or BOl'"'ings 1 and 2 the surface soil 
ranges i'I'O::t~ clayey sand to silty sand., These soils are in 
a dense .s ::;ate and are sui table :for :foundation _purposes o 

The s·;..:::·i'ace soils encou..11.tered in B:orings 1 and 2 are lean 
clays i~ a so:ft, saturated state. Similar soils can be 
expec·:'jed to exist in the northwest corner of ·che tract due 
to the presence o~ an old watercourse as disclosed by aerial 
photographs taken prior to construction of the reservoirs. 
In their present state these materials are unsuitable for 
f'oundation purposes. 

Clean, dense fine to medium sands were found to underlie 
the surface soils at a depth ranging from 10 to 15 feet. 
The moisture content o:f the soils encou..11.tered decreased 
-v1ith depth and no ground water was observed. 

The soils encountered on the tract are non-expansive by 
both Los Angeles County and FHA criteria. 

In order to develop the property it will be necessary to 
i'ill in the reservoirs and flatten the existing berms. The 
concrete lining o:f the reservoirs may either be wasted from 
the site or buried in the f'ill. I:f the concrete bottoms are 

DRES 0080 · · 
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left in place the concrete should be broken so as not to 
impede the percolation of subsurface water. All remaining 
pipes and conduits which would affect construction should 
be removed from the site. 

Conclusions and Recommendations: 

Based upon the results of the field inve~tigation the 
following conclusions and recommendations are presented: 

l. 

2. 

4-

Generally the surface soils encountered will be ·suitable 
for foundation purposes. Soft, compressible materials JPT;t:;;;:v.C,,, 
such as those encountered in Borings land 2 should b~ ,...~. 
processed and compacted to a depth of four feet. The 
resulting material should have a minimum relative 
compaction of 90 percent according to Los Angeles County· 
Standards. 

All sludge and water remaining in the reservoirs shall 
be wasted from the site. 

Tha wooden· structures covering the. re.servoip~shoulc!: .be 'c) 
demolished and wasted from the site. Dc-..·"'~vw--.1 .• J'--'--"'~.....u....'t' · 

All concrete shall be wasted from the site or buried deep 
enough in the !ill so as."not to interfere with future con­
struction. The technique for placing the concrete should 
be as follows. (a) break up in place the bottom slabs 
sufficiently to allow drainage, (b) place one foot of clean 
compacted fill over the broken slab, {c) place cut side 
wall panels flat on compacted fill surface. The placing of 
the concrete shall be such that the finished surface of the 
placed concrete shall not be more than six inches above the 
compacted fill. Place compacted fill over the top of these· 
slabs. No concrete shall be placed within~·feet from the 
final finished grade. · · ~ 

5 • ....!2? pipes and conduits a£:Cecting· construction -shall be 
removed and wasted from the site. 

6. The soils encountered on the tract are non-expansive 
and if expansive soil is not imported no special re­
inforcemen-t of fo'otings and slabs will be required. 

DRES 0081 
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'l>J" or.k Order 6164 

?. A bearing capacity o~ 1500 lbs/sq.ft• is recommended 
for structures founded in compacted fil~ .or firm 
natural ground to a depth 0~ one foot ... · 

This rep01~t is subject to reviev-1 by the controlling authori­
ties for the project. 

Respectfu//lly·ra~ubmitted, 
. ' l /; ~4 

.. CJ.~/Cfk. . 
DAVID A. DERING. 
Civil Engineer 

Distr. (6) addressee 

AZ :D-W/em 

PACIFIC SOILS ENGINEERING, INC. 
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Boring 
No. 

1 

2 

3 

Depth (f't. ) 

0.0- 1.0 

1.0- 5.0 

,5.0-10.0' 

10.0-13 .• 0 

13.0-24.0 

0.0- 1+.0 

4aO- 7.0 

7~0- 9 .. 0 

15.0-24.0 

0.0- 3.0 

3.0-10.0 

10.0-28.0 

LOGS OF BORINGS 

Classifica~tion 

January 7, 1966 
'i ork Order 6164 

Black aspba.lt and gravel •. 

Dark gray lean clay, saturated, 
plastic. 

Gray brown silty sand, moist, 
moderately dense. 

Blue-gray clayey sand, moist, 
moderately dense. 

Gray f'ine to medium clean sand, 
moi.st, dense. 

Dark b1•m,m lean clay, moist, tight .. 

Light 'brGt·m clayey sand, moist, sof't. 

Light brown silty sand, moist, 
moderately densee 

Gray-brown sandy clay, moist, 
moderately tight. 

Tan medium to f'ine clean sand, 
moist, dense. 

Reddish-brown silty sand, damp, 
dense. 

Reddish-brown clayey sand~ damp, 
tight. 

Brown f'ine to medium clean sand, 
moist, dense;: sea shells between 
10.0 and 15.0 f'eet. 

DRES0083 
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5 

6 

7 

0.0- 6.0 

6.0-10.0 

10.0-13.0 

13.0-24.0 

0.0-10.0 

10 .. 0-15.0 

15 .. 0-30.0 

o.o- 6 .. o 

6.0-10.0 

10.0-Jlt-.0 

14-.. 0-35.0 

0.0- 2.0 

2.0-10.0 

10.0-17.0 

17.0-23.0 

.January 7, 1966 
t,.Jork Order 6164 

Reddish-brown clayey sand, moist, 
dense. 

Light brown fine to medium sand 
and sea shells, moist, dense. 

Light brown silty sand, moist, 
dense. 

Tan fine to medium clean sand, 
moist, dense; end of boring at 
24.0 feet due to caving of drier 
.sand. 

Reddish-brown silty sand, moist, 
dense, hard. · 

Tan fine sand.grading to silty sand 
at 12.0 feet, li~tle moisture, dense .. 

Tan fine clean sand, little moisture, 
dense. 

Reddish-brown silty sand,_ moist, 
dense. 

Tan fine clean sand, moist, 
moderately dense; sea shells 
between 6.0 and 8.0 feet. 

Gray lean clay, moist_, tight. 

Gray fine to medium clean sand, 
moist, dense. 

Asphalt and sand. 

FILL: Reddish-bro-vm silty sand,. 
wet, moderately dense. 

Dark gray sandy silt, wet, 
moderately dense. 

Dark gray silty sand, wet.? 
mod"erately dense. 
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7-cont 1d. 23.0-27~0 

27.0-JJ.O 

8 0.0- 9.0 

9~0-13.0 

lJ.0-16.0 

16.0-21.0 

January 7 :~ 19 66 
V.l ork Order 6164 

Blue-gray silt, moist, dense. 

Gray ~ine clean sand, moist, dense. 

Reddish-brown silty sand. 

Tan medium clean sand, moist, 
moderately dense; sea shells 
between 10.0 ~~d 13.0 feetG 

Gray-brown silty sand, damp, 
moderately; grades to gray silt 
at 16.0 feet. · 

Tan ~ine to medium. clean sand, 
damp, moderately dense • 
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SM ~2 (R.,, V/"l.;.Prlnled In U.S.A.. 

~rlELL 

TO AREA LAND MANAGER 
PACIFIC COAST AREA 
MR. D. E. CLARK 

OIL COMPANY 

DAlE 

fROM 

SUBJECT 

This is further to your letter of April 6, 1966, with 
attachments and our discussion of April 12, 1966. 

REFERENC~ 

In earlier con·espondence the prospective purchaser, 
Barclay:..Hollander-Gurci, (their letter of_ December 1, 1965) stated that 
they ·would proceed with site clearance in three phases. Our written 
agreement, we thought, covered only phase 1. They actually proceeded 
with all three phases simultaneously, and now have not finished any one of 

f." .-~~W.·t..t- :G-;7
1 

f .. 
I 

them. 

The current status is very briefly as follows: 

Reservoir 6 - empty - clean - all roof and support timbers 
cleaned up - and walls parti.ally removed by gradi.ng. 

Reservoir - 5 - Empty and clean, but roof and support 
timbers essential intact. Roofing paper removed from roof. H;ole in center 
of_roof and some holes around perimeter, 

Reservoir 7 - oil, water, and timbers in bottom, partial 
roof around perimeter. 

It is our understanding that removal of oil and water from 
reservoir 7 will continue, but nothing is being done to remove the roofs and 
timbers from reservoirs 5 and 7. All grading has stopped, 

We are continuing to pay for guard service at the rate of 
$252.00 per week. 

Insofar as the proposals outlined in Barclay-Hollander­
Curci letter o! April 4, 1966 are concerned, we would like to proceed along 
the following lines: 

1) Make no change in the present closing date of July 1, 1966 
"until we can get written agreement with the prospective purchaser that by 
some specific date in the very near future he will complete the removal of all 
oil, roofs and timbers from reservoirs Sand 7. We do not consider these 
to be in a safe condition in their present state. 

soc 120420 
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KAST FEE PROPERTY 

.. 2.) When item 1 above is complete, we feel. it will·be 
safe to remove the guard service a$ our fence is still intact. 

2 

3) If we can get satisfactory agreement on item l, we would 
agree to the extension of closing date to October l, 1966. 

4) We are opposed to any revision in the terms of payment. 
We would want cash in full on closing, and no releases . 

. 5) It would be highly desirable to clean up the debris that 
has been left along the Lomita frontage inside the fence. It is not very 
attractive at best, and people still Look. at this as Shell property. 

We would appreciate your views if they differ from ours. As 
we discussed, you will review this in full with Area Legal and keep us 
infonned of any developments, 

E. A. Ballman 

soc 120421 
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TO 

.·.:· ... ..: .. 

. ·:. 

RfFERENCe 

-HELL OIL COMPAN'r 

PACIFIC COAST AREA • 
LAND DEPARTMENT • MANAGER (Z) 

OAI"f 

FROM 

AUGUST 15, 1966 

REFINERY MANAGER· 
WILMINGTON REFINERY 

"\Jt:- ··~ 
.;;:s ...._'-.. KAST PROPERTY STATUS 

-J:Jn •. , ,.~.lJBJECT 

·Q 
We -believe that Lomita Development Company bas now reached 

the point in the demolition of the reseTVOire at Kaot Property EJo that we could 
safely discontUtu.e guard service and turn the property over to them for further 
aite preparation, AU. our ·minimum safety requirements have been met. The 
guards were diucontinuad effective 8 a, n"l. Auguat 15, 1966, 

. All of the· oil has been removed from the reservoirs,. all roofs 
and aup}Wrting struct:ure have been remQved, ll.D.d the timber hauled away. All 
the oil sump~> and deep pita have been filled in. This leavee the property so there 
is almost nothing to burn and no chance of anyone falling in any kind of oil sump 
or pit. 

A. s. LEHMANN 

soc 120411 
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. . . . . . 

,_ .· 

. .. ~ 

· Gentlemen: 

""'"'one· 825-7272 
""'" ·.• 7756771 

PACWJIC- SOIDL§' JENGiNEJEmNG, INC. 
. . r . '. . .. . ., . 

-----------------~-----· ---.---~----- . 

. . At the ·request o:e the Building and: sai'ety. Divis:tcm hf 
Angeles Coo.nty\~he f'ollovling is submitted relati~IT~_ ·to· ' · 
stability of' f'ill containing bm"ied concrete .. _ · 

.. -',· 
.. · .. 

. - . >·. -~-~~:-~:-

Distr.: -(6) a;ddress~e · 

DAD/em -· 

. ·;..· __ :;, _____ _ 

.... ~ -~ 
-. ~ ... •' . . ., . 

·-,-:/=:. 

COLA 000162 



Exhibit 35 



l4.G2 West 24.f9ili 3~eet 
!1-':I~ho:- Ci~y, C:iliforcia 90710 

August 8, 1967 

LornJ.. ta Development Company 
6151 \-Jest Century Boulevard 
S~.:ite 700 
Los Angeles, California 90045 

I:Jork Order 6164 

Re: Tract No. 28441, lots 15 - 60 inclusive in the County 
of Los Angeles, California. 

INTERIH SUPERVISED COHPAC'I'ION ?<EPORT NO. II 

Su."or:1i tted here•,Jith is a supervised compaction report for fill 
plGced on the above referenced property. 

Compactio~ test results are given in Table I. Locations of 
tests are shown on the attached plan. 

Lsboratory Standard: 

B - ~ark brown clayey sa~d 
3 Dsrk b~own sand 
C - 3rot-Jn sa:nd 
D - ~eddiGh-brown clayey sand 

u CZ'fll'fi ·D : sr::7 o/4' T ............. _.,;.."' • -.- _.)I -

Modified to 3 layers 

Optimum Noist. 
(%) 

10.0 
7.5 

12.6 
ll.O 

l'·1ax .Dry Density 
lbs/cu.ft. 

l24.5 
120.3 
122.3 
118.8 

rrlor to placement of compacted fill, veget2tion and debris 
were removed and disposed of off the site. Where existing 
fills or soft compressible soils were encountered they were 
removed to firm natural grc-t.."1.nd. 

? ?ricr to placement of compacted fill in the reservoir, 
!ocated in the southwest corner of the subject tract, 
~ranches were ounc~ed throurr~ the co~crete floor. The 
tren::ll.eS V.le;:>e eigll.t (8) inches in Width and form annular 
ri~g~ radiating from the canter at 15-foot intervals. 
Sroken ca~crete, from the reservoir wall, was placed in 
~he reservoir bottom. ~he concrete was thoroughly mixed 

DRES 0090 
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AUf!USt 8, 1967 
iJ'Jork Order 6164 

with soil, wa tared znd c ompsc ted in-place wi tb a VJ.:Jra -cary 
roller. The maximum thiclmess of the soil-concrete lift 
was one (l) foot and wss restricted to the bottom one foot 
of the fill areas. Tbe minimum cover of compacted fill 
over the concrete is nine (9) feet. 

3. Pipe lines which were encountered were removed and the 
resulting excavations backfilled with compacted fill. 
The limits of certified fill, as shown on the attached 
msp, includes only that rill placed within the refer­
enced lots. Additional fill bas been placed adjacent 
to the lots. 

All compacted fill placad adjacent to the subjGct lots 
has been placed under the supervision of this firm and a 
supervised compaction report will be submitted when these 
fills are completed to final grade. 

4-· S'ill material consisting of the above soil types was placed 
in li:,ts, 1,1a tared ·when neces:::ary, and compacted in-place to 
a minimum of 90% of ~he laboratory standard. Each fill lift 
was treated in a like ~snnar. 

5. Compaction tests were taken in each one to two feet of fill 
?laced. The maximum depth of fill is 12 faet. 

6. Recommended safe bearin~ value, including both dead and live 
lcsd.s is 1500 lbs /sq . .ft: for continuous footings one ·foot 
wide and one foot in depth. 

7 ; . The sandy soils encountered on the referenced lots are non­
expansive by both F.E.A. and Los Angeles County criteria. 

~h~s re?ort is subject to revie~ by the controlling authorities 
for ~he project. 

Respec~fully submitted, 

'.:...'L 'T 1-D A • DER..!..:NG ~~--/ 
Civil :S:::gineer 

(L~) 
! ? I 
~~J 

--·- - '-; 'I • ._, .. 1 1!..1 r J ~,..., 
.... ~ .. ~-·~ Vt1.1 

addressee 
Dept. or'"' Cou:1.ty Engineer 
Lorni ta oi ... fice 

PACIFIC SOILS ENGINEERING, INC. 
DRES 0091 

COLA 000464 



1402 Wesa 24.0!b s~~eet 
I:~urho1."' Ci.ty, f'~Ufc.~a 90i7lD 

ENGII'fEER 1 S CERTIF:CATE OF C OM?LIANCE 
FOR 

CDr-1PACTED EAR T".d FILLS 

Re: Tract N"o. 28441, lots 15-24, 27-3L~, 37-44, 49-56 and 58-60 
inclusive in the County of Los Angeles, California. 

SOIL TESTING AGENCY: 

PROPERTY 0"\<Jl'-TER 1 S NAHE : 

0\1NER 1 S ADDRESS : 

DATE 1;:; ORK STAR TED ON PROJECT: 

Pacific Soils Engineering~ Inc. 

LO:i\'IIT.£1. DEVELOPMENT COM?AN"L 

6151 West Century Blvd. 
S;J.it;e 700 
Los Angeles, California 

2-9-66 

DATE lrJORK WAS COHPLETED: (Interim report only - job :wt completed) 

D-n.·::E OF TH::!:S CERTIFICATE: 8-B-67 

TO 13E SUPErtiNTE1~ENT OF 3UILDING; 

-::-:;: hereby certi.r'"'y that I have :?ersonally inspected and tested the 

p~scing of compacted earth fill on the above described property, 

and on the basis of these inspections and tests it is my opinion 

th=t the same was placed in conformity with the requirements of 

~he Loa Angeles-County Building Code. 

///// 
/7.(1j4/l(~0 // ~ 
(/ /, ( _(, / ' / .>'./' r .-· / /I'/'-. . ~ "<: __ ;./--~ 

C 1. V IL El\TGJ. NEER c.__.-__, ___ _ 

California Certificate No. 10106 

1402 West 240th Street, Harbor City, California. 

-::-Fo:::' tbe -our-oose of ·;;bis Certificate, to "have personally inspected 
zr:d tested':- shall include inspection and testing psrformed by a:::.y 
person or ~ersons responsible to the licensed engineer sig~ing 
t:~.:.i Cert2.fic~te. I1Jhere t~~e in.specticn 2r1d. testing of all or par~ 
· ... i- ~6 ~Jo:-1c above ~s dE:legnted, ~tL1ll ~eslJOnsibilit:v sl1sll be ass~~:;ed 
by be lice~sed engineer whose signature is affixed ~hereon. 

DRES 0092 
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P8ge ), 'vJ or J.: Ol"der 6164 ...,.. 

T~~j,B~ I 

Unit 
I> ate of· Tost Lot E1cv. Moist. Dry ~-Jt. Rel. Soil 
Tcs t -,\]" No. (ft. ) (10 (pcf) Camp.~ 'I'ype .,1.~ ;J • 

9-2e.-66 l'J.., 1 ' 35 9.6 1 l ~ ~ Q? A :_) _) ~o --.?•..) '_., 
9-29-66 156 59 35 10.4 121.1 97 A 
9-30-66 158 18 35 11.1 11_3.2 91 A 

159 58 35 12.2 11.5.4 93 A 

10-J-66 160 street 35 10.0 113.5 95 A 
10-13-66 167 s tpeet J .~ 

..J:/ 11.4 115.4 93 A 
168 22 35 10.0 119.1 96 A 
169 20 35 10.7 117.2 94 A 

'0 14 / / ..:. ·--'-00 170 23 35 11.2 113.6 91 A 
171 21 35 9.6 111.1 ~::J 

'1~ :s 
l0-2~_-66 172 16 37 10.8 113.4 91 P .. 
l0-25-66 175 59 37 11.5 ., ., ""'\ ? 

J..J.._)o..J 91 A 
.n 

:::.o-26-66 176 str·eet 37 9.8 119.4 96 A 
2.C-28-66 185 24 37 10.4 118.0 95 A 

186 21 37 8.1 110.2 92 ~ 
!..J 

lC-31-66 189 street 38 9.1 112.6 94 "Q 
"--' 

-~ f""\ ..... i . / 190 58 38 10.5 119.7 96 A /-.-...:...v-;;_.-vu 

ll-1-66 '01 street 38 16.0 117.0 q), A J..,~ '"T 

192 19 38 !? r:: 120 .LL 97 A --•_.1 

l:.:..-4-S6 196 17 40 11.0 ll8.i 95 A 

l-16-67- 201 20 .., / 

_)0 10.6 121.8 98 A 
l-27-67 233 ")," <7 9.6 121.0 97 A '-'J -'I 

234 21 -,~, ll.l lllL. J 92 A J.' 

2-3-67 24-4 34 37 10.9 - ~)..:. ~ 98 A J_.:::._C:. :_ 

2-3-67 2ll.r:.' ,_.) street 37 8.6 117.8 95 A 
2-10-67 255 ~ :· 39 16.1 122.0 98 ,, 

..)..} ""' 2.-'0 ~l 39 11.8 "'ll.Q ') 95 A _:;,u __;- .l..~....;. '-

2-l1-67 ?'? ~b~ 32 41 10.6 113.2 91 A 

3-2-67 ?0.--' -/) ?-· 
<-_) 

<':, _..u 12.9 117.0 94 -"'-

296 20 -,o i.~ -:) 115.7 -' 3 _;;u ....:........,~ .. ....) '70 

3-3-67 299 24 40 ll.h 11_3.0 91 I· 
.:'1. 

300 ?' 40 10~6 111.;_.7 92 _t.. ~J.. 

3-6-67 301 s t:..,ee t LLO 9.7 116.2 o:• " ./-' .--;. 

302 20 !.i.o 10.2 114.8 a~ .\ _-C:. n 

3-8-67 307 28 .:,.Q 21.1 108.5 92 D _)v 

308 27 40 1:2...2 116.8 94 --

DRES 0093 
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J-8-67 

3-9-67 
3-10-67 

3-14-67 
3-15-67 

3-15-67 
3-17-67 

3-18-67 

3-22-67 

3-29-67 
,· - /"" c-J.-c: 
6-2-67 
6-6-67 

6-6-67 

6-14-67 

6-1L"-67 
6-16-67 

6-29-67 
6-30-67 

7-5-67 

7-10-67 
7-ll-67 

7-12-67 

7-lJ-67 

7-13-67 
7-19-c? 

322 
323 
"'?'· .)'-'+ 

325 

.326 
327 
328 
329 

? :· 1 
..)..)-

~?? 
..)..)~ 

333 
334 

.381 
382 
h13 
4.1~~ 

440 
h!J.2 
hl.3 
45o 

4.73 
lJ.7~ 

h8i 
4.85 

24 
~-;; 
C:.~. 

20 
19 

18 
60 
16 
22 

20 
17 
19 
60 

29 
27 
31 
33 

52 
53 
51 
49 

44 
~ .... 
.)0 

43 
39 

39 
41 
39 
43 

42 
42 
j,? -,.-

43 

29 
29 
29 
29 

31 
32 
32 
.33 

10.6 
10.8 
10.6 
ll. 7 

13.0 
10.0 
10.9 
ll.6 

9 .!J . 
20.4 
12.2 
10.7 

9.8 
9.0 

10.9 
11.2 

11.3 
11.1 

8.:.. 
2.].0 

10.3 

ll.l 
16.8 
1Lt..6 
10.,6 

a , 
.I • .) 

i 7 ? 
-I o <--

10.2 
13.5 

14-5 
9.6 

11.1 
19.2 

" - / ..L..!... 0 

12.1 
9.8 

13.0 

ft.ug·J.~ t S, 1967 
Work Order 6164 

117.2 
- "4 -:) l.L • ./ 
122.4 
119.8 

122.0 
116.6 
117.6 
122.3 

119.2 
103.0 
121.2 
115.8 

114.5 
120.0 
120.7 
117.2 

11~ .. 6 
ll['.O 
112.9 
121.6 

121.4 
119.3 
125.5 
117.9 

119.7 
118.2 
llfi~l 
l ?c:' 7 
--/ • I 

ll5.8 
1!'7 '7 ...._...:..:.,I 

ll5.9 
112.2 

1 1 / 1 _.._o._ 
110.7 
112.9 
114.4 

l I - ? --.)·-

118.7 
l1J.J 
109.2 

94 
92 
98 
96 

97 
93 
9L. 
98 
96 
91 
97 
93 

92 
96 
97 
94 

92 
94 
91 
98 

97 
96 
100+ 
95 

96 
95 
95 
100+ 

96 
96 
96 
94 

91 
qr-' 
') 
C)), 
··~ 

92 

A 
A 

B 

B 

B 
D 
A 
A 

A 
A 
.c. 
A 

A 

f:._ 
,.., 
v 
}_. 

.fl. 
A 

B 
,... 
v 

c 
D 
:J 
.... 
.D 

A 

·"-
A 

D 
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7-19-67 487 !.tO - ' 10.2 119.3 99 B jO 

7-20-67 LL89 ~_; ') '\Q "? ' 118.5 95 A ~_) ..)u ..L-.0 

~;90 L~l .)8 10.1 11].1 94 B 
491 38 38 12.5 115.5 97 D 

7-21-67 L~92 lJ.O 38 10.8 117.5 94 A 
40~ h2 ~-0 I ) I -, 113.0 C? c /_) ---"""f""•..L. :J-

494 Lt.") 39 15.2 119.8 98 r< 
,__; v 

7-27-67 495 38 39 12.0 119.4 96 A 

7-27-67 496 39 LLO ll.3. ; 1 7 ? 9L~ A ..l.. ..... , ·-

7-28-67 497 hl ~ '" ' ll.4 115.5 93 A .v. 

498 4o 39 10.9 118.3 95 A 

ORES 0095 
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Phone· 325-7272 
• 775-6771 

PACIFIC SOILS ENGINEERING, INC. 
1402 West 240th Street 

Harbor City, California 90710 

July 31, 1967 

Work Order 6164 

Lomita Development Company 
6151 West Century Blvd. 
Suite 700 
Los Angeles~ Cali~ornia 90045 

Re: Tract No. 28441, Lots 7-10 inclusive in the County 
o~ Los Angeles, Cali~ornia. 

INTERIM SUPERVISED COMPACTION REPORT NO. I 

Submitted herewith is a supervised compaction report ~or ~ill 
placed on the above re~erenced property. 

Compaction test results are given in Table I. Locations of 
tests are shown on the attached plan. 

Laboratory Standard: 

Soil TyPe 

A - Dark brown clayey sand 

B Dark brown sand 

ASTI1 :D-1557 -64T 
Modified to 3 layers 

Optimum Moist. 
( %) 

10 .o 

7-5 

Max. Dry Density 
lbs/cu .ft. · · 

124.5 

120.3 

1. Prior to placement of compacted fill, vegetation and 
debris were removed and disposBd of off the site. 
Where existing fills or soft compressible soils were 
encountered they were removed to firm natural ground. 

2. Prior to placement of compacted fill in the reservoir, 
located in the southwest corner of the subject tract, 
trenches were punched through the concrete floor. The 
trenches were eight (8) inches in width and form annular 
rings radiating from the center at 15-foot. intervals. 
Broken concrete, from the reservoir wall, was placed in 
the reservoir bottom. The concrete was thoroughly 
mixed with soil, watered and compacted in-place with 
a vibratory roller. The maximum thickness of the soil­
concrete lift was one (1) foot and was restricted to 

DRES 0096 
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Page 2 
'l'ract No. 28441 

July 31, 1967 
Work Order 6164 

the bottom one foot of the fill areas. The minimum 
cover of compacted i'ill over the concrete is nine (9) 
feet. 

3. Pipe lines which were encountered were removed and the 
resulting excavations backfilled with compacted fill. 
The limits of certii'ied fill, as shown o.n the attached 
map, includes only that fill placed within the refer­
enced lots. Additional fill has been placed adjacent 
to the lots. 

All compacted fill placed adjacent to the subject lots 
has been placed under the supervision of this firm and 
a supervised compaction report will be submitted when 
these fills are completed to final grade. 

4. Fill material consisting of the above soil types was 
placed in lii'ts watered when necessary, and compacted 
in-place to a minimum oi' 90% of the laboratory standard. 
Each fill lii't was treated in a like manner. 

5. Compaction tests were taken in each one to two feet oi' 
i'ill placed. The maximum depth oi' fill is 10 feet. 

6. Recommended safe bearing value, including both dead and 
live loads is 1500 lbs/sq.tt. for continuous footings 
one foot wide and one foot in depth. 

7, The sandy soils encountered on the referenced lots are 
non-expansive by both F.H.A. and Los Angeles County 
criteria. 

This report is subject to review by. the controlling authori­
ties for the project. 

DAVID A. DERING 
Civil Engineer 

Distr.: 

TB :DAD/jd 

Addressee 
County of Los Angeles 
Lomita Office 

PACIFIC SOILS ENGINEERING, INC. 

oR£S0097 

COLA 000446 



Phone· 325-7272 
. 775-6771 

PACIFIC SOILS ENGINEERING,. INC. 
1402 West 240th Street 

Harbor City, California 90710 

ENGINEER'S CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE 
FOR 

COMPACTED EARTH FILLS 

Re: Tract No. 28441, Lots 7-10 inclusive in the County of 
Los·Angeles, California. 

SOIL TESTING AGENCY: Pacific Soils Engineering, Inc. 

PROPERTY OWNER 1 S NAME: LOJVIITA DEVELOPMENT COMPANY 

OWNER'S ADDRESS: 6151 West Century Boulevard 
Suite 700 
Loa Angeles, California 

DATE WORK STARTED ON PROJECT: 2-9-66 

DATE WORK WAS COMPLEl'ED: (Interim report only - job not completed) 

DATE OF THIS CERTIFICATE: 7-31-67 

TO THE SUPERINTENDENT OF BUILDING: . 
-:~I hereby certify that I have personally inspected and tested the 

placing of compacted earth fill on the above described property, 

and on the basis of these inspections and tests it is my opinion 

that the same was placed in conformity with the requirements of 

the Los Angeles County Building Code. 

My address is: 

CIVIL ENGINEER c:.':>/ 
California Certificate No. 10106 

1402 West 240th Street, Harbor City, California. 

.;:-For the purpose of this Certificate, to "have personally inspected 
and tested'' shall include inspection and testing performed by any 
person or persons responsible to the licensed engineer signing this 
certificate. Where the inspection and testing of all or part of 
the work above is delegated, full responsibility shall be assumed 
by the licensed engineer whose signature is affixed thereon. 

DRES 0098 
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28441 

July 31, 1967 
Tract No. Work Or¢ler 6164 

TABLE I 

Date of Test Lot Moisture 
·Test No. No. E1ev. ( o) 

3-2-66 124 7 40 10.0 117.1 94 A 
3-9-66 136 8 42 11.0 112.4 91 A 
3-15-66 146 7 tit 10.0 115.9 93 A 
3-16-66 147 8 11.8 116.6 94 A 

9-29-66 157 10 35 11.1 113.2 91 A 
10-4-66 161 9 35 8.6 109.5 91 B 
1-16-67 200 9 36 11.2 119.0 96 A 
3-6-67 303 9 40 8.1 115.1 96 B 

3-10-67 315 10 tt~ 11.4 125.7 100 B 
3-14-67 321 9 14.6 117.0 94 A 
6-12-67 391 10 45 10.0 113.9 91 A 

.-,, 

ORES 0099 

PACIFIC SOILS ENGINEERING, INC. 

COLA 000448 



Exhibit 37 



~2~~,.!::"/2 

775-\3771 

E1JGDiEE3.'S CERTIFIC.ATE OF COHPLIAlWE 
FOR 

COHPACTED EART..ti FILLS 

Re: Tract :No. 28441~ lots 61-63, 65-73, 77-84 and 87-100 incl. 
in the County of Los Angeles, California. 

SOIL TESTING AGENCY: 

?R OP3R '!'Y Oirll'i"ER. Is NA:i:v1E : 

C~·[lllER 18 ADDRESS: 

Pacific Soils Engineering, Inc. 

LOIHT.A DEVELOPNEI~T C OHP.A~T'.l 

6151 \-Jest Century Boulevard 
Sllite 700 
Los Angeles, California 90045 

DA'IE \•JORX STAR'I'ED or; PROJECT: 2-9-66 

DATE i:j ORK l/JAS C OM?LETED: t.
7

:_~ •• +:.~~ ... -~·L.i,.., re:--, or+ on1y -~·'v"J."'"'l' ·,...o-;-: co,...'l"\-,e+:oa') ,- •v~ 'u; - 1J u ~ - ' .1. •• v •••~- v~ 

DP.·I-E OF '.!.:diS CERTIFICATE: 10-12-67 

pl.scing of' compacted earth :f'ill en: ·t;he above desc:>ibed property, 

snd on the basis of' these inspections and teats it is my opinion 

ths 'C ·~c.e same v;a s placed in col1i'ormi ty with 'the r·aquirements of 

the Los Angeles County Building Code. 

ltfy address is: 

CIVIL El'l'G I:N"EER 
California Certiricete No. 10106 

1402 ~vest 24-0th Street, Harbor City, California. 

~~Fer the pt:.rpose of tb.is Ce1~tif~icate, t;o 77 h8ve pe1~sonally i:lspeCtr3d. 
and. testedH 3ball include irJ.spection .2nd testi11g performed ~oy any 
person o~ persons responsible to the licensad engineer signing this 
Gertificat~. Where the inspection and testing of all or part of 
tbe work above is delegated, full responsibility shall be essumed 
·oy tbe lice~1.sed engineer ·whose sigr.3 ture is ct·r--ixed her·eon. 

DRES 0100 
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Png0 4 
'I'::· act ~ o. 28441 
Lots 61 - 100 incl. 
Interim No. IV 

Date of 
Test 

2-24-66 

2-25-66 

2-26-66 

3-1-66 

3-2-66 
3-J-66 

3-5-66 

3-?-66 

J-8-66 
~ ..... /' /' 
.)-'1-00 

3-lC-66 

3-ll-66 

3-12-66 

3-l6-66 
3-17-66 

.3-2.8-66 

3-lB-66 
9-29-66 

l0·-2L!--66 
10-2j-66 
10-26-66 

Test 
No. 

115 
116 
117 
118 

119 
120 
121 
122 

123 
125 
126 
127 

129 
130 
1 jl _ __,_ 
132 

133 
134-
135 
138 

139 
lL~O 
J1.~1 
Jl;-2 

173 
174 
177 

Lot 
No. 

I 
LL 
iJ, -,. 

5 
2 

4 
103 
5 
lit ..,.. 

2 
103 

14 
102 
l 
6 

13 
..., 
.) 

1 
street 

2 

street 
102 

.s tr.eet 
103 

102 
61 
12 

62 
11 

street 

TABLE I 

Elev. 
Ut.) 

36 
36 
37 
37 
""10 
.)U 

38 
39 
39 

37 
35 
35 

37 
37 
37 

11.6 
10.6 
11.9 
12.1 

ll.O 
10.0 
10.9 
10.1 

11.2 
12.1 
10.2 

8.3 

11.6 
10.2 
9.2 

10.6 

11.9 
ll~l 
13.1 
10.8 

10.8 
9~2 

10.1..;. 
11.6 

- 0 .... .!.. • I 
10.2 
l2 .. l 
12.0 

10.J 
11.0 
10.1 

1 1 j, 
~-o..;~ 

10.7 
11.1 

October 12~ 1967 
t>Jork Order 6164-

Unit 
Dr:v ~n. 
(pcf) 

11L~. 3 
120.4-
113.3 
112.4 

115.8 
11].7 
116.8 
119.3 

112.7 
118.1 
114.9 
112.1 

112.0 
119.5 
112.-lL 
ll6Q9 

120.6 
115.1 
113.0 
~~a ,., 
.L..!..' • 0 

117.3 
11].9 
118.? 
113.0 

113.0 
11'7 ? _ ...... , ·-
112.1 
113.3 

116.8 
119.0 
113.7 

ll6.8 
119.2 
112.9 

Rel. 
Comn.% 

92 
97 
91 
90 

93 
91 
~· '1!.!-
96 

91 
95 
92 
90 

90 
96 
90 
9~-

97 
92 
9l 
96 

94. 
92 
95 
91 

91 
9!~ 
90 
91 

94 
96 
91 

9~ .. 
96 
9l 

Soil 
Type 

A 
A 
A 
A 

A 

A 
.A 

A 
A 

A 
A 

A 
A 
A 
p_ 

A 

A 
A 

!.\ -· 

p_ 
A 
A 

PACIFIC SOILS ENGINEERING, INC. DRES0101 

COLA 000459 



:\8ge 5 
'J:r act l~ o . 28!_:41 
Lo~s 61 - 100 incl. 
In terin:; No. IV 

10-27-66 178 
170 
-'- I I 

180 
181 

10-27-66 182 
183 

10-31-66 158 
ll-L;.-66 195 

198 

3-10-67 316 
317 

3-14-67 319 

3-14-67 320 
321 

3-17-67 3.30 
3-23-67 ..,--

.)j) 

~ '")-. .~ ~1 .)-·:;...) -o i 336 
337 
338 

3-24-67 339 

3-2L;--67 ':</1 l 
-"~-

3-27-67 3l!..2 
343 

3-29-67 Jldr -.--. 

101 
lOl 
101 
101 

101 
101 
12 
61 
11 

12 
11, 
...:.--,-

14 
11 
9 
6.3 
07 7. 

97 
97 
97 
99 

99 
99 
99 
96 

5-27-67 359 s t1"1:eet 
360 ~~ 

31-, 0..!.. 
H 

362 11 

5-31-67 363 I / 

00 

364 94 
366 0? 

1-

6-1-67 367 67 

6-l-67 369 69 
370 at1...,eet 

6-2-67 373 91 
, - 1......, o-,;;.-o( 37~- 71 

6-5-67 376 '7? ,_ 
377 89 

6-6-67 379 37 
383 73 

30 10.1 
...,..., 

10 .l.r. .)C.. 
~· 10.6 ;.;L~~ 

36 9.9 

38· 10.9 
La 10.7 
38 10 .l.!. 
1.!.0 10.6 
~-0 10.4 

l~2 11.1 
l2 9.9 ,;,, 12.2 -,-,. 

i.JlL 11.8 
L;J!. li.~ .1 
L; . .i 10.1 
~" llQ2 _.,...._. 

"II 10 .lJ. .)0 

38 9.8 
4-0 10.6 .. ,,..., 11.2 .)I 

37 9.7 
39 7-5 
kl 10.2 
4o 11.8 

33 8.9 
35 9.J 
37 11.J. 
.39 8.6 

35 9 .1.~ 
35 13"2 
35 11.2 
35 10.3 

--- 12.6 j;, 
35 10.9 
.... ..-
_)::;J 10.9 ..,,., 
.)::;J 

~? / 
.!..-.0 

., ~ 10.!..:. .)) 
~5 B.j .5 ....... : l C> .)::;J _ ........... / 

36 8.2 

PACIFIC SOILS ENGINEERING, INC. 

October 12~ 1967 
l·J ork Q:;:>de:;:> 6164 

119.1 96 
120.1 97 
119.8 96 
121_;..1 100 

ll7"3 97 
120.9 97 
113.0 91 
l22e7 98 
115.9 93 

l2J.4 99 
118.2 98 
116 .L~ 9L~ 

125.0 100+ 
117.0 94 
ll7.2 Oh ,._,.. 
116.9 9l~-

119.8 ,-.. I 

/'D 
115.8 0"' . / _) 

113.0 Cl 
1-

ll6.8 94 

117.2 94 
108.9 91 
l'? ;-' 
--'--•:::J 90 
118.9 95 

116.4 c:t 
l""'r' 

119.4 ~~ 

'jO 

120.8 97 
114.9 o? ,_ 

120.9 97 
l08.J 90 
ll2G6 Q}! ,.,. 
111.3 90 

117.3 94-
121.5 100 
118.8 oc: '7.-' 

lll.9 90 

1:..8.8 q,.., 
,::;; 

117.9 98 
llSo9 9~L 
llC.8 92 

A 
A 
A 
.!J. 

-p 
OJ 

A 
A 
A 
.tJ.. 

:a 
B 
.,..., 
,!;; 

B 
B 
A 
J.. 

.. 4. 
F. 
A . 
........... 

!' 

B 
A 
;_ 

A ,, 
1"1. 

A 
A 

~ 
•"'-
';::! __. 

3 
_D._ 

3 
,\ 

""'" P .. 
n .,... 

.l:-.. 
.:.:; 

A 
""' .D 

DRES 0102 
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?~ge o 
=~~~~ 3 c t ~-r o .. 2 Bl~-4l 
Lots 61 - 100 incl. 
:I:1.terim No. IV 

6-6-67 384 71 
385 69 

6-B-67 386 67 
389 street 

6-8-67 390 101 
6-9-67 393 Stl,eet 

39~. 101 
396 89 

6-9-67 397 st:r·eet 
398 93 

6-12-67 399 103 
400 101 

6-12-67 Dr01 99 
402 97 / - """ ,' 7 I 405 88 o-.L_:,-o 
406 90 

6-13-67 ~L07 C? 
,/;.... 

408 94 
6- :)~.-67 409 '7-jj 

~.10 71 

6-l!..L-67 4 .. ll 69 
i,l? 67 ._..._..(;.... 

6-15-E..? ~-16 <q 
..) ' 

L~17 72 

6-:5-67 Lr 1'"' 70 __ o 

419 68 
6-16-67 l~20 66 

424 102 

6-16-67 425 100 
Lt26 98 

6-26-67 ;; ;?? ..,.-, 9L~. 
L~28 92 

6-26-67 4-29 90 
L~.30 P7 u, 

6-27-67 4-33 73 
43L} 93 

6-27-67 435 S>l 
6-28-67 436 90 

L:-37 9.5 
438 88 

?'-
_;'-' 1L1 
36 10.4 
36 10.9 
38 10.4 

38 9.3 
L~O 10.7 
i.LO 10.1 
..:) ,. 
.)D 13.0 

jb 9.8 
36 19.8 
II 'J 10.1 '-'·~ 

43 1? .... 
-..-o.) 

I::> 11.3 LJ __ 

Li-2 12.L 
?7 16 ~ J< - "--' 
37 16.6 

37 l0.6 
37 8.1 
37 11.6 
33 - .... 5 .L.). 

39 15.2 
39 14.3 
39 8.J 
~-0 8.1 

Lr.O 7.2 
]; 1 10.4 hl 9.1 
J>.l 10.1 -T..J 

h3 9.1 
LL2 11.2 
j8 l <"" ~ 

-:J. 0 

38 ~J 5 .l.....;v 

38 13.6 
38 12.8 
':10 11.1 ..)/ 

~.2 10.2 

h.1 12.0 
l.!.o 11.2 
4.1 10.2 
39 10.8 

Pi~C1FIC SOlLS ENGINEERING, 

October 12, 1967 
V.Jcrk Order 6164 

121.2 97 
117.0 94 
125.6 100+ 
116.6 93 

120.2 97 
119.0 96 
118.7 99 
117 -~- 98 

114.9 92 
122.8 99 
125.1 100+ 
121.2 97 

112.3 95 
113.3 95 
118.1 97 
115.7 95 
"'"',.....,_,. ~ 100..,. J..O::::O.U 

ll5.8 96 
128.3 100+ 

A 
A 
B 
A 

A 
A 
B 
B 

A 
A 
D 
A 

D 
A 
(". 
u 

c 

A 
3 
A 

.123u9 99 A 

l20.l 98 !"' v 

121.4 99 c 
121.2 97 A 
110.9 92 B 

110.0 9i B 
116.5 9Lt A 
117.7 9~- A 
., ""''"" ), .!..~:J·~ 100+ A 

l09.9 cp 
.~ 3 

118.2 95 .. tJ ... 

109.6 90 c 
124.4 99 (". 

u 

114.4 Clr c ;--

116.2 95 c 
115.7 93 l".. 
118.8 96 A 

ll3-7 91 A 
l2l.2 97 A 
1lli.LL Q? A ,~ 

116.6 96 A 

DRES 0103 
INC. 

COLA 000461 



?~g;e 7 
~rsc t l'Jo" 2aL~-l 
~ots 61 - 100 incla 
Interim No. IV. 

6-29-67 L~-39 
Ltl!,l 

6-J0-67 t.J;l~ 
445 

7-5-67 l.t1~9 
7-7-67 453 

454 
7-10-67 455 

7-10-67 h.60 
7-11-67 h61 

• ,rr..~ 

4o_::, 4, I oo 

77 
8.3 
78 
82 

80 
8_3 
79 
72 

77 
83 
79 
81 

7-l2-6·7 470 str'eet 
7-13-67 ~-75 78 
7-17-67 !~ ~'/6 Bl 

479 82 

7- :L8-C:.~? I Df'\ 80 i...!..OU 

7.-l9~·6? ;; 8L 80 ""-;·-~··;-

7~20-67 L~es 77 
,.., ,,. '·""' ..;.0' 80 ~-b""'Ot ~· 0 

9-6-67 508 80 
9-7-67 512 80 
-.. -~" /-

'7-.::::o-ct 513 81 -- ~ L.. ~ I I 
/-'-""'t" 80 

9-26-67 51.5 81 
9-2'7-67 ;:'17 

./-'-• 80 
518 Q/! vv 

519 82 

9-28-67 520 81 
521 80 

29 ll.J 
29 10 .l.!-
29 13.1 
29 15.3 

29 18.0 
~~ 13.1 _.-
31 16e5 
31 12.2 

32 12.1 
?? lLL .1 _; ...... 

32 l ~ 8 _ _,. 
~? 10.4 _,_ 

33 13.8 
3h .. 10.8 
-oc' 
..)./ 

., ,...., •:"' 

.!.;) • 0 .... ~ 
,:);) ll.,l 

35 ? ..!....!... ... ...._ 

3? 1~_.2 
38 11.9 
-~ ll.O .).!... 

33 ll.4 
34 10.5 
]6 .., 

7 I . 
35 10.9 

J7 9.6 
J6 10.3 
37 ll.l 
JB 1? 1 ----
38 l r ; 

"'-:?•-
38 10.1 

PACIFIC SOILS ENGINEERING, INC. 

October 12~ 1967 
vlork Order· 6164 

112.9 94 B 
108.8 90 B 
118.6 97 c 
114.2 93 c 

119.2 97 c 
~, ,_. ? 
..L.!...>·- 9'3 A 
l1L~. 9 94 c 
112.3 90 _n._ 

117.0 99 D 
118.9 97 c 
11~- .1 95 B 
113.7 91 A 

119.1 99 B 
116.9 9h A 
120.3 98 G 
119.9 96 A 

112~2 90 !:~ 

ll8.8 97 c 
113-4 o·· • I~ .-. 
112.0 90 ~ 

.n. 

llLL. B 92 A 
... - .:. 7 J..l_?. 93 A 
120.0 100 B 
116.5 9L~ A 

113-7 91 A 
118.0 0'~ ,:;:> A 
114-7 C? /- A 
1 l? h ---M...,.. 90 A 

117.0 9h A 
119.1 9b A 

DRES 0104 
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PLAN CORRECTION SHEET 
Plan Check No.-J./_t)--'/'-/'--­

Diatrtct No, __ .L/-"2...::::... __ 

ul 
0 

~ ... .. 
~ 

"' z 
0 g .. 

./ "' 0 u ... 
~ 
"' 0 
Iii .... 
:I: ... 
~ 
:I: 
~ 
z 
0 
.... 
~ .. 
"' ... 
~ 
2': ... 
3 
i5 
2': 

Sheet :t{o ................. of ................ Sheets 
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/ 

THE REGIGN:~L Pi:.NNING CQ11\l:IS3IJN - COUNTY OF LOS 
SDBDIVISIONS .\ND HIGH\lAYS DIVISION 

/ 

2.. ~ B&S DIS"{,. Z 
~--

Harch 9, 1966 --o~L. ) 
Tract Nb. 24836 , 
(Hap dated January 21, 1966) ' .· 

Lessrs. ··George Schiner and Dave Johnson •tJere present at the Committee 
meeting when dis cuss ion cone erned street improvements, drainage, 
zoning and access to the property on the west. The Subdivision 
Committee recommended to the Regional·Planning·Commission that a 
future·street be required to the west; however, in the Commission's 
action, this condition was eliminated in order to protect the existing 
industrial uses. 

The conditions for the preparation of a final map, as recow~ended by 
the Subdivision Committee and ap._Jroved by the Regional Planning Com­
mission at its meeting of February 23, 1966, are as follows: 

1. This approval expires on August 23, 1967. If the final map is 
not to be recorded prior to the expiration date, the subdivider 
must apply in writing to the Regional Planning Commission at 
least 40 days before the above date for an extension of this 
approval. 

DESIG;,j 

2. Provide sufficient area and widths for all lots to conform with 
the requirements of Zone Exception Case No. 8001. 

The Regional Planning Commission approved this tract with lot 
.--si-ses·--as--re-cotmnende~g Case No. 5047 and as ap?roved in 

. .....- Zone Exceptio!?-_Case _Ng..!..._ 89.01_._) Recordation of the final maps 
-- --"-- --rs- cumtngem upon the on.fui ance changing this zone becoming 

effective, or the Regional Planning Collllllission granting an 
exception to the existing zone to permit the pro~osed residential 
use. 

3. Provide the necessary facilities and easements to eliminate the 
note of flood hazard from the final map of all lots in this tract 
to the satisfaction of the County Engineer. 

4. '.!hen a final map is submitted, the Regional Planning Commission 
will recommend to the Board of Supervisors that street widths 
be modified to permit Nid ths of 52 feet, 48 feet and 46 feet as 
shown on the tentative map in accorda~ce with Section 6 of the 
Subdivision Ordinance. The Commission finds that because of 
the type of development pro.:>osed· and because these reduced rights­
of-way will have improvements in excess of those required by the 
Subdivision Ordinance, this modification is within the spirit 
and purpose of the subdivision laws. 

5. Dedicate 7 if not already dedicated, the necessary right-of-way 
for the following highways to provide the indicpted widths from 
the latest County Engineer's approved center lines: 50 feet 

_for Lomita Boulevard. 

·5. Dedicate complete access rights from Lomita Boulevard directly 
to abutting lots. 

7. ..'\s agreed, construct a free standing masonry wall, not less than 
five feet high, along and within one foot (1 1 ) of the rear and. 
sides of lots abuttingj,omita B.QJJ,~vard, along the west tract 
boundary and between the setbacks of lots 132 and 1.33 at thf, 
southerly end of ann Street. Construct a 5 foot high c:1ain link 
fence along the railroad right-of-way, 'rlith design standards 
c01~parable with D-65 ('.Jall). standards. 

COLA 000250 
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Tract No. 24836 

( 7. Continued) 

-2- March 9, 1966 

Prior to submitting final maps, submit to the Regional Planning 
Commission a copy of the approved grading plan for final deter­
mination of the design of this structure. 

In all cases where grading or natural conditions result in the 
lot pad or building site elevations being above the elevation 
of the abutting highway, t~e required wall shall be retaining to 
the elevation of the pad but need not exceed 3 foot vertical 
height. A chain link fence not less than 3 feet in height shall 
be constructed on top of the required wall. Total structure is 
to be not less than 5 feet in height. 

If the fence or wall is to be constructed subsequent to the 
recordation of this tract, file a faithful performance bond and 
agreement with the County Engineer, Design Division, insuring 
its construction prior to sale of lots or occupancy of homes 
constructed thereon. The penal sum of the bond shall be deter­
mined by the County Engineer. 

B. Provide at least 35 feet of frontage and approximately radial lot 
lines for all lots fronting on the knuckles. Permission is 
granted to revise knuckles and lots per Study No. 28-24836-B in 
lieu of this requirement. 

9. Provide street lights and sidewalks throughout the tract in 
accordance with the requirements of the Subdivision Ordinance 
except that sidewalks are only required along the northerly 
portion of Lomi~~~vard easterly of Lagoon Street, 

. --, --- ---·----------
Vvhere sidewalks are adjacent to the curb they shall be 5 feet 
wide and in this case, the street lights and fire hydrants shall 
be placed outside the sidewalk area, 

10. The Regional Planning Commission approved the area adjacent to 
lot 215 as a future street in accordance with Section 56 of the 
Subdivision Ordinance. 

11. Provide 40 feet between curbs within the 52 foot righ1B-of-"l'laY, 
36 feet within the 48 foot rights-of-\oray, and 34 ·feet within 
the 46 foot rights-of-way. Prior to recordation, execute a 
Future Interest Road Deed for an additional 6 feet of right-of­
way adjacent to all reduced rights-of-way. 

12. ,\s agreed, provide a six foot wide planting easement over the 
future additional right-of-way mentioned above with the provision 
that this easement will be subordinated to the road easement 
when these areas are accepted as public streets. 

13. Permission is granted to reface lots 1 to 4, inclusive, to front 
on "An Street (249th Street) and to shift the intersection of 
this street southerly at 11 C11 Street approximate! y 65 feet. 

ROAD DEPARTBENT 

14. a. Comply with the Road Department's requirements regarding 
street and drainage improvements and easements needed for 
·street drainage. 

b. Easements shall not be granted or recorded within rights-of­
way proposed to be deeded or dedicated for public streets, 
until after the tract is recorded, unless such easements are 
subordinated to the road easement by certification on the 
title sheet of the final map. 

COLA 000251 
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-J- !larch 9, 1966 

( 14. Continued) 

c. A]gn center lines of all streets without jogs at intersections. 

d. Design streets to have minimum center line curve radii which 
will provide center line curves of 100 feet minimum length, 
or to the satisfaction of the Road Department. 

COUNTY ~~GINEER - DESIGN DIVISION 

15. 11 The property in and adjacent to the drainage courses traversing 
and bordering this tract is subject to flood hazard, 

The property is subject to sheet overflow and ponding of local 
storm waters. 

Approval pertaining to local drainage is subject to the following 
requirements: 

1. Provide appropriate drainage facilities to remove the flood 
hazard from all lots and dedicate the necessary easements. 

No building permits will be issued for lots subject to flood 
hazard until adequate drainage facilities protecting those 
lots are operable as determined by the County ~ngineer. 

2. Provide for contributory drainage from adjoining properties. 

J. No building permits will be issued unless the sheet overflow 
and ponding are eliminated or the floors of the buildings 
are elevated with no openings in the foundation \'falls to at 
least 12 inches bbove the finished grade. 

4. Submit to the Design Division of the County Engineer two 
signed grading plans. ;,n· grading must conform to the 
requirements of Chapter 70, Ordinance No. 2225, Los :<ngeles 
County Building Code. Submit one co~y of the road plans." 

COUNTY ENG INZER - S/,NITATION DIVISION 

16. 1':.pproval of this tract is contingent upon the installation and 
dedication of local sewers to serve the subdivision. 

Easements are tentatively required, subject to review by the 
County Engineer to determine the final locations and requirements. 

The subdivider shall consult the Sanitation Division of the 
Department of County Engineer to determine the sewer design 
requirements." 

COUNTY ENGINEER - H!.TERWORKS & UTILITIES DIVISION 

17. "1, All lots shall be served by an adequate size water system, 

2. The water mains shall be of sufficient size to accorlllllodate 
the total domestic and fire flows. The domestic·flows shall 
be in accordance with the County Water Ordinance, Ordinance 
No. 7834; fire flows shall be determined by the County 
Forester and Fire '}arden under the provisions of the County 
Vlater Ordinance. 

J, Plans and specifications for the water mains shall be sub­
mitted for approval to the \'laterworks and Utilities Division, 
Department of County Engineer, at the time the final tract 
map is submitted for checking, 

COLA000252 
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Tract No. 24836 

(17. Continued) 

-4- 1'1rtrch 9, 1966 

4. :,pproval for recordation of this tract is contingent· upon 
approval of plens and specifications mentioned above, and 
upon compliance with Section 215 or 215.1 of the Los :.ngeles 
County Subdivision Ordinance relating to 11 Faithful Perform· 
ance Bonds, 11 For details of procedure to be used, contact 
the Hatorworks and Utilities Division 1 Department of County 
Engineer, 

5. The specifications shall include a certificate from a water 
utility stating that the proposed system can be operated 
by the water utility and that the system will in every 
respect meet thG requirements of the County Water Ordinance; 
or other evidence satisfactory to tha County Engineer showing 
that ~ proposed system can b0 operated by a water utility 
and that adequate water can be supplied to said system in 
accordance with said ordinance,n 

COUNTY ENGINEER - BUILDING & s:,FETY DIVIS! ON 

18. 11 1. A grading permit for property encompassed by this subdivision 
has been issued. This permit provides for the disposal of 
concrete slabs, previously existing at this site as walls 
and floors of the oil sumps 1 within the compacted fill, 
:.s a condition of this permit, no concrete is permitted 
within seven (7) feet of the finish grade. 

2. Submit and obtain approval for a grading ple.n for the grading 
of all lots within this subdivision prior to recordation. 
The grading shall indicate the elevations and locations of 
all buried concrete and the finish pad elevations. These 
eluvations shall indicate a minimum cover of seven (7) foot 
is provided over tho. coucrete, 

J, If tentative approval of tho subdivision map·is granted upon 
tho condition that a zone change be obtained, the ordinance 
granting such chango in zone must be adopted by the Board of 
Supervisors, or the Regional Planning Commission granting an 
exception to permit the proposed use,prior to issuance of 
grading and building permits. 

4. Prior to recordation, submit a soils engineer's report on 
the expansive properties of soils on all building sites in 
in the proposed subdivision. Such report shall be supported 
by sufficient test data to justify the findings. If expan­
sive soils arc found to exist at locations and depths likely 
to affoct future structures, the report shall include 
specific recommendations for resisting the effects of 
differential movement of soils supporting structures. Soils 
compacted to a minimum of 90% of the optimum density and 
exhibiting a swell of more than 3% from air dry to satura­
tion under a surcharge loading of 60 pounds per square foot 
shall be considered cxpans ivc soils, 

5. It is recommended that the information contained in t~ is 
conditional approval be forwarded to the State Real Estate 
Commissioner for inclusion in his report." 

DEP:.RTI!ENT OF P:.RKS ;,Np _ _!l.ECRE:.TION 

19. H:,ll existing trees, if any, to be·removed from street R/'·i's 
to be dedicated or dedicated R/il 1 s, and no planting to be done 
except upon approval of this Department. 

It is recommended that roadside trees be planted. Please conta.ct 
the Roadside Tree Division of the Los ~ngeles County Department 
of Parks·and Rocroation, 155 W. ·,iashington Blvd., or telephone 
749-6911, exteneion i?535 for tho necessary pcrnit and 
spc,cifications. u 

COLA000253 
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Tract No. 24836 -5~ 

FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT 

20. 11 It is our opinion that the subdivision is not subject to e. flood 
hazard from a major channGl or stream under the Flood Control 
District's jurisdiction. Refer to the flood hazard report from 
the office of the County Engineer, Design Division. 

This District's right(s) of way should be correctly shown and 
labeled on the final map of the subdivision. The owners or 
developers should dedicate as an easement, to the Los .',ngeles 
County Flood Control District, those portions of the subdivision 
ownership lying within this District's proposed right(s) of way 
for Storm Drain Bond Issue Project No. o90. Information and data 
relative to said right (s) of lflay may be obtained from this 
District 1 s Right of ivay Engineering Division." 

HEi.LTH DEP:.RTMENT 

21. 11I.pproved on the condition that sanitary sewers be installed and 
used as the method of sewage disposal. 

The owner's state:ment indicates that water for the tract will be 
furnished by Dominguez 1.'1ater Company." 

THE REGION:.L PL'.NNING cmiJMISSION 
Milton Breivogel, Director of Planning 

FJB:RHC:mn 

Frederick J. Barlow, Division Chief 
Subdivisions and Highways Division 

cc: E. L. Pearson & :.ssocio.tcs 
Lomita Development Company 
Subdivision Committee 
Real Estate Commissioner 
FHi, 
v:. 

COLA 000254 
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91~,f~ 
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com;n· GF LOS ANGELES . 
IJEI'ARn!Ell'!' o~· COUNTY "EIICilNEER 
B.Ull,Di:NG AND .SAFETY .!)I VlSl-011 

SWERVISED Gi!ADING UISPECTIO!! CERTXFICA'i'E 
filed_ in dllplic~te at 1;he local- Building and sarsty orrice) (To be 

~~\;!~~~~~. -~2 ... · · ."""B_'-'4~4....!.~...L----..,..---- Locality ,J..oar/~ / /~c=-
~•71er £ol?f/4Ji>:.~.,..,.,_,/ 6 ~ermit Ji(). $$F11~ 
ag JlOUGll GRADINC CE!lTIFICA'j'TOll 

0 BI' SOILS E};GJ.t<EBR 

I certify that the earth fUis p;ta~ed on the :foll_ow;!ng lots wore _inshllecl ujlon compatent and 
proper_ly pr~par~d, base ma t!'ri~:t a.,d compacted :In compliance wi tb l':equirements of .Building Code 
Sec"tion· ?010. 1 further ·cerj;it'y tha_t where -the report or reports- of _an ·engineering geologist, 
rel.a-ti'1e· to thi's site. l:lave recolilmended tb<> .in_st~lation o!' buttress J'ills or ot)Jer similar 
stabil1~at1on ~ea~ures. such eartb~ork construction-has been completed in accordance with ~be 
approved design; Lor Nos •. __________________________________________________________________________ __ 

Se-e reoar~ dated tor co:npact:!.on te.s:t da,ta, :r:ecD=eild_ed 
allo·~eble soil "!leering values and other .spee.ial reJ>ommendat1.ons. 

EXPANSIVE SOILS (:::ES) WO) I.OI NOS.-----------------------­

BUTTRES.S I"'LLS (Y""t.S) (NO) LOO: llOS. -------------------------'-------------------------

~emarks __________ ~----------------------------~----------------------------------

Engineer ------.-=--,-,-----.------- Reg, llo. --------(Signature) Date ---------

[2S] BY Su'PE!lVISING GllADlll!i J::NGHIEER· 

(:S)" I eert!fy to the satisfactory cc:nplet:l.on or rough grading including: grading to.approx;l.!nate 
.final elevations i property lines lo~ated and· s.taked; cut and f1ll slopes· correctl-y graded and 
located :1:n acc.c;raance with t.ha approved design; swa_les and terraces graded ready for· paving; 
\>ertr.s installed; and r<~quit:c!l ;lra:!.nage sl<:Jpes. provided ..n ~he _build~nj: pads, I l"urther certi­
fy that wh"ere report or reports of an _eng~eering geologis-t. and/or so:11s engineer have been 
prepared ·relativs to thi"s sit<>, the r<>coO>moneiations contained !n such reports have l:H!!!n 
.followed in the p"'osecut1on pj"· ~he wo.rll. · · 

LOT l/()S. ~: , ~ ~- t ·€" rf- z I{ 1_;; /.J. /4. 
Re!llark.s /.4-'fs , 

0 FINAL Gl'IADING CERTIFICATION 

{C) I ·cer-tify to th1< satisfactory completion ot ~;rading in accordance with tho approved plans. 
All requi::ed drainage <l.evices. have been in·stalled; slope planting. es-tablished snd irrigation 
systems provided (where required); and_ adequate proVisions_ ·have_ ·been :cade for drainage of 
_sUl'.face wate:rs !'rom each buHd1ng s"ite. :1'!1• -recol!IJilendations or the soils engineer ·a.'>d/<;>r 
eng.inc.ari."lg geologist (if such persons were _emplO)'ed) have be'!n: incorpo;&ted in tho vo;rk. 

LOT· NOS. ------------------------------------~---------------------------------------
Rs~arks ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

_Eng_ineer --------='--=--...... ------(Signatllt'e) 
Mg. No. --------

~te _____________ _ 

1-- "/-/ Permitllo, .2-(.q...,.,... 
:i:itte _?,;C P.i,;J"A. ;~4/h .r~!t.5P 

Tract :No. 

ilep.or.t approved by ___ 1:..;.:?_·_-;:~·:;:d:;.""-;;::~:::;A;;,;'~~~r:..,· __ _ 

l~- apj>ro\red: "1 _. J/'· /4-'/.-i- /, 
i..CJ· A---Lot· 11\:!nbers ___ ;:;.:)_---</-+, _,.:./_;_ '_..::._--t.<-:....::!'L:;..·;:"--::.:"'":.::...---------------------

c:J B---Lot 11\:!nbers -----------~------------------------------------------------------------------­
c:J C---Lot Numbers ------------------------------------------------------------

.Soils Report Dated A_pprcved by Date -----------

.R9:nark.s .E-~.f-=·/.l,'>l,;:··:::..: .~tf;·t.,. :.?tV\~>:?/.7~;/·~~ ,··-·~:~;~-.-7'.' JTr;:; c ... { .. · (?··~:.. ~.::... .~.·; 
/jJ';A· '"'!!c?~·:_ ·· .-- .<: ,-; ""-' I~ ;-I / ~: .;?_- /Y.P ,... ~;;./;<-',,/-,-,:;o:.r.:: - .Jf/:;? r.;.t- ~L--· 

~JLf/1~ ~~ do::t; tf 2- /lp/AH7tJ./. t;j?~F.Ch$__ 7Wi ~~~v, .. -.-
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(.;,) 

. {:;>). 

~o:.,;n:r't" ~~:·· r,os ~~:-Hz~:.=-~s. 
Zl~~;.~zo:-z:v·'l' ~·!=' tv:r.:::o:·{ ~~I?.ZE:l 
:=.u;:!.p;:~.;u -;.~a} ~:..:··~· .. 'y ~:vtsl o:.: 

~2!::3.1f1SR'J trR.~::':~PJ!; 7 ~S?!•t';Y!{i~: G~::tf!?!C§T?.: 
!)G !i:ihi !tA .C.Yplicr..o;-G ~; t~-..~ lo.;::il :l~lcU.r.g o.."\d sasret:r -G~.!"1ce} 

}•_9-C&...l·ir,y ------------'------..;.. __ _ 

Poro:i_t lie. ____ ...;~:l06:<...;6:::.,._PJ.:_''...;·.::,:;·------------

~~~~~~~£iY i)~~~-~~;~e b~;~~;!'l ~~;i~lp~~~:~~~~~*-~~-:9 ~f~i~~~~~!~;! ~~~ .;·6~~-~~!~!~ ~;o~~ e~~~~~: t~e-
s~~t.!'ln ?V~C. ~ !u:.•t:'i~:' Ci:rti-ry t.1~t: \o.'h~;-·e· ~h-e rcpor::; _or ?apo:ts ~t: ari ang-i:lr:ci:"~ng -geol~t.is:t) 
~1~:.:..\'\) ·.t.o ;;::his s:ltc·.- ha-vo' r~c~t:cn,~d .the:: instull"-t:icr. o:r buttri:ss .tills o-r otho.r··$1J:~!lar.. , 
s.ti:.~!li:;.o.-~;io:~ ~'l\HlsU::.•es, s.ach ~:~t~th~orl( cc.:-~st~c:;ion h&s been co: •• :olotad 1~ a:cco:-;ianco witt t.";e-
s~~~~v~~ C~slt~· ~ . 

r.p: ;-;.:ls./:-6-:; ~ 14mvl!Dl-JO':f, ;r:dus:,,:;, 
Si!c. :-~~o~• ;i•lt<!c /'#4w>A / f96@ !:t>r ·cC":.",•HiC'l:.io~ ~o1st dat;; 1 ~eco=ended 
alrot{.! . .'~le soil- be·<i.-:"i!l£ vnlu\}01 and ·otliett s;>eci~l rec~e:n~ations. 

i~A.~S!\tz·SC~.l.S '-t..-~...a. (:-;0) ~01 ~OS.-----------------------------

5~~RESS ~~LS ~ (XO) LOT ~C~.·--------------------~------------

/ o .I ·&J ~ · ·• Date _ _,;-':;,.s>_--=~--_-_.,..;.."'_e::'-.~--

: ~.:i-t.:.·:"l t.c ~l":c sat.!$!"ac~ozoy co:n,!.e_i:!O:O:a. of ~o~g:~ g~a.ci:.ng inel:;d!nz: graC~nr: t:o a;;;.roz:!::..ate 
~!~a;- ~:v~&o:,!._~:is; ·proper~';~· ·lines. ioe.a::OQ. and s\;a~:-ad; cu.-; and !':!.11 slo?.ie-s co:-;tc-c~ly &~aC:6~ a=-d 
lo~:a.~i:!C !.:~ G.cco:-C.a.nco· '\oo'i:th t~e :011.,i-Ove-d ciV:sizn; s;ia;l.cs. c.f.d t'll-£"::-a-ees gr.oi.9-~f! .:-.i)ai!y ~o:- p.~•i,..:gj 
~~=-#.s· ir..st•~llaC.;- J:ii.:i.C." :-cq;;;.!.:-""C .Qr:aihagt? slop~s j):-ovid.ed en the- ·~u!ldihg pe.d.!f. I :~::-:.~:- 'Ciil:Oti­
:.·.":'- -t~a;. t\·:~c.r-e =~po:r"t' c:- ~.e·ports ot a:'i ei1g!.,r.a~:rin~ .geo1og!s'1; ~,Qjo;- ·so!lS' eng! .. .-·A~c:r :.ave beer. 
~~r:!.?-tt:.·~C _:-el.a.:;:lva to this _s.1:.at ~ho reco:n~e::.C:..tionS contained !n. s~ch !."'(f~o;-ts 'hava b-ee:l. 
tollc~o:C. i':·. tbl) ;>::oos~cutiCX".,- o_f t.ili! vork. · 

~oz·~cs. -------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
R~::;.:-.ks --------------------------------------------------------""' 

~~air.e~~ ------~--~~--~~~------------ ~cg. No. ------------- Da~e ------------------(S~gna t.u:oa) 

0 ~"!r.:..u c.~;_~,~~G- cs~?!::=-cl.?·'7''0f: 

{C) : cG;~:.~.:~:, ':rV t-1-.a ~a~!.s::'ac~ory .co~?lc.t."!.O:l o!' t=ading !~- acco~.da~ce w:.. t...'..; the a.p~rov~~ plc.::s_. 
;.::. :-aq'-4:..:-eoi :.~::"Z.i~:sa dU:.vic¢s ·ht.Vi! .been !::.stal"leci'.; slope ?lGUt'iru: estaz.:::."shcd ·.ar.d :!.zo;:o!g;lt~o~ 
sys~e~5 ~:-ov!.;i;:ci {.._·~..:t"e :-~q~rGd}; t.r.-! t.ciiH:p.Aa~u :i)!"~V'isio~·is ~ava be-an .r:u;.Ct: Co!' . .C:-a·i;"'age ;:;.! 
S-.;::.";a::e. \":atn:s :'":-;:r;a· eo!2,ch ~i'lCi~;; s!:tc . .: 'rr.~e reco'::o.':'.trr .. da";ic.~s of t:oe ~.:>-;.,=..~ er~i;ir.ee::- a-:A..C..(~-;:­
<:ng!:';a:e:-:.ug .8?~l~;i:s't_ (ir such· ?.ei'sOr.:; -~~::-~ c=opl9yeC..) hav,a be.an i"«coi'oporat.:d. !:n "tb.e ~~0:-k. 

-~6~a~ks --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Date --""---------

!,';.!:-z,s :::.::;.;,ro' .... ~G.~ 

ug:· .;,--- ~:>: X=';;:,~s ____ ...:?;c__-.;;/',c..,"" ,.._~/.:;.../_-/.__4_-· _;T._,_/._C'...:.' /_-_/.:..tJ_3_J_-A_u•_c_.:_,;,· ------------

! !_ ~"·-:...:.t ~~·..:.::.'~~rs 
~ ----------------------------------------------LJ c.:.. ... -:.o; !-;;.:.":',be:-s 

·~Ul:.:o,~'; :O~'tG~·--f------o:=----- h";.;;~oy-~.;_ ~y -----------'-'--

?;~;;<G.t'i:.~ ?It -~;~;:..- ;;=:~.'./..-":::-_:'/'.(:.':" ,.f('..c..t... t//.,h:::..;,.')//.f,.·~->~· t: .. ::-,.,_:.;,~~~:.· 
.. //.~;//~;~~-?.. ~ .. -~--· ·:...... (~ .;·~.J ...:.' /1 ;~-~}~ J .¥-· ·>:-- .... /J/(.,?7 ~-""/.---X'&:r ~~,::- ~~:J 
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COIJliTY OF LOS ANGELES 
DEP J;Rnl.E!IT OF COUNTY ENGINEER 
.BUILDING AND SAFETY DIVISION 

SOPBII\JSED GRj.D~iiG l!ISPECpcN CERTI FlCATE 
(To be fil~<l in duplicate at the locn _Building !Iilii Safety Office) 

Job Addms ...-?. ~ .k.A. I \_ \ ~\~ ( L ~-or 'i':"«ot No. ..C..:.Q-r-T Loeali.t:r. . """M'> ~ \._ ~-.r-.S~ 
o-.-ner L-::..~w'>e:.\ \\.,d w\,.,.~\-Jx~~--r~r:nit No. _________ ,;_ ___ _ 

0 'ROlJGH GRADING C'SR'ITFICmON 

(.\.) 

0 .B~ SOILS EllGHlE:ER 

l cezot,ify that t11e earth f:J,lls J)l!lc.ed ~:1 the ·:i'allG\lifog lo.t$ were .installed _upon cal!lpetent and 
properly .prel'ared· base materii!l and compacted .1n eompliar.ce_ with re(!)rlrements at. Suild.~~ C_ode 
Section '(ofo. : .fur.ther certify tb~ t . ..,.bare the repprt =··reports :or an engineering geologist:, 
rela>iv'-' eo this si-te. !Java ree=ended the .1nstall'a~ion·or buttress t.ill·s--.or other s1101J,ar. 
stab111zat!on zeasur~s. ~uch -eartbw~rl;t construction bas been comple.ted in accor.clan.e~ "Wi.tb ·thtJt 
BJ>proved· d~'sig:l. · " 

LOT NOS.--------------------------------

See !'aport dat"d for co10pact'-on tost data, 1-ecomenci.ed 
aliowable soil ~e~t:-.ing values and oth11_r Sj)ec1al recommendations. 

EJO>M/SIVE SOILS ('YEsi (N!J) b!J! !!OS,-------------------------

BUTTRESS FILLS (YE-S) (NC) LOT lliJS. ----------------------------

Remarks ------------------------------------'------

Eng!:1e-er -----~("S"'i"'gn=a"tu"'·r=-e:"'<"j.------ !leg. No. ------- Date --------

D BY SU?EBV! SING G!W>HiG :;Ntll!IEER. 

(B) I certify to tbo satisfactory co:nplet:ion of rough ,;rae:1ng 1nclud·1ng• grading to approximate 
!'!nal eleva"ions; property 11nes located and $ taked; cut and fill slopes correc_tly· graded and 
locntied in accordance ..,.ith the app.rovea des1tni. swales and terraces grad~d .ready f'pr paving; 
ber·ms install!'d; and required. dr-ainage slopes pto,..ided em tl1e building pads, 1 rurtber cart1-
-ry _that ·wn·ere repor_t or .rep~ts of an ellg_i_noer!ng geologist and/or soils _engineer have '!>een 
Prepared relativ<> to this site, tbe recoll!lllepdations contained in sui:h reports hav.e be<>n 
followed in the prosecution or th<> war)<. . . 

LOT NOS·. --------------------------------------------------------------------------------~-
Roca~ks ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Sngi.-.,eer ------r.=---=--,-------- Reg. NQ. 
(Signature) 

------Date--------

E}-:mrAL GRADI!IG CEi\T!FICAT!ON 

(C) 1 certi.fy to the satisfaci;ory complo:tic;>n or gt'adiilg. in accorda,nce ·with tbe approved 'plans. 
All roqu1re<1 dra-~age c1ev1ces have ·been 1nstalledl SJ.ope planting a5tablished and :irrigation 
systems provided (where _.requ'ired); and adequate .provisions have been macje .for drainage. of· 
surfaco "'aters. !"roo each building" site. The re<:omm~da·tions o1" the. soils ·engine'!!r ·and/9r. 
er.g1neer:!.ng geologist (if such persoM wore .e!II.Ployed) bave· been incorporated i!l the ·York:. 

LOT liOS. - \ -. 0 
i!e~<.arks-"\-.··.,~"~-;. .¥ \\~•:s '\;~y- f,.;\,~3s\;y,""\,\,;.~, l\''"'"';rz.<Y-<,-.u-< 
'Q ~ ·~~ .. ' ' 

DEPJ\i!IHENT USE ONLY: Tract No. 

Rel)ort appro.ved by /{/ J?.zu!£4-
%ri,2~1 Permit No. ;;-q;,q..,; Date _,~,.t_-~Z-::~:<,I;.::-:..lC:e~""Z::_ __ 

, l'1tle ,~~ :6l.c.p..1- t;.-,1/./[- //JI.,f ~~ Pate --.;.''-c·_-..:Z.=t,:;.,' ,;;,··,;.6::;,;:8=•-
1te111S approved-: 

c:J A--·Lot l~bers ------------------------------------------------------------­

c=J B---Lot Numbers ----~~-------------------------------------------------------------------------
0 c--· Lot llU!C.bers -~f..!<~:::.· _·:.......'l-lO""---'/:..."":::;;'::..·'~~::.· /.~;'"'--------------------------

Soils Report Dated ----------- Approved by -----------­

Remarks C0t.l,~l./ ;~t"A~-;.1 ... ~ ,.:(is ~./)-.,..p?·.;,;,:-~.' M / t~·;;r:i·z~·~:~::::~:·' .. ~ 

7/6'j 

Date ---------
$7'Ji!.L 
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(A) 

Cotm:r~ OF LOS ANGELES 
DEi'AR!ME!IT OF <;:OU!iTY EI:G~.!IP.F;R 
S!J'lLDHIG AND SAPET:! OI VISION 

SUPEnnsED GilAOlNG INSPECTION CERtiFICATE · 
{To lle fi.led in duplicate at the· local Build:l,ng and Safety ··orrice) 

I cartlty that the ·earth fills placed· ~n tbe l'ollcv!ng lots w01re ·installe4 :UP<1i1 .cO!ilpetont and 
properlY preparsd 'base mater:!.al and c=:i>act~d in, compl1anco vith requiret~~nts ·O:f,- B)lildin_g ,C!?<Ia 
se.ct:!.on 70.10. I !'.u-ther certif)' that "'here the ·:r:e_p.ort or ·reports of .s.n engineering geolo'gi~t, 
rala ti ve to tf.1.s zi te. have reeommendeil tl:\e installation of but·tr.ess rills or ·other similar 
stabllizaticn ·,.i!asur·es. such earthwork .ccnstruction has been completed in accordance -.rith the 
·!ii>Proved d¢sig!l ~ · · · · 

LOT NOS, ----------------------------------------------------------------------
See report da~e~ for compaction test d~ta, reeo~ended 
al.lo\febie So-~l bea_ri.."l5 '-"slues and otber special recommendations. 

EXPAliSl VE SOILS ( Y?.S) (110) LOT iiOS. 

BUTTRESS FILLS (~) (~C) 10> ~cs. 

Remarks ----~-------------------------------------------------------------------------

Engineer-----------,====----------- Reg. !io. 
(Signature) 

0 BY StlPERI'ISlliG G.RAD!liG f.!IGIUEEi'! 

------~ Date·----------

(B} I certify to the satiSra-=:tor~· completion of ro~h gr-ading i..'lcluding·: grading to appr·o,..:l.mate 
finn:L .~levations; prcpcrt:r lines lo<Jatcd and stake~; cut .and !'ill .slopes corrt!ct!.Y graded and 
locate!! .l.n aocord•:n:c$ wit!> tbe approve<!. design; swales and terrac11s graded read7- for paving; 
cQrms installed; ·and required dra:!.r:ag!! slopes. pro>'!.ded .on the buildir..g pads·, I .turther ·cel:'ti• 
.f'J' th~t wh·ere. report or r<>pcrts of an englrt.,ering geologist ap.d/or -·soils engili.eer have been, 
prepared relative to this site; tile reeo.mlendat1ons contained in such reports ·bava been 
follolfod in the prcsee~t1.on Qr the ;.mz-k. 

I.Ol' !lOS.---------------------------------
Remarks ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Engineer ----------=====-----------Reg. Jio. 
{Signature) -------Date ---------

~ffiil~ GllADiliG CE:RT!F!CA?IOt! 

(C) I certif)' tQ the sat;l.sf·o.otory c.Olllpletion of grading in ac.cordmce with the _appr.oved plans. 
All requ1r~~ drainage devices: have been installed; slope -plant~ es.tablishe'd s.nd irrigation 
systems provided '(vllere required); and adequate provisions have bt~en made for draiilage or 
surface water-s .fr<l!ll each building site. 'l'he recol!llllendat1a.'l.s or tl'le ·soils. engineer .. and/or 
engineerins. gR.olog1st (:!:1' such persons were employed) have been incor-porated .in the "'ork:. 

LOT tiOS, ···"') ,(: - c':'. \ \ {f --rr:, · ... , "£\ -

:Remarks ------------~------------------~---------------------------------------------
/"':t - ? / 

~ .,.,._./' ~- .. h··:/ ..--;/ /' 

OEPA~~NT USE ONLY: Tract No. 

Report B:.Pl>roveci by /4'./ Jl.= /.f..%:;_ 

Ite:c.s appr0ved• 

0 A·--·L_ot llimibers ----------------------,.---------------------------------------------------

0 B---.Lot NUJ:Jbers ----=-,--------------------...:---------------------------------------
~ c~--iot N~bers ----·~7~6~'----~~~~~(~_,_i~/~A~,~~~·~c-~--2:~·-·. __ ~7~,1~--~7~·-~'--/.~~~~~~~· ~-------------------

~oils ·aeJlort Dated ------------- Approved by ----------------- 'Date ------------

Re~arks ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

7/6') 
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\. ... ,. 

.· . ..,._ ,_.., 

1il!IIT?k~i~Jm~~~ll~£%~~ll~i!J~!:~ill~~~~:~~~;~,t.: 
:.;;:: ;;.~"i· 0/ :7.;/,1<1; />/Q 

?'.· , __ .<_; 
"-~;;. ::;,. -~-"'-.;;;_ __ _ 

2.~,;~::-:c ______ :..___ _________________ _ 

:·: . .:;::::.t::.:.·-.· ------·====-:--·------ ~~~. !\.~::o. ·-------- D.:i.t~ ---------­
-..~~z:-.~·~-..:.-.. .. ~; 

::.·.:. 

;:·":~-'~·· ___ {z_/.. ___ 7/(/;,~ "; / CJC 

:;.:,~~ ~:/. z¥-& 7. 

}),:;;;., #-2;~'": .61 

.. -, --·· ..... __ d!ci___T!:(.~J/ ___ i£E __ , ____ ~----------------

:·.i.: .. : .. :::c ----------------
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(:0t::·l1'.Y OS~ :cs t_;;,~zl.i!;S 
r:::.? ;,R-r;~m;"r .\.-"i' cc:..~~!!! E~~r:'iE:ER 
3~":. t..D! ?!G P.,.~~D SAF3'l'"l :;z VJ: S:i m·; 

:~;; -\.~!-ii"-e'$3. _._.,..._.--:.·/·:._. .. ;.:~···><>··; /"' .:/' / 
\.~ ::-""'·~t ~~~ • ..,---;-'-..:.....-----.:..·_,.·------:---- Z;Oca;.i~y,· ... ·· ..... · . .,/.~-;. ..-;>-·,h 
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(A} 

(ll) 

COU7l'!Y Or' ~OS. AI{QELES. 
l>EP AR'l:i!EifT ·oF .COUNT'l .. EIIGIHEER 
5UILI>I!IG. AND ·sAFETY DIVISION 

SlJ!>ERVIStD GRADlNG. l!lSPEX:TIDN CEBTIF1C~'l'E · 
(To be tiled in duplicat;e at the local Building an: Safety Office) 

R!JUGU G!W?HlG cy;RTIEICATIOII 

0 EY SOILS F.NGINEE!l 

I· certi.fy tha~ .. the earth !ills pl!i.ced ~:i t::.e i'ollovil>g lots >lere. 1n,s.talled ·upon comp·etent and 
_pr0perly prepar~d base t>l'te).'1ol a.'1.i;l .... co;:pacted 1n. compliQJlee with .r.equirement~ ot Bu1lding Code 
Section 7010. 1 ·fUl't!ier eert1fy .that where the. report or reports .. or an engi11eering &eologist, 
N•lat1.ve to tbis dte • .ba•e. r.ecomr:lim<h•d tbe installation or buttress rills. or. otl)er s11:1Uar 
s·taMlizat~.an. m2asures. such earthvork. construction has been eompleted .in ·ac.cordanee with the 
a~provad design. 

See. rep;irt dated tor. cO!ilpaction tcs·t ·data,. ro·c=ended 
allowable soil. bearinc values and .other special Teco:unendations. 

ElCPANSIVE SOILS ~. ,Cmll iti> NOS, ---'---------------------­

BUTTRESS. FIL~S -~ (NO) LOT NOS. -------------------------

GJ BY Stli'EBV!SIN~ GRADING l::!IGlli.EER 

! ce:rtil:y to ·the satistactory completion ot TC\lgh grading iliclwl'ing: grading .to a:pprold.o:ate 
final eleva"tions·; property lines located and .staked; cut and fill slopes .correctly graded and 
lc<;a·ted 1n accordance wl th the app1:<oved design; svales and terraces graded r"a!ly f.or paving 1 
berms installed; and reqUired drainage slo"Des provided on .the building pads. I further certi­
fS' ·tl1at ..,!i·ere report ox: reporj;s ·ol.' an engiileer1ng gaol(!gis t ·and/or soils engin-eer have been 
prepared relative to this Gite, the recOIIO!Icndations contained in such reports have b<ren 
followed :!J1 •the proseeut.1on or the work. . 

LOT NOS. 

nem~rks ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

No. . ... / ../•',.··· -;; 
.' ' 

0 f1NAL GP.APii!G CEiR:riFICA:riotj 

(C) I certity to the s·a:tis!actor-y <:ornp~et1on or grading in ·accordance .with the approvad .plaus. 
All required drainage device~.have been 1nste1l~d; slope planting esta~lisbed and irrigation 
syste1:1s. pr.cvlded (~ere reqUired); and···adequat~. provisions have been 1!18de tor drainage of 
sll!".fac1": "'aters :rroll! each building site. l'he ):'aeomendat1.ons or thi! soils engineer ·end/or 
enginellr:ing geOlogist (if ilueh pe:i:'s(llls were eillpl~ye~) have been iiic.on~rated. in the work. 

LOT iros, ~-----------------------------------~----------------------------------------
Re~a~ks --~---------------------------------------------------------------------------

Engineer----------~~----~----------- Reg. No. -------------­(51gr.ature) 

ZB44 I Permit No, -~-b<tr 

Title . .f,ii. .{1,;..::4- fii/A- /.4/.,.<f' 
Tract tlo. 

f'/. ;:J 
Report ·.J•Jiproved by _.~;;.:·'-;;;.'-'....;.;·":.;;~'-.;':.;;=:..:· _,.~:~~:;/..;,r_-______ _ 

rte:ns approved: 

Date ------------------

~te_~~v~z~~~z~v~7~--­
oate .....:Pt+-.;/.=.3....£.~~!0:...1'-----

ILJ. A---Lot !lUMbers /0 [RI. B---Lot !IUJ::bors ___ ...,_....::::.,,__....1.:.__~--.1./::.. . ..::c::,.)--------------------------------

0 c---Lot !lumllers --:---:---------'~------------------,.,.,,.-,1--------
Soiis· Report Dated 7 h•,. /;-.. / Approved by /{' . .,?i!-4'6- Dato :.__fi"-'~:;.''-/~~c,../'------
Remarks ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

'715.5 
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COIJ!ll':! OF LOS ANGELES 
Ora> ARTHE!I'r OF COliN:r:i Etl.GlNEER 
l3UILDl!IG AND SAFETY Dl~SIQII 

SUPBRV1SED GRADING INSPI!CTHi)i CERTIFICATE 
(To be fi.l<,>d in duplicate at the looaLI!uild1ng_ and Safety Ofi'j,ce) 

'ob Address Q8 A A/ •r ·:r:,.c t tlo. ;?Z... '?" "7 / . 

}•7ler . ~- /4. . .-?/&-u~-;;;.._ . ..._2 
r=J. RnUGff GRADING CERTIFICAT!O~ 

0 BY SOILS BliGlNEER 

I certify tha-t the earth nus placed· io:i ·.t.'Je.--fcillowing.l_ots -vera instal_l:ed upon cqlllpetent an·<i·. 
properly ;.repar'!lc) bas~ 11\a te_rial- ·and co;~pacte'd in complian.ce ld th· .re9uirements ot Buildi.Dg ·c'?(le 
Seotion ?010. ·! fllrther certify· that ~o~herE!. -the :re,por-t w ·re_ports ot: ·en _eng1:leer:1ng g_eolog-ist·, 
rel11·tive. t·0 t.'lis s:l.·t~, nav.e rei:'omzended ,the. 1ns~llat:l,on. of_ but.tress til,ls o:r otl)er similar 
s·tab1Uzat1cn il!easilre$, ·such eartbwor]!: oonstructiW~ hes; beel:l·eomp1'!'ted ·111. accord~ce nth ·the 
approved design. · · 

LOTNOO; ----------------------------------------------------------------
See repi>~t da.t!\.c'l ~or_·c.ompact~on .t~st lla.ta, ·.r~_commentlcd 
·allowable ·soU 'beeoo1n;: values and· other. speci~l r.e·ce>mt!len~ations. 

·EJ!PANSIVE SOILS ('i"...S) (1<0) LOt NO$. ------------------------------------­

l!)JT'l'RESS' FILLS (YES) (tiC) LOZ fJOS. __ ,_....,.--------------------------

Re~::ar·ks --------------------------------------

---------~ Da.te ----------

0 l!Y SU!'ERVISING GRADING El!(>l!IEER 

(B)' I cer.tif:i to the satisfactory completion of rough _grading ·i.ticluiiingl grading to approximate 
final elevations; property lines located and sta.ke4t _cu~ .and fill ·slopes correctly ·gradod and 
~ocated ~:n,· accordance with .the approved design;- .. swales !llld terra'"'" ·_graded ready !or pav1n_g 1 
berms installed; and raquirC>d· drainage s~ope.s ,P:t:oVidecl on the buildfr.g· pads. ! !'urther cer.t1• 
fy tbat ~oii:e:ro report OJ:; ropor ~s oi: an. engineering· geologist and/or so Us engineer have been 
prepared. relativo. to this site, .the re"cllllliendations "conta:tnert :In such reports have been 
followed. in the prosec_uti<;>n of tbe ~o~ork.· · 

LOT NOs. 

Remarl<s 

Engineer -----.====~----- Reg. No. (Signa·ture) ----'------- Da:te ---------

ill FINAL GRADING CERTIFlCA:TIOJf 

(C) 1 certi:ry t·o the. satisfactory completion of g:rading 1n acco_rclance ·With tho ·.approved pl.ans. 
All requil'ed. dra;l.nage devices hav_o been _installed·! .slppe planting establish<ld and :f:rrigation 
s:.rs.temr p·rcv1ded {W'bere required_); alld· .adeq\late _previsions ·bave. been· made .for drainage of 
surtac.e l'&ters !rolll aach ln\1J,dihg sit!':~ Tlje recommerida;t'l,o:is or the· ·soils .e·ngilieer ·and/or 
eng1noe.r1ng geologi_s~ (,if such pe:t;sons vere emplQl'ed) l)il'vo: been .1:1corporated in thG .11ork. 

9'..7 rh~ /.en? 

DEI'ARil'!EiiT USE ONLY: Tract No. .2}";19/ Permit No. •}(,;o/x-
Repprt approved by- _..::A:.!'1~/..t.:Z'"3::::!:, -::·(!;.,{~:'-h::,.:.' _____ !1 tle ~ 2'-'P.4 ~r/.-!.4 /,~...r;P 

Date _,:4.;.-o;.1 ;;;.~.:.4:;;r:...' a"'·1_,7'-----
Dat9~1V~~~~~~.t~··~~~v~? ____ __ 

Items ·approved: 

0 A--·- Lot Numbers --------'--------------------------------------

0 B--~.Lot· :!lliilibers ---""7--,--------.,------------------------
l\il _,:r:·~ ;·ii_/·~v /·'J>_ o ~ C"--Lot Numbers __ _.t...:.-'::.....t..;/~Y.•";.:__"::...._:....:."'_;_ _______________________ _ 

sons ll.eport. Dated ---------- Approved by ----------- Da.te ---------

~e=a:rk~-----------------------------------------------------

7165 
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(B) 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
DEPAR'IHEllT OF COIDlTY EilG!NEO:R 
BUILDING :AND.S:AFETY DiviSION 

SU?ERYJSED Gl!ADJl!G If!SPBCTION CERTIFlC&TE . 
(To b~ filed in duplicate a.t the local Building an Saf!!tY Oi'f1ee) 

I certify that the e_uth fills phecd on the follovir.g lots were ~nstalled _UpOn ·co.o>p.et11nt -and 
properly pr:epar9cl base_ material and co~r.pacted !n -compliance w:!,t~ requ,i:re,.,~nt,s _ot. :S_uilding, _Co_de 
Sa:ction ?010. ! furtht\1' certify that where the report or repqrts of ;m _engine.eriilg, g_eolog_ist,_ 
relat:iv<< to· thi..- site. !lave recommended tbe installation or but.tress ·tills or other similar 
stabUizatii:m measures. such earthwork ·construction ·nu been completed· 1n accordance 'wi tb the. 
ii.Jlproved des1gr.. · · · 

LOT NOS~ -------------------------------------------------------------------
·See report d&ted !.'or eoinpactlon_ t_est da,t.a, rcilo!lllliend.ed 
olloval:>le soil _b<>a-::-ing w>lues er.d othe-r specie~ racOI:l!llendations. 

EY.PA.NSH'E SOILS (YES) {NO) I>O'l' NOS.-----------------------------------------­

B'oTTm;BS FILLS (YES) (iW) 1CT !fOS. -------------------------------------------

Remarks ------------------------------------------------~-----------------------------

fug~eer ----------====.,.---------­(Signa~ure] 

D BY SUPERVISHfC GRADiliG ~~!GWEER 

Reg. No, 
__________ Date __________ ___ 

I certify to the sa.tis!a·c tory com1:letion of rough grading including: grading to _app~oximate 
final elevationsi pro_per·ty lines_ lol:ated and staked; cut and till --slopes correctly· graded and 
located in accor<laneo witn tho approved design; ·swales and terrilces graded ready !or pnvinn 
berms ins.talled;- and requ1.r~d drainage· slopes pro·fided on the l;ulld1ng pads. ! further cert1.­
!y that wh·ere raport or -re·ports o! ali engineering geologist and/or soils ·e_n~:~neer botve. been 
prepared relative to this si·te; _the rec""""endat:!.ons conteine<l in .5uch reports have bee::~ 
followed in tile _prcsecut·ion of the w-ork. 

LO.'l' NOS. ------------------------~---------------------------------
Remarks -------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Engineer ----------ro====---------- Reg. llo. (Signature) ---------- Da'te --------------

IZI 'ftNAL GRADING CEI!TIFICAUON 

(C) ! co!:"ti-fy to the satisf:actory c_omple'j::!:on or_ grading 1n accordanee \<ith t.be approved plaz&:S. 
All rsqui:r.ed drainage devices bave been installed; slop" planting e·s ~o.blished ilrid 11'riga tion 
sys');ems provided (where requirnd); and adequate provisi·cms have. ba·en made ·:ror _dra11:iage ot: ' .. 
surf:ace Waters J"rom QaCb buildJ.:ng site. !l'he recommendatiO.:IS Of the SOilS .'engineer 'and/or 
engineering geologist (if s <:!;: persons wet-e ellll'loyed) have bee..'"!. incorporated ·in the work .• 

L~T!IOS. . CJ . 

DE:FAR'!l!EHT USE ONLY: Tract No. 

Report approved by ~{/. ~AP~ 
Iteli!S approved: 

2-f~cf-/ Permit ~o. SG f5 
Title .$4? 8u•.6 1::'"/11.,-:- /.1'/..f/:' 

0 A--Lot !\'umbers ----------------------------------------------------------
0. B··-Lot t.'um'bers 

--~------------~~------------------------------~-----lVI 7/ 7/'•'<7 ,/ d~ LL::I C----Lot Nmnbors -----"--!..--'!:-:"..:;''.;;·"=""-:....:.w ___ 'lt..,_:;:L/:;_ ___________________________________ ___, ____________ _ 

Soils ReporJ; Dated ____ ....;......; _______ Approyed by---------------------
Date ---------

Remark~ ----------------------------------------~-----------------------------------------

7/6'j 
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(A) 

COU!ITY OF LOS ANGELES 
ilEPI\!IT:4E!lT OF COiJNT\r EliGIN:E:ER 
BlllLDlllG .W0 SAFETY Dl\'ISlON 

SUPERVISED GRAIJING INSPECTION C~TIFlCATE 
(To 1>9. i"iled .1n"·dnpl1cate .at the local Building- and Safety Off~ce) 

ROUGH GRADING CE!lTI fiCi\TI ON 

D BY SOI.LS -EMGINBER 

! ·certify that the earth tills. placed on tl:Je foUoving lo~s .were installed upoi; COI!!petcnt and 
pr.op_or:!;;i· prepared bils"e material. aM compacted in compliance w_1 th requircm_cnts of :8".11ld1nB C<;>do 
-se·ctj.<\n '1010. ! .fur-ther cert'U'y that llnere the report or repor~s of ._an eng1neer1."lg gaologist, 
rdativ'e to tl;!s s1 te·. have r~comtllended. the inst,a.llation of buttress fills or other similar 
s·tabilization measur~s. such .eal"thvor~ ci:instruc_tion 'has teo;.n completed 1n accordance li'i"th the 
approved"!lesign. 
LOT NOS;. _____________________________ _ 

See report date<! r.or ·_eo111paetion test data, .r<:>co:amended 
allowable soi.l be~!"!ng valuu.~ and otber sp.ec1_ml -recomMendations. 

E-XPANSI\I_E SQU.S (YES) {NO) l:.OT NOS,-----------------------­

EU'l'TllESS l'!tLS (:LSs) {N.C} LOl" tloS. ----------------------,----

Remarks -------------------------------------------

J::ngincer ------n·====,------ Reg. No• ------­(Signature)· 

0 !lY _SilPl!RV!SlNG llP.ADl~G- SllfzlliEBR 

Date ---------------

,.(Jl) I certify- to the: satis:f'actory com:;:l:ehon of ro.ilgh gnding including: grading to approximate 
t!nal elevations; proper·ty lines lo"cated and staked; cut and fill slop"es correctly· graded and. 
loeal;9d" in accordance with the approved deGign; so;;al<>s and terraces graded ready !or pav1ng1-
ber-..s·instaUed; ana required dr.!i111age slopes pro\rided en t.'le l:u:l.lciing pads. I further ~er•1-
ry that wh·cre ·report or .reports or on engineering ·ge-ologist. and/or soils engineer ·have bee_n 
prepared relative to this· site, the. recommendations contained 1~ ~uch reports haYe becri 
Tollowed. in the prosecution of the work. 

LOT NOS. ----------------------------------------------------------------------

Remarks --------------------------------------------------------------------~---------

' Engineer· (Signature) 

(0"' FINd# GWJ)ll'l9 CE!!TU'JCATIO!l . 

.liog. No.------- Da to ----------------

{C) ! cert1:!'y to the _sa~israatory. complet-ion of ~rad1ng in acc-ordance ·with the app:rovad· plans; 
All r.eqUired dra1na.g01 devices have been ~t!Ule·a; ;;],ope planting- established and. irrigation 
.~)"stems provided (whore :;-e_quireill; and acieqtia_t·,;: provisi:ons have been ltade for drainage. of 
surface vaters- from each building s1 te, The rec()JII!IIendat1ons o£ ·the soils engineer 'l!lld/0r. 
ongilloerinir geologist (if such persons. we.re employed) have been- incorporated in ·the work-, 

trir !lOS. (, 1 J , \\ <;_\ U.-
1 

Remarks ----------------------------------------------------------------------------~ 

·DBi'ARTMENT USE ONLY: Tract No. 

Report app_roved b;y /?. 4P-£"/i 
Ite'!Qs approved: 
[] A~~Lot~bers ______________________________________________________________ ___ 

[]. B---Lot1~bers -----~~~--~~~--------------------------------------------------Jg} c---Lot Nunbers -~&:::...-<.!..t .:..7-'l'--/::..-/'-'?:....·-....:-/_-~z..__ ___________________ __ 
So1b !!aport llated .,..:...· --------- Approved j)y -------------

Daw ______________ _ 

Re~_rks ____________________________________________________________________________________ _ 

7165 
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' ... . ' . ~- ...... 

l·ir.. Coleman VI. Jenkins. 
Supt. of Building 
Bldg. o.. Safety Division 

\- t''-~ . . \J 
I, 4 1 • v-nate, _ _;_· _.;._ .. _•,._-_. _. !..l __ _ 

' :-rr-L~~~-~A- Office 

1. Lot s'-,---,---=----::::=-""---:---:----,.:~1"ill be subject to sheet overflow. FlOors to be elell.at.ed .12 in.ches. 

( ) 2. Lots \>rill b-e subj.ect 

}. 

~) 4 

I ' c:: \ ) _,. 

«6. 
( ) ,.., 

(. 

(~ 8. 

()Q 9. 

to flood hazard .until I-rivate Drain lio. ______ _ 
i·s opel'ablE> •. Withhold building P""ermit.s until 
released by the Ee.~ional Engineer. 

Lcts ___ -'-----'----,....------":ill be sub.ject 
'\..o flo.od hazard until the dTainage fa;cilities 
provided fo:r oa the gradi[!g ·plan are operable •. 
~</HhhOld building per:r.its until released by the 
Regional Engineer. 

No spEcial drai.nage requirements. 

Fiv:e-foct c,hain link fence according t.o County 
Zngirieer Standard r.equ1.rsd along __________ _ 

:Jo :fenc.e or \>:all i.s req[li:red, 

Upon completion -of' the wall or fE!nce please sign 
below·, detach a!ld return :to .Desi'g11 DivisioH 

5.'T. By~~~--~~------------­
De.Sign DiviSion 

Design Division Attention: l•!r. s. Iguc!li 

The (fence) (wall) for Tract ~'b. has been 
completed in a satisfactory ::.ar:ner. 

Di st~·i.ct Engineer 

?.evised l0/.65 
Date. ___________ _ 
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OFFICE OF COUNTY E.~GINEEh 
LOS AN<,;ELE~, CALIFORNIA 

Sunerintendent of Building 
Building .!l; Safety DiviSion 
108 ~le.st Second street 
Los Angeles, California 90012 

Attenti·0n: Grading Section 

Date!__ _______ _ 

File No·-------

In accordance with your request we· have reviewed the grading :p~ans 

fC'(; 0 
) , (Tract No. frN! for )Plan Check No. o II ) 

(Name and Add;ress ) anci w:e are re.-

turning the plans wl th the following recommendations: 

( J Approved for drainage 

9-Q. N"o-t approved; s.ee corrections below 

) ~~eed Engineers signature 

( ) Paved sw:ales require ( ) guriite wi.th 6x6/10x10 wire mesh 

( Elevation on paved swales as shown on attached plans. 

( Call out box culverts per Street Plans 

Require- storm qrain plans and an a_pproved dr.ainage map 

Call out storm drain plans per p, D. No. __ _ 

( Sho1v (walls) - - (fences) on plans 

( ) Submit notarized letter approving of!'site drainage system 

( ) Require splashwalls as shown on ·grading plans 

( ) !'aved swalas not large enough; see corrections on grading plans 

( ) No approval on Lo-r:;s------,-----------------

Prov·ide for contribui;ory drainage 

Others 

./; /1! Lk.' ,, (j'X;:....'-:Z .. · 1----~/)J.., __ , (j'J,....J:;., ""'-'-· (,v-.-..~.1.. ~t. 
'. , ...... I ' I ., 

-?~, {~,_J. _.;__..,_:;(./._.. ~..._..._-J_I....-4. ~t_.rv--'- Je j:_J."- ~,_,_,_ 0 ~L~r-
/ / tJ ''"'~A-~ <l~ i) · Af_,_

17
'f-e".........._ tt................_..._, ~ ~~r ' !"*-"~ f-A ... ... -,..---· ......... / 

f,' /...?< 1.-f..ift;t:;_, . 
/:3 I~ J. .V ;r· · f ;,_-J:;;_j:..__ ~ • .....v~ /.._:;_-;t.(_ ~ ~ ~f. Jc.a 

. i-1~· k.c.. .!Ji<-V..'- ,. :! v 
i~LJ,.__ l.-t._£1?........,-r c..v-u..-:.fli~· \ Q;:t;_ , .. .. p ·'7 

v1f.; tl'--<, (-{;.t;_. s ·;. :# ......... 3 '"· P~ ~7 ' ~ -c;J....../ """'·~ . if 
. / II ,a _,.. 
v 5'. Cc~v...c.·--f· ~. ... -..t~· ~J<:...f><.te-- ' 

/. ? -r/ <'. ~::;t:; ro:--'":Xi..._J~. Yours truly, 
rL~ . <J.< .<.- or'-l>--<- c.r> fJ 
~·: · _ . · a. {! ....Y._ ·:z;- :r. ~·_.Mallery / {!.r:X.u.-~ -p. ...... ~ "'·(/"" . . Dins~on Engineer 

(]
., • i_', • • • , ,.._tt_ ,_.~~........t."{;;f. Design Division 

~ .. - .... ~4 .. L~~V-1-v-111~ ""'. -
p ~~~ ...... By: s r 

Date 4-o.'f"-(,7 
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OFFICE OF COUNTY ENGINEE;., 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORlU/i 

Superintendent. of Building 
Building &· Sa_f'¢1;;y Divisiop. 
108 West Se.cond Street . 
Los Ang_~les, Cal:tf'ol'nia. 90012 

.Atte.P~t.ion: Graciing Section 

Date, ____________ __ 

File No··---------

In accordance with your r:equesii we have r·eviewed the grad~ng pl~ns 
(F'~ t1 ")J?tli-f for )Plan Check No. u 0 ) , (Tract ·No. ___ _;..;,_ 

( Narile a ad Addr'ess ___________________ _ and 'H'e are re-

turning· the plaris with the following recommendations t 

f<> A.P,I)roved for drainage W~ ffrt ~ 
(: r ~-To:t a_ppro.Ved; siae corrections below 

( ) l'Ieell Erigineers signature 

( Paved swales_ reqUire ( ) gunih with 6x6/10x10 :wire mesh 

( Elev'4ti9n on. pav·Eld swales as shown on attached pl"ans. 

{ ) Call out box culv·erts per Street Plans 

{ ) Require storm drain plans and an approved drainage map 

( Call out:, storm d.rain plans P~.r P. D~ No. __ _ 

( Show (walls) - - (fences) on plans 

( Submit notarized letter approving o,f'f~ite drainage system 

( ) Requir.a ;;pla·shl~alls as shown on grading .plans 

( Pav-ed ·swales not large enough; see corrections on -grading plans 

{ No approval on Lots. ____________________ _ 

( Provide for contributory drainage 

Others 

.Yours truly, 

J. C. Mallery 
_Division Engineer 
Design DiviSion 

BY. :5:£. 
Date t/-c 1- ~ 7 
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il'r. GClecan W ~- J·en~_inS 
Supt. of U~ilding 
Bldg. <'> -S.af.ety Di v isiPn 
I~ 

-==~==:.::::.~ ___ Qf'fi,ce 

., . 

..:. ... Lots . ..,----,-___,---::,---=---:-~-~___,,........-will be subject 
to sheet overflo";.,t. Floors to be elevat.ed 12 inches. 

( ) 2. Lots .will be ·subject 
to i'.lood hazard until Private Drain No. _____ _ 
is operable. . =iJHhllold b.ui14ing permits until 
releasee by tb.e ·Regional En~ineer. 

3, Lots will be subject 

0 ) . ... 
( ) k 

:,.~ . 

( ) ·""/ 
{. 

~ 8. 

,9(3 9· 

to flood hazard until. the drain~ge facilities 
p.i:·ov.ided for on the .grading plan are ope:rable. 
i!i tn!:iold puild.ihg per(!ji ts until released by the 
Regional l):ngineer. 

fro special drainage requ.irements. 

Fiv.e-t'oot chain link fence according to County 
:i:;n.gi!)e~r Stan\iard requ,ired along·------,-----

No fence or wall is xequired. 

Upon complet:Lcn c!f' the '~a.ll or f-ence please sign 
bel;:;~J, · det .. ach and :r:!'!tu.rn t.c Design Division 

5;.-,--( . 
.By·--=,............,...__;;;,:.,~----,-----­

Design Division 

De·sign Divisio.n Attention: 1-fr. s. Iguchi 

The (ft;lnc~) {1.,rall) for Tract .iio •. ___________ has b.een 
completed in a ·satisfactory manner. 

District Engineer · 

Revised lQ/65 
Date __________ _ 
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C~UH'E:•~ t'Tt' L~i}': .tUJG!i:LBG 
DEPAl1Th;El!'~ ;":F Ct=~n-:·r:t Eri.~C:J~:&RR 
~n.n .. nr~;::; A~-:~J S!S'E'.rl D!VJ.SI.Oli 

SU?i:.!Pti.Sr~.D GRtdi!.NG !N!·J?EGTI ON ·cERTiriCA1'E. . 
(To 'be fHild tn 11\lpl.icnt~ a~ tho loc~l B\l.ild.inlr an~ Safety O.!'fj<::e) 

Job Address 
01: 1.:-a:: t No~~ 7/f..~,-;:7 7 f? ~~ ~~- I !.ccalH:r L.,m_·;/,. .&~/ EP;<I olco~),a.,~.,?'_, 4w 

. PeM>i:t. tic-. O>rmer ltrp. ·/.-,. ilrr~otlc6'tJr=-·ai ~ 

D 

{A) 

(il} 

?,OUGH__QRADJlm CEHTIFIC.A1'!otJ 

0 JlY sons EHG'LN.RER 

i: certify ·;;;a.~; tlle et.,th t'ills pl.,cad on th& toll owing lpt!; were· irtst'alled upon competent nr.!l· 
p.r.cpcn~'l: pr~pnre:d pD.r;-a l!~atl3r1al anC. Cr:.tuP3ct:tm !.n ..Con~plfSii<:B ·!"i th. req!J.i:rm:u~nt~ .. of l3uilding Coda 
Sectim• '1010. ·r rul"that• c~rt~.ry t.he~ where the report or reJ>orts of. o.n engineering geologj.st.­
rei<it1vs to this. s;lt~. ha<e rooolllm•maed thv i.nstallation of .buttre5s ~'iU5 or .other· similar .. 
stab1li7.a£ion maas\treSa stt<'!-1 earthwork oonstruct1on.!t9,s been completed ·in ·accordance·wjth .the 
a~proved de~ign. · 

l.,():J: NOS. -------···-·--------------~----------.,--
See .re}lm.·t ~tated for .compaetio.."l ·test data, re.ccmmendet\ 
al:iowatil" soil bearing vdnes a!><!. other &pecia~ re.Collll'!en(Uit1ons. 

HA7A~iSI VJ-; SCILS {Yf.S) (.1~0) LOT !iOS .• 

1Y!J'rTRi-~SS FllALS (YES) (110} LOT ~iGS, 

R~me • ..-l<s ----------------------------------------,.,..-

. ·=:.:-;---·---·- !_leg. 
{51 511a turc 1 

No. ------- llate ·-~-----...... -

! ·cer"tify to the .r.at:i M~&ctory co:nplatJcm or 1-ough grlldihg ibc1udihg: tr~d1n_g -to . .u.ppro:X!::nate· 
f'irlal c~ijrvatio:os; propa:r-ty 1im::~s located atjd staJJ:ed; .cut anl:i .fi.l.! slopen ·col;"l"(ICtly .·graded ·.and:· 
J.oeet*O ~.n accorda.nee -..;-j_l,;h tiiP. a.ppt"oved ·designi s~s.ie.s Rn-d ·te.rr.a.c~s _gr1:1di1~ l"~ady f.ct· ·p8:v1ngJ 
h<n~rnn ilis ~ai"!ed; and r-£:-GUi.J'P.d dt·sina:g~ ~lopes pro.vHled on f.;!J(! ~il::Hns p&c!S~ I f'll:r:-tttez. .. eert1-
t."';; that wh-el'S repcrt. or t'•~ports: of e..."l engineoring geologist .end/or ~Oils engi{J.eei· ·haVe been 
p.r.cp.e.red l'e::l.a.t.ive t·o tJ"ii~ ~ita, the. :r.ecor..'1!11apdation:; cont~iued in s~c~ reports ha~a been 
·to1.lmred 1-r-.. ~he pros.er.~u.u c!l of' t.h~ work~ · 

Ue;2:al•kS ------------------------------------------

0 YINA.t. nru\biJ!~ CR.~nncAnm; 

{';} I c-e.r~.j.;~:., to the ~at.:Lsf'a-::t~n~y -~cmplfJt.icm of .. gl·ading in a:ccc~dance with .the -.app:::oved ·r.lans .. 
All ro:.qu:!.red dr11111agc clev·i<>e5 hav~ been installed; slop.e :pla.'Iti.ng oestabiish<>d and .b·r~getion 
SY!!~eiiiS P!:'CJ,Vidod (whcl'i', 1\~ .. H'{\:r:!l•ed~; ·anll e.dep)~Qt.e p~ovj_:slcm.:g h~v:e b~e~ made for drair~e: ·or· 
SU!"~f.l.-ce w~ters from ee~n. bu11ding !Site. ·Th~ l>a.ccJinmends:t1o-.als .or·· the ~oils engiz1e~:r .aild/ar 
engine·ering g.o;,~.lngi:.;~ (ir such po .. r~ons ~e:re ·omplcy.eQJ have ~een. ·"iP.c.or~ot·.nt~d in the ~t?~k~ 

LOT NOS. ----------------------------------------------------~----~--------------------~ 
Remarks ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

------- 'Oa·te 

I teas .approved: 

0 A---Lot HUI!be;r~ ----------------------------------------~ 
~ ll·--Lot \'uc:ibe::-s _LQ_~l (i 2f-O-'{ 0"'-' .. "'-. -----------------

0 .c .. --Lot 1"i~Lrnhar'.5 -------------------------------------------~ 
SoHs ·Report Dat<ld ----------- ApJ'Z'O\iod by------------

DatD ------------------

R9~arks -----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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(.1.) 

CO!Jll'l'Y OF LC>S ANGELES 
DBP/.1\TMEtJT OF .COUti'!'Y ENGl!IEER 
BUlLDINn AWD SAYETY DlVlSlON 

-·~---·--

S1JPERVISSD GBADlNG l!ISPECTICN· CE!l'l'IF!CATE- . 
(To be tiled in duplit:ate at the local BUil<l!,"lg ar.d Safety Office) 

I certify that tne· eBrth t11ls plec"'d ~:l t.be follOwing lots were :Installed upqn· compEila,nt and 
properly. prepaN·d base ;oa:ter~.al >.n~ c:ocpac'te~ in compliance "Hh requ1r~;ne.n_ts af Buildit)g . .CC>de 
Section 1010. i further. c_ertify tna~ -\i:hele"e the report or report,._ of an eng_inee1'1ng _geolog-ist, 
rela~ivo! tt;? :thi~ .site-. ha~e rgcom!llende.d th.e inst&llation..oi" ~utt.ress fills or othor si~l.a~ 
stabil~zati~ measures. such earthvor~· construction bas baan c~pleted 1n accorda.~ce w1~h tbe 
app:t:ovad design. · · · · · 

LOT NOS; ------------------------~~------------------------------------------
See "report dated: for cc:npacticn test- da.ta., "t"e<:oU~ended 
all'owal!le·· soil bearin!> va1u_es end other special recommimdd:!.ans. 

EY.PANSIVE SO!LS (YF.S) 'CNO) LOT NOS. -----------------------------------­

:BUT'l'BESS F:n.r.s ('l!'S) CF.C) toT !l<lS;. ----------------------------

Remarks ---------------

£nginee:r·-----....,.,====,..-------llei• :rio. 
(51gnatu-:-e). 

D l!Y SU?ERVISIN(l' GRA.D!.NG ;;N;}I:lEER 

bate ----------

(B) :r eertiry to. the ilat;!.s.tactory c·ornpletion of :roagh grading_ including~ grading to appl"oxiMata 
final elevations·; property lines located and staked; eut and till slopes .c.orrectly· &raded and 
l.ocata.d in accor~ancri v!t.h tbe approved desfgr.; sw~les and t~rl"E!ces .graded r:!l:a.Gy !~r pavi.Dg-; 
berms 1nstal.led; and :r«q1l.l.red drainago slopes pro•.ri<ied on tbs building .pads. X further certi­
fy that ·wh'era t'eport. Q1'. reports ot an engineering lCOlogist and/or soils eng!naer have be·en 
prepared ~elativ<>. to ·tbl.s s:!.te, the reeo!Z!II!epdat1or.s ~onta1n9d :!.n· s-uch ·ro?or.ts hav·e been 
followed in the pros.,cut!or. of the wor)<. 

LOT !lOS. 

R~aarks --------------------~--------------------------------------------------------------

EngineeL" -----.....,====.,.------- Reg. :fo. (Sif;Da tuN>.) ------- Date -------------

(&] ElNAL GRADli!G CEFTIF'ICA'llON 

(C) ':r. C<!rtify t~ the ·S!!tista=tory _eCJ:~ple_ticm_-_oi' grading in accor:d.ance '11th the _approved plans, 
All re~quirea drainll,&e _d«vicj!s ha:ve been installed; slope planting established and irr1ga~ion 
syst~>m• provided. ·(;<here requil"ed-);and adequate provisions have been J:lllde tor drainage of 
sur!'ace ·waters· !ro:~~. each building .si to, The racO'IIimendatlons of the soils engineer ·and/or· 
engineer±:~_& geolo_gi~/~uch. pel"sons ""X:e employed) have· been incorporated ln 'the .work·. 

LOT NOS.~ ~ 25 -/4__.-d .32 

No. 

DKP .\3DIENT USE ONLY: _j'ract !lo. 

Report. 2pproved bi' .(.(J /:!,e.e/.r 
-".2844/ PermitNo •• ';<-,{;<i',;;-" Date 4-Z<";!·(!;·'J 

Xi tle ..:{_k .!J?.[<""f- EV/r //VJ 1° Date 2 · 7 · 6-8 
Items 11,pproved~ 

0 A---Lot !limbers 

0 B---Lot Numbers 

r&l c-... •Loi;= l'lulllbers 

So Us Report Dated ------------- Approved by ---------------
Dat!! _______ _ 

Remarks 

7/65· 
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?ilw<tLC SOL..§ ENG:fJEErill\TG4) ~~·c. 

:E,t:JAJ;2 West 24.02llit Sttes: 

January 29 1 1968 

Lomita Development Company 
6151 West Century Boulevard 
Suite 700 

Work Order 6164 
FINAL REPORT 

Los Angeles 1 Calirornia 90045 

Re: Tract No. 28564 1 lots 1 - 73 inclusive in the 
County of Los Angeles 1 California. 

Gentlemen: 

Submitted hereHith is a soil engineering report for the 
grading on the subject property. 

Compaction test results are ~iven in Table I. Locations of 
tesbs are shown on the attac6ed plan furnished this office 
by E. L. Pearson and Associates. 

Laboratory Standard: 

Soil Type 

A - Dark bro·wn clayey sand 
:a - Dark brown sand 
C - Brm·m sand 
D - Reddish-brown clayey sand 

ASTN:D-1557-64T 
Modified to 3 layers 

o·otimum Moist. 
- (%) 

10.0 
7-5 

12.6 
11.4 

Max.Dry Density 
lbs/cu.i't. 

124.5 
120.3 
122.3 
118.8 

l. Prior to placement of compacted fill, vegetation ?nd 
debris were removed and disposed of off the site .. ·· 
Hhere existing i"'ills or soft compressible soils we:::•e 
encountered they ~Jere removed to firm natural ground. 

2. Prior to placement of compacted fill in the reservoir, 
located in the northeast corner of the subject tract, 
trenches were punched through the concrete floor. Tbe 
tr-enches Here eight ( 8) L1cbes in width and form anJlUlar 
rings radi2ting from the center at l5~foot intervals. 
Broken concrete, from tha reservoir wall, Has placed in 
the r&servoir bottom. ~he concrete was thoroughly mixed 

DRES 0128 
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Jan~ary 29, 1968 
\York Order 6164 - Tract No. 285'64- Page 2 

6. 

7. 

B. 

1-1itb soil, watered and compacted in. place with a vibra­
to:::.."y roller. The maximum thickness of the soil-c onere te 
lift was one (l) foot and was trestricted to the bottom 
one foot in most of the fill areas. The minimum cover 
of compacted fill over the concrete is seven (7) feet 
except as follows: 

c$££ 4tJ!J.i.:W~IJ/.I'j 
Lots 1, 2, 15 and 16 have a minimum cover oi' 1z:---"..-.-- ....,-"?..C.£1 
6 5 :ft t r 7 "t • th +~ t t • ~ /' Crv.r~, #N -

• • !=> o. I •. ~n . e .1.ron. por ~on O.J. z-7-t:>£> .-;~ 
these lots. .;.~.s-+."7~ 7z.,cr__ ///0 

t·.l f. 7; 7+ !=;. -
Pipe lines ·vJhich t-Jere encou..n.tered were removed and the 
resulting excavations backfilled with compacted :fill. 
The limits of certi.fied fill, as shown on the attached 
map, includ~s only that fill placed within the referenced 
lots. Additional fill has been placed adjacent to the 
lots. 

All compacted fill placed adjacent to the subject lots 
has been placed under the supervision of this firm and 
a soil engineering report ·will be submitted when these 
fills are completed to final grade. 

Fill material consisting of the above soil types ·was 
placed in lifts, ·~..Js tered vJl:.en necessary, and compacted 
in place to a minimum of 90 percent of the laboratory 
standard. Each fill lift was treated in a like manner. 

Compaction tests \-Jere taken in each one to bw r~eet of 
fill placed. The maximum depth of fill is 12-1/2 feet. 

Recommended safe bearing value, including both dead and 
live load~ is 1500 lbs/sq.ft. for. continuous footings 
one foot·wide and one foot in depth. 

The sandy soils encountered on the referenced lots are 
non-expansive by both F.H.A .. and Los Angeles County 
cl'ii..eria. > 

Additional concrete was placed at the rear of loti'9, 
10, 23-30, 35-40 inclusive as re~ommended in a letter 
submitted by this firm dated November 14, 1967. Areas 
having additional concrete are shown on the attached 
grading plan. 

~his report is subject to reviei-J by the controlling authori­
tie3 for the project. 

Rc.;spect~~ul}y )JUbmifted., Distr.: 
. / / -/ . 

/I / / 
_I I /". . ' 

·, .. ~·.:...., ___ .( ___ .( .. >·~·-----.. -...::.::~=~--- ·-

'[J.!:...VTD A • .iJ.t;f{j]IJG,' ClVLl . .t:..nglneer 
--- ~- - • - I ? AClFIC SOILS ENG:NEER~NG, INC. 

(4) addressee 
( 2) Dept. or~ 

County Er:gr. 
Lomi t.a oft ice 
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Phone:~~~ 
PACIFIC SOILS ENGINEERING, INC. 

1402 West 240th Street 
Harbor City, Oalifornia, 90710 

June 11, 1968 

Lomita Development Company 
6151 West Century Boulevard 
Suite 700 
Los Angeles, California 90045 

Work Order 6164 

FINAL REPORT 

Re: Tract No_. 24836, lots 1-:- 62 inclusive, County of 
--~os Angeles, California. 
--~ 

Gentlemen: 

Submitted here·with is a soil engineering report for the 
grading on the subject property. 

Compaction test results;are given in Table I. The approxi­
mate location of tests are shown on _the attached plan fur­
nished this office by E. L. Pearson ·and Associates. 

Laboratory Standard: 

Soil Type 

.t:J. - Dark bro-wn clayey sand 
B - Dark brown sand 
C - Bro~n clayey sand 
D - Red~brown clayey sand 
F - Medium brown lean clay 

ASTM:D-1557-64T 
Modified to 3 layers 

Optimum Moist. 
(~) 

10.0 
7-5 

12.6 
11.4 
14.5 

Max.Dry Density. 
lbs{cu • .:rt. 

124.5 
120.3 
122.3 
118.8 
114.0 

1. Prior to placement of compacted fill, vegetation and 
debris ~ere removed and disposed of off the site. Where 
existing fills or soft compressible soils were encountered 
they were removed to firm natural groUnd. 

DREs o.po 
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June 11, 1968 
Work Order 6164 - Tract No. 24836 Page 2 

2. Prior to placement of compacted fill in the north 
reservoir on the subject tr.act, trenches were punched 
through the concrete floor. The trenches were eight 
(8) inches in width and form annular rings radiating 
from the center at 15-foot intervals. Broken concrete~ 
from the reservoir wall, was placed in the reservoir 
bottom. The concrete was thoroughly mixed with soil, 
watered and compacted in place with a vibratory roller. 
The maximum thickness of the soil-concrete lift was 
one· (1) foot and was restricted to the. bottom one .foot 

.·.of the fill areas. {fhe minimum cov~ of compacted fill 
over the concrete is. seven (7) feetJ 

3. The concrete in the portion of the central reservoir 
located on this tract was entirely removed from the 
site. 

4. Pipe lines which were encountered were removed arid the 
resulting excavations backfilled with compacted fill. 
The limits of certified fill, as shown on the attached 
map, includes only that fill placed within the refer­
enced lots. Additional fill has been placed adjacent 
to the lots. 

6. 

7-

6. 

All compacted fill placed adjacent to the subject lots 
has been placed under the supervision of this firm and 
a supervised compaction report was submitted. 

A pump house located on lots 32 and 33 was removed. 
The bottom of the concrete basement was broken~up 
thoroughly to allo·w drainage. The concrete walls 
we~e removed to a depth of 12 feet. The concrete 
was removed from the site and the resulting cavity 
was backfilled. The backfill was compacted to 90% 
of the Laboratory Standard using sheepsfoot rollers. 

Fill material consisting of the above soil types was 
placed in lifts, watered ·when necessary, and compacted 
in place to a minimum of 90% o:f the Laboratory Standard. 
Each fill lift was treated in a like manner. 

Cornpacti6n tests were taken in each one to two feet of 
fill placed. · The maximum depth of fill is t-welve ( 12) 
feet •. 

Recommended sa:fe bearing value, including both dead and 
live loads is 1200 lbs/sq.ft. for continuous footings 
one foot wide and one foot in depth • 

. ... ~----·-----
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June 11, 1968 
Work Order 6164 - Tract No. 24836 Page 3 

9. The sandy soi.ls encountered on the referenced lots are 
non-expansive by both F.H.A.and Los Angeles County 
criteria .• 

This report is subject to review by the controlling authori­
ties for the project. 

DAVID A. DER 
Civil--E-ngineer 

·.· . . 

... • .. ,. ....... . 

Distr.: (6) addressee 
Attn: Mr. Steve Barclay 

SP:DAD/em 

PACIFIC SOILS ENGINEERING, INC. 
DRES 0132 

COLA 000279 



June 11, 1968 
24836 Page 4 Work Order 6164 - Tract No. 

TABLE I 

SUMMARY OF COMPACTION TESTS 

Unit 
Date of Test Lot . E1ev. ·Moist. Dry Wt. Rel. Soil 
Test No. No. (ft.) {%) (pcf) Comp.% Type 

6-30-67 446 53 29 11.6 116.0 96 B 
7-5-67 448 54 29 . 15.9 119.6 98 c 
7-7-67 452 53 30 13.8 121.6 98 A 

7-10-67 . 458 54 31 12.2 ·111.3 94 D 
7-12--67 471 54 32 J.4.0 114.0 97 A 
7-17-67 477 53 33 11.6 124--4 100 A 

9-2-67 516 60 29 9.8 113.3 94 B 
10-4-67 527 59 31 12.6 118.5 95 A 
10-10-67 539 61 33 10.t 120.1 97 A 
10-11..;.67 543 60 34 9. 111.1 92 B 

10-13-67 549 57 29 10.7 120.9 97 A 
10-16-67 550 58 29 9.9 124.1 100 A 

551 55 30 12.2 115.4 93 A 
552 56 30 15.8 120.3 98 c 

10-16-67 553 59 30 14.2 118.8 97 c 
.. 554 55 31 10.8 117.5 94 A 

11-15-67: .. 573 . 55 32 11.4 115.5 93 A 
. 574 58 32 15·2 119.8 98 c 

11-16-67. -· ,' 575 '' 60 33 20.4 108.0 91 D 
11-17- 6"7 . 576 56 33 9.8 114.5 92 A 
11.:..18-67 578 -53 34 10.0 116.6 93 B 

579 57 34 9.9 118.2 98 B 

11-28-67 580 55 35 11.4 125.7 100+ B 
581 58 35 11.2 116.8 94 A 

12-28-67 631 4 28 1().6 113.0 91 A 
632 3 30 8.2 110.8 92 B 

12-29-67 633 4 32 10.2 114.4 92 A 
1-6-68 650 -street 28 13.2 110.6 90 c 

651 6 30 9.1 109.9 91 B 
1-8-68 652 street 28 10.1 125.4 100 A 

1-10-68 653 15 30 11.3 112 • .J 95 D 
654 16 31 12.4 118.3 95 A 

"1-17-68 655 1 33 10.6 126.0 100+ A 
656 7 33 8.0 113.3 94 B 

DRES 0133 
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vi. \ 
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J-18-68 657 ··--3 . 32 10.1 118.7 99 B 
658 street· 29 13.2 108.3 90 B 

3-21-68 659 20 . 31 10.0 ·113.9 91 A 
660 18 32 16.3 118.1 97 c 

4-23-:-68 661 19 33 13.4 112.3 94 D 
662 49 29 10.9 121.8 98 A 

5-25-68 663 . . 49 31 10.8 116.6 96 B 
664 49 33 11.6 116.0 96 B 

4-26-68 665 49 35 10.9 121.8 98 A 
666 38 33 12.2 . 112.3 90 A 

4-29-68 667 39 35 11.7 123.4 99 A 

4-29-68 668 38 37 13.0 113.1 95 A 

4-29-68 669 42 32 16.,5 114.9 94 c 
670 43 . 34 12.2 112.3 90 A 

. 671 43 36 11.1 111.3 92 B 

4-30-68 672 41 37 11.9 120.6 97 A 

4-30-68 673 ,. 44 31 10.0 113.7 91 A 
674 47 32 8.7 112.1 90 c 
67.5 45 33 10.6 116.9 94 B 
676 44 36 11.4 114.3 92 A 

5-7-68 677 46 35 11.5 115.7 93 A 
678 39 38 12.9 106.5 91 F 

.. 679 29 38 15.0 102.9 90 F 
.... 680· 26 36 14-7 106.2 93 F 

5-7-68. 681 • .. 24 36 12.0 108.8 95 F 
. -· __ .. 682 .. 22 36 13.6 113.3 99 F 

5-8-'68 ., .. 683 : 20 35 . 12.8 102.7 90 F 
684 . 18 34 15.5 105.8 93 F 

5-8-68 685 15 34 -14-4 104.7 92 F 
686 13 34 14.7 109.8 96 F 
687 11 33 1.5.9 104.1 91 F 
688 8 33 14-2 107.2 94 F 

5-9-68 689 32 32 10.7 119.0 96 A 
690 33 ~~ 10.4 116.6 93 A 
691 33 10.~ 125.8 100+ A 

5~10-68 692 33 38 14- 118.1 95 A 
693 32 40 12.0 113.7 91 A 
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THE REGIONAL PLA~NIWG CO~tMISSION 

·T~: Miltol} Breivqgel, 

COUNTY OF "LOS ANGELES 

Director ·of Planning 

Report on: 
Fuea:· 
Heai'ing date: 

Request: 

Petitioner: 

OWner: 
Location and description: 

District: 

_j 

Zone Exception case 8001-.(.4) 
Oecember 1'+, 1965'" 
.Tuesday, January 25, 1966 
at 9:30 a~m. 
To establish lots of less than 
the required area and reduce all 
building line. setbacks 
Lomita Development Company 
By Richard Barclay, .President 
6151 West CenturY ~oulevard 
Suite 700 
Los Angel.es, Cali~ornia 
Same (in escrow) 
A lt5 acre parcel located on the 
north side or East Lomita Boulevard, 
begi:nning 1,470 feet east·erly of .the 
centerline of Sou~h Main Street and 
extending e:asterly on a frontage .of 
826 feet' with a northerly depth or 
2,020 f'eet 

Avalon-Sepulveda 
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ZONE EXCEPTJOij WI.SE 8001-(1;.) 
PAGE . Tl'iO . 

PROPOSAL: 

DATE: OF·· t!E.ll.RI~G ~ 
TUESDAY, JANUARY 25,_ i966 
AT 9:30· a.m. · 

An exception tq e.stabli~h lot..s of less thalil the . required 
area .and modify building line setbacks for·rasidential uses in 
zones R-2, B-land M-2 {requested for change t~ R-2-7,000 in 
Zoning Case 5o47.) 

Zorting Case 5o47, petition .for R-2-7 ,ooo. zoning on the 
subject. property is scheduled :for hearing on the same agl-'!nda 
as this- zone exception case. 

Tentative Traet 2lfS36, proposing ·to divide the suhject 
property into lj.Ql residential lots, averaging approximate;Ly 
3,600 square feet ip size, went to Subdivision Commit.tee for 
the .first time on January llr, 1966. 

A plot plan, showing two story single family homes some 
of which are attached at t}le garages, was submitted with this 
i"eques·t. 

GENERAL FACTUAL DATA.: 

.1. 'J:ne subject property is developed with ail oil 
company tank farm and is relatively leveL 

HATER AVAILABILITY FOR FIRE PBOTECTlON: 

Plirsuant to Ordinance 7834, the County Forester and Fire 
ilaxden states that for the proposed change of zone, ·the fire 
'water flow requirements shall be 2,000 g.p.m. at a minhrum of 
20 p.p.s.i. residual pressurE! for 1:1ight .ho.urs. 

That portion oi" the water cert1Ucate to oe filled out 
by t!le "rater utility serving the are.a was· not completed. 
However, adequate wat.er supply !.'or fire prot~ection purposes 
will be insur.ed during processing of Tentative Tract 2'+836. 

2. Adjacent to the north is a .railroad right of way 
with single family b,omes on 6,000 square foot lots bey~nd; 
adjacent to the east .are. single family homes on 5,000 square 
t:oot lots; acros.s Lomita BoUlevard to the south are ~ingle 
:family homes on 6, 000 square "foot J.ots; 150 f'eet to the 
southeast is a church; 350 :feet to the southwest :!.s a school; 
adja~ent to the west are mixed industrial and comnierdal uses. 

3· M-.2, B-l and R-2 zoning on the subject property and 
the M-;J.. zoning cover:lng the railroad right of way to th!!! north 
was e.stablished by the ·oasie ordinance creating the zoned 
district in 19~8. · 

M-2 zoning adjacent to the ..,est and northwest, in the 
frarbor City Zoned Dis.trict was established by the basic 
ordinance creating that district in 1946. 

M-1 zoning north or the railroad right of way ~s 
established by Ordinance 91-0l in 191J-9. 

M-1 zoning adjacent to the southwest was established by 
Ordinance 7lt98 in May, 1959. 

R-1 zoning adjacent to the .e~st was established ·by 
Ordinance 8599 in June, J,964, as a result of zoning Case 
i+691 and a series qf ordinances and zone changes dating be.ck 
to 1959. · · · 

Zoning south of Lomita Boulevard is in the City of Los 
Angeles. 
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ZONE EXCEPTION CASE :SOOl-(~) 
PAGE THREE . . . . 

4. &rst Lomitas Boulevard is 
Higb.way £or Which addit.ionei right 
P'!!()party will be r~q:uired 1.n order 
width. , 

DATE OF HEARING: 
TUESDAY, JA!lUARY 25 1 1966 
AT 9:30 a.m. 

a Master·Plan Ma,jor 
of way . from the subj.ect 
to bring :l.t to pl.11nned 

5. On~ hundred and eighty..,three notices of this heari11g 
were ma,iled t9 property owners within the area .em J"anu,ary 11; 
1966. Notice was also mailed to the Admfnistra tive . Head of the 
City of Los ;Ang~le.s. having boundaries within a one-mile radius 
oi' the subj.ect. property, Legal no:tice of the hearing 1qas · 
published in the Press J"ournal Harbor Mail on Wednesday., 
January 12t 1966. · 

.Res.pectfully submitted, 

C.D. Culbertson, Jr. 

CD.C:kr.t 
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HR. E. A. BALLMA!1 -
~1ILMI.NGTON REFINERY 

May 11, 1966 

D. E. CLARK -. 
PACIFIC COAST AREA LAND 

~;~u.~ 
Yesterda·y. Mr. ·Richard Barclay called· to 

inquire as· to our attitude regarding·granting·of:an 
extension·of:the 'option· until October l. I informed 
him· that: an ·extension trould be dependent upon his.·.·. 
completing to· your· satisfaction· the· cleanup of· the -.. 
Kast: property· •. · He· reiterated· that they: were currently 
in· process: of· doing· this~ We· a·greed: that· at such- time 
as· the· cleanup· is· ccimpleted he· ·will: get· in. touch· with 

l_ your office: so· that you· may· make· a personal. inspection.," 
L 'When you· advise· llle: that· the· property·. is- in· satisfactory . · 

t~\i l( . ~~~~;;~~~~-~~h_}!~~~~~~~: t~~--}~~~~s:~~:- :~e~~-~:~~~·:_ ~~-·-.our 
U .· ·. F~r-."your.· tnforma-ti~n,.· I ·refuged.~ request of 
· -\f\,1 Barclay that· they: install: a· Coldwell·. Banker ·sign· indic~ . 

· '(''\} 1 ating_ that· the· property: is-: for.· sate· ·as: industrial· land) 
·. · .. '.'l-,_tf ~J\ since. this·. would." not be: in. accord: with- the· facts. · ·: 

~/ ,,. \ · · ·: ·.· .··'I.-.a~.·-~tta~ht~g:~· dopy of Mr·. Barclay•s le.tter 
of May 3,· 1966·, on: the: off ·chance_' that you· did ·not receive 

. . . , 

.. 
I 

. t· 

. . the i~~~~a.~~-d:· c~bo_n: _c_opy;_ to·. you. 

DEC:mc 
Attachinent ... · . 

ORIGfN,,_l ~:.-~~l'l:;! Ill' 
D. E. CLARK 

soc 120417 
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• 
SHELL OIL COMPANY 

Barelay•BDllender•CU~ci 

SHeLL BUILDING 

1008 WEST SIXTH STREET 

LOS ANGCLES, CALIFORNIA 90054 

AugWit 17 ~ 1966 

W:tl.millgton Field 
1\ast Fee 
~t :ran~: l'ta:m 

TELEPHONE 482-3131 

l.eiilita Development eo. 
Intarnatieaal AUpot:t Center 
Saite 700, Hc0a11ocb Bu:t1ciiug 
6151 West Centat'y Baulevucl 
toaAugeles, Cslfforaia 9B04S 

Youz: lleferenee: Lolllita Property 

Gentlemen: 

Ref~meaee is 1118de to the cgreuent dcted October 20 ~ 1965 'IUe~eby 
we ( 51Se11er") •SZ'eed to sell ali lis , Barclay (;tPurchaaer") ag2:eed tb bt!y 
Seller' i 44-ilCft Kast '.r.ek l!'ara propez:ty at Lcaita mbject to Purebaser 111 
obtaiuiug a cb~~~~~p iu the ·11103111\g of wch p:cepez:ty from indur:trial to R.•l 
no later tiw\ .hzly 1, 19&6• Purdbuer tberetn aad herein -acting for himself, 
Barday~Bollaudm:•Cw:ci ud "f.oal!ta DavelepED.t Qo. 

Seiler and Pdrebuer hereby mutually &BJ:ee tbat ~chaaer shall 
b.e.ve, in Uea rtf 8llCb July 1. 1966 ilat:e. to .llDd iDcludtDg OetobeJ:' 1, 1966 
in order to -COIIiplete .the z:emalltmg atepa uecesr:ar1 to effect such a:ontng 
clurage• including the sipting .lad recerdat~ of the z:esulting oriiiWmce, 

As ltst~by amended, ·satcli .October 20. 1965 agree~~~ea.t and all the 
tema, couc!it:l.ons tmd pl:OVi&to!lB ther~f ahall reme.:f.n U. full ~orce and 
:effect. 

'l'hi& e:teu.sin shall. Dot act to GGcU.ey1 tenaiute or otberatse 
affect the ten~~ and co:mii.timts of that certaill letter ag~:eemeut dated 
~lllllber 15~. 1965 bet-wen S.eller ad Ru:chaser :relative -tD certatn cite 
clear-tag mk to be _perforaed au. sacb pmperty llt Purchaser .. s &Gtl·e east . 
aad rislt pri6r to close af sale,· 

Pleaae confirm yaur concu.rreuce herein by signing and returuf.u3 
the attadhec'l duplicate ecpy of thia letter. 

Youre very truly. 

Smu.L OIL CO!!PANY 
,. (" ;J;• / 4: ('. c:2:a~,.·.-:1:/ 

D. E. Clark, Matlager 
tand !lepartment 

·I 

I 
I 

SOC.00103 
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~f:Y -r:-·r·~~ 
'-',. 

Excer·pts. Bca:rd o.f Supervisors cont~ 

AGEi4DA FOR T.i!IJRSD4J. GCTOBEP. 20, 1966 

S-) 

S-6 

··.· ,, 

s-8 

S-9 

Zone Chang_~--C~e 514-0-(tt), as petiti"oned by ;r, M .• Grindle 
for .R.. A.(J:!~~J;/ Company 1 lwaring on proposed change of z.one_ 
in Carson an A.va·loh..:Sepu:Lvec}a-· Dlstric·~. 

Zone Chai~.ge Gase· 5137-(-2), as petHicmed (ly i>Iilliam(W~tb 
for Car·oldale, Inc. , heal·ing on proposed change of ~ 
in Dsl A.mo District. 

Zone Change case 508)1..,(5), as p-et.Hioneci by B. Wayne 
Co:wta.lly for Rumble Dil and Refining Company, .hear.ing o~ 
proposed chane;e or ~oni;l in Malibu Disti•ict._ · 

Zone Change. Case 5141.-(5), as Petitioned by w. M~ Harriott 
for Calabasas. Developers_, Inc. ' hearing Olt vr.OJJOS<ld .cl;ange 
-of' zone in Nalibu Di.strict, 

Zono:J Charige Case 5l3t.- ( 5), as petttioned by Ernsst. Klddell, 
heal·ing on proposed. chattg-e of zone -in- Soledad District. 

.i.: .l-.r .:-/~ S-10 Zr,me' Cnange Case 51'+2-('5), as pet·itionad by Jermne Pi.nnerman 
.,, •1.)1 _(-,.. -·t i'c-r ~l'nolesele Investment Company, haa:r.i.ng on proposed change 
t;::···.:"·'-·-'iit>'""··'· ci' zone in. Palmdale and North Palllidal.~ Districts.. 

9 
t 

~-11 Zone Change Case 511+3-(5), as petHi~ned by Daniel B. 
Gli<,!k!!ia,YJ., hearing on .Proposed '!han.ge of zone :ln Lancaster 
Distr"ict. 

S -12 ~one Chang~ Case 51~4-- (it) , £1S petitioned b;r Hober-4~~-;i-;:v 
.r.cr Carousf;lll hean.ng on ;Jro·pose.d change of zone i~on-
Sepulveda District. · 

/·:.;') Sc;v Hear•i:ng D.n ~ppeal 
on :re(}ommendation 
change. of zone ~n 

or' Dale L. Ing1•am .for Robert l>· Mayer ..;.. 
of P.eg1onal Planning Cpmmission fo!· no((l)'jJ­
South Santa Anita-Temple City Dis·~rict. 

S;..li~-Jlearing onproposed amendment 582 to f!ast~r Plan of 
Highways .for A!'jzi:ma /!.'lie. and K~rn-Mednik Ave. (3) 
(col1.tin:ued from 10-6-66 meeting'). · · 

t/ ~~1~-l;..J~~···~) _., 1':;-r.:/~;t;/r.:r-- -
.;1 -/ .., . - -12<':··>:>-.-- .. ,_...,,.,,v(.o;A •. ...,;?,. ,_;.---·· 
~\ ,,J'~ ,• A• 6~;-::··t:,-•·~·7'~.. ,;7 ~~ ·l? 

)o,;:--., .... <<y: -· 
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Ti-tE REGIONAL PLANNI.NG COMMISSION,/, .... 
COUNTY OF LOS Al1G-E£.E'S.,~, •·>' ,.../'. 

ZONING CASE NO ./5134.-(1_:) ... "_1; . .-A./ ·-~ 
I ,_.,., v 

. . ,~._,.,.,._ . 

Whereas, The Regio-r..al Planning ~..~ommission of· _the County 
of Los. Angel$s has conducted a pu!Jlic hearing in the matter 
of .Zoning Case No. 5134-- (4) on August 9, 1966; and 

'VJhereas? The Commission finds a.s follows: 

l. The areas to the nort}l, east and soLJ.th _are developed 
to residential use; 

2. The south portion of-this property is presently 
classified residential; 

3. As ind:ustrial, it consitutes a peninsula of non­
compatible 1.1se into a residential area; and 

lt. Resid·ential classification Will provide for compatible 
use to· the areas on three sides and eliminate a. -
possibiJ.ity of detriment to the surroupding resideptial 
properties; therefore be it 

Resolved? . That the Regional Plan..r1ing Conunission- recomm.end 
to the-Board of Supervisors of the County of I.os .Angeles ·-as 
follows: · 

.Tl;lat the Board hold a public hearing on a change of 
zone tq R-1 (Single Family Residence - 5,000 squar-e 
foot required area) :for the property .as shown oh 
Study 11A11 dat~d September 20, 1966 on file with this· 
ca:s·e in· the of'fice of the Regional Plantdng Conimissib:n_. 

I her-eby certify that th.e foregoing resolution was ac:l_opted 
by a majority of the vot;ing members of the Regional Planning 
Co:rtuni$sion of the County of Los Angeles on September 20, 1966 
pursuant to Section 65501 O:f the Gov-eri1lllent Code of the State· 
of California. 

Irma Ruther, Secretary 
County oi:' Los Angel-es 
Regional Planning Commission 
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SHELL OIL COMPANY 
P. 0, BOX 728 

WilMINGTON, CALIFORNIA 
HLHHONE HRMINAl $.$411 

August 2.6. 1966 

/(A5~%£E 
industrial ~urvey Advisory Committee ~ 
Coittlty of LoG Angeles 
New HaU of Records 
320 West Temple Street 
Loa ·Angelee. Califoru.ia 9001E: 

Attention Mr. RuelS!ell G. Chase. Secretary 

Gestiemen: 

c,y .~: •.•. 

Reference is .made t91:he :mUlates of the meeting o£ 
the Industrial. Su.rvey Advisory Committee of Auguat 10~ 1966. and 
more Farticularly to the motion made by Mr. B:t-ooka a.ppearing on 
page 5 tb.ereof, The. mi.autes show that the above-referred-to :motion 
carried unanimously. which is incorrect as we abstained from voting 
on this motion. 

lt.ppare12tly I Qid"not make !:fuell'e position clear at 
this meeting. We are fully in accord with the action-taken except 
inaof&- ass it applie&~ to the t:t'act included in the Application £or 
Cha».ge of Zane, Case No. 5134. We are supporthlg thilil applica­
tion fol." change to. J:euirfential zoning and could not vote to add this 
tract tG thG freeze a.2:ea.. 

We trust the foregoing clarifies o'IU' poaitw:a and 
r~est the mi.lmtes cf this meeting be amended to s-h.ow that we did 
not vote in aupport of a motion to include tb.bt a21'ea in the freeze for 
future industri~ use. 

A. S. Lehmann 
:Refinery Manager 

cc - Membes.·s of the Industrial Survey Advisory Committee 

be - Pacific Coast Area - Land - Manager; Mr. D. E. Clark:­
;F'aciiic Coast Area - Legal - Manager, Mr. J. T. Lamb 

soc 120914 
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~ ........ ·-·=---··~ ... 

When recorded mail to 
Lomita Development Co, 
6151 w. century Blvd,, Suite 700 
Loa Angeles, calif, 90045 

e 

\ 

GRANT DEED 

. ~ For a valuable coasideration, receipt of Which 1a hereby acknowledged, 

m 
SHELL on COMPANY, a corporation organized under the lava of the &tate of Delaware; 

does hereby graat to Lomita Development eo., 8 partnarahip~ the real property in 

i 
Los Anseles County, 11t:.ate of California, dea_cribed sa: . ® 

Lot 11811 of The German Settlement, in the county ·of Lq8 Angeles, state · ~ 
of california, as 'per map recorded in bOok 11 page 121 of Maps, in the 

office of the-county recorder of said county, 

EXClPTING therefrom one-half acre in the form of a parallelogram 

lying· north of and adjoining Block "F" of said Trac:t, the easterly line 
l .l 

of said oae•half acre being the easterly lin:e of 11aid Lot "F" produced 

northerly, .... ~ .. "· .. 
FURTHER EKCBPriNG mi!REFROM ·ANI> RBSERVmG TO Shell Oil COIIIpiiDY 1 

ita auc:cesaora and assigns, all oil, saa and other hydrocarbons aad 

associated au&atances in and ~ader all portiona of the above deacribad 

real proparty lying baluw a depth of 500 feet from the surface thereof• 

6 
~ 
~ ...... 

----l----,------,------,t=o=ge=th=e.r'-----::::;wi=thc=thca~ --=r.-::ig"'"'llt::--;:-:to=-d'-r.-.il'l'in=-;;t:=-o --::calllf=-:.-;t:o:chr=ou::::::g:.:-h -=an=-d:-::o~th;:-:e=rwl~il=e---=ope;-::-. · :-:::r-::-:;at:-::-c ------7---~ 

., 

·' 

I 

vil:hin and tl\rough the aubaurfac:e of the above daacrf.ba.d real property 

belov oaid 500 foot depth, but via:hout any right to occupy or use aa.y 

. portion of the aurfac·e or upper SOD feat of the subsurface thereof, 

IN WITNESS WHBRBOF • Shell has executed thh in.e tl"IJID2nt thia lat: 

day of October. 1966, 

SHBI.L OIL CQMPAIIY 

crs 
q') 

By4/ad 

, 1., 
.•. .. 

'
~~~&~~~~ft~~;; \. 

LOS AHGElES COUNTY, CALIF. 
' RAY E. lEE, RECORllER 

. OcT I~ 4 211 fH 19&6 

MAIL TAX STI\l[;I.!Ef.IIS liS D!R~CTED ABC\'1! 

.. • . 
:• ---------------· ----·--· . -- .. ---·-
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. -··-~· ... - ~· ~ ................ ::-~·---r~"" .. 

STATE ~F CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF LO.S ANQE~ 
... 

o. __ """t-'¥....;;£11:;..__*'1of __ :..(]?,;(.==%.!=~--~-
~ / Joan T. Buckbee 

Ill~ ....... -.-----,,..------------------:-

~Of8oe, ot IHILI.CIItca.ti'AHY, daeCCIIJIONISaa ........ Ill_. 6at ....-.. .. ~ 

............. IIlii! ..................... ,_ .... ---It- INIIoll., .. _,_... 
C) 
C"":) 

I;; 
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Exhibit 53 



PE'r!'.CIO:N 

WE, the_ L!nders.igned, arc IN FAVOR of the County of Loll :Angeles changi!lg t:he 

zon~ of approxi1uately 40 acres lying between Main Street and Av_alon Boulevard, 

on the no.rth s.tde· of Lootit:a Roulevard, from tli~ ·existing M~2, R~2 and B-"1 to . . . . . -~·Y."""····-·, . . 
R-.1 zone, as_ set fa.rth in ZONING CA~E·'"~0:(-'"5134-~4). in order to enhance the 

\ .,.r 
established res_idential ·community of high""quality homes: 

APD~ESS DATE 

.-r/.6-./"&; & 
·. '/ - . 

?d - </ u___., z_. J ¥ df!:tC 
. !PI'ktr" 

?".. '3 -t. c. 
'3.~ $ .. b {; 

·, 
\ 
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PETITION 

,?( .. s--/~~vi . 
WE, the undersigned, are IN FAYQR ·of' the Coun,ty o.f Los A.Meles changing the 

zo.ne of approxim.a:tely 40 acres lying between··.Main ~treet and Avalon BC)ulevard, 

·ot1 the noi:th side· of L:Omita: Boulevard, fr()m the exbt·ing M-2, R-2 and B-1 ·to 

R-1 :.:one, as set forth in Z()NING CASE NO •. 513.4-.(4), in order to enhance the 

established reside!ltial co=lmity of high: 1111dity homes: 

.·, ;· I . o· ' ... - / .. / 
?.-.,.../) {.<" f,r 
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. ..., .c---' PETITION 

·.~.: .. .J .,;: ~'Jv;;:_'J . . . 
WE •· the u.ude-cslgned, are IN .FAVOR of the County of Lo.s Angeles changing the 

z~me of ap)l~ox1riJ.ately 40 acre·s. lying ·between Main ·street and Avalon Boulevard, 

on·the north· side. of Lomita Boulevard, from the eKi&tl.ug:M-2, R-,2 and B-1 to 

:R,-l zone·; as. set forth Ln 2.0NING CASE .NO • .5134-(4).,. i,n ·order to ·enhance ··the 

esl:liblisne·d ·residential community of high quality homes: 

DA~ 

¢?.46. 
l(':.tf''· 
'l('l.jlit' 

1hlftt 

a~ t "'hb 
3 -- } .. --(.(; 
l- ;t- rii 

"J .. ;_-(de 

g -.1! - t b 
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~ .. ,.~ -
P(' J ,~:/yO 

#' 
PETITION 

WE, the ~mde,:a1gned_, _a:re IN FAVOR of the County of Lo_a_ Angeles changi~g the 

·z0 n_c of app:roxirna!;,ely>4Q a_c)!es. 'lying betWeen Main· Street and Avalon Boulevard-, 

on the. ,no;rth ·~;id~ o_f -L0mita--Boulevard, from the ex1sting M-2, R-2 -and B;,.l to 

R-1 zone·, es_ s~t forth. in ZONING CASE NO. 5134-(4),_ in order to enhance the 

est·aolished residentinl comm1111i._ty of high quaii:ty hornes: 

"7 ' .,. 
/'~-Je--t.- r.:..-

fl/3··~:;,~{ .. 
?/3c-/ 6-0 
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'?,--· .. " PETITION 
~ . -' /~z./tJw· . 

1~, the uiulfrsigaed,_ ar-e IN ·FAVOR of .the :Count:r o-f l:.os Angeles changing the 

zona- of approximately 40 acres. ly.in~ betweea Matn Street: and Avalon ·'Boulevard,. 

on the nortl1 side of Lomita ·Boulevard·,. from the existing }i-2, R-:2 and· B-'1 to 

R-i zone; as_ set forth in· ZONiNG CASE NO .• 5134.,(4) ... in·order to enhimce the 

e.stablished resid.ential ·communitY. of h:i.gh. cjual(ty ho~s: 

DA~ 

"1- Jc -·{ { 

'"1-11 -·&/-; 
7.:. 3/;, t { 
7- ·) i ? 0 
7 ·-)r G-6 

)) -3/ .G.~ ( 

7- 31"- t{ 6' 
'7" . /, ,.. >-c)!- C(f&> 

'7 - 3 l-- (; f.:> 

7-31•-lt 

7- ?1- 6'(:, 

7 -·)f-ll 
7 5;-?t: 

,"/'...,.. J I ~f.i 
1;--3/-[? 

7- 3/·"'·6£ 

ADDRESS 

t~~.t<;=S--: 
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P E 1' I T I 0. N ? <;- _.,., . r· 
.•;:>.:_ -··~ .-·C..r( (,,?:::1-

,J 
WE, the undersigned, are·llf FAVOR of the County ot Los Angeles changing_ the 

:zon~ of approximately-40 acres lying between Main Street and Avalon ·llouleva:i:d, 

on the nor-th side of Lomita Boulevard1 from the- exietin_g._ M~2, R-2-·a"nd .B~l tO 

R·l zone, as set forth in· ZONING CASE -No. -5134-(4), in o"rder to eiihilr\ce the 

establiShed residential community. of high .quality homes: 

I; . ' ! 5 f1 tJ 

1 I 

! ' 

// 

II 

1/ 

~< ····· ,, ~ I I ; 
...; ''d,l) I I:':;) ( 
-~~'"'l__;)· 

'J I 

it 

ADDRESS 

::::5 (/I /(,13 .-./ -- . . • .-
-=---:7----::=~....;;;;;_;_;;;..;..;;.;;._ _ __,__•.-... L·Y -· -- .S.l.;'f.V;> r,ve:- < ---

57ft ~-z<r~- .. 
560 f" Q U.S-r\ __ % .. 

;z.LJ? l-~1:~ -mJ."M_, 
21 z 2.. <.. .(.1 . . _"~' . 

~t;l7 ¢de~~-~ 

DRES 0153 



?_<~ ..,_... 
' ·' 4.. :./<. "':!-_:;;,_--"?,' / 

PETITION 

,.,.-..._ •..... ~- . "'--""' 

WE, the un~ersig!)ed. are: It~. FAVOR of the County of Los Angeles .·changing t~e 

Z:one ·of approximately 40. acres lying between Hain Street and- Avalon l!oulev11rd 0 

on (;he .. n<n·th side pf Lomita Boulevard·, from the existing M~2, ll.-.2 and 11-1 to 

R-1 zone, as_ s~t forth in ZpNING CASE NO, 5134-{4)> in order to enhance the 

es_tablished residenti.a:l communi!:}' of high quality homes! 
'· 
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r PETITION 

'-·:, e~~t.: ·.are IN FAVOR of the <:;ounty o.f ·Lo_s Angeles changing the . ' ' . . . . . . 

zone· of .appro:X-i111ately 40 ~crcs ly.i!t& between M;~in St):'eet· and Avalo11 ·Boulevard, 

on the ·north s_ide. of. Lomi"!:a. Boulevard_, from the· ·e>'tsting M~2_, ~-z ·and B-1 to 

R-1 zone, as. set .fqrth· in ZONI~a CASE l\"0. 5134- (4"); .in order to enh~nce the 

established reside!lti41 coCJJnunity· of high quaiity home~;: 

1);2§ £ ,;g::.~ Ll 
53? 6?2'"'-?4 ad 

;;l ¥(/9 ?*4./ce.&.v aj,..,_.;w • 

• ,rl'~.!t'-Z.. '7l?PA.ife;:l'.f;,__, C2~ 'al_~ .. 
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. ' ,,..,..,.:-- I 
P E T .I T I. 0 N 

---->;;.~---r?_, 

iiR, the und~nigned, arE! IN FAVOR of the County of Los· An.l):eles changing the 

-zon~ of approxlin_ately 40_ acres lying· -between Main Street and Avalon .l!oulevard:. 

ott the north s.tde of Lomita Boulevard.,- f:i:om "the existing M-2, il.-2. -and il-l to 

R-1 zone, as_ set "fo-rth i.n ZONING CASE NO. 5134-(4) ,_ in order to ·enhance the 

estaliHshed residential c01nmuni.ty of. high· quality homes-: 

?--?- c:x 

5(· ~-- b 6 

. ,/~· / 

.~I ~i .•. (,, {-•. 
7 

-W 3/· G: L­. I .. 
d·-:.1. -{~ k-J .u 

~<>·Cl 

ADDRESS 

,~96 4~· . .J?:f. 

(.~1:t!K -~~;..-;, .... ~: ~--,·~---~; 

~ 'tff2 '*~~Ho-r..,<~_/ 
,:) I t-).. q R 0<---"""--"-7'10 ....... _ 
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.:---? ._'5- _x:2~l(:;;1 .1 . P E T I T I 0 N 
' /) . 

·:~E~ the .. ciersigned, are IN FAVOR of ~e County of l.Gs· Angeles changing· the 

zone· of ·approxlmately 40 acres ~y.ing be.tween Main Street and Ava ion Boulevard, 

on. 't:Ji.e nortlt s·i<!e of ·ton>:i.tll: Boulevard, .from the e:x:is.ting M-2, R-2 ·and 11~1 to 

R-1 zon.e, as_se,t ·forth fn io!UNG CASE NO. 5134~(4), in order to cli.hance the 

e·stablishet!. :r7sident:ial co)!lllluni t~ of h1gh quality homes: 

D~':!:C: 

I -t,(:J --&6 
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/ c- /'7 . • PETIT I 0 N J} · · tJ. • 
·?\ .. _) ~· . ;<:,Lc.-r~ ~~ 

WE, the unde:i_slgned, are IN FAVOR of the County of. Los AngeliHI changing ·the 

zone of.app:roximately 40. acres lyin? between Main =Street and· Av.&lori ·Boulevard, 

an the north side of Lomita Bouleva.rd, tr·om the existing 1:1~2, R-2 and 8.;1 to 

R-l zone, as·. sei:· fot.th in ZONING CASE NO, 5134-(4), in .order to enhance the 

estaol!.shecl :~:esidentiai cocuminity of high quality hixnes: 

'· J 
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_ l' E T I T. I {). :H ~ ·~~-{-~r.{27}i(__· _ ·. _, 
..__;7.-</ ,./1 /Q<!.. ~-, . ' _n.,. \1.]~ ·_ --_-- -~-.. 

( __ . ..._ ·:, t~:-::d~:ign:d·, ~~:re I; FAVOR of the County of Los .AI)geles changing t _ e - '1d"' 

.,;one of _app_ro>eimately 40 acres lying between- Mail! .Street and Avalon Boul~va:~:il, 

on the north s-ide o.f Lomita Boulevard, from the-elCillt_ing M-2, R-2 and B-1 ·to 

R-1 zone, as_ set forth in ZONll{G CASE No; Si34~(4), in o,7;der to enhance t~e 

established residential community of high quality: boJDes: 

Df,TE 

;;;;.:;.,_ £k 

1J,Joj66 
' ) . 
V.Jt/6 ~-
f)//- _6;:::;_ 

ADDRESS-

-~ 
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'7'\ PETITION 

';:::;..<. ,_ ' .-"!4-<j·C....· ' 
WE, the under~igned, are ·!N ·PAVOR of the County of Los Angeles changing the 

zone of approximately 40 acres. ly-ing between Na!n Street and Avalon Boulevard, 

on the north side of Lomita ·Boulevard, :from the exi-sting N..;z, R-2 and· B-1 to 

R-l zone,, as set forth in ioNtiiG CASE NO. 5134-(4), iti order to enhance 'the 

established residential colUQrunity of high ,qual.ity homes.: 

ADDRESS , 

~ r/l'/'9\~~;,.~ 
~4-Ra r Or:._ C4c-e 

1- 3/- (;.~ 

7 .Jd .. -£(,. 
f --~ " . i lct 

·?~ /i !-· .ft 
?- -?j;··- t re 

·"'J -~ I c:· ,/ ,.,. '.'1;./=f v. ~ 

~-,jj- r;:f 

l· }./- .& " 
2-· 3:/• G'< 

/}..-~(· 6 b. 

1' ll ~[..;, 

?-3/.{,(; 

7._ ~~ ~.t..1.C.l 

7-···~·; t'' J . ~·-- .- _<:- <~ 

'7_ c:·J· -·I 1 /_ .::. - <:r b 

7--Ji~ .:../ 
j'-·3) .. & k 
-'1_.)"' I '/_ (; I _ .. v c 

jl tfct-:; :f':cK--= ... ~ a.~ . 
L y 1£0 i FR. tl-'5 f4-v-e_ 
2¥723 %.u.;. a'!.k·-. 

2-'t "> i=> &;'n·_·, f¥s, 
.,;I '171.3 ft.'J.,Le ~.z.-· t~~ . . 

.....lj;~.,....:~I-:T''""'-~"f"Z~"'""'~- .2 Y"&J ;> s~~/cr ;:::;&:. =--. 

~-<->'-'""7'-'~r'r-..l,f-1"""~""'""'~' r->l sL Zl~ 7 i\=tl?l£w Clt-e. 

{(r. 
~ .. ,, 

--·· 
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-7 c-" ___., .. ~-,.~-·.., ':/'. ·--~. ~--"" ~,..;r~--v . . 

PETITION 

WE, the under.signed, arc IN FAVOR of the Count-y of Los Angeles changing the 

>:one. of approximately· 40 acres lying bebfeen Main ·Street and .Avalon Boulevard, 

on the no~;t:h side· of Lomi-ta Bouioverd, frOID the· exlst:ing .. M"Z,. R-2 -and ll-l to 

R-l:zone, as_ set "forth in ZONING CASE NO. 5134-(4.), in orde'r to enhance the 

established :reSidential comomnity of hlgh qul!.lity homes: 

DRES 0161 



. 7 c....·.- ~··"7 -·1" ' 

P E· TIT I 0 N 

""""< ·-.. ;) --~··z~·. 
WE, t~e undersi~ned, a~e ~N FAVOR of 

./ 
the County of Los .Angeles chang-ing. ~he 

~one· o·f· appro)timatdy· 40 acres·. lying between ~lain Street and Avalon Boulevard, 

on the oo-rth side 0£ ··Lomi-ta· Boulevard, from the·-exist1ng M-2, R-2 .and· :8-l ·to 

R-1 zona.> as set forth in· ZONING CASE NO> 51:34-(4)., in order to enhance the 

established residential communit:y of high quality homes: 

DATE. NAME)· ~DDRES$ ,. 
. i <:. ... . .:;· : ... :,(. t 

.! 
.~ ~· 

! :,, 
, . I 

-;. - .v y (.~- • .. •; • "/' • ·..j 1~·('" 

. . ; 

Y!/lf'/r: 

. ·, 
. (· .•• t .-~ "·'1' 

. ~-' 

. I 

Jfy 1 r~·,·-& o:u.p 
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PETITION 
-;;:~~-) _s i<<-2-;:.,~· 

WE., the undersigned, 1!-re. IN FAVOR of· the County of Los· Ang;eles changing thli! 

:aone :of appr()xlmatc.ly·40 acres· lyin~; be~ieen·~idn Street: ·and Avalon Boulevard, 

on, the no:::th side o·f l.oml.ta l\oulevard, from the exis.l;ing M•2, R-2 and B .. l to 

R•l zone, ·as. set ·forth in ZONiNG CASE NO. 5134-(4L in order to eDhanci! ·the. 

established residential community of. high qJiality homes: 

DAX_!l:. 

(;.- .• -_I/ 
,J :;;J.- . . <.:1i.,t.·· 

g...-.)~ C( 

fi - r ~ ?~· 
S'- s· "'f. 
'i? -- ,:s· - l( 
.rr._ .,··- (. [, 
. . ?·· j-·~ l.6 
fi-- \'- L.t. 

-;( -;- ~ ./ (.;. 

X-r- f •.• < • 

. R,.. s-- tlz 
.-;':r-.6:::: -&C..;. 

''Z--$cfk 

f._ t. tl; 
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l'J;:'riTION 

zol\{! of ilpproximabiiy. 40 .acres. lying bet'l~een !fain ·street- and· Avalon ·Boolevai-d, 

on the north side of ""Loniiti Boulevard, frou( the exis-ting M-2,. R..;2 and ·B-1· i:o 

R·l zone, as ilet forth in ZONIUG cAsE NO. 5134-(4), in :order to enhance "tlte 

e.•t3.blishc.d residential .~omruunity of h-igh quality home!!! 

J·-·C.·· ~; ~ 

~~- (..~-~ !tC· 
«- ~-,bC 

ADDRESS. 

J :;> 9' > J,?t..-.: ... -'.;..--h.,_ t:L~ 

,-,q,s J/.1 a.a , ;, t .. p. 'iJ..R. 

t i¢(". 2/t~k.<-..:;.r::r. ~L, 
·/7f!T :Ph~~a ~>;(, 
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7 -·-
c ... -<_ .. .) .. ><2..·<'_5j.id. 

PETITION 

'/ 
HE, t:.he und~:rsigned, a1:e I.N FAVOR of the County of Los Angeles duing"ing the 

.z.one of approximately 40 ai:tes. lying bet;Yeen· ·~htin Stl:"eet and Avalon Bou"!evs.1:d, 

.on "the north side of i.oaiita Boulevard·, £rom the exiS"ting ·M-2, 11.-2 and B-1 to 

R-1 ~one, as: set fo.x:th in ZONING CASE :NO. 5134-(4), in order .i:o enhance thEi. 

estal?.liSoed ·residential· comn:unity of liigh quality hom.es: 

DATE 

-'~4tf. 

~-- .. - /. ( 

,.... &-(,,.b 

¥'~(~(.,&: 

~- · )- I:L .. :: 

B"·-7-· .G 6 
.) - 'l - {:- 6 
%·· 7- k-~ 

ADDRESS 

/.7/.~ "Qa..,-&~ ..... '"c<<~r../ 
...--,. i -· ~ . 

. ~ 7/.Z ~--z...!...,.,.,_~ .4.v:z;./ 
·1~ .,d? tZJ s-otr....-z~< &r"-f . 

Ill 5-..#e~, t fh........J!,_ 

/Zrt tf- ~.q ..... ~'. ~..__;___,. 
/ •7 P 6 /Z?a?-:z.<'n:.O ~"P~. 

17! Er ;'IJ!lp¥<.., ;;A 
,t.· l/'l ' Y.. . 

) 7 50 ul<I "'-Y"Y' L <H/LC 

J 167J 7lla/UF'f'1£ a.oe 
/7 ,j• ~ . ):z • :_:)7?0:-~ ... 0 . (!;._(. • 

(7.:'>·"&. )rjct->t.:..., ... ~c 

r~ \. 
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--- P. E T L T I O.N 
.:--.X.? ~ .. .,;;;;.:_.c· r:J:~L--

--7 . 
WE, the undersigned, are l.N "FAVOR ·of the County of ·Los Angeles changing the 

zone· of_approx"lrna!;ely 40 acres l~ing between Main Street and Avalon. Boulevard, 

on tl)e nort;h dder o"i ·Lomita "Boulevard, from the- existing_ N~2, :R.~2 and "B·l to 

R•l zone, as_- set forth l.n ·zoNING CASE NO. 5134-(4), in order to enhance· the 

estllblished residential conununity. of h~13h quality homes: 
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: .--.. .,~· ?(/'' ..-- "-·')· ,.,<• . . <"Y'J .· !.::7'\ -· ~~- ;r~ . 
PETITlON 

/l, 
WE, the unde~sighed, are IN FAVOR of the County of Los Angeles changing the 

·zon~ 'Of app.roxima.tely 40 acres lying between }lain Street and ·Avalon Boulevard, 

on .the. north l!ide o~ Lomita Boulevard, from the existing }1·2• R-2 and.B·-1 to 

R-1 zone, as_ se.t forth in zoNiNG CASE NO, ·5134-(4); in order to enhance ·the 

e·st·nblished residential communfty of high quality homes: 

. P/!.'l'E 

:f' .. . :/-· ¢? k 
·~ 7. /, f 
S :.17 - t; .c 
--~-?.: liC..· 

S· "'2· LL, 

. , • .:1 

dNa__// .t• < dJtwt'" J'-'<~ 

/'ffJ 

L ?t-s~ f Jr '-~ur.tU}2,-. . 
=~~~~~=...~<.- n 7 1 'v'-<:t... fti>..~ld 

i "'\ ~'"" l1 e:. (:h_,,;i·tA. 

f."] • 
.t-L- t? 
<X· .- ·; - (. t . 

if;c 2 -( C 
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3 
PE·TITION 

--<Z<.?:<:J-.···· . 
WE, the·'und~~;signed, az:e· lfil· FAVOR of· th~. <;punt')' of Los. Ang~les chan~ing the 

zone of· approximately 40 acres lying ·between Na1n Street a11.d A\•lil()n .Boulc:v!l-rrl_, 

on_, !:1\e: north s~de ·o·f Lomita Bpulevard,_ from the eX:istlng H-.2_, R-2 and ll-1 to 

R-1 zo11e, .a.s_ s.e.t· forth in ZONING CASE NO~ 5134·-(4), in· order 'tp enl1ance the 

elltablishe:d· rest:deo_ti.ai com:nuni:ty o:f high qualit~ homes; 

DAl:E 

,{· .) -{. 6 

,,.__ ::>-I g 
"' . ,) :\2. .. 

ADDRESS 

t1..Z. {:- -d J.&J· ...&.:...:....~ 

"J p t¢ ;;;; c£.5 !f "1}.1/..-+<-
,,i J r;;. r t'J...:..I..-tJ!/ ;:;., .. ~ _ 
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· ..-- • P ·£ T I T I ·0 N· .,;z .s 4t.' c;r.j. . 
WE, the· u!\de~s.i:s~ •. are' IN F~.\TOR of the ·county of Los Angeles changin!i "t-he 

&one of app_roximately 40 acres l:ying between Main Street. and- Avalon -Boulevard·, 

on thf!· north Bide of Lomita-:iioulevard, fiom the exlst;l:ng.M-Z, R-2 and· B-'1 to 

R.;l zone, as -set forth i-n ib!UNG CASE NO, 5134-(4), in order to enh;tnce the 
...... 'YO¥''""' 

0 

estab1ished res.idential community of--high qua:l_ity hpmes: 

' I !737 
I . . 
I'"" 

II 

;, 

I' 

I' 

/I 

_, 

(. . 

/ /o 2 /?.-(._s,Z; .:.tr_o c::&~ I .. 

il 

,, 

,, 

J, 

Jl 
jl 

.IJ 

I] Q <J ~.;Lh-.% U:..o .. 
1 "1 {I), h:8..p Cvu t Q orx 

/ 7/.-:il il?..rdi,_.-:., .ZJ' .. ; 

1703 

/7.-"2 

DREs 0169 



~·~ •. _.-' P E T l T 1 0 N 
.?(· ) .c._,;.~ . 

WE, the. under~tgned, are IN .FAVOR of l:he. County of tos Angeles chang-ing tl1e 

zone of approximately 40 acres lying bett~een ~lain Street and Avalon ·Boulevard, 

on the north side ·of Lomita Boulevard,_ from the existing H-21 ll.-2 and· :s~l to 
R-1 zone, as sei: fo-rth in ZONlN<i CASE No. 5134-(4), in ol:der ~o enhance the 

·established residential co.mnilinity. of ·hi&h quaUty ·ho~si 

DATil 

/(-z.-G· ~-

v_ . 
?J"'. ·~t ;:;;. b 6.__ 

s-~7~ .0 (q 

1-2.--. fer; . 
. &--·· /·- & ( 
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- · PETI'.rl.ON ?s . . 
-<:._.- .<2-·?~---· . 

w. the undersiglfe4, are iN FAVOR of r:he Count}' of Los Angeles·. changing the 

zone of ·app:toximately 40· aci:es lyirig between ~fain Street and A:valtm ·Boule'jlard, 

R-1 zone, as. set .fo.rth .. in ZONING CASE NO, 5134-(4}, iri order to ei:lharu:e the 

~sbbl:l,shed. residential com;riunity of llig!i quality homes: 

DAT.E ADDRESS 

"t.· - '"""' .. ~ ~\ t /1 S' ,. 'Y1 rrr--
~ ..l , ....,u.;~~~l-f'l->'"""""'~~="-T 7 (-:::> ~o:, Jl/sf4-'V '',c.-:_.c· 
l - I - Li'' u t w ~ tVe;b-r..'-"~ .... c- . 
i"-- 7-{ 6 /(:122 ~~ 
. ; ., / - r; I If c 5 ll.,f:o.£21~: ··H 

~{ _ J {" l I (., ·' -\ \uL'p1-z-.. ,a; 

~-;:.. '( (VE/:k~v ,:-

<? '1 I . l} _,.. 1 - £; ~ 

'{?- '6-.6 6; 

.?- r-t t 

5?'7 _s._i I I 
. .1-y>IC 

·~,,.,-;? 
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··7 .. /.· ' \.. __ /,,.,.r, ._..... .... %'' "-L.,· 

' WE, the undersigned. are iN FAVOR of the County of Los Angeles 

PI!TtTION 

changing the 

zone of approximately 40 acres lying betw.een Ma.;n .Street and Avalon Boulevard, 

on the north· ..side of' Lomita Boulevard, from the extsting 1-!Mi/,; RM2 and BMI to 

R~l. zone, a11 set. fortli ln ZONING. CASE !fO. 5134·-(4)·, in order to enhance the 

established J;"eside.ntial commun.!t;Y of high ·quality. home~: 
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-;i ~- ~~-? . - ; 
PETITION 

·::x... _) -~;~...::2..·' . 
WE, the .unde~~igned, are IN FAVOR of the CouQty of Los Angel~s cha.niing the 

·l'.one·· of appJ;:O_x.imatt:.ly• 4·0 acre.s· lying ~etween _}lain Stre.et and Avalon Boulevard, 

on ·the north s.fde !)f LOmita B9ulevard, from ttie· existing ·M~2, R-2. sod· :a-1 ·to 

R•i zone_, as .. setfortll in ZONING CASE NO, 5134-(4), in order to enhariiie tb.e 

e:;tabllshed -.:eBldential community of high qual,t.t.y homes: 

DATE 
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~ <:--· . . I 

P E· TIT 1·0 N 

e><:d ~~~ 
• WE 1 the und~si.gned, u·: lN FAVOR of the County of ·Los.Angeha chansing the 

zone oJ approximiltelr 40· acres· tying between Main ··street and Avalon Boulevard, 

on the north side of· Lomita BOulevard; :fr001 the exist!QS. ll-2, B.-'2. and B·l· t·o 

'R-1 :::one,: 118'. set forth f.n ZONING CASE NO. ·5134-(4), in order to enhane·e: the 

e.stablished resi!Jential CODlill\lnity r>.f high .qi_u1Lf.ty homes·:, 

DATil 

~'hilt 
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. ~ET1T10N 

d ,:;- x.:2---;r· 
·t•E, l:hfl ~nder~igned 0 a-c.e IN PAVO~ or the .county qJ; Lc:!s Angeles. changing. the 

zo·ne of appr.Qximately ·40 ac.r!!·s lyi~~g b~t;ween Main Stree.t ·and Avalon .Boulevard, 

on tile n~.rth side of Lomita Boulevard, from .the exi.ati'n$ l-1:-2, R-2 and ·B-1 to .. 

R-1 zone., as. $et fo"tt.h !n Z.ONlNi;; CASE NO. ~134-(4), in o1:d.e~ t9 enhance the· 9 
established residential colll!llUnity of high quality. hoJile&! ~} 

.r-~-cfe q, 

S::- 1:_ t:?·(; · 

·Q~ ' / r' 
·tLf:-&f"l-
1(- L\ - V) \.(' . 
&,-, ¥- ,, 

5i-' ~~-~y 
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_.- ' P E T I. T. t 0 ~ 

.;:_ , .~) . _x:;!;.~ r--; . . . . . 
WE, the und.ersigned, are IN l'AVOR of the County of LQs Angeles changing the 

zan~> of appro:dmately 40 acres lying. betwe~ Main ~treet and Avalon Boulevard, 

on the north side of Lomita Boulevard, from t~e e~isi:ing M-2, ·R'-2 and a.:.1 ·to 

R;.l zone, as. set forth in ZOI'I"'NG CASE NO. 5134-.(4·L in order 'to ermanC:a the. 

cstuhlished residential community of high quality horces: 

I ~,3<; I&,.(:, 
Z·- _"ft)· .. t: 6 
7- .3;J- ~,r, l. 

Yj_ "3t- (. t 

7-)l""·t(. 

'l 3 I 11 ~ f 
1/ 3 I I ~ .f= 
/j,· 3J- Gt;;. 

?<at-~6 
J- 3(- (.,c., 

z-s!- ;;,& 
7-3t-0y· 
;z_ st ~ ~& 

7 i?/-f& 
-1·-JJ- 6£ 
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"7 C ,., ~. , , P E 'r 1 T I 0 .N 
,:X_ ,_j x.,r.:<'-jf<l: 

WE, the undfrsigned:, are ~N FAVOR of the County of Los Angeles changing the 

·:lone o:f app_ro)(l.mately ·40. acre.s lying between Main Street and Avalon Bo.ulevard, 

·on the nm:th .side of Lomita J3oulevard, from the existing M-i, R-2 and B-1 to 

R.:.-i zone, as. set forth in ZONiNG: CASE NO. 5134~(4), in order to enhance the 

·e.!i tablished resi"den.tf._al commuiLi. ty of high quality homes: 

DATE 

Z--J4 ~ 0· 6 
7 .;._ __ =[ .P -- ? (.. 

z.,...;_;o .. tc 

/'// 7() '- I / l!""' b. C:• 

z ... .3 0.- ~--~.o 

7~..3o-LL 

'7 ~ J u ·' if. IF 
'' ,,. 
v 

ADDRESS 
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1' E TIT I O.N 
~ < . I 

;:) ;<2.,-[~' 

. WE, tiwfnndersig!led,. are IN FAVOR o£ the Countr of Los. Angeles chan~ing .the 

·:;:one ·of approximately 40 acres lying betWeen Main Street and Avalon Boulevard. 

on tlte north side of Lomita Boulevard, from the .exist:ing M~2·. R-2 and B-1 :to 

R~l zone, .as set forth in ZONING ·CJ\sE NO. 5134~(4h in oi:der to enhanc·e the 

established residential community of high quality homes: 
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)· . ....-~ .. · ''·-- ~1;7 

PE·TITION 
/ .:-· .·~·· 

YE, the undersigned, are IN FAVQR of t~e Co.unty of Los Angeles ehan.g:l.ng .the 

zon(! .o~· app:i:0xima,te);y 40 acres lying between M~in Street and Avalon Boulevard. 

OJf the ·.nOrth side =of. Lomita .Boulevard,, from the existi.ng }l-2,. R~2 and Jl-1 to 

R-1 zone, a·s. set forth ·iii ZONING CASE lj"O • 51~4- (4)., in orde·r .to enhance the 

e'st:ablished reside.ntial community of high quality homes: 
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PETiTION 

arc l:N FAVOR of the County of Los Angeles ehanging_ the 

Z<)ne_- of app_r!)ltimateiy· 40 acr_cs· ly~ between llatn Street· and Avalon Boulevaxd, 

on th!l uot:til · ~j,c1e· a~ Lo<rlt:a Jloulevard, ifom the ex'isi:tng M-2, R-2. and B•l to 
......... _. 

R-1· zo.ne, as_ set forth· in· ZONING CASE -NO. 5134-(4), in order to enhance the 

·~stab-lished ·r~sidE!nHai co(tll!lunity· _of high quality homes: 

_7i -· ~: /j1 
f' -d -··t{; 

'"Y' J- &C 
"('f?,- ").... ...... / c 
~ .... 
s· '1.-Lc 
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(,;zs-_0.-~. l'E TIT I 0 N . 

lilh the un'<lersigned. are IN .. FAiTOR of t~e Count.~ of L.os· Angeles changing the 

zone of approxima:tely ·40 acres lyi.ng between J.iain· Str.eet and Ava.lon ·Boulevard, 

on th.!! Mrth side .9f Lomita Bc;ulevard, ·from the exisU:ng M;,.2> ·a:.2 and :a~l to 

R:..l .;ilcme., as set forth in ZONING: CASE NO~ 5134•(4)., in order to enhance the 

established .residential community of high quality. ·bomes: 

<!{~ .:::,') ~ 6/ 
·x--) ~ f,Jr' 

'15'- a~(,~ 
;;;~ ?. -I.> !c. 

:" •· 

\"7~,'\··'·ob 

)l_ 2.- 4 t 
q_ :J- I;(, 

·ADDRESS 
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, .- ; l'ETlTlON 

<:.~ ,__j .!<CZ;p:.:::V . . 
WE, the -undersigned, are IN FAVOR o£ the County of Los Angeles chan~ing the 

zone oi approximately 40 acres lying between l1ain Street and· Avalon Boulevard, 

m~ tne north side of Lorni·ta Boulevard, from the· existing 'M-2,. R-2 itnd·'B-1 to 

Ii.-1 ·zone, as; set forth in ZONING CASE NO. 5134-(4), in or'der to enhanc·e the 

established residential eoll.Wunity of high quality homes:· 

DATi 

,y:._ -?'"- c ( 
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# ' 
o(;~~ _

7
-;2./ Pl;'l'ITION 

WE, t e under;-signed~ ·are lN FAVOR of the County of Los Angeles changing the-

zone of, approx-imately 40 acres l:Ying betw-een Main Street and Avalon 'Boulevard• 

on the north side. of LOmita Boul;evard, from the existing M-2, R-2 and B•l to 

R-1 zone; as ilet forth· in ZONING CASE NO, 5134-(4). in order to enhnnce t:lie 

established residential cOmmun-ity of high qualitY homes: 

7?- t,_ ~/..?. 
;1- t --t ?­
.%'- c,. -(@4 
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--.c.-- ~Ac) .,91' _ _:; .. J 
,.. 

P 1!. l' I T .:t 0 N 

~. ~he under~igned, are-~N F~VOR of the CountY of Los Angeles ch~ging the 

z 0ne q-f approximately 40 ac-res lying between Milin St.reet and Avalon Boulevard; 

on the.- north side :o·t LomUa Boulevard, from the existing ~r-2., R-2 and 11-1 to 

R•·l. zone, as $et forth in ZONING CASE NO. 51"34-·(4) 1 in· order to enhance ·the 

·estabUshed resid:ent:l.al com:nunity of high quality homes: 

2~ '- t~ 
1- f._ t t: 

- S-· G- &e.? 

S~l:.-vl. 

t L- Jt, 
f~ {.,. _t, 
"&~ ~ - (; ~-

.?- -~~ tc 

. ... 
~ - (p - <c'(o · · ·· 

t> & -(Pk 
t<'~ 4 -tZ 
f -& - ,.~:,. 

~tl;- (, (.. 
er·- & -- t & z·, ~- -- G& 
d r fl 1- k· .,_,6-

DRES 0184 



ozc x::J.r . p 'B 'X I T 1 o N 

WE, 'tile undersigned, are IN FAVOR of· the ·.County of to·s Angeles changill$ the 

:zorie of apjm:iitima:tely 40 acres lyi_ng_ betwe,e11 Main StreElt a:r~d Av11lo_n Boulevard, 

.on the nor·th si<le _o.f Lomita Boule_vard., from .tbe existing M-2, R-2 and ll-1 to 

R-1 zone, as set fo-rth in ZONING CASE No, 5134~{4.), in order to enhance the 

esfablished T:esi,4entiat cor.:m!lnity' o.f higl:l_ quai.ity homes: 

iwre· 

&? - l.r- Lt:le 
>( _:L. - ! r; 
&'- ~-- t- <.? 

r- t -tr. 

v- '- ~ct 

.-g·--/. t ?!e 
15-r -?~r 
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PETITlON 

WE, th·e undersi~ed, are IN. ·FAVOI!, ~£ tbe County o£ Los Angeles changing_ the 

zone nf approximately 40. a~rei> lying bettteen Ma,i_n S_t;reet a_nd Avalpn ·Boulevard, 

on the, north side of Lomita Boulevard,- from the exist-:tng J'l.-2, .lt-2 and 'Il-l to 

R-1 z.one, a$_ set :forth l..n ZONING CASE:.t<O. 51-34-(4), in, order to e_l)hance the 

esta~lishecj resi_deil:til!l, ~ominun:;ty o_f. high quality homes: 

Vi! v. y_z .:r r- )/ ~p 
4 .:u.. ;J. ..a.JJr 'U d:t 

2 J y:1) C..;,, M-6 0.~ 

_11!!t1G~Y.I;;_-J.;:%· ·~?L~:!:;!::JO:::. __ cJ:;?' /.Jq O..;o/!,b.q {i.,f_ 
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PET-ITION 

WE, the undersignecl, are IN FAVOR of the County of ~s J.nge~el! c:haligiQ& t:!tll 

zone of approx:!,mately 40 acres lying between .Main Street -and .~valo.n ·Baule.v~rd., 

em the north side. of Lomita Boulevard, from ·the -existi~g :M-2, ~-2'"'nd B.•l·t:ci 

R-1 zone, as set .fo.rth in ZONING CASE NO, 513'4-(4), in order to enhance the 

established residentia1 community of high quality homes: 

DATE 

.P-<;f.,.,....(£ 

8 ~ :5- ;lr ~ 
g.,,;,""- t;k 

ADD)U:SS 

; 

l 
' ! _., .... ~ ··-·~···~ 
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PE'l'ITtON 

WE, the undersigned, a.re IN FAVOR of the County of Loa Ange~es cb.anging the 

zone of approx.imat.ely 40 .acres ~ying between -~lain Street and Avalon Boulevard. 

Ol\ the nort:n ~;f.de of Lomit:a Boulevard, from the exist·i.ng H-2, a-2 -anci.. B-1 to 

.R-1 zone, as set forth in ·ZONING CASE NO. 5134-(4), in order to enhance the 

.established residential con:muai.ty o£ high quality homes: 

") ~ €e£AI"!JL.;,-f.::__ ji..o.:.Jz;'-:. LC2t... . 

.J"- L;- ('£ -

f-, :./ -lA 

...____ ....._ ... ~ 
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~ 
r.n 
0 ,_.... 
00 
'-0 

A" :a. 
c. 
D. 
E. 
F. 
G~· 
H. 

Zoning O.aee 5134-(4) 
Ssnta Fe Railroa(.'l 
Chicken Sls.ughte:.rtng Faciltty 
Oil Tra.nspo:v~ company. 
Pacifi_c IP:termountain EJtP:r-~ss 
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:r'let.cher Oil & Refining CQ. 
A~rican O~:m Company 

r-· 

~;­·<f.:~ 
', IU~~ 

'.... ft. .. 
~;,., '':"Q -· 

........ ;r.'~~v 
• ~; O.A . "'::'-.-6;;,.'·,, ,9 

... '""" 
.,_j 

""'J. 1---fjo, ... /'.. .; }~/" '-, ~ 
·~·· •. r:--,:.£(• . ·~.. ~<> ' .,, -··--.;~.-J-:1 ot:;;; ~ .... , '' .... ' _,-.. ···-" · 0,-. v· ' ,, ~·· 1 

_,. . .(.·- ' '- .,l.-" 

~. iS';-_;_ 0'6J ', - .. , y· 
~ ... ~ "~ 

:· {'-...,, ·r7-,. 
•.. "&· 

•.: 01)?,:, ..... ~-,_ 
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S-tL 
Associated Carson- Dominguez Chambers of Commerce 

Supervisor Burton ·w. Cb.aceJ Chairman, 
Board o£ Supervisors, 
County of Los Angele.s, 
Hall of Admini,~tt.~iote.,; 
Los Arigeles, C:allfforn£a, 

P. 0, BOX 374 
TORRANCE, CALIFORNIA 
PHONE 325-1165 

October 20, 1966 . 

~-,:.·><=!~,~~::: .. '"" """' ·==' .. ··'·if''"' ;1 :;"~{.:- tk"'='"'"'"""~-
. Dear Superv:..J.,s.of ,~ha~,~; ... '}\ · F .1 _ \, .. , .. 

The re9-uest £~'[-"'~ol}i;~~:. -ey Carousel l,nco:rpor_ate~ from R-2, '~~2- .· .4oo B..;.J. ~o R-1 

··-" , . r....~ 

afi'ectmg s~'Psj5~t.:Lajfry~: , , ·'icc':-~, .. ±.951~~~c:J:.,;L;2~R .. ,f~~~ .,~?-~-~ Q~_.,Sputh-.. Main· Str~et Wl.th a 
frontage of '82~--,f.eet-- ana·:;~ d·epth of ~2~QJ.feet has co:rqe before us again.: 

!r.+~!E!~t' t1.~;1:g;:f~fJ~~.~:M: g~,--.~-':··-~_:_;~:~~-~, 
.... ~. . .. -~-~- s;g~_t-: c~!{~-~;;· l; . 

This lag,cti :.:t,{s:er :_:,~: .. ;t ~sting .. ·r-ail- faej;;l.ities. It:: is irmn~diately '[d.j~-eent t~·! ,. 
oth~li;;.:¥9-u~-~rf;~~,. . ... , ... :/: 1H~1WJ;r~~s~t?-~t .. h?,Y.~ "'located in . this f~~~~:~b~caus~ qf. 
proJ[>ei''~~'b' i:!jg,li.rail fac!Wi ut(~ ·' -?ccess to the harb.dr and fre~ays. 

I , ~ to.. , '~ •• •• ·, / . l • ~.., . . ; ,. 

I h~ve .: . '~f :~cted by ;f1~ . ··;t -~:. Carson Chambe1f ol: C~Ti~~c£ to 
:espect~@,'(f~'e.!i~,ft that··,,,. •~·-· ···ard of Sul;i' '~:~:·ii~ide by its e~iier \i·eci.oslQns 
ll1 not g~r~rg ac_)~~~~'ge ~-''zoning~ !· ·.::~~~}~;::. . ::·;·· . ~>,:·- ;ch 

·;;f,;~;Y,f~~l:l li%f,~· · th:at this ''·asi:v.:er~~l;r. affects the prior -est'i(b'i'istieu :pro~~Hies "of' s.~~ of 
{~~:~·:Aw:ht " "'rshiJl,it These')$~i.i{ltries are most coneernecV'over not ~';t,rrl:.aining a-:oltf£er 
:;,~'ii~~;~,#trn; !ween '~~ustry and,)?~flidents. The Carson Ch#nber of__£_ ., ce stpongly_'[believe 

~::":~M)il . ·fers.J9t';.at least ao.o.':.feet shoUld always be itl_ainta~qF .. w~en the tw~. We 

, ,~i~iW1-~tn:i.l1 J.; . _e·az;~·~ ... ill be no more ;iri9'Jls·brial zo,Ped property avaU~ble in 
{;,,_. ;it~~ ~9s~~ -~~~Jj~~~hj.,l ~1~mst plan ahead .f6r ;the many p_eople moving here and who. 

~~~~(~~ 1c::r~~'~g 13 ax'.r~ely difttcult,t~ c~ehend slnce within 
!1 ,:t~r:~ <i(':i.:v~}~i#~: --~iiJ!~t.¢,f:~~lli.~.i:~!;:~e at least .five housing ,_~tra<:ts which have been bank-

····· _;·:.-.. --~~".:'. ,,, __ ').::-.~ ~- -~· --. 
~~....... .. . 

:;~ .. 
:~ ----~·--·-~-~·~~- .. --~ ............. . 

. ,;. -...... _·~----·-
1··; -- .. D 
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I am also representing Ur .. William Salyers, President .of the Dominguez Chamber ot 
Gommerce 0 He too was dtrected by his Board of Directors to request di:mial. of this 

. zone change. 

Both Chambers believe that thi~ zoninK ~1ill have a, decided affect on o\,ir COJriJ:nunitie.s· 
not only noW;~ but p$.rticiila.r1y iti ·th.e :future • We as Chamber Officers are obligated 
to pr~tec.J) pla.priing that will be for the overall bet:f:,erment of the· C~ity. 

At times, it s~~'lls as though som~ pe;;>pie ~vish to take everthing from our Area and 
g:i.ve nothing ih return. This is not fair for the people already located here or foi· 
the future residents and businesses that will move here • 

. We sincerely ho:pe that you Will agree with US· :and maint.airi the present zmiing. 

SY/es 

Resp~ctfuJ.iy, 

~~tfo~ 
~_............ II 

Hr. Siik Yam;amoto, Pres:l.d~:m-t, 
Carson Chamber ot Commerce. 
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OFFICE OF THE . BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

383 Hail Qf Administ('.ation 
i 
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., ··-':"l ..;: 
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• 0 ~ •• ... 
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~~ 

;.\t 1t:s mee:tJn.g lH'rld De'tob.a.? :?.Ov i9:t.6, t.h.~ l~f.l~;rd ~:3f 8-u:y~I"'V:l.i!i•}r$ 
adopt·$~\ s;;w o1•der e,pp:t1Dvinr the tl1ap o!ittli!Z' JN;~oommtil~l.datJon$ of tht.1t 
.Reg:icr.nsd .t-l~nning Contm.1J;.s~.on frJ:r chang~ qt zone .'ff;-1.' Ci:ert~in 
Jrroperty 111 Av~lcin-a~pulveda D:~iiJtrict ~o. 71) ;..wfi inst:ruct:l.ng 
County C:::nlnrtel to ;p:!i"sp~o: the &~ee&tJ.&ry e.me.rl\'l.u'l¢nt t{' 1.i~etio:n 
38.2 t11f: Zoning Ord~m . .,nf;\\~ ;~·o. 1494 • 

• ;r.~~ES s .. MlzE 
.&c'ti."l.g Cl.erlt o.r the E1.0ard 
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LOT. w;s. 
S!le -:-e1)C.!'t C.a'!:f,!f.. :-~r cOi.i:;>a:ticr:. :;;as!:>. di\t~: ,:o;o~:.cc~=..-en.-1":::. 
allo).."abl.~ s¢:.2 b-oe~·i!1:i; · .. ~~·i.u-!~ a":"" .. t o.t:-.. ¢1." s.~~c~al !"e-c:c-....... en.r..a~~·!.cn~. 

~?-~rks. __________________________________________________________________________________ __ 

-------- Ds.<:~ ----------

.Q{i ::NPL GtgD.l !..!G CI::R'~ 7-'IC;TION­

(C) 

~"t>::::ls ~:;?-::v~d: 

0 ~-·--tot. !:c.::f'...e.·:-~ ---------------------------------------------------------------------------
LJ · ?.---r..,~t ~!.:..-:-.be-t·s 

~ ;;--- r.ct il\z.Cc-:'·s =2~. ~·~~=~-:.~::~~=~:;:~~=~~=~=:~=~~~~:;~~{~<.:~< ===== 
~~~:~ R!:-P~!"t Df.i.taC.. -------------------

c;.,-::c.e.:<-lr.o; --------------------------------

·iW\' 
;fo'V~u. 
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J,--:'r;. ;;~c::-~~~:,;: 

,-,:- ~'1':'1.::: ~. i~o .. Locr..:.: ty -------------'----'-----"---

C:·::=:.{;= ----------------------- ?er..:r.~"= !~o .. 

(3) 

rot co·~~~;ctivr. ·Z-e's t =~ ~.:i·~ . :·~·b:.~.::iin-:e:: 
t~~ci~l recc~6r~ati0nz~ 

Ec~z~k5 ---------------------------------------------------------

Da:~.a-· ---------------

t..C'r ~;os. --------------------------------------------------------

r..:i~} ;~gs. ··---------------''-------------...,--...,-------------------------
• ,.1"" ~~ - -:;,...:~ 
!\<>'='a::;l<z, --------------------------------------------·=-.:....---::."....:-::.... __ _ 

x /hJ! 
.~ ... > 

______ .)at~ --------

Title-------------------- ~at~·------------

n 
'-~ ;.--.; • .,;. !'1.:::c.;,;;::-s ------------------

LJ. 3---·r..~t. ;::..:.!\ber~ ----
l! ----------------------~~----------------------
L.J c---r.o;, :1\Zo::~:-s ----------------------------------------

7.-::i:.s .R~;:c~t: ~&~u:i ------------ :~pp:'OVe:5. by------------ ~ate -----------

"·"""·"'·"'"'" -------------------------·--------.. ----
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S~!?~!H:I3:~:n C~AL~~FC ·u~S?2~;7!UH C~~TI:IC:..-r:;: 
~:o bii :.:""::.:..f.;'cl 1n d.upli-c«tt! ai: the l~cc:.l Eu.i..ldi:r.g and. S4f~ty Ot-!ice} 

J~i~ ~;:-:icl.r~~s 
o-~ ~;~~~ ~ ~r~. Lcca:!:.y ld/Of/x)! lA0'-Ta -tV/ 

J}.:.~~~:- . . I- eM i Lf~' _iz ?,}< t:Cl<',P<t» 4:· el'c- ,!~ 

U s.t)t~"1·~1- t;;.;~~rc ~~~"?~ s--: ~ ~illll 

l'er:.H .::o. 0-0 q ? 

{E) 

(C) 

U :&1: sc:~ts r-;.~;i.!! ;;E-:r~it 

~~~ii~E:~fi:~~·f~i~~l~:·i:g~~i~2~~;~:i~~i~~~;!:;~~t.~~:?:~eg~~~:~i~i~:~~~g:~~;fi~i~~~i;f~~~ 
.3:-.a:-!.l!.~~·~;:i.v:.'!. .::.ee.;;;·.;.r~.s. st:~h ca~~:":.;t<:>t'i) const:"\\C~ion has been CO"'..npleted i!l.accordi.!!.C.e:· ~,o.·.:...t!l ·the 
~;~~vvo~ deaifi~. 

:er wos. ------------------------------------------------------------------~--

EU!!aES5 i!I,~S -CtZS}- ·(·;.:r:) :o; ~::::::) .. ----------------------------

n~~&~~s --------------------------------------------~----

::a-::e ---------

----·----------------------------
--------- Date -------------

?.~~7;::-·/..~ -----------------------------------------------

.- '=77=~ . 

A·--JA;~ :~:.:.~~_!:-!'S -------------------------------------------
0 s---I.-c.f:. i1u:.~~~s 

--------------------------------------------------~ 
;;-.::.:;.,.s -.::~:""r,,""':3""·~c..,-.~-'3~~,-::::s-"-t--t·,--=s:..9!....;... • ..!.4-=c~_./.:....1-f:.,,:....· ..:..1..::2::,.,. .a...!.·-=-:f;...· 4:....·_,1:,._;-rs;:z:;;!,._4~:,....------------

;,pl'::-o•;-::;:; t;; -------'------ Dat.c ----------~ 
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.§.:EERV!S2D C~ifAD:.t-!G I~SPiCTIC* CE::lT!F!Ch.'rE 
be t'U~C. i~·t6E'p::!.ca~e ::at ~he J:~-:1al s-~"5.1-d:ing 1md S~:"c.ty orr~c~} 

;-.. ~~ ~~~..:!rtl'-s 
:-or :·;·~{-.:-~. ~::::. 

-~ ... -··-----·------------
J 

~;cali~y ---~--~------------------
c-•. ~t•-:· ___________ ..;__~------ P~l~:n:i·t. l\¢ • ...,.--------------------

" W ::::~~tf:.!~ fH.~!:Y>:::·:~:- ;~-~~trr:-:cl~ :-rJ:-r 

{3} 

·o 3Y so: LS E::iH l~i::l~R 

LGZN%. ------------------------------------------------------~--
tes: 

.?::c:'ld':S!i/E SO~·L;?; (;"ZS} (:-;:,)} r..vz *OS.---..,....--------------.,..-----------

:s;.:rr'iEESS ;. .. !l.:.S ,._tt:s) nr~} ;.:so :ms. --'----------------------------

~~~~~k~-----------------------------------------------------

Date ---------

R~~~a~~s -------------------------------------------

-----,..,..,.---....------- Reg~ !{o. 
(Sigt.la>:;.:.:r~ j uate ----------------

0 :Lr.!L -~?'""~D<:\G· C~,:~!'t: ::-'ICh~~ 

(·:} :r ccr-r.i!'"y to· :.hr, .se.t..is.!'r..cW:fy Car.:r.-let.i-On_ o.f &::"ii.d~n~ ln accc:-dance with 'tlH~ apr;rm:ed p:arl.S. 

mi;~rg~~~;:!~~~:~~~~~~~{~i~I::~i;~::!~~:~;fi~~i~~g!;~~:~~~~~~:i~~!;:~~:i~:~~:i~;~~;io~ 
Lc,· :;os. ~S: ?<::. --n ~ Pi 3¥ .. .fa 'il- 4':Z: 1/5 44 .. 4.S: 4~ k 
lt";!::";IJ.~/.~ -·------,...----------------------------"'""-------

T:·ac:: Nc. -------- ?~rto.it ~;::;. -------· ~ai::C:· ----------

!!.t:10: -------------- ::a:e ----------

U ~--·-Lo: ;:-..;:::\,.;:·s 
ro ------------------------------------------------------
n.: ~. ~.·.--------~.: :~_t.. ;:·.~;;-.:.a::-~ -----------------------------------------

•. v ;;:;:,te.::-~ --------------------------------------------------------------

A~proved ~Y ---------------
~ce _____________ _ 

"";('.') 
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CO~iN'Z'Y '0F !:OS A~-i'GE~.::S. 
~t;p.:,:·rr.:·;2r.!" ~? CUU1~'!'7 EHG.J:1I:-::EH 
Ei.I!:~11:a ~i.fi;) S.t .. fE'i'Y l)! V'J"O!GI~ 

~m:_:~ItVI.S"Zt: Giti.t:o±7ltr l'i{S?~:O: G!4' r.~;R~r.IF.'!CA'i"! 
t:;;. ,_ ~.I?C ln Jii!!Jlica'i:e ut t~~. !.<xal Euildir;.g c;.nd. Sa~aty V!'!~.ce} 

J~t .-"-..ci.:-."'·~.:: 
.')~ ·;,~1:::-·.· =~o-. 

(ll) 

t!•' , ... ,, 

l'er:oH; l>o. -----------------------

~ry~ xes. --------------------------------------------------------~---

;le~ar~·s -----------------------------------------------------------..;_-------

'!.OT z~:::·s. -----------------------------------------------------

n~~a ~~·o·. ·~---------- Da:i;C -------------

"":'"."''" ---------------'--~-------

! .. pi)TOY-:'d by ------------------- Da ~o ---------------
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C ~<1?1~:'':: ~1? LO! Al~C-a!~~ 
i.i£'1> !\i\?:u;;tr r';F CmiGT7 I~!itl iiEER 
HUILDT:;Q ;.~~D SA~~TY pt;.1~1Qf: 

c·;.~:«!' _____ ...;L::.::~it:a "Development Co. 

0 ~-!~~mE :1~-u:r:m; c!-;R~:~!_~-::c,\·!r.Jl~ 
0 ~1:: So::;s Ei:i~n n~·E~ 

(..;) 

( "<>'• 
~J. 

: ;;:~!"t'lSy ~1~.?1.!; ·~he ~:-a:?th f:,"j,ls pl~c~~ ..... ~~a l9i.:!cwi.ng 1,.Q:;s );"e:-:.e 1~s~e.~.led t1¢n c:;~~=t~n~ ."::;~ 
c:-~~~:o!:,· D=-~~·a:-eci ta$e ::-=l"!..!lr-l:c\1 s:-lC. e::;~~;:JcteC i!l ¢OJ~pl.!an~e "t-!i~h r.-equ:l."':'·e~ents ot _Du:..ldl!'lg" (.;eql\ 

U!~gri:I~;t~~a~~s~~~ ~~~~ ;~g~~;~~~~:~~: J~~ii~!~H~:if:~~~~~:i~F~!~:~~:~i~~e ~m*~r.:.· 
!.Q~ l;{l;s .• ··-------------------------,------------------

gt::AXSJ.V~ s~1ILS. {~S) (?:c) :CGT. !-~CiS .. -----------------------------'--

3:-.?!~F-$.s :;-:n.;r.:S c::::;s} {;;:;~ :.·J'i' n~s. -------------------------,-------

~~~a~~s ~--~-----------------------------------------------

v.;e --------------

107 )!0:::. __ _;;l;__-_..;.2;__-_,3:... ----'4'-----------.,..---------------------
'iieo:o'!::··r.~ -------------------------------------------

August i4, 1968 

:Z? :..~~·:EU! ~!53. m:z:£·: ·:-ra~::. i{~-.. .:z,p.:;-&¥ ?e_.,.p; ::~. oncy3 l>r.·te -~~-~2~1f-¥.;::.~~<?~· I,LJ"_ 
::at" _ _::.r_ ·-.....l-c.=.:.i!...-..:;-..;¢~r:.__ . . ..)';, ·-'.;;~,.· ""·'/-. ?.e~a!"t ~·;>p::-~,··e~".i ;:y --'''-"---'-"'_"".-'" __ ~r;:;•-'::·~.;.'------ :ritle ~,:A~ lJ. ;: , T 

I ::e~;~:s ·.ap;ro~;w~::~<::: 

0 .!.·--:O:~r: ?:;~:;;be!·s ------------------------------------------

0. 3---Lct -~:-.;.;::C-!!!".S. ------"'~------------~--------------------
fXJ c---:.cc ;:.,~:;hsn: ---'''-1_-_4.!.,~-L.'.:l·G-"-':.~'.::'.="-=.,· .:_· -------------------------

;)a<:<> ---------
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~~!;;,·~r ~~ :o.~ Al:tu"Es 
t;t.~\t-.:i·~~~~·.:· or cbUI·i.·rt :~::~-G; i~L~R 
::urr.n:::t~~ :.WiJ ZliF=::t'Y n.:nrrs!ON 

F,;tr;t:-P.VJS:~D GRA.).':j·!G !T·iSP!!X:'f'IQH CERT!:'''C~Z 
('l'o l:~ 4'";.l.c;-d 1~ dHplica..:.~ a!~ ~h~ .l.'!>~-::11 G<.O:il~i!lZ: end Sr.fety {~!"!"ic"e) 

i~~ii~~::~~~::'!~~~~~~:t~~~!ir2.~~;i:~r:~~=t;!:~i~~~i:t~:~~ig~:.!~i~~~g~g:!~~§1f~gi~~~~~ 
s-t~O~l!ia~:i~"'! z~as~!·~s. s~th ea!:-"t~t.:'.:)!'~ ct.-ils~::-~c!;i\J:l t.es ·~~e:-'" co::tpl:-ete:! in a.'~Co~d.aJ' .. Cil·. v.rith .th-e 
app:OC!':.'\=!.1 Z:e;;~·l~· .. 

!.cPZ !{OS. -------------------------------------~-

.:::av.::>:·:~ --------------------.:....--------·----------------, 

------- .!:at.e ---------:-

!.or :~cs. 

Ec.g. No ... ------- Da'te --------

iRJ ~ ~l;..~. (·?J.~ ';)"! ·.:~~ c:-:;~'?i :.1.¢ tt.:IT~9.~1 

{.~) :: -c~':"·r:.:f'~· 1::. :.:,z.. Sa :.is~:::'..:t.:}~!; c-:Jo::;.~.:::t~t1or ... e<.~ gradin& in sct:o!"da..'1c.s-. ~,.,.j ~h t~e- a:>pro':~.d pla.:ts~ 

i~fg~J~~;t~:~~~~:1~~;~~~~~~f~i~~~?::H::!~~g~!~i~~~;~5~~~~~:~gl;:g:i~~~:~~;g;~~~ 
;il?"!.~F..·:-}:3 -----·-------~------------------------------

;)~?":~R'i·~E;.}i: ttS.i ;.JT~I..Y: Tr:-!oct ~c~ 

""?"~~ "i'l'"~·ced b;,· {t!J Ji£i'tf-

0 
0 =tJ- 2tJ /IVt.L. 

_/;_~"_"'-"-7_·z ____ Du t~ 

.:!;-:.:s R~t:cr-: ~-;:"&~ ----------- .;~;;~~ved ~~Y ------------ DHte -----------

~c~~k~ ---------------------------------------------------------
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i:;~··!~:~:? C:F L.CS ~!~~£!s!::~ 
:;~:? !. ~L·u Z;J~.· C:f c c::.~·-!'!"1 l~F.CH !.;f.&1 
ar.r.rr.n.:::G A::rJ s;.~·~-:r D!VlS'lON 

3rtli~:i) &~A.:!r1G !K.S?EC=:FJON {$!l~!"'f~"'!CAtE: 
:'i1.~d in ti~;:..lica'ta at 1:1~e J..ccal BuilcH:ng Bnd Sal"st-y O!"~iceJ 

E.Xi~:0:s:; "::£ SC:it3 (YE:S) {;:~; ·1~7 ~t"CS. -----------------------------

:t~r::·ai'i:s. -------·---------------·--------------------

------- Date ---------

E:!~r;inaa:· _______ , -=:;-----
~3l£.:.e ~V-:."9 J -------- Da·~o ---------

~ :.·~L~: G?_:...:1~J~ ·c:~~'U'~L7:7.t"J?-; 

{C) 

;;-,,,,,rt::' --------------------------'-----------------

1~ 
'__j· :~- .... - L:)'t ~:1..:"'.":.~:-:d 

J3.o~ ----------

·~~:::.;..r/.: -------
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C~UnfY-OF LOS ANGELF~ 
Dr.?iUl.nl!lNT OF COUliTi' E!IGIJJ£ER 
B!Ji:LilU<G Ai'ID SAFF.:r:t Pl VISION 

SU?ERYJ.SED Gi!AbrNG INS?ECTIOII C8RTTF'I"CA'I'F. 
(To b9 f:i~od in ~uplieata .a·t the lo.cal 3uiltli.."lg .and Sa!ety Cf.r"ice·} 

J o C .td.<!·re s S 
~r T.i-.~~t. !io. __ 2_8_5_64_.;._ ___________ tocalHy _·_L_omi_t_a_Bo_u_l_ev_ar_d_and __ N_e;:_p_tun_e ___ _ 

;:r,;;te;:- _ ___.::.L:::omi=,.t=a=-D=e:.::V..:e:.::l::op=me=n,_,_t=-=C.:O..:~--------- !~e!•roi t No. _OOf.B 

[§] 

(A)_ 

0 
(C) 

:flOTJG.!l GTlA!'lNn- CEHTIFICA.TlOH 

D EX SOILS ENGl{lEE)l 

1. c:ertl:C)r tDat: thfC!; ·eartb f1.lls· placeC !):-: t~.a. :roiloving lct.s wer~ jnstalled up_on co:n~tent. and 
pr~pei1y preJ'fi=i~~1d · brts~ tiraterial ~lnrl ~c~r~"Gct.ad in Cc:c!pllance ·w:! th re,luir-ements_ of Bujld:lng C-ode 
Section· 7010. ! fm'tner c:ct-tify that vl1cre the .report <>r repo;:-t:; or an engineering geologiSt, 
ra.la·tiv~. t;c ~;.h!s s!t.e~ 'hav.oe l"'3·ocmmendad t:he installation ·o.r buttr·es::; fills ~l" otber S:ir:!il'-ar 
stab1li~at1on me.as~re.s~· such .earthwark construCtion has been caapleted in accordoi.neo with th~ 
~_pprove"d de>;igr:. · · 

LOT !lOS. 

Sea rep~t 1.iat~d tor Ccr.ttpaction t.e:;;t data-: reco.2:;~etide!i_ 
allo~ablg -soil b~arin0 val~cs and otner special reoo~andations. 

E:>;?t.j;SIV& ·sOI-LS ·(Yf.i\) {fiO) i..OT NOS. ---------------------------­

l3UT7Hr-ss ?l1LS (1w) (l;O) r,o;: 1iOS. ----------------------------

Reriiu·~~---~-------------------------------------------------

Engillet>r -------,"""'===,..------­(.51\;Ha~l.:!'e) 
Eieg. No. ------- Date---------

'EJBY · SUP Bll"l.l5I Nil GRlLD:l liG E!'i-:;o!llEi>it 

I col."ttflo ... to tha satis.factory ec~pl.et.:ion of r.cu&b cradin~ .ineltiding: gradins t~ a~iv;-oxio::~t«­
final ele,"Ja.tions; j~roperty l:inas located and st.a'k~d! eut· J.llld fiJ.l sl<;J,I:"es co:-re.ct.ly -tiradeti. and 
lbc_at~d· 1n accordanca .,.:.'i.th ~he ap-pl"~".ted ·liesig-n; .~W';&~12S and terra<!P.5 g::r&dO.ci ready !"c;-- paving; 
bermS iz;ls~all"ed; and -re-quiZ'ed drainatti slupes proVided on t.he build'ing paC!s. 1 -f'~ther ceJ"t..i-
1"y that Wbe!"G rapot-t. t>l"' l'~jjortS cf an cnginee:ri.ng g·13_nlor;1St a.7].d.for sOils engineP.T have 'been 
prepa·z·ed relativ-t- to thj.s !di:g, the re~omme"da~ions· conta:l.ned i.n such reports havt:1 }':~ell 
follO.W'_eci ,in the jll'CseCUtlon n£ the \i'O't"k. 

LOT. llOS, --~1=-t~l~lru~~7~3--------------------------------------------------------------
fie.,,._·rks -------------------------------------------

En.~irieer ~ tff::&~ 
. (SigrHi t.ur~ 1 

Rag. No • ...:1:::1:.:0~92::._ ___ .Date .January 29, 1968 
George Bai:h 

r'INJ\L GllA-D1liG CE!l'j'T FH:t.n Oll 

! ~"'rUty t., th~ ;.aL1.s~;~c-tor.l' cor,pletion· o1' Brading ~-n accordan<:e with the approv:ed plans. 
All required· ;!ra:lnilgti clevice·s !lave been inst.alled; sl"O}le planting established and. ;l.rrigation 
systeJT.s .prc;·.rided (whlilre req:ulr<Od); anll. ~<lequat" pro\~islons ):;ave bear •. :rtade :tor .drainag,. r;r 
surface \la:.t.er~ !::-om nnch. building s:! te. The -recotilmendat:l.oas o£ th~ soils c_ngi_rtee:r ... an.dt or 
cor.ineer:ing geologh t (H' S'lcb ?P.r.sons were employed} hav~ .'been -inccrporat_cd i:i the ):IOl'k, 

LO! NOS. ------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Remarks ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

_Engineer ------,====::-r------ ·a-.g. Nc., 
(Si~IIB ~l.ll'_e) ------ Date---------

Tractlic. ;?.f3S4:><J- Perltitlia. O;t 
Report approv:ed by _ _...f,v-"-'-'-·._,_B...,~=£"''6"--:-___ Titla~ d.t(}k p/Jik //VJ_r9 

I tm:ts ap_pr_ovcd": 

D f\---· Lot !tur:!te.rs -----....,.---------,-------------------·-------------
~ i}·-·!.o·t llUioi:e,;s __ .._1_..;,Tt..:..1.f._A?__;;_Q:....-__.7:_J::......;•:...._ __________________ _ 

r=J. c---Lot Nm1Der~ -------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Soils Report Da.t~~ ------------Approved b;; -------------""- Date -----------

Rem4r~s ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

716'5 
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n 

DE?!~~~~~~ g~. ~~~~~C~~~~NEE:R 
UU!:O!J.iN'G .MiD SA.:"'~~ D!Y!_S!ON 

( ~o C!3 .. f~~-~ .§.~~ ~i:.g_~I~a¥~·~~I~;~?\!Nf~;~t-~~~i~~{~! :~;d~~a!c ~:r O!~fice_) 

~ C't!"Q}~ ~ 'tJ-L'7_ ~~1.1 ··t"tE!n?!=:'! C!L TT CN 

VQ 3C: BO!i:.:; 'i&<l:t:~ri:R 

¥Jt~1gtilifj;f~~~~fir~~~J.:~;~~~~]~1i~~~ 
~p~~ova~ dasi~n. 

!.OZ "e.s, . i -'- 7 _:3 
SC.e· :-u-oo:-·t. d~tac.! -· /.-. ,;2 s- -·_[,.' .Y' . ~~:: co~~~c"tion test Cata, ::--e::w..za;-,ded 
~~C!i·;t=.?!ll_ soi~ C~az-i!'g \~~l:ues ;nd ~t.h:ez S:P~cial ~aco=e:z--~e::tio..."":s .. 

z':<>;..:;szv::. sorts (~). . c~q) !.O',r !iCS, 

~lt~SSS. :FILlS {¥<>•·': ' _........, (NO) ·!.o:t: NOS .. 

~~~~kB -~------------~---------------------------------------------------------------------

0 S~ St::?~·r"!·S!!-!'~ G?.AD.!NC E!1_i:!~~£S.?. 
: c~~~t;ii'j ·te: the s-!.tis:f'acto!"y co~plction of ro~gh g~~ding r..cl~c.:L~s: g:-e.-di!lt; to e.pp:-o-xi:-.e;ti!: 
:."'i:r .. -!!;1. !!lc"Ye~~-o~s; .~:-opet-~t.y !.:!.n~~ locet=C. a;.:.c!_.:sta~.r::~d; cut IDld ~il: s~o:;:es cozo~a;::tl:r gl"..ad.eC_ rJ::! 
~a.::f.a-;;~ct .i!l :;t:ccQr~a.ci..:ti:Wit..~ th_o ap:pl"'oV.e:d d~;sign~ SW?_2es a.'1C. ·t.er::oaeoils gb?.de¢5. .r:oi!Cy to-:- pa·f!.."lg; 
b:i::::.s :L""i.St.al1:il'3; a~d. ·t"0~~1rec dr.e.inaae ~lo~t3·s -orovided ~n ~he ·bUil<lin.g tJe.Cs. ! :rt.:.r.tho::' ·ce:-::1-

. ~~ii~~~£<[~It~!;;:He~~i~:!f~~~ ~~f~:~;i~~i~~~~~ .. ~~~~~~~~cf't~o;.,~;;i;~!l~~~!"'lf:;., h~~6:. b~en 
LC~ NOS. ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

r~za=ks -------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

-------------- Data ------------------

icT ~js. --------------------~--~------------------------~--~----------------------------
Re=a~xs·~--------------------------------------------~----~----------------~-------------

______________ Date-------------------

~~A?.?..~=.·~:~ us=:.- v.-::tY: ·'"lr.ac·t· I~c .. 02 P .:!>"":?,¥ ?e~·:nit No. 00 2!5 
r~'O;:~:-; ep~i:-cv.c.<l i.>;r _(f: 1iJ.r=,elf- Title ..5/z ~~)6 i'N/r //J.IP 

[2$. ;.---:.c.• "·.::-:;;.,:::-z _ ____!./ __ · ..;,;7.-.;..W.;_12_.U:.=.._---!-7_3_· "'---------------­
L_j ::.--!.-:.·; ~;·~be~::.: -------------------------------------------------------0 

7/£5 

DRES 0202 



Exhibit 59 



(3) 

'·· C.OUiiTY OF .LOS ANGZLSS· 
PEP f..ATI-!J.:tll' OF COIDITY. E;iGHIF..ER 
.BlJILlli$G ·ANU SAFETY ~IV)Sl ON 

SUPERV!SED GRAOI!IO INSPECT! ON· CBR'l':iFICA'l',~ 
{To be .rUed in d\Jplicato;; at th~ local Building and...Sat•t~Y Oi'!"!ce) 

• y • - ............ .,. 

!.ocalit,y 

,; 

?e1~it Nc. --------------~---------------------
:ROUGH GAltlJING CERTl}'JC.At!ON 

CdTBY SO~LS . .ENGJ:liW..P, . 

I certi-fy tha~ the·· earth ·r12l!S pla~ed o~. tl;&. follo,;,ing lol's . .,are instaUod Ul'or.: compe-tent .. and. .. 
p.t"cpQr:!.z:<-r.repa;:_.,d·.base material and <iocpacte_d in compl1anc.e 11'H.Ii .roiqu~;t:e_n:ents _'of ;Building ·code' 
Section: 7910 •.. I ful"ther certUy that where the toport. or reports of an angineerin& g_eolo.gist,_._, 
l'&lat~ve. ~o_,th"i!.;_ s~te_. 'have recommerldad .the .tnste.llati.on o!" :bU~ir:a;;~ !ill~ or ·other si~iiar: · = ::.' 

stal>ili:oat:!.ou oaas="s• ;such earthwork construction has bean c:illlplcited in accordanca wj:t.h ~the.')· 
apJ>roiieili .d·e~illn.. · · · · · " '-, .. ,._,_ .:• ·::-;:·,_. 

LO? NOS. ------~;1._--__ ·~-~~-~-~~~·----------------------~------------------~--------------~---·--~ 
See ropol't datee. /; --0- 6,. 3' ·.for co:n_pa~t10i'J test dn~a, re.;::o=moil\l~f 
al1owable ·!;Oil -'b~1!r1n& value.s ~.nd ·otber sp~cial re.c~>t~:rendations. , .. , . 

. ·. . ~ 

. ~ :· 
El{P{NSIVS 'SOILS ~- (NC) .r.qr lrOS. ----~--;.....--------------.,,.,..-...,.. 

lllr.l"!:li?.SS FILLS O:iZS!I (NO) !.OT l'IOS, --'-------------..:_---------'""'-:-

Rem~rks Mn er ).'>cO&~ /#! mf'e/e,£ 

lte·(~ . 
<ncinm =::;ai~ Rag. No. _ _./:...."LY ..... 7~-z.?;.,..Y!::.-- -Date --~~=---.:..//~-..!!~!!..l:a_·_.,.._.···,--·- ; ,'' 

~y SO?ZRV!SlNG · G!I,\D~N!i". E:>G1Hgt.:;"~ 
I ?<>.r~Hy to. the sat1srsotory coiJlllle.tiol\ er. l'oug"h grading .in~lud:!ng:. grading to· ~p_p-,.oxiiilate · 
fil)al olevat1·0!l9; pl·operty 1"1nes lo<:cteil and staked; cut and i'ill slopes correctly grndf.d-·.'1,"10 
l:t?e~ted 1.; il.O.cOrdanc~ ·!r.it[? t.:'JO approYtJtl des;ig.u; s.wales -~"ld ter:-a-ces graded l"ea.dy f~u· :ya:vfr.g(.;",,;·. 
bel"ll\S installe"d:; end r_nquir.ed drainage slqpes provided on the building pails. l rurtber cer-~;i-: 
fy that: "''ha-re rep.or.t o~- r-eports oC an enginoeritlg seol9gi~-~ a,n~/or soils t!Dgineer. have -~can.=·.· _,. 
p;-e:pared <elat:!.va to th:l.s· site, the rec=end,.t1·on$ conta1no(! ln suph_ repo::ot;s nave been ·.''·. 
f~llowed in the prosecution of the \o;or·k. · · 

LOT. "NOS. --1-i---""~=-"<:!<!' """----"'&~1----------------..,.---:: __ .... 
P.eourrks. --------------------------'-----------------------------------~~··• ' 

En __ g_in_a __ f'-r-~---::s:~-.:...<6_£ __ ~---::-_ -...<::.,------P.-.e-g-. -~~-o-. -'j-jV-
0
-. 9-Z...---Dil-. t-.• - _-_-....~--,H,-{:1:/:b:i_.-. =====~··.:':. 

· 17 (Signature) r 
0 Frtlh!, 5R!@.IfG C?H'l'IFIC~-TION 

(C)· ! ccrt;i.r~ .. to. the $ati·sra~tor; corn.pl!&ticn of g.rading !n acco:-~a."lce Wit..~ tho approved ·pla..11s. · · 
All req),lirricl ~ainag<> da'l~ces. have ·bee.n instttl"l.ad; slope pla."'tillll' established· and -irrignt.ion_. .. 
$}'StOJ:ls pro·<ided (where requi!:"cd); :.nil adequu te. pro·<'!Sii>!l.s have been made ·.ror· drainage o"f · 
sul'"face watBr..!;i !"rom· eaC-:~ buildinB 3ite. 'l'be re.cowmendat.ions .or tQe soUs· engi.."'leP.l"' ond/cr·:,. 
en~:ineering geolo~;:ist ·(it" such -per·scns ~ere employe~-) have bOon 'inC!:crporated in the- ·york. 

LCTNOO. ----------------------------------------------------------------~ 
~.ark5 --------------------------------------------------------------------------------~~ .. , ________ .;__, ______________ --,... _____ ..,._..,..,.._ '•( 

f;ngineer -----------,=....,.==-...----------- R9g. !lo. -------------- Date--------------'---"-·,..,!'.;\! 
(signature> :~,:! 

·~•,t 

':D::'<f:'·A:=;R:::lHO:::.::'I':Ci':=:,T:=:"US;::E:=.=:O'::N':'L,:':'!::':=· ====::====== ii<5=:ft. =:.r:l'-.JJt_=_=:~~~P=e=l"lll=1=t=:;::N=o.== -S::=;~;::; -":;; ra;;i :.:::;:i..:;; _;:: _= _==_=D;::a::::t::::e::::_~~~~~~~~~:~=:.:;.~: .. }':: 
R-.port approveii· by .,-l<MC.:·:;..L.---==~-"'=::_ __ Ti.tle __ __.B_._,e'-'--·J.r:~--·--------­
.1 te:.s · a;>pro-.;,;d-: 

-~ A---Lat.!h::::lbers _ _,_r~:_:z.. __ ~..,_:.:;.· ;:;._--~6-=·-z-;.:..._~4.#-"""·. -=-<~~==-=---------------~\{: 
Qg ·Jl---L.,_i; ·J-:W>bers _ _.f'---·-ftl.-.1-' .... ;"'<:.t'-"'-· -'~"'-"2..=--.:....· -..-. --,.---------------..:..._....,..,.-- ·.: D. C•--Lot ll"'-'ber• ____ ....:.... ______________________________ __,_-:·,:, .. 

S~i;!.s __ 'Report Dated Appi.'()Ved by Date ________________ ....,..,... 

Re~~rl<s _ #?6;0
1 

FtJJDjn~q#lJ ·~1Yf8er~ £#-p.;f?L:2? ~·v6te­
f1izeM 'l?~i.A.Jr .s~~ f#o-.a~o,J ~ (_ _.1 £1fJ5. 

. I .. . 

··· .. 
. · .. ,·· .. ·:·< 

'?IP'-f ... ·.· . 
. .'.('. 
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(To be 

COutll'Y OF r.vs AllG<':l.es. 
DEPAllnlE!IT OJ" COUll'l'Y E!!Gli!P.ER 
jl!J!LP~ KG A;'\0_ SAF:':TI DIVISION 

-~, 

Office) 

J~b Adch•ess 
94 T.:"'q,t"t· Nc. .?. ~J' .3 k Locality-----------------

0>.;:~:!' _....:L=C.:t;ffl~!.L.'-,k=··,___:!:})='W=-<!!~·LJ/"'P,.. Me.;~;n.~oL.JeJ.Iido:l·o:L.· ----- Permi:t No. 
It! ; 
BJ MtiG!i GRAlllliG CEllT!riGAT!Ol!· 

( " ~' 

fE BY sons E.l<Gilii>Ell 

I .c~rtify _tlia:t the. P-ll.rth f.!:lls -pl.ao;erl ':>!1 the i"ollcw~g lat.;. 1:1""~ i.rur.~al:).~d .up<>n ~::om]le.teut and . 
J)l'qperly prep_~r~d base .lnatarial ano. coopacted in· compliam;o .. \<it::~ r.equtroment.~ of iluilding· t:ode. 
Secti<>ri ?010. I fUrthrt" ccrtj,ry that where the roport or .r·ep_orts a!" e" engiheer.!,ilg ·gel)logist, 
r~lat.ive to this· site. !la•1e racommended tbe ins·tallatioli ar· bu.ttre.ss- tills or Otbei· siti.ili:r · · 
stabilization me.astir"s, ~eh ea.rth.,ot·k cons~uetion hns "been co:oplo.ted- :ln. -a<;eordanee v.ttb 1;he 
approved ded&li· · · 

I; 2. . 
LO! NOS. __ ~--------------------------------------------~------~------------~~ 
See roport date~· /, ~ )I- -~ Y tar compaetion ·te~t ·data, r·eco:iuo.,.n<!o<! 
llllo·.:able soil. bO:ari!lg voJ.u&s and .ctber special recammend~-1;ions·, 

];;l(I'ANSIV.S SQ!LS (~) .(NC) LOT liCS, ·--------------------------------------------

llUTTRESS FILLS 
: ~ . 

(N.O) LOT NOS; ---------------------------------, 

l,e/.$ 

D BY. SUPEHVlS!NG GiiAPII\'G J.J'<GlliSER 

(ll) :r cortHy to the satis:ractory .completicm or l'<J~;(th grading including: grad"ing to a:;)pro-r.im<\te ... 
flna.l clev<~tions; proporty lines locate<i "Jld. s:tak"ed; cli:t and l'1ll ··slojlea correctl:y grad<>d and. •. 
1.oca.ted in e.ccOrda:1C::.e with the c:ppr-o·~ed_ des1cn; swml-es and t:err~ce.s grafled·-:rl3ad.~ ·rot·: pn7:!.u.g;. 
berms ins tall ad; and requ11:"ed drelnog.,: ·sl"P"" -pro.7i<led ·on tl;n build!ng pA.:l~. · :r rurth<>r t:«rbi~. 
f:'y -~hat ,_,.he!"e repo~·t or l"'epOrtS cr.an. engineering geologi6t and/o,r soils ·engi-neer have. been 
prepa!"ed !"elativ!l :o· this s1te; the Teccnl!lencilti.ons containi!cl :l.n '~us::h reports have been 
!ollo\.:e-d .i~ tile; ;'I!"OS_ecl;:it! on of tf;;.Q \oro·rk. 

I.O'l' !lOS. / :;(AN~ . 4 'lc 

Romarks ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------__. 

Engineer 4d;y ~ 
;ii1iliture} 

Reg. Ko. _...;1-_"/_·.s_r_~ ____ Date --------'-

0 ~'"'liAT, GRt.DHlG Clill!"EICA001i 

(C) I ca::•t.-11'y to the satisfactory C.o~plct1.0I\ or:· g-rading in ac~ordance n~h tl:re. approved. p.lan~. 
l1ll required cl:rainage dev::!"ce!l hiavo been ~stalled; slope plantinr; ~JS~abl1snetl and· ·irri~at1on 
syst""'s provi<led· (where r~quirad)i and adequat" pro"'isions bav" been mad~·.f.or .. drainage of · 
surtace J-'Bteu :from eacb building·_.site. 'lhe l'QComm::.ndati·o:is of the soils e.'zg:!.;le.er Rnd/o>• 
engiM,ri:ij:: gel):l.ogis·t .{it such perseus ·were employed.> )lav~ been incorporated in .. th~- work. 

LOT NOS. ------------------------------------------------------------------------

R~n-.ar.k.o ---------------------'--------------------------------------------

::n;;ine<.>r ------;·"". ====,..· _. ------- R-.g •. No·. (Signature) ---------- Da·te·---------------

.. ::: ~ . i_ 

!ract No; ----------------- l'erlii:it IIi>, Da~e -----------------.' t· 
!le:;>ort approved by ----------'---------- '!i"tle ------------------- Date ----------~-

0 
0 
0 

A--- t'ot !hmOer.:o ------------------------------------------------------------._, ,_. 

g ... --l,ot. U~i.o~Oer!l ---------------'-------:--------------------------------~ 

C~--Lot N~be~s -----------------------------------------------------------------.... =.: 

So!l~ ·neport D.atetl ----,---------~-.A~prov-etl by"------------------
Date -------------

R~~arks --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

----------------------------~ ... 
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(1"o· be 

COUNTY OF LOS .M'iCC:f~ES 
DE!'A.fi'J'ME?IT .Cil' i;OUNTY Elltmms;:a 
lll.ll'LDING nllil BA!I'E.'i'Y DI VrriiOll 

Off,l.ce} 

Jat Addr.ess ;2 l./'3 
or 'f:;-~~t: lfo. ---"---'--'~3:::;.._o{..__ ________ !.Oci)l:! ty -----------------. 

fr..:;i.~r --'-'=L=-'"a'-'tn'-"'J.'..t.l..-"·...__..,})""-'<o::..~~lt:.te=clu.;n,.~ei«"'-'"'"·"'e....,J"""....:. =--- l';e}'J:iit No. -----------------:-...., 

Cit ROUGH GRAD":·NG CEaTI.FICAi."!ON' 

ftl.BY SOI.LS £NGll'lER:l 

I <:ertify tha.t tl;e ea·~f.b !ills placet! o~, t.C;e l'ollQwilig lots. ware in.stalle'<i upon cO<!ip,etent ;;..">4 .. 
prcperl;t pr~pa>·gii bas~ :uaterid 11-nd <::ol!lpact!'ld in compliance Y1th recjuirc..en.t& ot Bui,ld.ing' Cqde· 
5ecti:m 70\Q; 1 i'u.rther certify that where the report. or reports ot'.mt E-.ngineeri:o·g ga$1lo;::is·t 1 
rslative-- t~ t:hi!l 3i t;e. h~ve rece:mended ·t11e :i.nstall:ation o.r buttress !iUs or- other similar:·::·-: 
stlibiliz;<ticn. :neas)l.['.~S·, SUCh .C!lr.thwork const;:o-.Jction bas be.en CO!Ilpleted .j.n accordance >d.th'.the:' 
.app~oved desi·gri. · · 

LOT Ms. 1- t-·z 

I;! benld ~ .. teh 71/-':3,1, h/5 

~gineer :teA::""' ~=z lSigna ture J 
Reg. No. L<L.Z.</Y ~te ~-.1/-#f:.. . . 

0 BY S!li'F.llVJS.n:o GnADXNG EN!Ti:.i?:f.a 

(B). I e.a-rtify t;a ·~b& satisfactorY cC"' .. '!!'iet~on oi' rough grading includinc: gr3.dlng to ~p_proxir::ata , 
tinal !>levat!ons; pl'Opa:r'ty :l,~nes 1oe<l.te<i and stRked: cut and iill slopes ~or:rect'ly groded' and 
lc:eated in a.Ceo:tli.onc:e v1t.b the a;t'pro~ed des1gn; sw.n1es ~nd ~erraces graded ready. !'or paving;: 
berms installnrl i nnd rn«uired drain&ge slo?e$ provided en tho .'building ,pads. 1 :·=~her cf>:-t1-
ry that 'Jhere r.eport o~ rep01•t.s of an engineering ·ge.o1()g,1st ·and/or sqils enginoer have .be.<J.n 
p~~epax-ed re:lo.tiv~:' to this si·t.e., ·the recotnme~dation:s eonta;!.ncd .in su~h reports b.~ve. been 
!'~llow~d :!.n t:he prose•-'UYiO!l of the wol'k. · 

:LCll' !!OS. 

,. 

Re~arks ------------------------------------------------------------------------------~ 

D 
(C) 

fll~_.U, GRl\DilZG CEHTIFICA't!ON 

I c.cr-t~i): ~Q the sat!sfilc.tC?:"Y cC~plo·tion o:f grnd.i:ng .iQ aecqrd~ce .id.tb ~be .approved p~ans .. 
i\ll .reqUired .d.rainago de\'iCfi).S hjt'J'G l1~en :L"ls;~ll~d.; s~Qpe. pl~ti.~lg. ·es~a~.:...isb~d and .1.rrig~ticn 
systems pro\'.idad Cwh(;!re r.equir~d); .and ac!equ.ate provisions have been ·ma.Qe £or drainag~ o .... 
sur!'ace. lll!"ters f!·cm each building site. ·Tha r2commendat1o::.s ·of tho soil's engineer sn9/or 
eng.ineel'·ing ue.olo;?is t {if" su.cb p·orsous wn~c. '!:!:m,ployecl)" ha.Ve 'been. inccr.porate.d ·in tho wor~~ 

LOT RCS. ------------------------------------------------------------------------------~--~ 
· Remark~ ----------------------------------------------------------~--------------------~~ 

ll~r; • .No.--------- llate ------:---,..,-.,...-' 
•' 

.. , ' '" .. ,~. 
l'l'sct !lo, ----------- Permit Uo. ----------~te --------~--~~· 

noport ap~rcved by, ____________________ ___ title __________________________ .Date--------------~~ .. 

rt~ms appr-oved: 

0 .A--· Lot tlm;;cers --------------------------------------------------

0 B--Lot HUilfcers --------------------:-------------------------.;_':'" .. ··< 

r=J C·--Lot Nurtbers -------------------------------------------------------------------------~~ 
Soils Report Dated ---------------------- Approv~d by ------------------------

·R~marks·------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~~-
-~--------------------------..._,...,.<·'' :::·.;.·· 
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CCUi'l~'Y O!i' LOfl ~umELE:S 
DY.PAR1l1Eti'J' l)lo' CU!nH.I &'iGIHilr:il 
DUlLDlllG J\nD SAl'l!.'l'Y ])IVJS!ON 

SL'l'ER'IfSED GHADl'lG INSPECTION GERTIF!CAT3 
(Tc be fll.ed in duplicate n the local Building .apd Safety Office) 

. ~ ': 

Job Address 
o:: 'Ir.ac\i Nc. _:=2_48.:..3;....6 _____________ _ Locality ___ .:::L::o::mi=·~t::::a:__ ____ ...,... _____ ...,.. 

~er Lomita Development Company 

0 liOllliil GRADING CERTIFICATION 

0 llY .SOILS ENG-INEEP 

Pel\~i.t iJo. . 6765 ·. ·. 

.-:·;_=." 

; (.A): 

·,, 

I· certify that the ·earth -!1lis placed on the following lot!' wei'S installed. upon compot0nt''and'· .•. ' 
• properly pre!'ared base !lla"terial ~d oat~pacteil. :lri c~p:);iance vi"th requirements or· ·Iluilding 'Code 

Section· 7010.· : further certify tbat vhero the report or re]l"orts of a.'l .. engineering- geologist·,,_· 
relative to -tllis ·site, have rocO)I;!Ilendeci the installation or buttress fills or other similar .. 
stabil:\.r.ation weasure_s, :Such earthwork construction has been colll!'lete9. .in acccirciance_ with: ~~pe· · 
app.roved design. · · __ .. ,.··. ,_,_, 

LOT NOS. 
: ...... :-; ~ -~~: 

;.; ~-. ·;~~ 
See :re:pcrt dated for compac·tion test cla~l'- 1 reeo:n:ocnde.dL'<,\,._; ___ ._i,_~_:,.-~.·.: 
al:l:Owable so_11 bearing yaluas and other special recoiOillendetiima• _ 

·:r~ 
EXPJJIS_IVE SOILS (YES} (NO) LOT NOS. ..· _ .. ·,'i.;~~ 
!HJTTRESS FILLS (~fES) "(!;o) LOT NOs,----:-----~~--.,....,--'----~-------...;-~ 
lleg;ilrks. 

~ineer -----==~=--.------- :Reg. No. (Signo.tlll'q) 

0 BY SUPEI\VIS!liG' OMDI.i!G ENGitfEER 

:.-~~~ 
------------ Data ~-------,.;-,.;,/)ijf 

· ··'·s~mj 
: ,, on 

;. ~ . 

I taw; 

0 
o·-
~-

Soils 

Remarks 

;:nginaer ------====::-::'1------ Reg. lio. 
(Signature) 

-------Date 

approved. I 

A--·l.ot llumbBrs 

B----Lot lfumb"rs 

C"--!.ct tl=bers 

Report Dated 

2 :s lt s- ' ?'if 

Jleg • .i!o. 11092 iJ~te. 

,. 

.. ----------------------,----,-...,.,...,.,..,.,.-. 
--,-~-~-~~--~--,~-t-,-~-1~£~----------------------------~~J· 

- · Approved by --------------Date-----~~~~ 

·.Remarks _:, ____ __.d,.~ ..... --r~r.-------,------:-------~~-----------.,..--'---"T""-:-~·,-;, 
· g £t).;.J.u .. ,.2_,:.? rHJ-i A~.:·1~A_J#,i;EJ 

1 
:;,~ 

1- J ·· ... ·: · ... r 
· ... ;·. 

-~'.~~--· ·-·--··· .. -·· ·-·-·- . .,--·-------------;------------~.-',._.-. ~-'--···----·- .... ____ .; ... ::~,~-~ •'~;;~{Q> 
f• ,·.' ··: 
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ilOtiN1"! (If' t."r. AHGP.r.gs 
UliPAR'!'l-!Ell'l' <'I•' f:l;!!!ff:l EtiGINBER 
BUILDING ;\t(~ SAfl>.TY .Dl.VISION 

. ••t, 

. S£1!'E!W!'8EO GRADl.liG lNS?ECl'lQN CERTIFICATS 
(To be fil~d in duplicate a·:: the local. Building and Safety Office) .· 

.. :'Job· Addres·s· 
"·: or. Tract No .• 

...... ;;.~ 

_2"-4_8...;3_6 _____________ Locality __ __,L:::.o:=mi=t=a~---,------..,.--'-~·,.,· ·, ..... 
,':· 

:· .. · o.m .. r Lomita Development Companv PerDit No. 6765 .···t' 
. o:~·ROUGR GRADING CBR"'!FICATIOI! 

... 

·., 

·· ..• 

.:~ 

. . . . . 0 BY ~Ol1.S ENG:i:ll!i:E.R ... ,; .•. 
'·:2~' 

I certify that·· the earth .Cllls -placed on. the.· follo)iing lOts ·wore installed Upon CQ10petent,_and .. 
properly' prepared base ma-terial and .co••i>actod i.e compl1anco 'wit.'l requirements at: .Building.'CO<le_ .. 
Section ?0\0 •. I !'url:ll!!r certify that wnore the report or .reports or AA, engine·e:ring gQologist,,;;: 
rela~ive· to this site,. havo rc·commended the installation o:f buttress fills or :'other siiililsr •··., .... · 
stabi);i.~a'tion )lleasures, !!UCh ojarthliolZk oon·struction ·has peen oomple.ted in aci:prd~nce ""i.th:'.tbt( ··: 
aJipl".OYe.d design. · . . --~_.;?tit/.~~-~~, •. : 

·· _to?·Nos. ----------------------------------------~~--------------~----------~~--
recO....Iln!l~<{;;;:;:/;~ 

~'~~ 
.· .. ·-~-;~ 

Sea·report dated t:or compac:ion test data; 
alii>wable soil bearing ·vall!eS .and other special. r~C"ommei\dations. 

EXPANSIVE SO~LS (YES) (NO) LO'£ :NOS. 

ll1fl'TRESS FlLLS {YES) (NO) LOT.NOS. 
:..:;i~ 

Remarks ------------------:------------------:-----"'"":.-1.-· ·c• 
.. , :.:~ 

J'.· 

. I certify to. the satistactory compl.etlan or rough grad:ii>g including: grading to ap;n:o::dmat., _;;; 
.!"i."lal eleVIltionscl· ProPI!l't;v- lines lcea;ted oUld .stnkedj cu.t and !'ill slope·s· ·cortectly:gra.detl I!Wd.':·~} 
located in aco.or anoe, witn th"· approved dos1gn; swa.1es·and terraces graded raodY t:or paY~gJ .-.'.; 
bel'IOS inst·al);ed; and ·requirod drainase· slopas provided on •the building ·pads. I f'ilrther ca.rtiT-;~ 

·ry: that 'where· ropci~>t or ropor.ts <>i' an ensineering geologist and/cr· soils angineer ·nave beep.-:;.< 
prepared t"ellltive to this site 1 the -.. eeommendation:s contained in such. reports b·a.ve been · · ·· :': 
.fcllowed ;Ui the prosecution of the work. . · ·' · : -:0! 

<'' 
LO? NOS .• --------------------~------~------------------~----'------------------~~~ 
Rewarks 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~--Y •. -.~?. 

Engineer: -------r;;:;-:-===~------ R"S.· !lo, (Signature) -------------- Date ----------------~ 

:.B·,_RINAL GRADING Ci':RTJ:!'lC&TION 

·.(cj)·:;.. I cert.Hy to the .satis(aatory c0111pletion of' grading iri accordance wHh .the approved J)la."ls· • . ,_.:> All requiro.d drainage cievic::_es lte;v•> been installed.; slope planting established !ind irrigation­
systems provided (where required); an(i adequate· provisions .have been 111ede tor .drainage. o!' 
surface water~ from each bu~lding site, 1he recommendations ·of the soils engineer and/or 
engineoring gll<>lag1s..t (i!' such persons vere employed) have been incorpOrated in the work. 

L07 NOS. ----~·~5'~7~·----~~~~](~----~~~~~---~~G~~(?~--~6~·L{ ______ ~~~~~··~----------------~~~--~-
Hruaerks ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Engineer--~ ... ·~-:.;.· ?f-'-T./Ji.Z'!E.~::=::·.,----- R<>g. -No. _..:lc:l0,!1:;:.2~---Date ----'·~:c..· ---"S<----b=-.2<.:-.~.· -: .. ~(Signature) 

llEPARTMEllT :I.!SE.,OliLY: 

Report. ·app:ii>ved by 

I~~~s. ~Pp!'oVcd: 

0 A---·r.ot Numbers ---:--:-----;'r-----:--:--:.-----------------------------Q :a---Lot N=bers 6) dJnu, C.1/ 
~c·--Lot Numbers-----------~-----------------------------------------------------~~~ 

Sotl.s Report Da;;lld ------------ Approved by ----------------- Dat:e -----------.,..,--­·'._:. 

Remarks ------------------------------------------------------------------------~~,-. ' · .. :.~ . 

'l/6'5 
.. ----:·- ···-·---·-:-------···· 
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)f~f~-~:~~.: 
. : . ~ _ ... , .. COU!iTY ciP t0.\1 AiiGEL~- . '.'.··"·;,,,~,,,;,::>:?<.·'ii.·i.\,;,.;_._?-(::<.;::<}·~::~::~·~ .· . 

DEPA1!'!7·1El'IT 01' tbTl!!TI\' JlNGINE8i! '· · <·: ::;c, .. :. · 
~--· .. BUILDING A~D smm DIVISION :'F~~:;::f.'::·'7 

. SUPBRV!SEP !illADI!m :i:NSPEriTI;oN CERTifiCATE · 
(To be 1'1l:a<l 1n dupl-ic&t~ a.): the local:~.,:i·l<l:illt: and. Sofot:r Of:J.'ica).: ·;:­

:.•::·· =-~ 

.. ~ . ·,,; . : 

i!~·. ,T~b · Adqress 
~··':.or· tract No. 

::·:';:-o..'ller Lcinita· Development Ccmpnny 

· .... ·:;· 
_.;..24_8_3_6 ______________ LocalitY:.--~L:;:;;o;::;mi:=.;t:;:a:;......-:_,.---:-------:---;.,.-rr·y 

Permit No. __ .;:;6.;.7..;;6;.:;5'---.---------~--....,..,.,· ,..· ...,.·:· .. 
-~~--,~; '::~:'·:,·o >ab\!Ga GRADTNG CERTIFIC],TJO!/. 

: ' ..... ':. ': 0 BY SOILS El!GINEEil 

-~-~ 

_~':·:.~; 
. ·.::.1~" 

:..:.·. 

<AF. i certify ths:t tho eart;h_.f:nis p:iac~d C?n ·the ro'p.owing lots \fare installed upon ·colllpetent .and:.;,,~ 
.. . :. ~ .. 
·_">).:.--

. properly P.l.'~pared bas.e _:na.terial ;md compacte.d in con;pllanae . ..,1th requirements of Building Code ;:· 
Section .7010,_ ! f.urtlii!r ·certify tha.t"wl:lere the repClr.t· Dl' reports or an. engineering geologist,,,:;:; 
relnt:l.ve: to thiJI. site, ·have ·r.ccoo;menO.ed tbe install.o.t~.on or. buttress rills or othilr silli1llp'· :i\'!: 

!~~!~t ==•l.':{;.•=,., ,,. mlhw" om•--'"' >om ompl•~ <n "'~'-• "'~~li 

( <">.,:.-~. ,.:;-:·· ,_ See report dat.e<i . tor compaction test data, ·reeOI!illlende<t ' .,.!;,~ 

>.:,'::('.;X·::,-:)~>.:::~: ::~b~=!\::~~:r:::tber special re<lom&endations. . ·:_,[~ 
llU'l'l'I\ESS fiLLS. ( ~6) · {NO) LO:i' !lOS, ;' .. i~J 

·' 

. -·:·.:;-.: 
•. 1;;,; 

.'.~ 
-~~~ 

Enj:;inear ----.,----,(===.=,.,.------·l!eg. No. -------- Date ------.,........,..,..,.-:-.•. '~l 
. Signa tura) .. ·.·• 

tJ BY SUPER';'! SINO. 01lf.DING ENOlN~R . z;,; 
.l certU:r to the sa ti~i'acto:l'y c;:>Jnplet':!.an o£- r 0ueh grading including: grndinc to aypro>:.imnte , _:·;,: 
!in:al el:eva.t.1onst property lines located -and stakedi -cUt :rmd .till slopes c.orre.ct:ly g.l"ac1ed and.>·[· 
located in accordance w1 tb the approved d&lidl!ll; swa:les and terraces graded ready for paving 1 . ·.:'·: 
ber1ru;· -iDs.tEilled; and requir~d-drainage slopes· _prov:!.di!d on the buil.<llr\g. :pado. l f:.rther c~rti-.:-,·c; 
·~y that wnere report <>t: reports ·of an engineering_ ge_olQgist .&r!d/or soils eng.lneer have J>eep. · '·' 
prepared rala·tive to tll1!!. si·te, _the r!)cO)IUilep.dation" •contained in ·sucn.reports have been . 
.foll>awed in tbe ·pro~ecuti.Cll'1; of ·.th.~ work_. . . :-~~ 

LOT.HOS, --------,--'--~-----';__----'"'-"-....,--~----,.---'-'---,---,-.....,.··_! 
· R-®lark.s:. · .. '=_.f. 

.:,-:{ 

----------------------~----------~--~--------~~~---------------------------~~.-~/oc'k 
Engineer .-----{;-;S;;i-::J!=n~·al::tur=e:-~),.------ Reg. ,.,o •. ______ _,.Date---__,.----'"--.-{!! 

c:l .. l."'I!i\I. QR@Ug CERTrFICArtOH 
.. :.·;···; 

><cf I certify to the sa~isJ:actory complet:!,Qn !lf grading .in ii¢coraance ll'i-tll the approvo<l p:lans, 
. -~- ~ 

All ~e.qu1r~td drainage aeviccis have ·oeen installed; dope planting established and il'riga.tion ';:·: 
systems provided·· ·(wh~re required)j and adequat<i! provisions have been ·.-..ade for dx·aina_ge .or ··.;; 
surface. waters frO!Il ea:.;h· building Site. !be re<:ommeniiations,···or the soils engineer snd/or 
>Jng:!.near!ng geologist (11' such· persons were ernplo:riid)· hav<> b.!on ·incorporatad in the work. 

·. :~·:_)_ 

l.onos. ..57 s- '6" 5 '1' t o 6 ( 6. 'L 
·_,_:-. .,_.: 

R~arks. __________________________________________ ~~~------~-----------------------

-Er-,g-:I.n-._.,..ee-.r--::;&t;jJ/r.._-::· -_-·. -~~i,..g-nn,...t;o;ur,.._e_) ______ Ro_g_, -N-o-•. -:_~1-""l-0:9::2.:~~===-Da-te-,... ---.... ~==-=S==---_. :!it:·. :·r::=· ':i 

,~·:·DEPAR'D!BNT i!SE ONi:.Y: TrllCt .No. -------------Permit No, -.,.----- llate --'------...-.--,. 

Repor.t approved by-------------------- Title----------------------­

. l tems ·a_p.pr0ved: · 
Date --------...,-· 

0 A---Lo1; l!uo:bers ·-'----------------------------,-----:---

0 ll·--Lot llmobers . 0 c--- tot Nll:Zibot·s. ---------~------------------------------------------------------_,.,-+: 

Soils ·Report Dated ------------- Appr.<iVod 'by ------------ Da·te ------....... -· 

Re~:~arks._.._. ---------------------..,.....-------------..;.------'"------------~---------..,----..;..,..-_..,_, ··. 
=·.·:.-•.·'.'".· 

:< 7/65 . .. -~~"'::'···.;.,;,.;.-_· 
·,·. 

;-;.·.: 
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COlillTY OF !.OS Ali.G.ELES 
IlEPI\R:llHlli'l' ·.OF COUi!TY .mmiNEE!\ 
BUlL"I>HiG· ANO SAFETY DlviSiOll 

§.Ul'P.~11ISED GRA.D.!!iG Il<SPEC'l'IOll C$RTIFICAT~ ·· . 
(To b& filed inuplJ.cate at the local BUililin_g -and ·sa.raty O:r!ice} 

-·.-.. 
J'ob f.ddre$S JJI? . .,AQ~ / 
en· :;r,;.c.t no. ~· 7 () ~ ~ L.i>Cali ty -'---'~><==· =::-..·: =· ·==·'-"'·._. ~./:::,-_. _____ ~...,.-..~ 
Q;,-,je::- , J.6&J.lh /J~£ @(I 
D d!OUGli GRADll!G GERUFICA1'ION 

. . -:} D B1" SOILS tt~G.tliEr~-R 

Permit llo. __ ··_.6.._··,7...,.6"'C;,.·-·--------~-

(E) 

;,.', 

J ce:c·tiflr t1>at: thl' 1'3l:'t~. f.l·111' Jl}fir;,.r1 ':':t tl;.o L'i>J.l.GV1nf: lobS ·were ).Jll>t.d:;,uJ o.I)>Oil <!O.,pet;mt·:!."ld..· 
properly Pl'e_parr.d b<!se l!laterial ·ana·. compact·eci 1n eom;>l1anee vi tn. require~Wnto 0 t: l:!uilding' .. C!>d·e_ 
Section 7010. I Mther c:ert1£y· that "h~.e· the rep<irt or l'epr>rts or ."ar:.. engineeriil~; geologist.­
raltiti_v.g to ~h1.s Site .. have rtCcmmatuied the· installation o·r bu·ttz-ess ':!"ills o.r·o·ther· si'Clil".ar' ·.·: 
Stabilizeit:l.o:i tl2aSUl'21i, SUCh ea;'thwork constlfuol;ion·has be~n completed in aeeordanee :wi"tb-'the"· 
approv~d Cesign~ ~. · · · · .. · .-

, · .. 

LQT NoS. --------~----------~~--------------------------------------------------~---
See report e.atcd. nn: co.1lpaction.test ~eta, :re_c!1:).cencle~."' ... 
a:l.lo~·a·ble so:!.:). b"ir<"i;t;: volue<> .I!Jld. :ethel:" spl!cial recommendations. ' 

E>:?ANSIVE sorr.s 6iw} (!lO) LOX Nos. --------------------~-:"'-""'-7:~ 
... i. 

1!\i'!TRE-SS.ITI,LS (yi,.'i;} Olb) ·w;: !!08. ---------------------~~------------------"'"7.:.,...-,. 

llemll.rk• ------------------------------------------------------------------------,--.,. 

"Eo;;i11eer -----~=-'-=:=.,..,..------ Reg. No. ..<sign e. turJ;!) ------Datil------'-,...--: 

:·:;'·:~:>~· 

J certify -t.o the ~a·tisfactory c.:>mpleti.on o1~ roUgh· _gra<ling·inclu.ding: graa~g. to ap;:>r.oxil:l!!.th'<.-, 
final. elevations; proper~y .linea. ll)catee. end staked; cut. ilhd fill ""slopes c:orr.oetly grad eel· -"<i.'l~-'c·.­
located in nc.eordonce l'llth the .. ,.pprov:e!i··qed;:n; swales ;md t01'races.graded ready fcl' ·pav:!ng; ··.'; 
berms. installed; and r<>qui..zood ·drai.niog<> sl<!pes proV:~ded an tbe b'uildir.g pads .. ,l f;.u'thax;· cert1.e,; 
fy. that. where.. :r-eport .cr· reports ol.~ an :en{tin~vring geologist. and/or Goils ·cr.gi~ee:- nays :~~ef?.. ·'·-~ 
prepared re:l.!ltive tt>. this sit!'l,. the l'e.rioinmendations ·cOntained :in such repor~s·J11ive be!'" '· ·· 
fcll'?vrui ~n th~ ~ros~~u.tion o£ th& work. · · :.: ( 

LOT NbS. --~--------------------------------------------~~------------~--~ .. ~;_ .. ,;_'r_'_t.· .. 

Remarks ----------------------------------------------------------------------------~--~~•· 

0\:;:iNAL GRA!lliW CZRTI.fiCAp:otl 

(::;). . .. I certify to t"he sat:!.srilctury co!:!pl·et1G!l 0·r grading in acco:-d<i.'1.ce 'o'1th .the approved· plans_:··''·, . ,, 
All roqui-re<!· dt'il·inage devices h•·"" .been installed; slope· ;p.l8IIt1ng es.tab:i.1shcd and irrigation·-".· 
systl!~<s pt•o.:lded .(whar& :-equirea.);<l!ld adequa"t..e prov1doris hnve _been lnade·::for drainage of: ··_:. 
s;z-face '.r.·.n tars !rom each btdlding s'!:to. ~"he ~ecommend;e. tion..s of whe s-oi.ls · sqgi..••uJnr snd/n~,··. ·.;. .. 
ong~neerinii geolog:ls:t (if such persons wf!re .e"'Jll<rfed) have been inc::orpi>rated in .tba .,.;ork._. .· 

WT .NQS. 

s.ai·ls ·Repcrt Dated----------- Approved~?'---------------- Date ------------~~~ 

~~~arks ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~~--~;~, 

.:/: 

<~ .. 
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cotmTY oF·Los ..:r:ci>LES 
PEPARTMEllT OF COL'N7"i ElfGlili!:J,~- · 
ll.t/1 LD!tiG. MID SA~'E:rt DIVISION 

SU?F.RV!SW O!lt,DI!iC lNSPECTlON- CERTIFICA.1'E 
(To b~ filed in dup~ic!lte a~ tile ~oca~ &.:ildit•!: •a.'ld !!.a:fi>:ty _Office)· 

J~b 1\ddre.e:s 
or r-:~cl; no. ------------------------------------- ~ocality_~--~----------~----------~--~--~ 
o,;i;er ---------------------------- Pcrl!li t No. ---------'---,.------'----------.,. 

0 -RO!s:R:::~ ;::;~::ATroo . \E::,,; 
(.:.) 

(E) 

I ea-rtHy ·that t.l1c earth fills plactld ·:m th.o rollowii\g: lots' wore instal~e~ci: upon:•:~o:o.s;~±i>nt';~arui: 
;>ropc:-ly ;>repa::-~d bess matel'i"l anc! oolOpacted. in cov.plienee with ·requ:ii"emi>nts ·or )IU!ldirie<'Code 
Section '7010. ! further certi!"y that "'licre th.e ropar"ti<U' ·~;.,ports· ot:""an'eng·ineering,.geologis.t·, 
r:.elat:i v~ t:O this s1 t:-e, :;av:e ·z~.econ-'Jr.endecl the ins"tallat10il. o.r··bUttl-eGs ~!'J.lls' Or··.o·ther.: .siiailar:·~-;·.=. 
stab1lizat1cn measur.es. 3uch earthwork constructibn llas·.bl!en. completed 1n ·accordaD.ce liitn·:.the,' 
approved. des:!.gn. · · · .... : · ·,_~ <~~~~-~'·' 

· •. : ' ' :_, . ~ . • I; • 

tOTNOO. --------~------------------------------------------------~--~~-~,~ 
Sea report O.at~:id "for compaetion tes·t ·.c.~ta~ r¢c0l!"~~~-e_::t.-=' · · :.· 
;~"l:(cwal>l<! ·soi-l tearinij valu.o.; ·a.-:d ·other special l:'ec.omo;endat·i.ons. 

ElG'ANSIVE 50llS (YES) {l/0) LOT NOS. ----------'------------------~ ·. -~ .. 
. BUTTI'.ESS F!LLS o-,s) (llO} LO.T lies.--------------------------------...,.-:-"': 

:.~ ... 

RP.::>u.rks ---'---~-"-"'-------'----------------------------------:--..,.~, 

)lngiueer ----------,====,.---------Reg. No. (Signa t.~:re) 

D BY SlJi>&.'l11'lSHHi Gl'JtD!llG FJI(;ltl;,;r.;R 

------ llat~.-------~ 

! certify J;c tll<> "atisfactory comple'tion of rough grading including• .. grading to a·pp:-oximate 
final cloYa~ions; p!:opet-t:r lines located ami staked; cut· and .fill slopes correctly ·grl'ide<f'·und 
located 1n Mt:ordnnce with ~h9. approved .cesigni ·S"Wales and ·terraces grnded read::r. '!or :paving.;· ·. 
bCt"l.'iS installed r and l'!!QUired dra!~!J;ge slopes prcV;ided on -t..~e liti.iJ,:.dfcg _-jlad~.. .J furtht!-1:" ·Cer-t.i::-. 
fy that ;:here 1'0POt"t Ot" reports ·of an engine!ll';!.ng ·geologist nnd/or soils entinoer hav-: bee11: · 
pi'eparea ralati \"~· to t~ri$ si t.e, the l'eeonmrend.a t;.ioo.s opnta,:L'1.ad .1n such 'repci'"ts have be9n · ··. · 
!'o.ll.oweG. ~:i th.2 pr~secu~ion of ·the wot-ic·. · · · · · 

LOT !iOS. 
. ~ . . ' . 

Rern~rks --------------------~--------------------------------------------------------~-,,~ 
• •• 4 

"E.'lgineer 
(Signatura)· 

lteg. No. ------.Data-------..,...,. 

0 FIIIN· CnADil)G CBRtr "'C.J.TIOll 

{C) 1 c;ertify to ~he satisfactory comple t1on· of grading ~n aceorda..,ce vi tb the 8.-J>proll.eti. plans·. 
Al~ requirod clrainage dQv!ca" h"ve been innl:alled; s:!.<>pe jil.onting utal.>lishe'd ail!'! irr~ga,tlgn·· 
S"]'Stetos provided (Where required); aucl ·i:uierjUJlte }'X'OVisi_ons· :hBVO been ma~e ·fO~ Qr_ainD:gC. ~f· . . · ... ; 
surfac~ -..·a ters fl'OJD eech building site. 'lbe rP.COlllmendatioa:s oft; the soils !lllginoer an<uor , .. 
enginea.t"ing geologist (if :such pei•sont; w~re empl<?yed) have ·been incorjlo;:oa ted. in t.'le .~r~.~-·>:.f:.:: 

/.;,_'' "'_.-· Lt.i l.f -~· . 4 <Y I./, o/ ~;' 6 :;-.J :,.- .2..,_· .. LOT W~S~ r -r ..., ~ v 0 

·.·:-

i!e::arks ___ 5...,..3_. --"S._-_L_f_· __ ..;:S:..=5:.. ___ S.;_&;;.·-------------------...,--·-·-... 

Engineer ?_·~~~-(,<:#_" 
!late _,....:. ___ ,_ .-. ---LL-;-_.,.,._.· .. 

l'ract..ilo. --~------------- Permit No. '-----...:.- D,a~o --------""-.,..--, 

?.apcrt-~pprQved ~Y ------------------------- Titl~ ----------------~------- Dai'e -------.....:.-
Items a:pprcved: 

0 :..--- Lo!: llU.:b<>rs .,-------------------------~---------------------------.,.. 
0 S---1;ot N~mbers 
0 c--- L~t !lumbers 

------------------------------------------~--------~ 
<:ens Report Dllt.ed ---------------- Appro·~ed by------------------- D~!·tc ------------~­

. ,:: 

P.~~arks ----------------------~-------------------------~---------------------------~-"-
··· '" 

7/~.'i 
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""t,, . _:.,. ·'"""•. 
!i. . . ;:;.;,, 

".'\. .•_: 

-.·. · ·, ·._ ==. ·;_: .~.·_,_: __ :-~.-~ •_; .. _~~--~~~'"f_·_;_ :~_-J_,:~_:.-1 ...... ~·.,(-)_-~,;_c_'l_~~.,.· ,·.,,_·:·.· . ... ··.·-·.· . :.r:. · '. 
• - -- • :'-:.;,· ·, .: •. ~---•. --~· ~,. :_.-_= • ..•. 

CQ(L~Tf" OF I.,CS AtlGB.1ES 
DF,l>ARl'Mr:tff .l!F COUN'l':! BIIGI !lEER 
B1/I.J..llimr A~ID SAFBTY DIVlSlON · 

. SUP.E!!Vl:SED GRADHlil U/S!'Ec·TION cERTIFICATE 
(!o be> f.Uad in <hplii:~ta ~~~ the> la~al Building·and Safety Offi<;'9) 

Job Adtlre:ss 
or ~act; No. __ 24_8_3_6_. ~-------------:- LoaaUty --:--:-'L::..ODU.="::.:t:.:.a~·-----:--::::--'---:--,-~~~ •. ·" 

Owner Lomita- Development.Company 

o:· RoUGH GRADJNG CERTI.FICATloD!f · 

0 BY SOILS E/iGl!lEER 

. . .· 6765 ;-· 
·porn:it t!i>. -~_::,:,:~==-""""---'---'----,.,...,""""" 

·· .. · .. 
·:. 

<:·: 

(:,i,) 1 c-erti.f)' that tbe ·enrth ttlis placed. en tba ro~lo\<ing .. lots 'veri>· -~iltaiiea upgn cO..jietiint,.mci;:, 
. properly. prepared baso··lllatlirial and .oort;.pacted .in co:cplillnt:e ·witb req\lil'!illlents of: ~];d:IJ:lg.''Ci>d_e· 

Section 7010; r. f\lrthor corti:i".f th~t -vhere the report' or ~eports or: an:erig;1neering'gf)ol9g1.!l.t:,,, 
relative. to thb site, have ·rec=ended -~he .il'ls.talla·tico o.f ·buttres.a' fill!i" or ·.otbe:r· sl.mUar·-'~'>. 
~tebil1zatioll llllias·ures, .s11ch ea:!!tbwork c:ons·.tru.ction bas· been oomplete!l.· 'ill ·.e.acordanca··"'i·th '~ll· ... 
approveO: -clesign, .. ' 

j,·=··,--·:(,. 
LO':' !lOS.·---------------..,-------:------~-"""'"...,....,-~.-..,_. 
·See. report <ia ~ed .for· co!llpaction ~as t" da_1;a, rec.orimlende¢'/ :< · 
allowable soU bearir.~ val.ues and other spociol rocoi!I!D.endat_ions.. ----~-

.• _=: . . ; 
ExptoJISIVE SOILS ('n;s) (NO) LOT IHJS, ---------'-.--.,..-'---------:--.,.,-.--

Bl.:'i!Tnl;!SS ~'ILLS CiES} (flO) LO'.r NOS. ---...,--~----.,.-.:_--------,--""""',.;,-...,; ... 
-~-- ·.: .. 

Rei:arks . 

. Engineer ------,.==.,.,.,=o-r------ Heg. tro. 
(Signat1me.) 

D BY SllP.EllVISlRO f.1!ll\.!ll.NG .EMUINEER 

(D) ! certit'y to the satisfactory- cmaple1.ion of·rough grail:l.n!> Jnciudj,tlf;: grading .'to:approx:imata··.\'<. 
final el&vat:lona• property- lineo loaatt:!d and staked; cut and !ili slopes corl'eetly 'l!;J;'aded·'·~d: ·. 
laco.tod 1.n aeeordance wit.h the 2.Pl'l'OV<>d (l.,c:!.gn; swalou an<L'terraoc" _graded relldy .l:or·'·pay:\J)g·l · ... 
!Je1-ms lnstallecl; and .requ:i.~~a. drainage sl.:lpli!G J>rov!dod on ·the. buil<jing'.i>':'ds; .I .::ur:th,el' :ni!i'·ti;-.:._ 

·r-y that where report or ~e;>or·ts of an gngineeri.,"lg geologist -and/or sei:ll.s. eng~ee.r have beell 
prepared relative to. this site-, the :r.ecomep.datiens -contained ±il.suclbraports··ha•Je• been: .. 
:f()llowe<l i.t:_ the pl.'Oa!:!cutlon ·or the ""J."k. · · · 

LC! NOS. ... . : ;_:~.!'---·.: j·,. :_~,:;:}·. _J-;'·:·. 

nernstk~ --------~-------,-------~'-~-.----'--· .. ::_'-•. "'. ~--:-'----' -":~-~;~· ·.,"·,..· .. _·;..,. .. ~---=--~ .. ·~· ...,-

1 cartify to. the satisfactory completiun of ~railing in ~ceor>)ance. w:i,th the·approved':pllliis,.: 
All raqu:t.rad cl.rainat!:· devices havn been insta:l:led; s:topil pliUI1:.1.Iig ·es··taUlislled ~d-'irr~g!J.~i<>n_ 
systems. pro•ided ('i!hDre required); mid adequo l;e provj_s:!.ans hRVII· been lll3t!e· tor draiiia:ge· .0!: .- : .. · 
s·~fac~. W$ ters ... ·rro111·.each buil<Ung :s.He. ~he ra~om:n&ildat:l.ons of ·the' so~.ls··'.engineer ''a.'ld/or .. ·.. · ·: 
tingiileoring · geolotis t .. (H' su.ell ·pel'SO!IS w.e.rc- !!mployed} hs:ia -)>een. :ln~oi:pQ.!'Ij.ted ;!J;l_·tbil, ·;vo.rk.... .-.-.·;" 

Lones. ;.,,. Jo) if =='2 t1:. · 14 ~~: -'".';·-~:·'}-? :'':l::~<:l,'rLA: 
,20 . :2..1 ~) 2. 'l. :iq 7.-S: '·2_€,. ' .. '. "' 1\orearks 

-·~ ~ if.i.i,~ .... ... .,.~~ >i~ . ·'7 ~t(:C·i•t}~ 
·-~. ~;: --:·::~J 

.~> ........ y~~-~-.,_;.:... :· . .:. ·:;+.:-·_:.......·._.:: ;. "·::5::: 

'l'rRc.t !io. z W6 Pet•mit tlo. azr,.,y D.<-.t:.'--=".,<-,!:~(;.JJ''-=-.;.-.;.-...>. 
Mjloi-t nppro•ei:l by _ _.f; ... x ... ?_,:.__,n""· ~''Lite.;' '"'lr'"'f."''L--=·-· -- :n tle ---"e-=· ''-'"'-"e:;;:.: ...;'...;"'r:::· =: ·_. _ ... ------- Pat~>--,.....,.-'-'+~+=~ ..... -­
.J:tems approved • 

0 A---r;ot Numbers ---'---,--,--------------~---'---~--...,.,-..--....,----..,.....,.,,-·...,·· . .,.·.-..... :_-r~·:_.'·;/, 
o· B·--Lot !lumbers ----.-t---~-r-------,---'----,----,.,;._..._,__...:...,.:.,...---·'._· ·..,::'..,:--,:~.-.. ,.-·.,., .. .;..,.. 

~ C·-- Lo·~ lhmber~ --·~._. "-' ·-'~-'-~"-'j,..:.:·!l_•_'_,P~·· ~.;;.fo.::.· ______ ;._ _ ___;_-:--~....,...,--:------· .... • ·...:•''-·._)',.,...:: ....... ;o_ 

Soils lieport .c:a.te~ ----------- Approv.ed by -------~_., __ ...,_.-Da.tc .-:-~-'-'-;-'-'-0...,-,....,~'-:~_-.-: ,. · 

Retoarks ....,.~----------------------...,.,.-'--'------~---.....:..,....,~:.....--.o;-..;...., 

n I I ! . 
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~.·' .. ;i' . 

' _:;:-':;~,1~;~:~; . 
·.:: ~ : 

"<J~~;:.- ..•. 
-,:·:· '·~ 

. sw:eRvrsw t:uAoTJi(; .rNsPEc;1'Icll· cEiiv:FicA'rE 
'{To be filed :ill duplicate at '\.he local. Jlu1lcl~g and se.rety Office) 

... ~ ob Address 
24836 

· .. _; :,;'"'. : · 
·/' Ol' 'tract No. --=-=!.!!..-.:_ ________ _,-..,-- Locality ___ _,L~~-u.t:&dl..--.,.---,...,--,.-....,,---,._ ,....,, 

· .·.-,,.:6:.-ner .LOillitl!. De'feiop!lli!Iit CompMY . PP.rmit No. ----"6~7~.6!!-.S~-=----'--------.....,--;, 
,· .·: ·o _ROUGl! ITl!kDlNG· CERT!l''l-C!ATION 

(B)_> 

·;:.· .. :. 

<"•. 

c=JB~ sOILs tHuiNEF.n 

1: certi:y that 'the earth fi:lls place,d on the .followir.t: lots vere installed upon competent.ond' 
prqparly pr~pared ~sc m~terial and compacted in co~pliancQ with reqUiro~onts or Building-Cod~ 
Section:?()IO, I turther ·.cert~r:r th!lt where tho report or report~ or an engineering geologist<,-. 
:i:'el-ri.t!Ve· to- th1s sita, ·have re.c=ended the installation oi: buttress ril.ls or otber s:!.m11~ · .... 
stabi11z.a:t10n. 11\easures, iJUch, eJirth~<ork aons-tl"Qction lias been completed. in aeeordan'Ce;:.wi th·.:.tl;le ·-o 

appr.oved .des1.gn• · 

·r.'O'l' r;ps. --------------..,.,-..,.----,-------~------,.--------,--...:. 
·see. ronort.-dated . ·for compaction test· da~a·, 
·atiowable-'so:i: baar~n& val.;,.as and other special.: _ree=enllations. 

reco~~nde~ .:> J· 

Exi!ANSIVE. SoiLS (r.,s) {liO) LOT !'lOS. ---------':..-----------,---,.--'i 
~~!fRESS FIJ,LS (·YES) (NO} LOT .NOS.----:---------,-_..:.---------,.,..;_,.--' .. '- :.\.- .•.: 
Remarks --~----~--------~------._ ___________ ~~-~-------------~~ . . .~. '~ 

' . --~~ 
Ellgtneer. -------;====-..-----..,..--·Reg. No. ------,..--_bate ------,,---,.,....,.,.,-,(Signature) .- ,. :<.:· 

. 0 BY J:;U?1!;9.Vl~ll:itl GRADING E!IGINEER . 
··.··:< . 

.I certliy to the slitisfacto~·if.·eonipl~tion oJ: rciulih gr~ding :i,ne):ud~n;:: g:oading to approldli!at~· 
final elev.at1ons; :property bnes located and stak.ea; cut ond ··fill •slopes· correctly gl:'aded and·· 
l.ocated 1n a.ccordan<>e .. with the 'liP.proved .design; sw;a!es and' terrao_es g::'aded rendy !or :pav:inii:;: · 
be1'lCH iJ:)s·t.al1ed; and required .drainage ·.slopes proyided 'on· the ·build:il).g. pads, · I· .f.urther cer,ti.r--. 
·::r that·wh.ere report oz: ·report.,. of an engineering geolosi.st and/o!' sou,;· <>n~ineor h·ave··been · 
prepared relative ·to this site-, the recilmmeJlda.tions .cbn.tained ·in such·.raports have been':'-'·· 
~allowed in the pro:Se;:uti.on -or· the WOrk. · · 

·· . . :.· 
L<JT NOS, ;·.· 

Remnrks ----------------------------------~~----~------~~--------~--------~~--~~~ 

liE!' J.:il'i'HEtrT USE OllLY: frac£ llo. --~-----·P.ermit,'llo.;···-.:..· ___ :_~,l/ate. 

Report approved, by.------------ Ti tlo -----------..,.._.::._ __ -Da~e __ ...:..._~---~-

!·te·llls apprqved: ;.,·, .. 

0 A-·· Lot· !lu:obel's 

0 a---1..ot· tJuabers 

0 ¢ ... --Lot HU!ilbers 

·:~i: 

------------------------~------------------~ 

So~:l·s Report Date<i Approv&d b;y ______ ·_·'-· ---'---"------ Date-------------.;.,:_ 

P.ema!'ks .-<i 
------~----~---~-----.. ~~-----~-----~~ .. ~~ 

... \· .•. 

· :m0J.iii~l~~t~~;t\:·_;-._ ... ·· 
,,·=--~"""'"'-~~="'·"""'' ... ·="·"'·=r==r-r=----·----==r-T~---· ···-=·· ======~~-;?··;· === 

.. ,, . 
. 7/65 
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-·: 
C-DUl/'1'\", fli'' T,!'\'> ·AMOh'LEs 

p~:PAR'l'MF.Itf I.W CO!IH'J':i' &NG!liEEH 
Blni.D:;!IG Aim S.U'l::TY. DH'ISI,Ol:l 

SIJPE!IVISED OR@l!!G INSPEX:'!'10!1 ·.CBRTIF'J.CA.TR . . . 
(Tel be f1led in uupl1cate -a~ the· locn BU11cling·and;·s"r"hy.Off1co) 

~; ·,:·. 

•'-:·· 

job Address 
or Xract .No. _z::;.-~.:..;,8:.:3:.:6 _____________ Loca11~Y-----.:·L::::o:::mi=·c::t::a ___ ..,....~.,_--~...;.....,..:. 

C..'n<ir ·Lomita Development Company. 

D· BOi!Gii GRADTNG CER'l'Ir:iCATi'Oll 

.0 BY SOILS ElfGlNEEP. 

'hrmi t No. --=6~7,::6.=.5-:':--=-----:-'-' .. _. ---·-:-·-· -,.---;-..· 

(A). 

·.(B)., ' 

I c;l>r~t.ify t.."Ja t tbe earth .ruis "Placed on. -the. i:o'llowirm lots. were ins tal~ed upon cc.,pl>tont'· and 
properly; prepar·ea base- mater1al·and c.mnp·a_cted in c;otnpl_ianc!)·With roquiretoents··or· lluildiilg··c~e,: 
Section 7010. ·x :further cert11'y !;l1at 'Wher.e ~h" ropor:t or r,oports oJ>_an.engineeri!lg geo10g1st,-, 
relative to tbis site, have recoimnend"d the inatall'ation of'buttress· :('ills ·or ·other ·simlllll' -~­
stabilization _measures, au~h 'earthwork construction has been comp~eted in. ·accor?anca··_~!;li-'i!J,~ ' 
approved deslgn._ · 

LO.T NQS. -------------~-:.....~-------.,.---~~'· ....,'-',.·· __... :~ 
Se~f-.'repo!:'t da:tad . tor compac.tion t_sst. da:~a, recommended 
alfoilli.ble soli--~earing.·values. mid. ot]ler ~pecial_ racilmin<>n_daUons. 

EXPANSIVE SOILS (Yf,S) (l!O) LO:r liDS. -----------------~-:------....-
!;•. · .. 

BU'lTRE.S$ Fp;.I,S {YES)- (RO) 1.0'1' NOS• ---.,.----.,---.,.-.;._--------:---~-.;.;..·:. 

Rn~arks ------------------------~--------~------~--~--------------------~~~~~~ 
• :>v . .",_. 

Engineer -------r;;c:-"-=--..--------- Rog •. Jlo. 
(Signnturo} 

--~----- bate ----~_.......,..._ 

D ll!' ;3tlPSllVISiNli' GRADING BNG!NEER 
.·:.·. 

.!. ·cor.ti.fy to the l!at:isfac_tory completion or 11ougb grading: including: · i<'ading to .appro:Ximats. : 
i'in!',l eleY.ation~i ·_property J..ines l.ocated Jl.."ld staked; aut_~ i'ill. slQPOD··.correctlY·srauad·'I!Jl.d· 
located -1n accoraance- vith the av.p:r.oved design; ~,>wales 'llld t"r:r>noe·s· graded ·re~>d-r J:or pav1ng1·. 
berms :lnstalleii;. and :require.d .dra-inage slope·s provided on ·the b\tilding ·pads. I ·further ·cer-.ti·,.·--

. :t:y tlla t _where :~;eport ol: x'epcirts o·r an eng:!.."lcia_ring geol~gi&t and/or' sons: eng-ineer. have--beep 
· -l?l'f!Jl&rod· re+at1n t_o thh site 1 the re:emilmapdations contained .in· such ·rep_C?r ts have ·-be~p ·. · 

i"olloveq in ~he .pr.oaecution of t.he work. · · · · · 
t.O'.:: _NOS. . .... · ·i·.t~. : .·<.:~(-~~f 

. -.:·~ 
.- ... •:! . Remarks 

.. ,, .... ~ ~~J 

llz]gineer ·-----=====-<""----- Reg. tlo. ---,----- Dat.e _____ ._'-._· ... _.,~---_-.;,.:.:;~j 
(Sicoature) 

. ; ~ . . . . : . . 
1 ce_rtUy t!). tne sa,tisfaotory completion o! grading m -accordance vi_th .tl:le · approv~d 'pJ.ans. · 
All rl!q,ul.roct draiMge devices ha'Vl:l b,._en ills·ta1led; !'lope ·planting. es~abll.shed m:~d ·frr!gn.t1on 

_ ... systeDlsi_prq:v:l..ded (where requ1red)pmd adE!qUII'I;e· providons nave .boe11 ·ma.de:·_ror· 'drainage· o-r 
.,. sur.t:ace:, waters .rr.om .each b.Ulding ·sftci. 'Ibe.·recommendatiOhs or·< the soils·' ei)gir:u!er·'and/or 

'eng:tneermg geol_cg~s~ (.1r such per sims 'ilere eliipl.oyed)- ·-have ,._been·-in.;orporatod ·in.· t)le'iwork. 

LOT ~os • ..____c,;.L_..,----="2:..'if!o!.-..__· -=--·J._ __ · _,p~·o::::::------'-·Ji<Zwl~· _·_,>-...,z"" .. .;::2..., .. ',....,..·.,..: ..=3~'::::3-' ""'-'-, ... r-.. .....,· ""' 
Remuks__,--'-~----~~----~~----3&•-~7 ____ :_•3~·~·~~'~--.. '~.$~ .. ~~-'·_· __ ~4~:~~0~·.,..·_·-~·~ 

c:J A---Lot Nu:Gcers .. __________________________________________ _. __________ ~----~----------~--

0: :B---Lot llumber_s ---------.----.,.,----;--r-;-----:-.,----;:r--..,..------..,..--.,..,...-"" 
[])~ c---Lot lilllllbcrs __ ,_. _,':b-"-·J+--_,;t/.1~--.~flW"""'-__.Lf...;:a::...· __ l-"_J'-:-, ).,_,_

1
t-.. =--'U...,-.'V+{-'-~'-i'G ___ -- -------~-: 

SoUs Report Dat.ed -----------=Approved by --------.,..,..~---c·· ~ ~t., --.,-~..,.,.,...---­

Remarks ~-----------..,..------------..,..--~-------------~----cL----_,....~.,...~~--~-------~~~ ·.-.·, '::-·;·: ; .:/ 

1/6'5. -.----:-----: __ .. __ ----·------·--·-·--:"-'-....... 
•. 1' 

:._-;.· 
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':-. 
. . . ~ 

COtm'rY (lF i .. f\t; tLN(;EtRS. 
Dl~PAH'Dil>fll' 01: Gulll~l"t BNG1NEER 
BUILDING ANt: .SU>J;U DlVISIOll 

SUP&RVJSED OllADINQ IliSPEXiTTO!l CER1.']f'ICATE 
(To be filed !ndupl1cate at the l.ooal Buil.<!ing nnd Safety Of1'1ce) 

·;., 

.. . . ..... .:..: 
·.:. 

Job . ..\dd.~~,u;s 
or '!l-aet .No. __ 2lj_8_3_6 _____________ ·Locality __ __:L::· o:!:lill.::·:.:t.:::a _____ .._i ___ '"""'".,....,...·u 

ewnex: .Lo'mita Development Company 

0. i!OUOl! GRADTiiG Cl':iiTifiCAT!Oll 

0 BY SOILS EtlGINEBI). 

Pemit ]'!o. 6765 

''-:· 

(A) I cert.if:; that the earth !'i'lls ·placed a:1. ·tl)e followi,ng l"~s w~re installed upon .com~etont:and". 
pr01lorly pre1>ned base l!laterial .and J::ompacted in .<!.OI!lPl.iS:nee with requirements or BuUding·'Code. 
Section. '1010; I f'urthar cer"tify that "here the report :or report$ or art.engin<~ering g¢olog1s1; 1·: 

relative t? this si'te 1 have rec,ommended tl>e 1.:uitnUation or buttress "fills or ot"her s:il:!1.~·· _ . 
stabiliza<:~on measares,. such e.arthwork const!'Uction has be<m conrpletecl in a.ecordanc.e ,vitb.··tb.a:. ·• 
approved design. · · · .. , ·:~.';:. c ,.: ,. 

LO!' NOS. ------------------------------------------------------------------~~--~~--~·,~ 
See :report dated for compacUan test '.da'!;e, 1 r.eeci=cnd~4'f/ 
a1fowable soil. bearl..,g valuc·s and <?:"her. spociili 'recom•umdations. 

ElWA!ISJ1iE SOILS (Y"..S) (llO) .LOT ilOS, ----------'------'---------,-~. ·::. .. -. .'' 
(Y&S) (NO) LOT NOS' --,--..,..------...,."'-'---------~~--':~ ···,:_:· 

BUTTRESS FILLS 

Remarks -------------------------~--~~------~---------------------------~~-

Engi.'>eer ---------.,..====:---------- l!e:;: •. No. (Signature) 

0 'BY S.lJPEP.VISiliG GRADING EliGI~'EBR 

.. 
---~-- D;!ltG ----:----'--'..,.;.!-"" 

·,· . 

. I certify to the satist'actor;; co:npl•rt-lon or l'ough graditig inciud'hitP graci:lilg to ··approxi~t~·. 
t"1rtel aleva tions; property J.ines located ana:· staked) out lilld fill sl.opes correctly ·Erad;od · ancl 
lac a ted in ""cordnr.co \od th "the approved do sign i swales ·and terraces araded ready t:or•. pavilng 1 ·, • 
berms ins:telled; nnd required drainAge ·slopes .provided on the .building pads.. i: · rurtbor 'eel'ti,.:-' 

.'fY tbat wbere report or reports of an engineering geologist and/or s.oi1s l!ngineer ha.v.e b:aep · 
p!'ep~<red relative to this .site, the reco11!1llapdat1ons contained in such:roports ·ha:ve 'been.·.,.' 
fcl.lowed in the p:..osecut.ion of' ·t.be vorl:. · ' · .. , ;.~: . . · · ·.., 

LOT NOS. -------~---_.:.-----'----------...:-..;....----.,.-~--..,...,,.,....'----'--.,..;.--: •. "'·'"";:',_.-.;· ... c: 

Rem.,rks ------------~~-----------~.------------"---or-~·'-.. ·i 

l':ngin~er -'------.."""-..,-.,.,--,--------Reg. lio. ·--------'·Date--------'.._...._¥ 
(Signature} 

13 FillA!, G!!AD!liG CERT!FICATICu 

(C) 1 certify to th-.. satisfactoxy complGtion ot .;trading ·in accords.nce -.d th the o.pproved. plans,· ... -':: 
All. rcquil·ed drainage devicas )lave. been instnl.led.i sJ.OjiD planting esto.b;Lisbed·:ancl' .irriga~i.ozi, 
systems. prov:!ded (vhere required); and adoqtiato provisions· have been made for drainage of - · 
surface waters rro~ each building site. 1~e recommendations or the soils engineer and/or· 
engineerir.g geologist (1.1' s.uch persons were employed.) ·have been 1n\!orp<?l'atcd 1.n 'tliil ·work. : 

DEPARmEllT USE O!i!.Y: Tract llo, ------------ Periliit.llo. ---..--~--~Data-----------'-~--:"'.·; 

Report. ap!>rove.d by ------------------- n tlo -------------~------.Date._. _..;... _______ ..._,~'+r..·>.~ 
. ·>:'.:\..'i Items. approved: .. , ' ,.1 

0 A---Lot. .JIU!libcra ------:-----------------------------,,.-----''-'-,.,...,-:-""' 

·o s---Lot H=be·.-s ------------------~-------,..--------'---~~._..,..,..,,.:., 
D c---r.ot NW!Ibors ·:::' 

·:-_;·,. 
So.1ls lleport na·ted ---------------.Approved by ____________ .,..;.. _____ ·nnte --------~=i:-:"· 

·. ~~-~ ·>':? -~·-: 
Remarks --------------------------~------------------~------~----~---'----~~---~-~. 

". "'·· .... ;.: 
•. 

7/65 :~= : :· ~ .. ; 
-· -~ ... --.-.-. -.. --.-·~-r .~ . :(</j;j:~J .. 

-·~·::?··. ' .. ::. ~! 
. ~- . , . :-. =~·~ ....... 
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: 

-· B ~ U37tlZ r lj 34U 
1880 

RECORDING REQUESTED BY 

Transamerica Title o 
FFICIAL RECORDS 

WHEN RECORDED M.o\IL TO 
RECORDED IN 0 coUNTY. CALIF. 
OF LOS ANGELES . 

FREDRICO ALVARADO 
ro 28 1967 

Past 8 A.M. S~ . 
2· . 

Man. Recorder 24718 1' AMA AVE. I RAY E. LEE. eounty 
WILMINGTOI~ I CALIF. 

669LOO 

SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S USE 

GRANT DEED (Escrow No .... .7..~2!!!!: .............. ) 
(PARTNERSHIP) 

By this instrument datcd .•. - .. ·-····-·--~B!:l:~.'!i ... .?..t._;t..9..9.1 .......... - .. ·-···--·-.. ·• for a valuable coosideration, 

LOMITA DEVELOPMENT CO. 1 a pal'tnership 

hereby GRANTS to 

FREDRICO ALVARADO AND AURORA ALVARADO, his wife, as. joint tenants 

The following described Real Property in the State of California, County oL .. - .. ~.~~---~-i.!.!.~.!!. ..... : ...... : ............................ . 

City of ....... --·----... - .... ·--·----·--··----·-· 

Lot 16 of Tract 28006 
inclusive of Mapa, 

as per map recorded in Book 761 

----------~ •. _ .................. · __ _p_a_pa 55-58/_~ tb~ c:1ff.iee ~f _the . c.ounty-_ re.eol'der of aaid county. 

i 
~ 
~ 

~!WI/11/1'111/'/1. ~. .. , al ,, ' 
~;;:; zrl I 

~~~ ~' 
~:: B EI 
iH~ g 13i 

--· ......... --,...---~----,.-'---....;,_------JI-
This Deed is subject to a .deed of trust in favor of Great 
Western Savings and Loan Association in the amount of 
$20,300.00 being recorded concurrently herewith 

ALSO SUBJECT to covenants, conditions, restrictions, 
reservations, easements, and rights of way of record. 

LOMITA DEVELOPM&HT CO, 1 a partnership, 

'BY: .... 

'1; . 

MAIL TAX FllEDRICO ALVARADO 18 Panama Ave., Wilmington, Calif. STATEMENT TO: ..................... ______ .... _. _____ ... . ............................... _ ............... _. ___ .................... .. ................... .. 
NAME ADDRESS . ZIP 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA J 
ss. 

COUNTY OF-·-·---·--·-.. ·--·--

Oa. ... ___ ..... - .................... , 19---·~ before me, the ~ersigned, a Notary Public in and for said County 

and State, personally appca.red ........................ _ ........ __ ........ - ... ·--·--·-·--........ _ ........... - ......... - .. . 

.................... ___ ................ - ............... - ............................. - .... - ......... - .... - known to me to be one of 

; the partners of the partnership that executed the within instrument, and acbtowledged to me that such partnership executed the same. DRES 0215 i .. 
N 

... 

-~-

Notary's Signature ................................... - ........... - ............................................................... _ .. _ .. _ 

Type or Print No tory's Name ................ - ....... , ........................ - ........................ , ............. _ ............ .. 

MAIL TAX STATEMENTS AS DIRECTED ABOVE 
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. ' 

·t·•·,. ·. 

... 

( 

C. 

... ·· ·::· .. 

.r::~--····· ... ...,.:._ ....... _ ..._. -·~- -----· 
> 

.f 

.r . 

IIKCOJiDING Re:GU~~ 

en- tJI.·b -\.."t- S ·vf\S 
D/lllSAilERl~ ~:Uol: Ili&IDWICI_ .llQ~ 

Aile ....... IIIICO•DC• II'AIIo '10 

,.._ r DKNlllS G, HARkAVY I 
•- 6151 West Centuzy Boulevan! 
-~· SuUe 700 
.,,. • ·Loa Angelee, California 9004!. 
·-L _j 

r 
.,..., S81Ue •• above ·-·-~.:L _J 

,~ ••tt c.. ··~··· 

1689 

[ 

RlOORtiED IN OfFICIAl. IIECOH 
01' LOS ANIIEloot COUNTI'. CAUF. 

~ ;,:t a A.M. IIAY Sf 1989 

RAY E. LEE, Rqistrar·Recorder 

SPACE ABOV& TI-llS UNE FOR AECOftD&It"S Ulll: ---· 

Grant Deed D.T.'r. "··-···-····-·-·············· ~--···· . 

Pursuant to a Statutozy .Merger, Effective Apr:l.l 30, 1!169, 
DIIXIJIDIIMlii!'III~J!I!¥QKI!tiHIJ1IBJiilllilliJII$ 

L<IIIU DEYELOPMENT co., a parmersh!p 

llneby GRANT(SI lo 

BAReLA'! HOLLAIOl.Ell CURC"J:, IHC., a California corporation 

all rul property owned by tbe GrG~tor herein, IJr in Nhich the Gr1111tor herein ha11 
any :I.Dteroiat whatsoever, ae 88llll may be.aitUMted :l.u tbe Cow>ty of Loa .r\ni,""elea, 

--+----k-'S"'t"'a,~,e,_,o,_f .Cal:l,f~l.'llill, 

., J>arod April 30.._.~96~9 ___ _ 

.' 

Name <1)pul or l'rlor..ll 

L--~T~it~le~O~r®::r~N~o~.~~=-=='~Sb:·=:5::·:1>!~~!;~5===~===-~~~~!:·:=f~~~ro:w~or~~~~~n~N~o:·~~-===~~-==================~~ • r .... '• 
.MAIL TAX STAYEMI!NT5 AS DIRECTED ABOVE , 

,. 

I 
I 
f 

I ,, 
·? 

·-'!""Jii,; 

I. 
D~S02i~ 

·! ,. 
!'=?'"·!~· :.r· f-.J:.!·. ·:- v~-

BHC000104 



. ·~ '!n- ... ~ •. =··. :: ... - • ·r .. ,, .. .._. 
!·:· ; ·~~~· 
I 

.... .. .... ~ ... -- .. 
( . 

( 

( 
I . 
'-- . 

;_ 

fTiolt..,., ......... ..,. ..... ,J 

r.-: .• · 

~--~~~--~-------~------------·~ 
DRES 0217 
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I 

rHANSA!JERICA TI!LE IllSURANCE CO. ti6"1it~~~---· 
WHEN D MIUL 'l'O: itt LOS~· ... 

'lltna----Tax-5-t::atementa · 

Documentary Transfer 'l'a:x: ~.~.~ 

--
is ins 

·- ·-

"t:ne :J:OJ.J.OW;r.ng aescrl.~:~eo. .tteaJ. .l:"•oper~ ;~.n ~ne l>~a~e o:~: \,;BJ.l.z:orn;r.a, 
Y-

:.c.;--,_- ___________ LoJ;: __ ~~--;-o~-.-'l:r_~_'t:::::NQ~f:i_4_a;s __ p_et __ ~~~c:o:x:-9.e~Q.~®lc1:"G~~_l~~--,- _____________ __ 

~----------__;atd-C~~-t;;:o;o_~-~-=~-----':'.:': ...... ~~~:~o;o ____ ~-·~---':~:' __ ':'.:':_"::::_-:-_": .... :_-..~'":''~:)'_ --~::\.1~':"":'": .. ':'~~-----------------~- · --E*GEP-'1'-DJG all oi~a-s----and---<0-t-he-r---h~yd~-%-rooce-aarr:bobi-Oiriii:tS-andiHat-id--=ialisi:s-sH.i-eiEe!li;aat:i:t;ed-edi=============-'f'E:G»~-=1~======= 
substances in and under all portions of the above described real ~ 
property lying below a dept:n of 500 feet from 1:he surface thereof,, ~. 

=----=-~--=\--=--=--=--=-=----=---=--=------=------=----11..olU~-W~-UlOur._.any ___ .r~gnr..-r.o---·Occ.upy ___ or ..... use ..... any __ por.r.l.on ... o.r .. r.na .... s.ur.r.ace. .... or _____________________ :a;; ___ 
_ p.pers-oo--::::tee-t:::of::::the=sutumrfa;:e t1W--re1lf, a:cr-.:nrt:rv-e--d::::tn=tlm~ . 

1\LSO SUBJECT to covenants,- •:ondi tions ,· restl~ictions, x-eserv<:~tiona, 
-------···-·--·----- ease:ents------and rigbts------0-f-----wayo.f ...... recorc:i. -·································- ................................. - --

::~-:~on: February: B;::l:968.:::~in::Book:M~~t"t7::l:; Page: 2~77:1 : Offic::ta:l Rec:o:rds# 
+---:--- _Wfi.l.Cfi ___ .U¥-- _ _ ._ ... _..._ ... _, --~..._.._ .. _.,_...,._ ._w_ .. ___ ... U6.lL_ 
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. -< . 

[·. 
_AR;lQ~ w·mcORPORA'l'ION' 

OF 

BARCLAY HOLLODER CURClj DfC. 

564697 

-,.-,.---·P_I 1.-E~D . .... ., ... ~ .. .......... ., .... 
PIRST: The ~ of' this corpo~:i~s 

BARC~ BOLI.AlfJD.m CURCI~ INC •. 
. . 

SECORD: . The specif'ic business oi: this co~ora- -

tion and the pUrpOSeS for lfbich it is f'Ol'Jiled are;. 

( 

® 

( __ .·. 

(A) To engage p~~ily in the specific bus~ness 
or real estate developnent, includiilg the acquisition) 
improvaent, lease and aal.e of' real·" ea tate ancl other 
propert:1. 

(B) To a--:t. and cond~ct business as prl.llcipal, 
agent, joint vea1turer, partner or in arJy other capa-
c1.-t.y which ·my: he. au~r.1.z.e4_or_appr.OY.ed!....by_the_Board.... ___ ......... ·-· --f--
of' D.irectors 01· this corporation. 

(C) To conduct. ant lawfUl business, have· one or 
more offices,· and hOld~ purchase, mortgage and convey 
real and per~on&l property in this state, and in any 
of the several states, terri to-r:Les, possessions and · 
depencleneiea of the United States, the District of 
Columbia, and in ·eDJ' toreip countries·. 

. . (D) To. borrow mone)' and issue notes and evi- · 
dences of indebtedness an~ secure the p~ent or per­
:fo:I"JJI$llce ·of its obligations by mortgage ·or oth·:.:rwise. 

(E) To engage in any bus.iness or transactions 
which the Board or Directors of this corporation may 
from time to time authorize or a.pjlrove, whether re­
lated or unrelated to the bUsiness described in (A) 
above or to any other business then or theretofore 
done by this corporation. 

: (F) To exercil'e any and ail rights and powers 
=. which a .corporation ma.y: now or hereai"ter exercise. 
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The foregoing statement of purposes shall be con-

strued as a s~atement or both purposes and powers, a~d the 

purposes and powers in each clause shall, except where other-

.wise.ex;pressed, be in nowise limited or restricted by reference 

to or inference rrom the ter.ms o~ provisions of any other clause 

b~t shall be rega:rded as independent pux-Poses ~d powers. 

THDUl: The principal office in the State of Cali­

tomin f'or the transaction of' business of the corporation is 

to be located in the Co~ty of. Los Angeles. 

FOtJRitlf: The number of' directors of this corp.oration 

shall be not less than rive, nor more than eight, the exact 

number of directors to be fixed by a by-law or amendment there­

or, duly 'adopted by the shareb9lders or the Board_of Directors. 

The names and addrea·ses of the persons appointed to act as 
c--

-"-----'t-he-r-1-ra-t-d:l-reetors--are-:-----·-------------·--------.. --,.·-·-..... ___ . 

( ' 
'-···· 

W$rren G. Haight 

Richard M~ Macfarlane 

Robert A. Minckler 

Ralph E. Erickson 

401 Kam&kee Street 
P. o. Box 2780 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96803 

One Bush Street 
San Francisco, Califomia 94104 
401 Kalll&kee $treat 
P. ·o. Box 2iao . 
Hbnolului Hawaii 96803 

One Wilshire Boulevard 
Los Angeles~ California 90017 

One Wilshire Boulevard 
Los Angeles, California 90017 

FIFTH: This corporation is authorized to issue 

only one class of shar~R to be nesjgnated capital stock. 

-2-
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~The total number of said shares shall be 200,000; the aggre-
. . 

r .': gate par value of all the shares shall be $2Q.O,OOO.OO; and 
\ 

-the par value .of each· share .sliall be $1 .• 00. 

D Wrrtf&I3S WliEREOP; tor the purpose of :f'o~ing 

this eol'J)~rat1on under the laws of the State of Calif'ornia, 

the Undersigned, constituting the incorporators of thi_s cor­

poration, including the persons named hereinabove as the 

first directors of this corpora~ion, have executed these 

1969.· 

dtw..a ~~fo.t.?-
__ _(_-____ ____ M"ehaW T. 1tietariam~ . ---------------- ···-- --------- .--"Q---------'--·---,-·-···---··-··-· ···----··- ·-······---···· 

(_ .. 1. 

. J-7.£ 4 2?z<v, .. «.-~"' ·'Ro&~. ~n*r · . _ 
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I 

CONSENT OF SHAREHOLDER 
OF 

BARCLAY HOLLANDER CURCI, INC. 

The undersigned, as owner of all of the issued 

and outstanding capital stock of Barclay Hollander Curci, 

Inc., hereby consents to, ratifies and approves the Agree­

ment of Merger providing for the merger of the following 

California corporations: 

Anivoc Land Co. 
B.H.C. Land Co. 
Burwood Land Co. 
Bygrove Land Co. 
carriage Place, Inc. 
Carson Construction co., Inc. 
Clydebank Lan-d Co .. 
College Hills, Inc. 
Del Cerro Sales Company 
Eastwood Land Corp. 
Fiveco Land Co. 
Realty Control co. 
Tudor Land Co. 

with and into Barclay Hollander Curci, Inc., the terms and 

.conditions of which were approved by the Board of Directors 

of this corporation at a meeting thereof duly held on March 

31, 1969, at Los Angeles, California. 

Dated: April 15, 1969. 

CASTLE & COOKE, INC. 

B;zdta..,_At:k-~.t-...,_ 
Richar M. Macfarlane? 
Vice President 

BHC000108 
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/ T!}js A~eement of' Nerger dated as 

FILED 
.. !be c&u of lh• s-.tory of Slola 

of tliw 5lcn. Gf Callbr.lca 

APR30l969 

the 31st day of 

?'~arch~ 196:;, by and tet~:een[ B:::ar~lay Holland;::_~ ~u.rci L !~'=.: . .::f ~..0 . -. ··--- TV 
a California corporc.:tion (h::-rei.m::ftel• referred to as the . 

al"ld :foJlcw:l.ng Calif"ornia 

corpcr·ations: 

.P..nivc-c Land Co. 
B .. H .. C. L2!ld Go. 
Bur~-100,13: La:~d Gc1. 
3:;gro·ve· L~-~ct Co. 
Car!·ia.r,e Fl-"L~e-~ Inc. 

Cl~rd:::~.·:!r __ i: L;;;rtd Cu .. 
Co!l~~e Hi!ls~ !nc. 
Del Cerro 3a1es '::.!or;paP,; 
"Eastirood 1.:3-no Corp;~ 
Fi.v.eco Lar.d Co. 
Realt.y Control Co. 
'Tudor Land Co. 

(hereinai"ter .ref'e·rred to as the •r.v.erglng Corporations.:') 

V I T N E S S E T H: 

authorized and issue~ and outst.2:r:di.ng ea.pi-cal stcck: 

Aut!w:.·ized 
Name cf" Corco"?atioP: Cap.it:al Stock 

Burwood Land Co. 

10 ~noc :pref-::. .. -e~ 
15, OO.fJl c-o:mr.;.on 

25,000 COlflffiOD. 

25~000 pre~erred 
Series A 

25,000 preferred 
Seri.es B 

25,.006 comm:on 

Par 
Value 

$1 
1 

1 

1 

1. 

1 

Issued !: 
Outstanding 
Shares 

11,6601 

0 

0 

11,100 
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A ut..t:tori ze<i 
Nace __ of CO!-JlO~ation ~a!:•i ~-~~tock 

Bygrove Land Co. 

Carriage Place, 
Inc. 

Carson Construction 

2 5 , I'JO 0 CO!I'.mon 

25,000 preferred 

10 0 cow.mon 
Series A 

24,900 CO!'mtOn 

Series B 

Co., Inc. 25~000 co~on 

Clydebct~k L?.nd Co~ 25, COO preferre{"! 

Co1leqe Hills, 
Inc. 

Del Cerro Sales 
Company 

Se::::-ies A 

25,09n preferrea 
Series E 

50,000 C.Olim!llOill 

250 common 

Eastwood J,::md Corp. 25,000 pref·erred 
Series A 

25,000 preferred 
series s. 

25,000 CoreJfil)OJll 

Pa~ 

Value 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

l 

100 

100 

1 

1 

1 

Fiveco Land Co~ 10,000 preferred 1 
15,000 coomr.on 

Realty Control Co. 250 common 100 

Tudor Land Co. 25 "'000 preferred 1 
Series A 

25,000 preferred 
Series B 

25,000 t:"'"..m.:rnon 

1 

~ 

Issued & 
Outstanding 
Shares ----

11,2:25 

0 

0 

8,335 

1,000 

0 

0 

9,.000 

5.10 

10 

. 0 

0 

3,660 

0 
6,700 

0 

0 

833 1/3 

11BEREAS, the Surviving Co:rporath;t-u has authorized 

capital stoc"t;: of 200 ~000 shares $1.00 pru: value ciOO!!J'tOn, of 
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which 2000 shares 'dll be issueQ. and outstanding; cu""ld 

1-i"HEP.EA.S, the Survivil'lg Corporation (and its parent. 

Castle & Cooke, Inc. - hereinafter called "C & C") and t."'"le 

Merging Corporations are parties to an Agreement a~d Plan of 

Reorganization of even date and thi_s Agreement of Merger is 

intended to enable the parties heret~ to c~rry out such 

Agreement and Pla:'l; and 

~~EREAS, Lhe Boards o£ Directors of the Surviving Cor-

i::;:_: =-·;-_j ::m and the ~'!erging Corpcratio!l5 (all such corporations 

being hereinafter so:met:ines calJ.ec collectively the "Co:n.sti tuent 

Corporations'') dee~ it advisable a.ncl i:n the best interests of 

t.~e Const.i tuent Co:rp-orations an.d thei~ respect.: Vf~ sharenol·Ci!ers 

that L"i1e ~~c-::-ginq Cc-r~orations be rrer~ed i.nt.o t.2e Surviving 

Corporation; 

NOW, THEP.EFORP., in consideration of the mutual promises 

ane coven?.nt.s herein contained it is agreed by and a.aong the 

parties hereto, subjP.ct to the approval of this Agreement of 

· Merger by t..'"te shareholders of th2 Con.sti tuen.t Corporations,. 

Surviving Corporation upon the teD'!s and co.m:li ti.ons as here-

inafter set forth: 

1. !=.J."fec_!:_of _ _i1erger 

Upon the merger becoming effective ( '"Effecti v.e Date"' 

as defined in Fection 6 belc,...t) , t...lJte separate co-rpor~te 

existence of the l>!erging Co,rporat.ions shall cease, and the 

Surviving Corporation sha11 succeed to and possess,. withc.ut 

other transfer, ~1 of t:he rights, privileges r powers, 

franchises and property of each of the Constituent Corporations" 

and shall he subject to all debts and liabilities of each in 
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t.'he same manner and to the same extent as if said debts and. 

liabilities had been incurred or contractec1 by the Surviving 

2 ~ Nruae o£ Survi ving'-Corporation 

The Surviving Corporation shall be ~~d continue un~er the 

name of Ba:cclay HollaJ1der Curci, Inc. 

The Articles of Incorporation and By-La~s of the Surviv-

ing Corporation, as in effect on L~e Effective Date, shall be 

the Articles of Inco.r:po::::-e-tion ar_.d By-La\·i."s o'!: t..~Ae S1.rrviving 

Corporation l.mtil altered, amended or repealed. as provided 

L~erein ·or 2s provic"!e·d by J.ar::. 

on the Effective Date shall continue t:o serve as the directors 

and officers of the Surviving Corporation until their respective 

successors have been elected and qualified. 

Distributions to the shareholders: of the Constituent 

their shares of t.lJ.e Constituent Cor.pora.tions shall be as 

follows: 

(a) Each share of" t1i1e ca.pi t.a.l. stock of th.e 

Surviving Corpora~ion issued. and outstanding on t;e 

:E:ffec-tive Date of the ~er9•er shall re:nain an.d co""Jtim:e 

to be one share of the capi ta1 stock of the Surviving 

Cor:poration~ 

(b) On t:he Effective Date, the S11r<fi.vi.ng Corpo-

ration will hold 425,.000 shares o£ C & C common stock, 

ten dollars ($10.00) pz.r value, which will_ be distributed 

-4-
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in exchan-ge for al1 shares of the issued a.."ld outstan.ding 

capital stock of the Merging Corporations as follOi.·TS: 

~erJLing Corporation 

Ani voc Land Co. 

B.H.C. Land Co. 

Burwood La.""ld Co. 

By grove Lat."ld Co. 

Carriage Place, Inc. 

Carson Construction 
Co., Inc. 

Clydeba.'"lk Land Co. 

College Hills, Inc. 

Del Cerro S::tles 
COT:<?il:ny 

EastH-:>od Lema Corp. 

Fiveco Land co .. 

Realty Contr0l Co. 

Tudor Land Co. 

C & C Shares 

1,508 

13,696 

3,480 

5,381 

328,893 

15,434 

29,111 

3,395 

2,826 

4,416 

7,.092 

425,000 

Eac!l ::.hareholder of a :Xerging Corporation shall be 

entitled to receive that proportion of _the C & C 

shares alloca-ted to such l.J!ergin9 Corporation, that 

his shc:res in the- ~""erging Cor?oration bear to the 

total shares of that Corporatjon outstanding as of 

the Effective Date. The number of shares to be 

issued.to each shareholder shall be rounded to the 

:uearest whole shaze. 

(c) on the Effective Date of the Merger, each 

sbaxebol~:r of the Merging Corporations shall surrender 

to t:be Snrri vinq COrporation all certificates representing 

-s-
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shares of the 1~erging Corporations duly endorsed 

as the Surviving Corporation ~ay rt:·~uire; and such 

shareholder shall receive in exchan-?e and in substitution 

therefor certificates represent~ng t2e namber of whoJe 

shares o£ C & C co~non stock to which he is entitled as 

forth in para.graph io) of this s~cticn 5. 

{d) Upon the Effective Date, the shareholders of 

t.lte !·~erging Corporatio:-. shall ·.::ease to ha:ve ~"TJ.Y rights 

'!.vi th respect to the stcd: of the z,rerg.:ing Corporations 

(except t.l:!ose righi:s granted to ciss-enting shareholders 

~y lar;r) ani:. their sole right: shc!ll be to receive C S: C 

snares s·et 

maf.:ion of 

forth in this Sectio:l 

.:· 0• .. 
... 
iC!::.P.: 

Corporations, inclnr.:..i:r,g trez,su.:..·y shar·es a.s t'i'ell as those 

exchang·ea for C & c shares shall be cancelled. 

6. Effective Date 

The term "Ef:fecti ve Date" as used herein shal.l be 

the date when the Certifica;tes o£ .Herger ana. an. executed 

the office of the Secretary o:f s·tate of Ca1i:foiD.ia pursuant 

to the provisions of Section 411.3 of the Ca1i£.ornia. Corpor-

ations Code • 

7. .Abandon:rcrent of !!ercrer ------- --·--·-:'..;_ __ 
T'"nis A.gree7-ent of ~~er-7~r may be i:":;:-:rinate~ and the 

merger abandoned prior to the filing o= the Certificates 

and Agreement in. tb.e office of the Se.c:-etary of State of 

California, eithe . .:- by mutual consent of tlte Boards of 

Directors of al.l the Ccmsti tuent Corporations or by the 

Boards of Directors of any of the Cons"':i.tuent Corporations 
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if the Agreement and Plan of Reorgani zatio:n beb1een and 

a."'ltong C & C and _the Constituent Corporations shall have been 

terminated as therein provided. 

8. Hiscellaneous 

The Agreement o£ .Herger may be executed in any nlli7.ber 

of counterparts, each of i;•lhich shall be e:m orig.i.nal, but 

such counterparts together s11all constitute but one and the 

same instruwP-nt. 

lN t-:ITNESS i•:HEP..EOF, eC!c-..h of t."tie p?..rties hereto has 

cause,; this /'.greement .:>f ! ~erger to be sicp1ed by its o£fice:rs 

thereunto duly autho·· ~zed il'.nd its corporate seal to be 

her~ unto affixc=d 1 a:...~ a£' o£ the day end year first abo·ve 

.. lol· •• 

SEAL) 
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~ 
i. 
f 
' ' ,. 
' 

.:..• .. 

if the Agreement and Pla:n of Reorganization beh1een and 

a.'ltong C & C and .the Constituent Corporations shall have been 

terminated as therein provided. 

8. HiscellaneOi.'!s 

The Agre~-nent of Herger may be eY.ecuted in aP-Y nUJi'.ber 

of counterparts r eac.'1 o£ \•?hich shall be c:m original, but 

such counterpa:rts toget.~er sl1all constitute but one a11.d the 

same instrument. 

IN \-:I'l'NESS i•!HEREOF, eac-.h .of t_l}e parties hereto has 

caused this Agreement Jf ! ~erger to be si911ed by its o£:ficezs 

th.arermto duly autho·· ~zed cmO. its corporate seal to be 

hereunto affh~.f."=d, a:..~ a£ o£ the day c.nd year first abo"1."e 
i ;:··' 

i ~:-.... 

sident 

By-;;?. ,Q. UA.~ . 
. ecretary 

SEA.L·) 
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•. 

Ca=~:_~~~L 
~sident 

fCO!WCRATE SEAL} ~~~~~tary----

:,~··. 

-8-
DREs 0231 



·,,· 

."·: 

-_-; ... ·· 
_ •• -:i;: 

............ -
-~ _.·· 

-.. : _,. 
=::: ~ .:-

:: ....n-: -. _,. 
~ .. ~- ~- t« 

·' . .., . 
'- • .1'- ... ; 

...... _.~; 

~-, -~~ .. --~ 
.. ...-'' (CORPOP..!\T:E SEAL) 

Fiveco Land Co. 

By );&-_.,_s, ;~ ~ 
~ p1Fres~dent 

/.;/ )~ . By --zJ •-tH....~Z ~au 
I Sec ary 

.... . "" : 

·, .-;~:· •.• _. ~ '~ .•. ···~~·ORPOP."'mR 
... _ ., ...... • .. • '- - -V":.~.=..JI 
·--. . -~···· .. '~-r~ _.· 

SEJ!<.L) 

-••" ......... . 

Y· 

Tudor 

STATE OF CALIFOPNIA ) 

COUNTY OF LOS AN(.;E:M:S 
) ss 
) 

On March 31, 1969 be..fore r:c.e~ the unaersiqned, a 

!'Totary Public in and for said State, pexsonally appeared 

Mac.f.arJ ane T knot•m to me to be the Secretary of' BARCJ~~Y. IIOJ .. IJ-JmEP. 

CURCI, INC.,. the Corporation that execwtec11 the within Instru-

ment, kn~~ to Fe to be t.he person£ who executed the within 

Instrument on behal:f of such Cor:po:r.a:tion, and ackncr.-iledqed 

to Fe that such Corporc.tion ex ~•Jted the ....,.rithin. 1:nst.ruRent 

purP:uant to its by. -la::.~'"s or a. Jt"e·sol t1~.:.i on of its: bo2:ror1! of 

directors. 

-···"' 

...... _,.,_ 

f.T"'l hand and of.ficia:J. seal. 7/' 
/ ~h· 0 ·~y~·-

.. ,._ 

.... •' 

·-----~-~~~.:C.:·.~·"_-:=_-----"'_:/_~~--------
Notazv PUnl~c i~ and for the State 
of California. ('r;unty of Ioos 1mqe1e~ 

.. 
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l'4AHII-..III'IE HARPER 
~-nu,-;:.-;;ti" ~~:a~ .. ~:u.r~ 

~ ~:c~;i"tar,J;:. ":~ ·::;ml;_:;f. !~ 
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STATE 0? C~LIFOR~IA ) 
} ss 

COUNTY OF LOS ~~~GELES ) 

On March 31~ 1969 before me, the undersigned, a 

Notary Public in and for said State, personally appeared 

Lois Barclay kno•i'n to me to be the President, and Richard 

Barclay known to me tc be th€ Secretary of P~~IVOC 

J..AND CO.~ the Corporai:.ion t..l)at e:xecu·tecl the t-d thin 

Instrument, knO"JT.;'l to n:e to he th.e persons li'ho executed the 

within Instrw-r.ent on behalf of sue.~ Corporation, and ac!::.nov1l-

edged to me that such Corporation executed a:.he l·.rithin. 

Instr~'"··ent p•.1rsuant tc. 5. ts by-la~.;s or a resolution of its 

,::"'''~....,-

""""""'1 
} 
1.. 

·.::\ ( 

S'l"ATE OF CI\.LIPO:b'?.UA. ) 
) ss 

COmiT·Y OP LOS Jr..?<!GEIJ·ES ) 

On March .11, 1969· be£ore i!lE:; the unde::::-si.c;neO, a 

Notar>]' Public: in and for said State, personally appeared. 

Donald Barclay known to rne to be the President, cmd Richard 

Barc1ay kncr.rn to me to be the Secreta:ry of B. H.. c. 

lAND co_, L~e Corporation. tha:t. exe..r;uted the wi t:hin 

Instrument, knor..m. to :rrr.e to be th.e persons who executed the 

vitbin Instrument on behalf of :;uch Corpora.ti.on, and. ack.nolilrl-

edged. to"me that sucit Corporation executed tbe within 

l.Dstrnment pu:rsuant ta its by-law-s or a resolution of its 

board of d.i rectors. 

:·· :;-. ,l' .•• 

·- ,. :':,. ·' 
.. . : ·. £ . . . \;, 

.., -;::-~ ·.; Jo'".'' --::;;-.• -~·.-:::.~-:.~-.,=-:-:-::t ·' 
~-.:·· ·;.:~·--~~:-.:-::""':':'·: 

;':. . ,:. ' .• :· .. ·' ··. i. "j,l - ;.: ·: • ·'. ;,)·.: . -~-~.. :.:. : :;-T.i t -to-
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I' 

_._'r 

•'._1 

_;:.-.-. 

STNfE oz· CALIPOP..i~IA ) 
) ss 

COUNTY 0¥ LOS P:.NGELES } 

On ~1arch 31, 1969 before troe.,. the Th"'ldersigned. a 

Notary Public in and for said State. personally appeared 

Richard Barclay known .to me to be the PresidE::nt,. and 

Lois Barclay kno~m to ~e to be the ~ecretary cf BURWOOD 

L~..::-m CO., the Corpor..-ti.on tLa:.:. e:;.:ecuted. the within 

Instrument.,. kno~·rn to :r.:.e t.o be the p""'rso:ns who executed the 

witbin Inst=ume~t on behalf o£ su~h Corporation, a~d ~cknowl-

edged to me that such Corporation e:Y.ecuted the w) thin. 

Ir1st;ru.-ne.:1t purs:z::utt to its by-la>·~s or· a re-solnt.ion cf its 

'·· '-'--·~- ... -:· 

'.::-:-r.-:·:··· 

STATE OF ~LIFOP~IA 

COUNTY OP LOS M.J:GELES 
) ss 
) 

ltlotary Public in and f'm:· sa.i.tdl State, personally appeared 

Robert Barclay known to me to be the President.. and Shirley 

.A:m J,averentz knzy-:zn to me tc be b'le Secretary of BYGRUVE 

LAND CO. , the Corporation that e:z:ecu.ted the .,.i thin 

Instrur.r.ent, known to :ne to be the persons wb"" executed. the 

within Instrument on behalf of such Co:rporation,. and aclm.ow.l-

edged t:o me that. such Corporation executed. the within. 

Instnmrent purs~t ·t? its by-1aws or a reso1ttti.on of its 

. board of di.rectors. 

~i~~~~~ 
J.-:;:.·,;.,..-._.:a:::::;bl~~::>...,.~~ . 

-:,-.. ;::. ·:.>:; C:rn':"~:':·•>n·. ··IIi! ii''llil">' lfer.6~;. F."sL c:.. •. 9t!at~ -11-
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COU:·i?Y OF I.i)S MiGF~L!:S 

) 
) zs 
) 

On .!-.!arch 31 T 196.9 !:•€'-:ore :rre, the und.;!rsigned r a 

. :Notary Public ir.. a:r.d :f.;)r said State~ rersonally appea,:ed 

Rohert EaYclay kn(:,'.;>:;:; t:c r·:.e: to b.e the Presioent, a~d. Shirley 

STATE OF CALIFOP~~-TIA ) 
) S'S 

) 

Mike Hollander k:no<<~n to !':·~ to he the· :Pre:s5 .. C:ent:., and 0. J. 

Gause, :rr. kno.,...., to !lie !c be the Secre-t:axy of C~ON 

CONST~'GCTICN CO.~ INC., t"te Co.rporatic"!' that .:'!7.CCUted. w1.e '),tithin 

within I:t-s:trT.J.Le!!.t. •.:m b~ha.lf of su-::::. Corporation, ane ad:::no:;..;J-

edged to me that such Corporation executed th.e within 

Instrument. pursuant to its by-·laws oz :! resolution of its 

board of directors. 

WI'D.T>ESS my hand a!'c ..... official seal. 
'1,-:·-:.-· ... ·• .-· •.·:'7~· 

·~··:·.·u·:.·:.·~·:~·;:::;· .. 

-12-
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S'l""A7l~ OF' CJ\J lFOHHI/\ ) 
) ~s 

C0UTl'Y 01" LOS l\NGRJ.J~S ) 

On 11arch 31, 1969 before me, the undersigne<l, a 

Notary Public in and for said State, personally appeared 

Robert Barclay. knmm to r.~e to be the President, and 

CJ,YuEL\t} .:K LJ•.ND co. 1 the r.;o)_·poration thut e:>:ecut.ed the "Ti thin 

InE-:i:n·T:!::.:l'!t, kno:·m to ra~ i.:o be t.he persons w!Io exect,.tccl the 

v:i.tll:i.n Inst:nn:~·:mt: on b.;:,h<;J.f of: such Co:crorati<m, and ad:nm11-

c.cl9cd tn r.~e thnt such Corpo:caU.on exccu·teo the within 

. I .. " ~~Q/tJ 

. STATE OJ•' CALIFORNIA ) 
) ss 

COUNTY OP.. !'.0S 1\NGELES ) 

On March 31, 1969 before me, the unC.ersigned 1 a. 

No;:c.u:y Public in and fer said State 1 pC:J::~;onally appea:red 

Richard Barel ay knmm to me to be the President, and 

r.1H:e Hollander known to m~ to be the Secretary of 

COLLEGE HILLS, INC.! the Corporation that executed th0 \,'i thin 

Instrume'1t, knottTn to me t".:: be tl1e persons who executed the 

within Instrument. on behalf of such Corporation, and acknowl-

edged to me that such Corporation executed the within 

InEtrument pursuant to its by-laws or a resolution of its 

board of directors. 
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S'.i'P.TI~: OF Cl\.Llf'OPJHA ) 
) ss 

COti:'l'1'Y Ol;o LOS JIJ\lGF.I.ES ) 

On March 31, 1969 be:fore me, the undersigned, a 

Notary Public in and for said State, 'personally appeared 

Donv.ld BarclaY. knmvn t.o me to be the Presidromt, and 

Shi1:!.cy Curd. knm·m to r:~e to be the Secretary of Dgr, 

CL.R.r;O S.i\.1:.0LS COHl'i'>~~Y, the Corporation that executed the ,-;i thin 

Instnn:'::nt, :kno, .. m to me to be th~~ pcrs .,;:•. ,./he c~wcub:::c1 the 

\·li thin Instrument on behalf CJf such Corpotat.L .. n, and ackno·vll·· 

edg~cl to In·3 th<:>.t such Co:rpo::cation executed the within 

Instrur·.r.mt. P'Jrsu.:n'c to its by-la·.-ls o~ a :>:"o.;olution of its 

STATE OF CALIFOR~IA ) 
) ss 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) 

On Har(.;h 31, 1969 before me, tht-! tmdersignecl, a 

Nota~y Public in and for said Stat~, personally appeared 

Robert Barclay knovm to me to be the Pre::>ident, and 

Nike Hollander knmm to me to be the Secretary of EASTNOOD 

LAND ~OF.P., the Corporation that e>:Gcuted the within 

Instrument, known to me to be the persons who executed the 

within Inst.rument on behalf of such Corporation, and acknowl-

edged to me that such Corporation executed the within 

Instrument pursuant to its by-laws or a resolution of its 

board of directors. 

l•iiTNESS my hand seal. 

-14-
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STA'i'E OJr CALil~OHNil-1. ) 
) ss 

COt;N'l'Y OF. LOS ANGELT::S ) 

On March 31, 1.969 before me, the undersigned, a 

Notary I''ublic in and for said State, personally appeared 

t-'l.a:rie Barclay kno.-m to n,e to be the President, and 

Robert Barclay knmm to r.1t~ to be the Secretary of FIVECCJ 

Ll'.ND CO., the Corporation that executed t.he , .. d thin 

Instrtlrx.mt, knm·m to me to be the persons who cxecu.tccl the 

within lnstnnuent on behnJ.f of such Corporatio11, and ac:knowl-

E!dged to r:,e that sur.h Co1·9oratiol1 e>:ecntecl the within 

Instrurrent pursucmt to its by-·lmvs or a resolution of its 

board of directors. 

ny han(: 

; . .,:..:.·~; .. ~ . . -:-•:: ~ . . 

·' • l .. ·~ ~- . • 0 • • ,.; :. • l ., . :: ~~)i-l 

S'rA'I'E OF CALIFOR..\liA ) 
) ss 

COu~TY OF LOS ANGELES ) 

On March 31, 1969 before rue, the undersigned, a 

Notary Public in and for said State, personally appeared 

Richard Barclay knmm to me to be the President, and 

Robert Barclay known to me to be the Secretary of REALTY 

CONTROL CO., the Corporatioi.1 that executed t!:e within 

Instrument, known to :ne to be the persons • .. .rho executed the 

within Instrument on behalf of such Corporation, and acknoHl-

edged to me that such Corporation executed the within 

Instrument pursuant to its by-laws or a resolution of·its 

board of directors. 

WITNESS my hand 

. :~:- -~--: ~~~ --~-~~~~~~~;i~~CI:fL~~~ -~~~~~ ... -~.-~ 
; ·, .. · . '.: t~;~;.·;!;~~;L~~-·~;~!~;,~~;;"A I. 

. LG:.; _:,;:.;~:-:~LES ~;~:·U!'i :·y 
,·: · · ... ·:· ·:····-···;,?:-cir ~.··.t:;;.21. i372 
_.. ,. ... ·-,-·; ·-.,.~::rv·::; ..... ~:ry~-~J.;:;;.r:c..:;::--... ~, 

. • . . -.·i -.:;:·.::l, ';i. F~bs iJ.ir-.;·::3 ~:.;t.; C1. !;2U/4 -15--. 
:·. ~ ··, ... 

. _.~ ·· .. :·. 
.. · ... ...::. DRES0238 



•' 

STATE OF CALIFOfu~I~ 
ss 

COUN'I'Y OJ!' LOS i\NGEJ,ES 

On March 31, 1969 before me, the undersigned, a 

Notary Public in and for said Statet personally appeared 

Donald ·Barclay _knmm to me to b.~ the President, and 

~hirley Curci knmm to me to he t:he Secretary of 

TUDOR L~~D co., the Corporation that executed the wit~in 

Instruwent, kno>-m to mo to be the persons \•lho executed the 

within Instrurnent on behalf of such Corporation r and ackno\'ll-

edged to me that such Corporation executed the within 

Instrument pu:csuant to its by-laHs or a resolution of its 

boar.Ci of di J·.~: ~· i:ors. 

NI'l'NESS my hc:mc1 

. ~ . :. -~ .. -~ 

and C'f.fici EtJ. seal. . 

__ -~::li ... HJ_~<-!-~~.t...~~~·::._ 
No ry Publ1c ~n and for the ~ ate 
o California, County of Los geles 

-16-
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MINUTES Of ACTION WITHOUT MEETING 

OF 

STOCKHOLDERS OF 

BARCLAY HOLLANDER CURCI, INC. 

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 10 of Article II of the 

By-Laws of Barclay Hollander .Curci, Inc., th.e stockh-olders thereof 

hereby adopt the follow.lng resplutions: 

1 - RESOLVED, ~hat Article 11 Firs.t11 of th.e Arti:cles of Incor­
pora.t-ion of this Corporation shall be amended to read 
as follows: 

11 First: The name of this Corporation is 

BARCLAY HOLLANDER CORPORATION 11 

2 - RESOLVI;D, that effective immed1ately the members of the 
Boa·rd of Directors shall be. a·nd they hereby are: 

Richard Ba rc 1 q.y 
Robert Barclay 
Henry B. Clark, Jr. 
John. Coulter, Jr. 
Warren G. Haight 
Dennis.Harkavy 
Mike Ho 11 and.er 
Donald j. Kirchhoff 

· Malcolm MacNaughton 
Leonard Marks Jr. 
Robert Minckler 

The undersi~ned~ representing. all the stockholders of the 
Corporation, hereby consents to and approves the foregoing resolution 
effective the 12th day of February 1975. 

(~~~ 
HenrytB. Clark, Jr. ~ 
Attorney in Fact for 
Castle & Cooke, Inc. 

oR.ES0240 
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BARCLAY HOLLANDER CORPORATION 

Written Consent of Shareholder 

Pursuant to Section 10 of Article II of the By-Laws of 
Barclay Hollander Corporation, a California corporation, the 
undersigned, being the holder of all of the issued and 
outstanding stock of the corporation, hereby consents in 
writing, without a meeting, to the adoption of the following 
resolution: 

.RESOLVED, that the persons named below are hereby 
appointed to serve as Directors of this corporation until 
the next annual meeting and thereafter until their 
successors shall be duly elected and qualified: 

Warren G. Haight 
Stanley Lee 
Leonard Marks Jr. 
Randolph G. Moore 
George Vim 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned has executed this 
Written Consent as of the 25th day of Ndvember, 1981. 

OCEANIC PROPERTIES, INC. 

By~·p?L/ 
Its President 

DRES 0241 
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CONSENT OF SHAREHOLDER 
OF 

BARCLAY HOLLANDER CORPORATION 

Pursuant to Section 10 of Article II of the By-Laws of 

Barclay Hollander Corporation, a California corporation, the 

undersigned, being the holder of all of the issued and 

outstanding stock of the corporation, hereby consents in writing, 

without a meeting, to the adoption of the fo·llowing resolution: 

~:esoLVED, that the persons named below are hereby 
appoihted to serve a··s Dir.ectors of this corporation 
until the next annual meeting and thereafter until their 
succeeu3or.s s-hall be d~uly elected and qualified: 

J.ames G. Caldwell 
S:'l;:anley Lee 
L·~o:na·itd. Marks Jr . 

.. ~·cih,lo;;i:}?:h G. Mo.o-re 
RoBert Y~ Tsuyemura 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersig.ned has executed this Consent 

of Sharehold~r ~s of the 6th day of June, 1984. 

01040/010 

OCEANIC CALIFORNIA INC. 

By ~J;~Z- __ q 11l-=-·~ 
Randolph G. Moore 
Presid·ent 

DRES 0242 
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A396012 

CERTIF+CATE OF AMENDMENT 
OF 

ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION 
OF 

OCEANIC CALIFORNIA INC. 
a California corporation 

FII.ED t 
In 1M olfin olthe ~of Slala .,. ........ ~ 

DEC 3 1990 

~w~~ 
GLEN T. HIERLMEIER and J. BRETT TIBBITTS certify that: 

1. They are the President and Secretary, 
respectively, of Oceanic California Inc., a California 
corporation. 

2. Article FIRST of the Articles of Incorporation of 
this corporation is amended to read as follows: 

"FIRST: The name of the corporation is: 

CASTLE & COOKE CALIFORNIA, INC." 

3 •. The foregoing amendment of Articles of 
Incorporation has been duly approved by the Board of Directors. 

4. The foregoing amendment of·Articles of 
Incorporation has been approved by the required vote of the 
shareholders in accordance with Section 902 of the California 
Corporation Code. The total number of outstanding shares of 
the corporation is 500. The number of shares voting in favor 
of the amendment equaled or exceeded the vote required. The 
percentage vote required was more than 50%. 

We further declare under penalty of perjury under the 
laws of the State of California that the matters set forth in 
this certificate are true and correct of our own true knowledge. 

Dated as of the 16th day of November, 1990 . 

. ·~~-

~J. Brett Tibbitt·s 
Its Secretary 
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.;. 

CERTIFICATE OF AMENDMENT 
OF 

ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION. 
OF 

CASTLE a COOKE CAUFORNJ"' INC. 
a Califomla corporation 

A469982 

FILED~ 
It! lh tfticuf lh ~ If tate 

of IH Slalut Clllforiia 

DfC 2 9 1995 ·-

1. They are the Vice President and Auiltant Secretary, reapectively! of Caatle & 
Cooke ·call1otnla, Inc., a California corporation. 

2. Article FIRST of the Articles af Incorporation of this corporation is amended to read 
as follows: 

"FIRST: The name of the corporatiOn i1 CAL.ICAHOMSS, INC." 

3. The fOregoing amendment of articles of Incorporation has been duty approved by 
the board of directors. 

4. The foregoing amendment Of attlclee of incorporation hal baen duly approved by 
the requfred vote of the lhareholderlln accordance with Section 902 of the Callfomia 
General Corporation !~aw. The totat number of outetandlnQ lharea of the corporation 
Is 500 The number of tharea voting in favor of the amendment equalact ar axCHded 
the vote required. The percentage vote required was more th•n SO%. 

Wt further declare under penaJty of perjury under the laws of the State Of California 
that the mattel'l Ht forth in thte c.rtmcate are true and correct Of our own true 
knowledge. 

Oated: £1~a.,,;l/ .1GO!. 

Lara r 
Itt VIce Prealdent 

Carol A. Stringer 
Ita Auiatant Secretary 
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CONSENTOFTHESHAREHOLDER 
OF 

BARCLAY HOLLANDER ·CORPORATION 
IN LIEU OF AN ANNUAL MEETING 

The undersigned as record owner of all shares entitled to vote for the 
election of directors ot .13ARCLAY HOllANDER CORPORATION, a California 
corporation, hereby elects or reelects the following-named persons as directors 
of this corporation; to hold office until the next anriual meeting of the 
shareholder and until their successors are duly elected and qualified: 

GLEN T. HIERLMEIER 

ALAN B. SELLERS 

SCOTT D. PETERS 

Dated as of the 30th day of July, 1990. 

OCEANIC CALIFORNIA INC. 

By~~ ~~ rlmeier 
Its President -
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CONS'ENTOF THE SHAREHOLDER 
OF . 

BARCLAY HOLLANDER CORPORATION . 
tN:.LJEU OF AN ANN'UAL MEETING 

. . · The!· undersigned f:lS record owner of all·-shates· entitled'to vote for 
· · · the··elec~ioi'l of directors- of .Bat(:k;iy Hollander CorJX:ira.tiQii~· a California 
... ¢o.IJ)C?ratioh; nerepy el~¢ts or reeie~cts the folloWing-named persons as 
· ·.direCtors of- t~i~: co.rpotation, to·hord···office until.the··next annual· meeting of the 
. ·shareholder and until their sueces$ors are duly elected &nc,l qu~lified: 

David·B. Cooper, Jr. 

Glen T. Hierlmeier 

Scptt o~ Peters 

.tJated as of the 20th day of March, 1991. 

Castle &·Cooke California, Inc. 

ORES 0246 
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. The undersigned as record owner of all shares entitled to vote for 
the election of dire~to;rs of Barclay Hollander Corporation, a California 
corporation, hereby elects or reelects the following-named persons as 
directors of this corpora~ion, t.o hold office until the next annual mee.ting of 
the shareholder and until thett -successors are duly elected and qualified: 

David B. Cooper, Jr. 

Glen T. Hierlmeier 

Laura Whitaker 

Dated as of the 18th day of March, 1992. 

CASTLE &.COOKE 
C.AIJlit>RNIA, _INC. 
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.. A4osss5 

AMENDED 
STATEMENT AND DESIGNATION 

BY 

/5'"9990 
DO NOT WRITE IN THIS SPAC 

FILED~ ............ ~~ 
.......... c .... 

FOREIGN CORPORATION AUG 12 1991 

~~A&.. 
rMRCH fONG EU, ~of ~ 

!.Ole Food co.npany, Inc. 

-----------~----------------' a corporation 

organized and existing under the laws of ___ Hawaii '· 
and which is presently qualified for the transact1on of 1ntrastate bus1ness in the 
State of California, makes the following statements and/or designation: 

That the name of the corporation has been changed to that hereinabove set forth 

and that tt1e name relinquished at the time of such change was-------­

Castle & Cooke, Inc. 

Dole Food Catpany, Inc. 
(Name of Corporation) 

~~<Zmmcq 
~ ... 

David B. Cooper. Jr., Vice President ~~·~~~-~~:;:.:. 
~(T::-yp-ed-.--n--ame~--a~nd~t~i T"'t 1;-e~of~o""JJ!ff~,~· c .... e ... r ~s:-!i--g=n~ ,r-. ,~--g"') ---.. '"Y' 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

1. If this Amended Statement shows a change of corporate name, there must be 
attached to this Amended Statement a certificate of an authorized public official 
of the state or· place of incorporation, that such change of name was made in 
accordance with the laws of that ·state or place. 

2. For filing this Amended Statement there is a fee of $15.00. 
DRES 0248 



STATE OF HAWAII 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND CONSUMER AFFAIRS 

Honolulu 

I, ROBERT A. ALM, Director of Commerce and Consumer 

Affairs of the State of Hawaii, do hereby certify that CASTLE 

& COOKE, INC., a Hawaii profit corporation, has changed its 

name in accordance with the laws of the State of Hawaii to 

DOLE FOOD COMPANY, INC. on July 30, 1991. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have 

hereunto set my hand and 

affixed the seal of the 

Department of Commerce and 

ConsUmer Affairs, at Honolulu, 

this 7th day of August, 1991. 

Director. of Commerce and 
Consumer Affairs 
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WRITTEN CONSENT OF THE SHAREHOLDER 
OF 

BARCLAY HOLLANDER CORPORATION 
IN LIEU OF A MEETING 

The undersigned owning 100% of the issued and outstanding stock of 
Barclay Hollander Corporation, a California corporation (the "Corporation"), pursuant 
to the authority of Section 603(a) of the California General Corporation Law, does 
hereby consent to the adoption of the following resolutions and recitals effective as 
of the 4th day of December, 1995: 

WHEREAS, Castle & Cooke California, Inc., a California corporation (the 
"Shareholder") is the sole shareholder of the Corporation; and 

WHEREAS, it is in the best interests of the Corporation to ·sell its rights, title 
and interest in all of its real estate assets including, but not limited to: (i) the 
Camarillo office site-located in the County of Ventura, California, (ii) the 
MO"untt'lingate Open Space located in the County of Los Angeles, California; (iii) the 
J\ilount~ingate Potenti~l Development Property located in the County of Los Angeles, 

· Califqmla (lnd (iv) the Mountaingate Landfill located in the County of Los Angeles, 
Caiifornia (hereinafter individually and collectively referred to as the "Assets") to 
Ca~tie .& C~:roke, Inc., a Hawaii corporation ("Castle"), in exchange for which the 
Corporation will receive from Castle 56,646 shares of Common Stock of Castle in 
accordance with the provisions of the Transfer and Assumption Agreement (the 
"Transfer and Assumption Agreement"); and 

WHEREAS, it is in the best interests of the Shareholder to approve said sale 
of assets; 

N-OW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED: That the Shareholder approves and 
authorizes the sale of the Assets to Castle pursuant to the terms of the Transfer and 
Assumption Agreement; 

RESOLVED FURTHER: That the Corporation is authorized to perform its 
obligations under the Transfer and Assumption Agreement and to consummate the 
transactions contemplated thereby and to execute and deliver any and all 
agreements, instruments, certificates, documents and amendments to agreements 
and to take such further action as the Board of Directors of the Corporation shall 
deem necessary or appropriate to carry out the purpose and the intent of the 
foregoing resolutions as the· Board of Directors of the Corporation deems necessary 
or appropriate, including without limitation, the filing of any notices, requests or 
applications with any regulatory authority having jurisdiction in the premises, the 
taking of such actions or the execution of such agreements, instruments, 
certificates and documents to be conclusive evidence of such officer's authority 
hereunder. 

BHC000133 
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Dated as of the 7th day of ___ D_e_c_em..,..-b-e_r ___ , 1995. 

CASTLE & COOKE CALIFORNIA, INC . 

By: . 
/ 

Its: Assistant Treasurer 

BHC000134 
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BARCLAY-HOLLANDER-CURCI 

McCULLOCH BUILDING, INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT CENTER 

6151 W. CENTURY BLVD., LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90045 

Mr. D. E. Clark, Manager 
Land Department 
Shell Oil Company 
1008 West Sixth Street 

.August 25, 1966 

Los Angeles, California 90054 

Dear Mr. Clark: 

Per your request, we are returning herewith the sigoed duplicate 
copy of your letter authorizing the extension of our escrow to 
October 1, 1966, I would like to take this opportunity to thank 
you and Mr. Tubman for your patience in giving us sufficient time 
t.o remove the hazards on the Kas.t tank farm site. This type of 
cleanup work is a little unusual for our operation, and we are 
embarrassed for the length of time that it took to complete the 
job, 

RB:sl 

Enc. 

SUITE 700 

TE~EPHONES 

776-6580 

670·9033 

soc 00105 
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i. 

:.=.-... 

Ph<me: ~~- · 

PACIFIC son.s ENGINiiERING; INc~ 
. i402 West :Moth. stioeiit . 

, .·· It~~" cfit, Culu~rnh1-~l0. ': 
.. ·.•· 

Ms:rch · 11,' 1966 
I ·,· 

Lomita Development. Co . 
. 6151 We~t. Cen;t.lWy :Bdulevard 
Suit~ 700 .,· 
to~ Angele.s', Calif'ornia 

. -~. ., 
. ,:,· ';: ,. 

· · S·ubjeot: Subsurface drsi~age study !'or reser•vi;>i;tt 
located in the southeast corner of. 
'J;iract No. 24836 in: the County. b!'' Los 

· Angeles 1 Cal:U'orni.a.. · 

Reference: Preliminary Soils. Investiga t·ion repopt 
dated January 71 1966 and Addendum' Soils 
Report dated January' 27, 1966. 

Gen tlemer • .-; 

S.ubmi tt.:;:i. ::.er·ewitb arc ;:.::,.;;. rec< .. :.: t:::; of' a permeability $tw;ly. 
l'ega:::-c..~·.::__ :;;.:o:bsur:r~ce. drair.age of: the rese:rvoi:r- loca·ted in . 
the ~h· .. :..:::i!s.t corner of: the sub.ject tract. This rePort is 
not 5.:,:-:,.J.:;;:ncied to apply to the o·ther reservoirs located· on 
the ~Y'b j.ect proper·ty_. ·other reservoirs :.:/::.ould be analyzed, 
inaj.· ~.aually. 

. . 
The ..:U":Pose ot: t.bis investigation was tc :. 
t_er-~t. and ·typ~ ot subdr-ainage sy~tem nee£·.::.:. 
the existing bott;om slab. 

FIELD INVESTIGATI{)N 

~ ""rmine the ,ex­
because of 

Six (6) 24-inch diameter borings -v~ere ·made with a r.ota.ry 
bacl{et drill to depths ranging .from 12 to 15 feet. Boring 
locations ax-e presented. on Plate A end the logs or' borings V/ 
are pvesented on Plate B. 

LABORATORY INVESTIGATION 

Both disturbed:: and -und~st,uv'bed sarop.lea ·w~re )'eturn:ed to- .. 
the laboi'atory for permeability tests •. Four r.epresentative···· 
samples were ·selected ror· the .f-alling be~~ permeability ... 
test·. 'l'e·st ·resi.u:ts are included with the· ca~~ulations, 
:presented on Plt::~ te ~G. 
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D)ISCUSS I.ON 

March 11,. 1966 
Work Order 6161,_ 

Nearly 6000 li~eal feet ol' trench were: punched. through the. 
c onere te floor using a t:ruck mounted- :rig. The width of the 
trench f~ e:ig).'lt ;inches and the· broken bO:i'lCrete. was lef't .irt · 
place- •. , Thfi;l trenches f'orm ann1.1:lar rings, :roadia.ting from the 
center at; 15 f'oot interva-ls. A.t. th;ls ·t~me. the concrete ih 
the. tr-.encges :l,.;;t being removed'.- -.-. .. ,-- .-- · · ·· ..... 
~ ,.. Iii a~ .UII!II!"~~· ... .._..,. W.r~· ....,.t:r:r:.,'Fi12 .... ·.''9tt?-'~· , 

The ffe.ld investigation reveals· that the soils beneath the 
reservoir con:rorm to tnos~ fount;\ in our o!'iginal exploration~. 
Generally, t'pe i'ii>s~ three feet found:· directly beneath. the 
slap tend to, be· silty E!nd clayey sands which are highly oil 
stained. The underlying soil:s are .f'ine. to medium clean sands. 
All soils ar.e in a dense state and suitable to receive f'ill. 
l"lost o:r the soil·s iri ·tne- bo;roings had a petroleum od.Ol?, hdw­
ever the amo\mt or a·ctual. oil contained· in the ·soil is un ... 
known. · · · ·'' · 

Perm~ability tests warE;) per..formad on f'our.representative 
samples using a .falling h~ad_ permeameter. The laboratory 
results show that even though the soils are oil stained 
they ar.e still perr.'ieab,le. The value used in the calcula ... 
tions (K = 0.086 x 10_.4 cm/sE;lc.} wa-s obtain€ld from a sample 
with only s slight smo~;tr.:.t of oil. · 

.:_ 

The par•rt,eab.ili ty calcula tiona wer-e per.formed under the .assump ... 
tion t::-~:::t no l~te.ral drainage would occur within the tank~rea• .. 

The a·,1era.ge annual rainfall i'or. this region.~ according t·o. Los 
Angel.Qs County Flood Control data, is 13 i:~,;,..;;.J.~,;;s. per year. It. 
has been assumed that only one-third of' 7.:hs: land ·will be avail~ 
able to receive precipit.ation and that only one-half' of the 
:precipitation will percolate into the ground. 

CONCLUSIONS AND REdCiNME1iDATIOi~s 

Based up·on the results ot the . .field irtvestigs tioh and. the 
resulting. permeability computations, the following coriclu­
si:ons and recommendations are presented: 

1. 
•. 

The average annl;lal volume o:f percolating rainfal~ in 
the tank area vall be on. the order of 26.1000 cubJ.C 
feet under the assumptions stated above. 

2-. ·If the slab is· lef't' as is (utili~ing the 6000 line1;1l 
feet of. ~~Per tr-ench} ~ the perc oia:tion volume. should 
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be on· th.~ order of! 26,500 cubic .feet assumlrtg· the. · 
static w.ater s\lr.face is ·i.O feet. above slab leveL 
If the .water depth is increased to· 5.·0 ·.fee·t which··. 
is not _pr obabl(';l the annual ·volti.m~ o! percolation . 
should be· 53,000 cubic .feet • . · · ·. 

~: . . 

3. B.ased .on these· calculations utili~±ng .·the .lowest ·. 
permeabil:i,ty v_alqe · obtainf;l4 .from the laboratory 
:results, it: is .collsiclered '!;h~t the available .drain­
age a~el:i is. su;t'.ficient to handle .a 11 expected per- · .. ·.· 
cola.t;:ing.water. It must also·be r~membered..that · 
these computations ha·ve been per.formed a~s:uming .· .,,·,:;.' 

. no l.a.tera.l d·r:airiag_e, and,·are: C?o:nsid.ered conservative .• 

. . 

Respeotf~lly submitted., 

STEVAN ·.PEKOVICH 
R.C.E. ·14744. 

'. 
Distr.: (3) addressee · 

,. 

( 3} Dept.. of'. County Enginee:r­
Grading Division 

.Attn: Ji.rr. Gle.n·Mart;iil 
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Ma:c•ch 1i, 1966 
w·ork brde:.;-' 6i64 .. 
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·PLATE .. B. 

·tOGS .OF £ORINGS 
..· .. 

Boring 
No. . Depth (.f't. ) Cla~s±:rication 

1· 

·2 

3 

4 

:Black siity sand; dense,' o:i·J. sta.-ined. 0:,0~ LO 

1-.5-15 .o 
<; 

.:.,···clean t'ine sa.nd and shells~ dense. 

o.-o- 1.5· .. 

1.$- .. 8.0 

8.0-11.0 

11.0-12.0 

0.0- 2.5 

2.5- 4-5 

4-5-10.0 

10 .0-11..5 

11.5-12.,5 

12.,5-1,5.0 

0·.0- 3.0 

3·.0- 4-.5 
4S~ 6.5 

6.,5-10.0 

10.0-15.0 

; Coloring. varies with d~pth but .. is 
generally stained green ... · Petroleum 

. ·odor. _"apparent. 

Black ciayey sand, dense, oil stained •. 

Bro1~n medium sand .with some ciay, oil 
stained an_d apparent petroleum odor. 

Ta!J. and gray clean sand, oil sme.il. 

Bx·own clean sand, heavy oil smell. 

Brown silty sand, dense, oily. 

Brown clean sand, oil smell. 

Green f'ine sand and silt, den~e, 
oil smell. 

Tan medium clean sand, dense, oil 
smell. 

Pa·le green silty fine sandJ oil smell.. 

Gray fine clean sand, oil smell. 

Black silty sand, oily. 

Black medium clean sand, oily. 

Gray tine clean sand, slightly oi-ly. 

Gray lean clay, slightly dily. 

Srbtm fine sand, slightly o;i.ly. 

~ACIFIC SOILS ENGiNEERING; INC •. 
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0.0- 4-0 

4.0- 9.0 

cJ .• o..: 6 .o 

q.O .... ll.O 

ll.q-15 .Q 

.. . : 

·March l:t-): 1966 . 
. vlork o~der; 6164 

Dark brown san4 and sea sb.ell's, ·. ·oiiy. 

Gold and gray 'fine cleal'l. SSll.d,; oil 
smell. · 

... , .. 
-· .'· 

''· 

~ ' t I • 

Black; fine and silty sand~ oi'lt~. 
' . ' 

d·ens~. ~. · ·~ ·~. 
':.· 

Gray cla"y~y 'silt, o.i·l smell. 

Gray fine. SBI;ld, .dense, oil smelL 

PAClFlC SOILS ENGINEERING, INC. 
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PLATE C 

CALC 'OLA $1 ON$ 

L Labore t,ory Permeabili,ty Va11:1es: · 

March 11, 1966 
Work Orde~:: 6164 

,<' 

Sample 1, K = 0. 08'6 X. 10-4 em/sec. (slightly oily) . 
Borin$ 2' @ 1..$' ft. 

sample. 2, K = 10. 6 x 10..;.4 em/sea. (trace of oil) 
Boring 4@ 5.6 tt. 

Sample ::h K = 2789 JQC 10""4 Ctn/sec. (no oilf -
Boring 5@ 8.0 -tt,. 

Sample 4,_ K = 2.8·9 x lo-4 .em/sec.-- (oily) 
Boring 6 @ .3 .o tt. 

. ~: . .. . . 

2-. Area of tank bottom! 

2 2 A = T1' d = Tr ( !~30) : - - , 1• c 000 t . 4 4 - -'-"-1-h. - sq.:r . 

3· Area availaple for percolation: 

A 1 = l/J{A) = l/3(14;),000) = 48,000 sg • .ft. 

4· Average- annual volume of percoll'!tion rainfall: 

(Assuming 1/2 of 13 inches·of rainfall enters ground) 

. ·. ~ . ·' : . .... 

Q. = (l/2Ai)(i3/12) = {1/2}.{48;000)(3,3/12) = 26,000 cu.rt.(yr. 

5. Percolation volume using puncheg. trenches: 

(A) Area ot: pl.mched trench 

A= (6000 1 )(8/12) = 4000 sq.tt. 

Assume 50% oi' this area is ~vailable for perco;t.ation 

PACIFIC SOILS ENGINEERING, INC. 
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"(B), Per·c:oi~:tio.ti. assutni~~ ·water surface 1. 0 :feet above 

_-' sls_b· ~nci k'= o._o·e6·:x: 10"'4 q~/sec.'. 
k .. ~ .b.28 .x .1o:-6 ft·~/s~c •·· 
i -~ H/L··= 413·.:::; 1._33 -

... 

Q = :k i A-

Q' :::.(0..28 x 10'""6 ft.(lil.ec.)(~.33)(2000) 

Q = 26,50'0 eu.i't./year 

. (C) Per col~ tion assuming -w·ater sur.face 5 .o feet 

.above slab~ 

Q. = (.28 x; lo-'"" 6 tt./$ec.)(2•67)(2000) 

Q = $3~:000 eu • .ft ./yea:r> 

... , ),. _.,.,,.. . ~--=-~=·''! :· ... .... :.;--: ~ .... : .:'· 

... 

PACIFIC: SOILS ENGINEERING, INC. 
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Phone· 325-72'12 • 77:Wl71 

PACW!C §OJilL§ :iENGJrN.ElERJING~ IfNC. 
ll..W2 w~a 2410a"h s~~ea 

:i;l!ar~ll" Oay, Calli'cmic 90710 

January 7, 1966 

1tlork Order 6164 

Lon1i ta Developrn~nt co. 
6151 lvest Cent;u.ry B~lvd .. 
Suite 700 
Los Angeles!) Caii.forliia 

Subject: Preliminary soils in.vest:i_gation on Tra-ct Noo, 
2483.6 ±n the Oounty o:r Los Angeles, C~lifor-niao 

Gentlemen: 

Submitted here;.ti th at you.:r> request a:r·e the rcsul ts o:r a 
preliminary s_oils investigat;ion on Tr~wt 24836 -;n the 
Cov.nty or Los Angeles_, California. 'J!he repor•t includes 
the r·esults of the field j:nvestigation and _rErcormuend:;rtions­
f'o:r· developing the parcel of pi-ropel'ty locateCI. 't-lest of' 
Island Avenv.e,_ east of' Hai:n St:reet arid P-Ol"th of Lomita 
Bouleva::r.-"d,. Plates .~'~~ ... 1 tbl'oUgh A:...lJ.~ the grading plans 
prepared byE, L. ;Bears.o:n and Associates, s.ho"Hs the 
property layout and gives a legal description in pa.r··t; .. 

Pr·esent Si t.e Conditions: 

me existing structures -on the subject t;ract- wor'e con­
structed prior to 1930 and co:nsi.st oi' tbree la:rg¢ oil 
reservoirs and their attendant bel"ms; The aartht:.:c·i."'l, >'iialls 
or the r·eser•voir are generally abou:t f'ift_een · Zeet ::i.:n · 
h?ight and have a slope ra:l;io of 1-1/2:1.. The bot-·tom and , 
sides of t;ne reservoir are. lined 1-:i.th a. i'our inch :.:Hanket . : 
o:t reirifqrced coric·rete -c. · T'ne reser•voirs are nearly 30 f'eet ~"J '': 
deep. al'lcl are cove1~ed by 1-tooden roof's.. \rlork is undei--vtay at . ;;-:"' 
the prc;i$ent tirae 3GO waste i'roni the site 'the 1-;ate1~ ~:nd sluqge _,.,.---
pre3ent i..'11. the reservoirs. · -· 

Earthe:r·n berms ranging in height .from ten to f'if'to-&::.1 :feet 
have been cons true ted bett..reen. the reservoirs and ar·cUhd 
the e:::c·cerior boundaries of' the tract. 

DRES 0262 
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January 7,. 1966 
lriork order 6164 

Dt~.e to the lrn;.s 'pe:t>ine&bili ty of ·the surf'ac~. :soils, ~<1ater 
tends to pond iri the topog:J:"aphic8;lly low areas of t;he· 
trac:t. JL.'Yl old stUJ1p,· reported to be on..ly ·three i'ee·c in 
depth, has been: a:_opJ:?ox:im.ately 1o.cated on Plate A-2., In 
additicti_, large unde;c>ground pipes .and conduits are to be 
t'ot:ii1d ;i'i:r:iroughout: the tra;ct .. 

Field Investigation:· 

Eight ( 8·) 2lj.-inch dia.lr.ieter borings Wel.•.e made ~n:Lth a ;i:'otary 
bucH-cet drill rig tq d~pths rangi!l..g :f'rom 21 to 35 ·feet,. . 
Bol:ring loca~io!l$ azo.e· ind:i.cQ.te.d· on Plates A-1 through ~ll..;..-1.~, 
ail_d · the Logs · of Borings . are pres en ted on pages 5 thl;'U 7 .. 
In a_ddition,. sever·al cuts Ner•e· made in the earth berms 
thereby allowing the ma:te:t .. ial to be classii'ied~ 

Discussion: 

Rela.t:;:i.vely unifo:r·m soil c<::.nd.i~Gions tver·e en~:H)unt;ered in the 
test; borings ~.nd may b& expected to exist over the subject 
p:r•operty" ·zxce-;pt :for· Bo:r-i.:..;.g~ l a:nd 2 the sur.face .soiJ .. 
r~rtges :f:;:·c~~: clayey sri;n4 to sil·i;~y sando 'rhese soils are in 
a .dense s·,~at0 and ara su.itable :tor i'ov .. nda:ticn _Purposes. 

The w<-·~-:;:·ac.0 .:::o:'i.ls encot1:n.tered. in B:or•i.pgs l ~nd 2 are lean 
clay~~ ::~~'1 a so:tt, sa.tu.rated si;;a te ~ S.imilar :;1 c5.1s can be 
expec: ;..~d. to exj.st in t:he p.qrth-vle.st cor•n.er• of 'the tra.c t d1:1.e 
to the pres~nco o.t; an old ;vatercour·se as disclosed by aerial 
photographs ·taken p1~ior to construction of' tbe reservo:Lr·s ~ 
In their present s·tiate these rMterials a::;~ ti:.'lsuitable .f'or• 
.i'ou...'lQ.a t;i.on purposes .. 

Clean, dense fine to raedium san9 .. ~ ·~rere f'ou..."1d to ttnderli"e 
the .s'bi•i'ace soils at a depth ranging f':r·om 10 to 15 .f:eet., 
?.he m:eistv..i>e content of the -soils e::n:cou:.~':rber•ed decr·eased 
"::ith depth a-nd no ground '.'later ~ .. Jas obse:r•ved o 

'E."le s.oils encountered on the t:rac·b .are non-excansive by 
both Lcs Angeles dom:rty and F.I-!.4.. criteria~ -

In or·de:r· to develop the propel"ty it 1rd.ll be necessary to 
fiJ..l ir!. the rese:r-voirs and .flatten the existi:'ls b0Y'l:'ilS ~ The 
conc:r·e'te lining of: the r·eserv'oi:r>s m:i!.y either be vtastcd f'r•orll 
the site or. bu:r·ied in the .filL. If the concre·ce bo·t'Gorns are 

PACIFIC SOlLS ENGINEElUNG, INC. 
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Page 3 
Janua;roy .7~ 1.966 
Work Ordei• 616!~ 

lef't ~li pla(;ie t!,l.e cbiicrete should be bJ:>Ok;en SO 8.S not to 
impede the percolation of' subsurf'ace water. All J;.>e:m~ining 
pipes ::md. conduit~ w:P,ichwould affect construction shoul~ 
be ;roe:moved .from the ~;i.te. 

Conclusions and .. Recommendations: 

Based upon t.he: resuits of ·the f'i.eld i:nvest:i;g&tion the 
i'ollowing conclusions and recommendations are p.resei'lted: 

1. 

2. 

Generally the surface soils· encoiltlte;roed ¥Till be ·suitable . 
fOr,.f.pund·a.tion pUrposes. ~oft, «;<)tapre·ssib.le .materials .. 1 ,.:f~o;., ;'/! 
;SUCn as those encol).ntere(l. l.n :aor:t.ng? 1 ai"'ld 2 s.hould be_.._, . · '"'"""'· 
proc~ssed and compacted to a depth of' f:our i'eet. The 
resulting material should have a ;minimum relative 
compaction. o.f 90 percent according to Los Angeles County· 
Standards • · 

All sludge and water reraa.ining in the reservoirs shall 
be •.tfasted from the site. 

'I'h.:; wqoden structur~s coveri:p.g the r~s.~.rvoi;r·~ s~oulq, b~ ·f 
demolisheO, and wasted fro7!1 the site. v ,, ,. (. ''-·~·····.f·' , .. _. {--· "'''·· . 
All concr·et€1 s.l,lall be wasted f'rora the :;;ite or buried de.ep 
enough ih the .fill so ~s. ·not to inter·f'ere v.·;i. th f'u..tur~ oon­
strUCi:il.Ono The technique i'or placing the concret~ should 
be as follows.. {a) break up in place the bo·ctom slabs 
sui'fici.ently to allow drainage~ (b) place one i'oo·t ot: clea:n 
compacted fill over the broken slab~ {c.") place cut side 
"tvall panels :r~a-t on compacted ;fill sti.r.face o · 'I'he placing of 
the concrete shall be such that the· finished suri'ace o:f the 
placed con,cre~·e shall not be more than six. inches above the 
cpmpacted ffll.. . Place compacted f'ill over . ~.he top of' these 
slabs. No conc.re.-te shall be placed vlithin(Lr .feet .from the 
fi:t:lal filiished grade • 'l--'''"" . 

5. _Ml.....pipes and cond.ui ts af.i.:ecting constJ:>u.ction st-,.ali be 
:coemoyed and wasted from the site. 

6. The· soils encountered on the tract are noii.-e,Xp3:'lsive 
and it e:z;.pansive soil is not imported no special re­
inforceruent ()f i'ootings and slabs will be requi:roed. 

PACtFIC SOILS ENGINEERING, lNC. 
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.Janua!'y 7, 19.66 
vfork or:der 6164 

A. bMx>:l.ng capacity of' 1500 lbs/sq~.tt·;. i~ reconlraended 
fer structur¢s .fotmO,ed i.n compacted. :t':ill P:t' ·.fi:t-m 
natur·al groLl,Xld to a depth of one :rooto: .. 

This r·eport;. is subject to revievt b;r the contr,o1ling a.utl:lor.i,... 
t:i.es i'or the project .. 

DAVID A.. DJ!a?:Il\JG 
Civil Engineer 

PACIFIC SOILS ENGINEERING, INC. 
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Bo,ring 
1-To .. · 

1 

2 

3 

Depth (f't.,) 

0~0-. 1GO 

l.O- 5 .. 0. 

10.0-13.0 

13.0;...24.0 

0.0- 1+~0 

4oO- ? .. 0 

?.0- 9~0 

9 .. 0-15.,0 

3.0-10.,0 

LOGS OF B011IlifGS 

Janua1-y 7 :~ 1966 
1fj ork Or•der. 616Lr-

Cles s :i.fica.'tion 

Black asphalt and gravel .. 

D.al'"'k gray lean .clay,~~ saturated, 
plastic., 

Gr-ay bro·v1i1. silty sand~ mois't.i: 
moderately dense~ 

Blue-gN:.y clayey sand, tr;oist;:. 
.moderately de:nseu 

Gray fine to medium clean sand; 
moi,st;; dense, 

J:::ight bra~·r:n clsyey ·sand.l' mo.tst,. soft., 

J~::l.gllt br~vt-Jn si:L 'ty sa.~d;; mois·.t, 
:::::(;9,e:."a tely d.eY....se ~ 

sand.y .clay, ... .., . ' . 
"GJ;gpt;'" 

'J:an med:i.um to i'ine clean sand, 
rw.:ts t 1-' cl.~ns e ~ 

?.edd:tsh-bro'frJil silty isa:cld:~ C!,arnp·, 
dense-' 

Retldish-brol!m clayey sand.:~ d.arcpJi 
t . .ig{ltv 

Bi~o1-ni f'ine to medi11m, c;I.z~::'1 sar49 

moist)) dense; sea she]_le :.::~e"tvreen 
10~0 and 15~0 feet~ 

PACIFIC SOI!LS ENGINEERING, Hie. 
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Pa.ge 6 
: ... ~·/ 

6 

7 

o.o- 6.o 

lOo0-13.~0 

J.0 ... 0-15 .. 0 

.10. 0~14~0 

J.lj • .,O-35~ 0 

10 .. 0-17 .. o 

17 .. 0-2].,0 

Januaxy ~(, 196.6 
~fork Order 6164. 

Reddish-bro1>1n ·clayey sarid.? moist.? 
dense., 

Light prov.in i'ine to medium sand 
a,n4 1,3ea sh:ells 3 mois-:t;l> dei.We-o 

):;igh'i:; bl .. Otil'l. Silty S&..."':..d,~~ mo:i.¢t.ll. 
dens·e .. 

Tan .fine to t'!J.edhu-a clean sand., 
moist!~ dense; end o:r bori:ng at 
24.0 feet due to caving of drier• 
.sando 

Reddish-brown silty sand, moist.? 
dense, har•d ~ 

Tan :fhw st;tnd grading to silty sand 
o.t 12.0 feet" li:t;tle moist.,.re: dense~ 

Tan i'ine clc:::a.:-'1. sand:; litt,le m.oistu.reJI 
dense. 

Red.diwsh~brcvrn .siJ .. t.;r sand,. mois~ 5 
dense., 

T~~n. J~ i.ne c l e e.1.1 sand:; n~o is t g 

ryodt?ra. tely cle:ns:e; sea she}.ls 
between 6 .. 0 and 8~0 f'eet, 

Gray :Cine to me.dium clean. san!J!i 
rr.o:i$t ~- dense" 

FIL1.: H.eddish-b:r·mm silt-y sand, 
1~et,. rnodeJ:>ately dense. 

Da:r·k g1~ay sahdy silt:l ;.-:et" 
moderately der...s e • 

Dark gr:ay sil'i:;y sa~d, '(.Jet,.. 
moderately dense·. 
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T-cont~d., 

.8 

23.0-27'.0 

0.0- 9~0 

9a0-lJ,.Q 

13 .. 0;....16,0 

16.0-21.0 

J"am.1.ary 7 :~ 1966· 
tvo:r'lt Ox>der q16L~ 

Gray..,b:coo'N'h silty sa:n.dt~ dS,rrip,. 
modcr•ateJ~;-t; gi~b.des ·t;o gray silt 
at 16,.0 i'eet,. 

Tan f"tn6 to med:i..um clean sand.l' 
d~mp:; mo.derately dense.-

·PAClF!C SOILS EI~GINEE~~ING, INC. 
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Nam chg to Ba,rclay-Hollander .. c~rcif Q;J.1-I1 
Aggregate par value chg from $75,00U to. $5,0'.;;t),o00 

COLLEGE HILLS, INC. 
A California Corporation 

The undersigned, Shirley Curci and Mike Hollander, certify that 

they now are, and at all ttmes herein mentioned, hav~ been the duly elected 

and acting president and secretary of COLLEGE HILLS, INC., formerly known 

as, ROBERT BARKER AND ASSOCIATES, INC., a California corporation, and that: 

1. At a special meeting of the board of directors of the 

corporation duly held at 6151 West Century Boulevard, Suite 700, Los Angeles, 

California, at 10:00 a.m., on September 25, 1968, the following resolution 

\ ' ..... ,_r" 
was duly adopted: 

RESOLVED: That Article FIRST and FIFnl o-f the Articles of 

Incorporation of this corporation be, and hereby are a~Qnded to read 

as follows: 

11!..!!§!: The name of the COt'POration is. 'WCLA.Y-liOl:.UlmEll-CUR.Cl, me. 
--·:.:~ ... ~.:~~~:r~--'-·-··----..... --~---~ __ ;.;.- .... ·.- •.-...... • .. : - .. '·" ... jo-

!.Yl!!= 
1. The total number of shares which the cQrporation is auth:or'-

ized to issue is 5,000 shares. The aggregate par v•lue of 8UCh shares is 

$5,000,000, and the par value of each share. is $100.00. 

No distinction shall exist be~een tbe abcraa of the corporation 

or the holders thereof. 11 

2. That at a special meeting of the 3harebalde~:s o.f t:h• eoJ;"poratioa 

held on the 25th day of September, 196·1, at 18:!0 a.m., at 6151 weat Century 

Boulevard, Suite 700, in the City of Los Angeles, State of California. the 

amendment to the Articles of Incorporation was adopted, ratified aud approved 

·by a resolution identical in form to the directors' resolut:i.on hereinabove 

set forth. 
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3. That the number of shares 'lo-ting in favor of the resolution 

was 510 shares. 

4. That the number of shares entitled to vote on or consent 

to the amendment is 510 shares. 

IN WirNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned have executed this 

Certificate of Amendment this 25th day of September, 1968. 

<7~~~/ /;:? 
~-···/~~~0 

Each of the undersigned declares under penalty of perjury that 

the foregoing is true and correct and that this certificate ~as executed 

on September 25, 1968, at Los Angeles~ California. 

----< 
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CERTIFICATE OF AMENDMENT oifil"' /. ------ ·. 
ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION QP.. ~ '' ~ 

BARCLAY-HOLLANDER-CURCI, INC. 
A California Corporation 

~h~ undersigned, Richard Barclay and Mike Hollander, _certify that 

they now are, and at all times herein mentioned, have been the duly elected 

and acting president and secretary of BARCLAY-HOLLANDER-CURCI, INC., a 

California corporation, and that: 

1. At a special meeting of the Board of Directors of the 

corporation duly held at 6151 West Century Boulevard, ·suite 700, Los Angeles, 

California, at 10:00 a~m.; on February 17, 1969, the foliowing resolution 

·was duly adopted: 

RESOLVED: That Article FIRST of the Articles of Incorporation 

of this corporation be, and hereby is amended to read ·as follows:. 

11 FIRST. The name of the corporation is COLLEGE HILLS, INC." 

2. That at a special meeting of the shareholders of the corporation 

held on the 17th day of February, 1969, at 10:30 a.m., at 6151 West Century 

Boulevard, Suite 700, in the City of Los Angeies, State of California, the 

amendment to the Articles of Incorporation was adopted, ratified and approved' 

by a resolution identical in form to the directors• resolution hereinabove 

set forth. 

3. Tnat the number of shares voting in favor of the resolution 

was 510 shares. 

4~ .. T~at. the number of shares entitled to vote on o~ consent to 

the amendment is 510 shares. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned have executed this Certificate 

of Amendment this 17th day of February, 1969. 

Each of the undersigned declares under penalty of perjury that 

the foregoing is true and correct and this this Certificate was executed 

on Feb~ary 17, 1969, at Los Angeles, California. 

-z-
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United States Court of Appeals, 
Ninth Circuit. 

3550 STEVENS CREEK ASSOCIATES, a Limited 
Partnership, Plaintiff-Appellant, 

v. 
BARCLA YS BANK OF CALIFORNIA, Defend­

ant-Appellee. 

No. 88-15503. 
Argued and Submitted Nov. 14, 1989. 

Decided Oct. 3, 1990. 

Purchaser of commercial building brought ac­
tion against vendor to recover costs of removing as­
bestos. The United States District Court for the 
Northern District of California, Robert P. Aguilar, 
J., granted judgment on pleadings for vendor, and 
appeal was taken. The Court of Appeals, Rymer, 
Circuit Judge, held that CERCLA does not permit 
private party to recover its response cost for 
cleanup of asbestos installed in commercial build­
ing from party responsible for installation of asbes­
tos. 

Affirmed. 

Pregerson, Circuit Judge, dissented and filed 
opinion. 

West Headnotes 

[1] Federal Courts 170B €:=>776 

170B Federal Courts 
170BVIII Courts of Appeals 

170BVIII(K) Scope, Standards, and Extent 
170BVIII(K)l In General 

170Bk776 k. Trial De Novo. Most 
Cited Cases 

Judgment on pleadings is decision on merits 
which is reviewed de novo. 

[2] Federal Civil Procedure 170A €:=>1045.1 

170A Federal Civil Procedure 
170A VII Pleadings and Motions 

170A VII(L) Judgment on the Pleadings 
170A VII(L) 1 In General 

Cited Cases 

170Ak1045 Want of Fact Issue 
170Akl045.1 k. In General. Most 

(Formerly 170Akl045) 
Judgment on pleadings is proper when there are 

no issues of material fact, and moving party is en­
titled to judgment as matter of law. Fed.Rules 
Civ.Proc.Rule 12(c), 28 U.S.C.A. 

[3] Federal Courts 170B €:=>761 

170B Federal Courts 
170BVIII Courts of Appeals 

170BVIII(K) Scope, Standards, and Extent 
170BVIII(K) I In General 

170Bk759 Theory and Grounds of De­
cision of Lower Court 

170Bk761 k. Reasons for Decision. 
Most Cited Cases 

District court's granting of judgment on plead­
ings may be affirmed on any ground supported by 
record. 

[4] Environmental Law 149E €:=>438 

149E Environmental Law 

149EIX Hazardous Waste or Materials 
149Ek436 Response and Cleanup; Liability 

149Ek438 k. Elements in General. Most 
Cited Cases 

(Formerly 199k25.5(5.5) Health and Environ­
ment) 

To prevail in private cost recovery action, 
plaintiff must establish that site on which hazardous 
substances are contained is "facility" under CER­
CLA's definition of that term, that release or 

threatened release of any hazardous substance from 
the facility has occurred, that such release or 

threatened release has caused plaintiff to incur re­
sponse costs that were necessary and consistent 
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with national contingency plan, and that defendant 
was within one of statutory classes of persons sub­
ject to liability. Comprehensive Environmental Re­
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980, 
§§ 101(9), 107(a)(2)(B), (a)(4)(B), as amended, 42 
U.S.C.A. §§ 9601(9), 9607(a)(2)(B), (a)(4)(B). 

[5) Environmental Law 149E €=443 

149E Environmental Law 
149EIX Hazardous Waste or Materials 

'149Ek436 Response and Cleanup; Liability 
149Ek443 k. Facilities Covered. Most 

Cited Cases 
(Formerly 199k25.5(5.5) Health and Environ­

ment) 
Area is "facility," within meaning of CERCLA, 

if hazardous substance is placed there or has other­
wise come to be located there. Comprehensive En­
vironmental Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Act of 1980, § 101(9), as amended, 42 U.S.C.A. § 
9601(9). 

[6] Environmental Law 149E €=441 

149E Environmental Law 
149EIX Hazardous Waste or Materials 

149Ek436 Response and Cleanup; Liability 
149Ek441 k. Release and Disposal in 

General. Most Cited Cases 
(Formerly 199k25.5(5.5) Health and Environ­

ment) 
Term "disposal," as used in CERCLA refers 

only to affirmative act of discarding substance as 
waste, and not to productive use of substance. 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Com­
pensation, and Liability Act of 1980, § 1 07(a)(3), 
as amended, 42 U.S.C.A. § 9607(a)(3). 

[7] Environmental Law 149E €=407 

149E Environmental Law 
149EIX Hazardous Waste or Materials 

149Ek403 Constitutional Provisions, Stat­
utes, and Ordinances 

149Ek407 k. Construction. Most Cited 

Cases 
(Formerly 199k25.5(5.5) Health and Environ­

ment) 
CERCLA is to be given broad interpretation to 

accomplish its remedial goals, but may not be given 
construction that statute on its face does not permit 
and legislative history does not support. Compre­
hensive Environmental Response, Compensation, 
and Liability Act of 1980, § 101 et seq., as 
amended, 42 U.S.C.A. § 9601 et seq. 

[8) Environmental Law 149E €=437 

149E Environmental Law 
149EIX Hazardous Waste or Materials 

l49Ek436 Response and Cleanup; Liability 
l49Ek437 k. In General. Most Cited 

Cases 
(Formerly 199k25.5(5.5) Health and Environ­

ment) 
.CERCLA does not permit private party to re­

cover its response cost for cleanup of asbestos in­
stalled in commercial building from party respons­
ible for installation of asbestos. Comprehensive En­
vironmental Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Act of 1980, § l07(a), as amended, 42 U.S.C.A. § 
9607(a). 

*1356 BernardS. Greenfield and Marcia E. Gerston 
, Levy, Greenfield & Davidoff, San Jose, Cal., Ken­
neth A. Manaster, Los Altos, Cal., for plaintiff-ap­
pellant. 

Timothy M. Flaherty, Jordan, Keeler & Seligman, 
San Francisco, Cal., for defendant-appellee. 

Donald A. Carr, Anne S. Almy and David C. 
Shilton, U.S. Dept. of Justice, Washington, D.C., 
for amicus. 

Appeal from the United States District Court for the 
Northern District of California. 

Before FARRIS, PREGERSON and RYMER, Cir­
cuit Judges. 
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RYMER, Circuit Judge:. 
3550 Stevens Creek Associates appeals the 

entry of judgment on the pleadings in its action for 
recovery of costs incurred in the voluntary removal 
of asbestos during remodeling of a commercial 
building against Barclays Bank of California, a pre­
decessor-in-interest who owned the building at the 
time materials containing asbestos were installed. 
The United States as Amicus Curiae has filed a 
brief on behalf of Stevens Creek. The question on 
appeal is whether a private party may recover its re­
sponse costs for clean-up of asbestos installed in a 
commercial building under section 107(a)(2)(B) of 
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Com­
pensation, and Liability Act of 1980, 42 U.S.C. § 
9607 (CERCLA). We hold that CERCLA does not 
permit such an action, and affirm. 

In 1963, First Valley Corporation constructed a 
building, located at 3550 Stevens Creek Boulevard 
in San Jose, California, which contained asbestos 
insulation and fire retardants. In 1969, Barclays 
Bank acquired First Valley's assets. First Valley 
Corporation was dissolved in 1971, when Barclays 
acquired title to the property. Barclays sold the 
property to Stevens Creek in 1984. From 1984 
through 1986, Stevens Creek remodeled the build­
ing, spending more than $100,000.00 in removing 

asbestos. 

Stevens Creek brought this suit in district court 
under CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. §§ 9601-9657. It sought 
damages under section 107(a), 42 U.S.C. § 9607(a) 
for removal costs incurred. On Barclay's motion the 
district court granted judgment on the pleadings, 
holding that no authority exists for the award of 
such relief. 

*1357 II 
[1][2][3] A judgment on the pleadings is a de­

cision on the merits which we review de novo. Gen­
eral Conference Corp. of Seventh-Day Adventists v. 
Seventh-Day Adventist Congregational Church, 887 
F.2d 228,230 (9th Cir.l989), cert. denied, 493 U.S. 
1079, 110 S.Ct. 1134, I 07 L.Ed.2d 1039 (1990); 

McGlinchy v. Shell Chern. Co., 845 F.2d 802, 810 
(9th Cir.l988). Judgment on the pleadings is proper 
when there are no issues of material fact, and the 
moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter of 
law. Fed.R.Civ.P. 12(c). The district court's inter­
pretation of CERCLA is also reviewed de novo. 
Idaho v. Hanna Mining Co., 882 F.2d 392, 395 (9th 
Cir.l989). We may affirm the district court's de­
cision on any ground supported by the record. 
Marino v. Vasquez, 812 F.2d 499, 508 (9th 
Cir.1987); Hatch v. Reliance Ins. Co., 758 F.2d 
409, 414 (9th Cir.), cert. denied, 474 U.S. 1021, 
106 S.Ct. 571, 88 L.Ed.2d 555 ( 1985). 

III 
CERCLA was enacted to "provide for liability, 

compensation, cleanup, and emergency response 
for hazardous substances released into the environ­
ment and the cleanup of inactive hazardous waste 
disposal sites." Pub.L. No. 96-510, 94 Stat. 2767 
(1980). It generally imposes strict liability on own­
ers and operators of facilities at which hazardous 
substances were disposed. 42 U.S.C. § 9607(a); 
Hanna, 882 F.2d at 394. To promote these object­
ives, Congress created a private claim for certain 
"response costs" against "various types of persons 
who contributed to the dumping of hazardous waste 
at a site." Ascon Properties, Inc. v. Mobil Oil Co., 
866 F.2d 1149, 1152 (9th Cir.1989) (citations omit­
ted). 

CERCLA employs a bifurcated mechanism to 
promote the cleanup of hazardous waste sites, haz­
ardous spills, and releases of hazardous substances 
into the environment. Through the creation of Su­
perfund, the federal government is empowered to 
respond to hazardous waste disposal. 42 U.S.C. §§ 
9604-05, 9611-12. The statute also authorizes 
private parties to institute civil actions to recover 
the costs involved in the cleanup of hazardous 
wastes from those responsible for their creation. 42 
U.S.C. § 9607(a)(l-4). See Wickland Oil Terminals 
v. Asarco, Inc., 792 F .2d 887, 890-92 (9th 

Cir.l986); Dedham Water Co. v. Cumberland 
Farms Dairy, Inc., 805 F.2d 1074, 1081 (1st 
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Cir.l986); Walls v. Waste Resource Corp., 823 F.2d 
977, 980-81 (6th Cir.l987); Prudential Ins. Co. of 
America v. United States Gypsum, 711 F.Supp. 
1244, 1251 (D.N.J.I989); United States v. Reilly 
Tar and Chern. Corp., 546 F.Supp. 1100, 1112 
(D.Minn.I982); H.R.Rep. No. 1016 at 22, reprinted 
in 1980 U.S.Code Cong. & Admin.News 6119, 
6125. 

A _private party may recover its "response 
FNI costs" for cleanup of hazardous wastes from a 

liable party under Section 107(a) of CERCLA, 42 
U.S.C. § 9607(a). Section 1 07(a) provides: 

FNI. Section 101(25) of CERCLA, 42 
U.S.C. § 9601(25), provides: 

(25) The terms 'respond' or 'response' 
means [sic] remove, removal, remedy, 
and remedial action; all such terms 
(including the terms 'removal' and 
'remedial action') include enforcement 
activities related thereto. 

"Remove" and "removal" are defined at 
Section 101(23) of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. 
§ 9601(23): 

(23) The terms 'remove' or 'removal' 
means [sic] the cleanup or removal ofre­
leased hazardous substances from the en­
vironment, such actions as may be ne­
cessary taken in the event of the threat of 
release of hazardous substances into the 
environment, such actions as may be ne­
cessary to monitor, assess, and evaluate 
the release or threat of release of hazard­
ous substances, the disposal of removed 
material, or the taking of such other ac­
tions as may be necessary to prevent, 
minimize, or mitigate damage to the 
public health or welfare or to the envir­
onment, which may otherwise result 
from a release or threat of release. The 
term includes, in addition, without being 
limited to, security fencing or other 

measures to limit access, provision of al­
ternative water supplies, temporary 
evacuation and housing of threatened in­
dividuals not otherwise provided for, ac­
tion taken under section I 04(b) of this 
Act, and any emergency assistance 
which may be provided under the Dis­
aster Relief Act of 1974. 

(a) Notwithstanding any other provision of rule 
of law, and subject only to the defenses set forth 
in subsection (b) of this section-

(1) the owner and operator of a vessel or a 
facility, 

*1358 (2) any person who at the time of dis­
posal of any hazardous substance owned or op­
erated any facility at which such hazardous 
substances were disposed of, 

(3) any person who by contract, agreement, 
or otherwise arranged for disposal or treatment, 
of hazardous substances owned or possessed by 
such person, by any other party or entity, at any 
facility or incineration vessel owned or oper­
ated by another party or entity and containing 
such hazardous substances, and 

(4) any person who accepts or accepted any 
hazardous substances for transport to disposal 
or treatment facilities, incineration vessels or 
sites selected by such person, from which there 
is a release, or a threatened release which cause 
the incurrence of response costs, of hazardous 
substance, shall be liable for-

(A) all costs of removal or remedial action in­
curred by the United States Government or a 
State or an Indian tribe not inconsistent with 
the national contingency plan; 

(B) any other necessary costs of response in­
curred by any other person consistent with the 
national contingency plan; 

(C) damages for injury to, destruction of, or 
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loss of natural resources, including the reason­
able costs of assessing such injury, destruction, 
or loss resulting from such a release; and 

(D) the costs of any health assessment or health 
effects study carried out under section I 04(i). 

[ 4] There is no question that section 
107(a)(2)(B) "expressly creates a private cause of 
action." Wickland Oil Terminals, 792 F.2d at 890. 
Accord Walls, 823 F.2d at 980-81. To prevail in a 
private cost recovery action, a plaintiff must estab­
lish that (I) the site on which the hazardous sub­
stances are contained is a "facility" under CER­
CLA's definition of that term, Section 101(9), 42 
U.S.C. § 960I(9); FN2 (2) a "release" or 
"threatened release" of any "hazardous substance" 
from the facility has occurred, 42 U.S.C. § 
9607(a)(4); (3) such "release" or "threatened re­
lease" has caused the plaintiff to incur response 
costs that were "necessary" and "consistent with the 
national contingency plan," 42 U.S.C. §§ 
9607(a)(4) and (a)(4)(B); and (4) the defendant is 
within one of four classes of persons subject to the 
liability provisions of Section 1 07(a). Ascon Prop­
erties, 866 F.2d at 1I52. 

FN2. Section I01(9) of CERCLA, 42 
U.S.C. § 960I(9), provides: 

(9) The term 'facility' means (A) any 
building, structure, installation, equip­
ment, pipe or pipeline (including any 
pipe into a sewer or publicly owned 
treatment works), well, pit, pond, la­
goon, impoundment, ditch, landfill, stor­
age container, motor vehicle, rolling 
stock, or aircraft, or (B) any site or area 
where a hazardous substance has been 
deposited, stored, disposed of, or placed, 
or otherwise come to be located; but 
does not include any consumer product 
in consumer use or any vessel. 

Stevens Creek argues that it has sufficiently 
pleaded all the allegations necessary for a claim un-

der section I 07, and that its cause of action is prop­
erly brought under the actual language of that sec­
tion. In its view section 107 is not subject to any 
relevant limitations, particularly to a limitation on 
governmental responses to release from products 
which are part of the structure of a building set out 
in section 1 04(a)(3). Barclays contends that its pre­
decessors-in-interest did not "dispose" of a hazard­
ous substance within the meaning of section 107, 
and that the response limitations in section I 04 are 
persuasive authority that removal of building ma­
terials containing asbestos is outside the scope of 
CERCLA.FN3 

FN3. Barclays also contends that it is not 
an "owner or operator" of the property, ar­
guing that its acquisition of the Stevens 
Creek property resulted from a purchase of 
assets which does not result in successor li­
ability under CERCLA. See Smith Land & 
Improvement Corp. v. Celotex Corp., 851 
F.2d 86, 9I (3d Cir.1988), cert. denied, 
488 U.S. 1029, 109 S.Ct. 837, 102 L.Ed.2d 
969 (1989). Because this is a factual ques­
tion and is irrelevant to our disposition of 
this appeal, we do not consider it. 

We agree with Stevens Creek that the limita­
tion on governmental response in section*1359 104 
is not dispositive. At the same time, there is no au­
thority recognizing a private right to relief for the 
voluntary removal of asbestos from a commercial 
building. The cases upon which Stevens Creek and 
the EPA rely concern the disposal or dumping of 
hazardous substances as waste, and not the removal 
of asbestos or any other building material from a 
commercial building_FN4 Even those cases which 
do involve asbestos relate to its disposal as waste 

"ld. . 1 FN5 d rather than its use as a bm mg matena , an 
no federal court which has considered the place­
ment of asbestos as part of the structure of a build­
ing has concluded that it falls within the scope of 
Section 107(a).FN6 

FN4. See, e.g., Walls, 823 F.2d 977 
(removal of waste dumping ground); Ded-
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ham, 805 F.2d at 1075 (removal of "high 
concentrations of volatile organic com­
pounds" illegally discharged into wells); 
Wickland Oil Terminals, 792 F.2d at 889 
(removal of "hazardous concentrations of 
various metals" deposited in ground on site 
of former smelting operation); New York v. 
Shore Realty, 759 F.2d 1032, 1037 (2d 
Cir.l985) (removal of "hazardous waste 
disposal site"); Pinole Point Properties v. 
Bethlehem Steel Corp., 596 F.Supp. 283, 
285 (N.D.Cal.1984) (discharge of hazard­
ous substances into pond by steel com­
pany); New York v. General Elec. Co., 592 
F.Supp. 291, 293 (N.D.N.Y.l984) 
(disposal of "used transformer oil" con­
taining PCBs); Reilly Tar & Chern., 546 
F.Supp. at 1105 (D.Minn.l982) (chemical 
waste contamination of groundwater by re­
finery). 

FNS. See Smith Land, 851 F.2d at 87-88 
("Clean-up of a hazardous waste site" con­
sisting of "large waste pile" accumulated 
"in the course of manufacturing asbestos 
products"); United States v. Metate Asbes­
tos Corp., 584 F.Supp. 1143, 1145 
(D.Ariz.l984) (removal of "asbestos mine 
and mill wastes"). 

FN6. See First United Methodist Church v. 
United States Gypsum Co., 882 F.2d 862, 
867-69 (4th Cir.1989), cert. denied, 493 
U.S. 1070, 110 S.Ct. 1113, 107 L.Ed.2d 
1020 ( 1990); Retirement Community De­
velopers, Inc. v. Merine, 713 F.Supp. 153, 
156-58 (D.Md.l989); Prudential, 711 
F.Supp. at 1253-56; Corporation of Mercer 
Univ. v. National Gypsum Co., No. 
85-126-3-MAC (N.D.Ga. March 9, 1986), 
24 Env't Rep. Cas. (BNA) 1953. Cf United 
States v. Fleet Factors Corp., 724 F.Supp. 
955 (S.D.Ga.l988) (denying defendants' 
motion for summary judgment in action by 
Environmental Protection Agency to re-

cover response costs for removal of asbes­
tos-containing material and barrels of haz­
ardous chemicals), affd, 901 F.2d 1550 
(lith Cir.1990). 

A 
We therefore begin by considering the plain 

language of the statute. American Tobacco Co. v. 
Patterson, 456 U.S. 63, 68, 102 S.Ct. 1534, 1537, 
71 L.Ed.2d 748 (1982). To be liable under Section 
1 07(a)(2)(B), there must have been a "release" or 
"threatened release" of a hazardous substance, and 
the defendant must be a person "who at the time of 
disposal of any hazardous substance owned or oper­
ated any facility at which such hazardous sub­
stances were disposed of." 42 U.S.C. § 9607(a)(2) 
and(4). 

"Release" is defined in section 101 (22) as "any 
spilling, leaking, pumping, pouring, emitting, 
emptying, discharging, injecting, escaping, leach­

~n~7dumping, or disposing into the environment .... " 
The "environment" includes surface and 

ground waters and "ambient air within the United 
*1360 States." FN8 Other courts considering this 
language have concluded that the "environment" re­
ferred to in the statute "includes the atmosphere, 
external to the building," but not the air within a 
building. See Prudential, 711 F.Supp. at 1255 n. 3 
(citing First United Methodist Church, 882 F.2d at 
867 & n. 5); Knox v. AC & S, Inc., 690 F.Supp. 
752, 757 (S.D.Ind.l988); Electric Power Bd. of 
Chattanooga v. Westinghouse Elec. Corp., 716 
F.Supp. 1069, 1080-81 (E.D.Tenn.l988). See also 
Covalt v. Carey Canada Inc., 860 F.2d 1434 (7th 
Cir.l988); United States v. A & F Materials Co., 
582 F.Supp. 842, 845 (S.D.Ill.1984).FN9 

FN7. Section 101(22) of CERCLA, 42 
U.S.C. 9601(22), provides in full: 

(22) The term 'release' means any spill­
ing, leaking, pumping, pouring, emitting, 
emptying, discharging, injecting, escap­
ing, leaching, dumping, or disposing into 
the environment (including the abandon-
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ment or discarding of barrels, containers, 
and other closed receptacles containing 
any hazardous substance or pollutant or 
contaminant), but excludes (A) any re­
lease which results in exposure to per­
sons solely within a workplace, with re­
spect to a claim which such persons may 
assert against the employer of such per­
sons, (B) emissions from the engine ex­
haust of a motor vehicle, rolling stock, 
aircraft, vessel, or pipeline pumping sta­
tion engine, (C) release of source, 
byproduct, or special nuclear material 
from a nuclear incident, as those terms 
are defined in the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, if such release is subject to re­
quirements with respect to financial pro­
tection established by the Nuclear Regu­
latory Commission under section 1 70 of 
such Act, or, for the purposes of section 
104 of this title or any other response ac­
tion, any release of source byproduct, or 
special nuclear material from any pro­
cessing site designated under section 
102(a)(l) or 302(a) of the Uranium Mill 
Tailings Radiation Control Act of 1978, 
and (D) the normal application of fertil­
izer. 

FN8. Section 101(8) of CERCLA, 42 
U.S.C. 9601(8), provides in full: 

(8) The term 'environment' means (A) 
the navigable waters, the waters of the 
contiguous zone, and the ocean waters of 
which the natural resources are under the 
exclusive management authority of the 
United States under the Fishery Conser­
vati-on and Management Act of 1976, 
and (B) any other surface water, ground 
water, drinking water supply, land sur­
face or subsurface strata, or ambient air 
within the United States or under the jur­
isdiction of the United States. 

FN9 _ Although not contested in this pro-

ceeding, courts which have addressed this 
language have determined that the escape 
of asbestos fibers within a building falls 
outside the intended objectives of CER­
CLA. See First United Methodist Church, 
882 F.2d at 867 & n. 5; Prudential, 711 
F.Supp. at 1255 n. 3. 

[5] "Facility" is a "building [or] structure ... 
where a hazardous substance has been deposited, 
stored, disposed of, or placed, or otherwise come to 
be located." 42 U.S.C. § 9601(9). Barclays does not 
contend that a structure built with asbestos insula­
tion and fire retardants is not a "facility" within the 
meaning ofCERCLA.FNlO 

FN 1 0. In a sense it is more accurate to say 
that asbestos insulation and fire retardants 
are the building, than to suppose they have 
have "come to be located" in the building. 
However, the term "facility" has been 
broadly construed by the courts, such that 
"in order to show that an area is a 
'facility,' the plaintiff need only show that 
a hazardous substance under CERCLA is 
placed there or has otherwise come to be 
located there." Metate Asbestos, 584 
F.Supp. at 1148; see also Shore Realty, 
759 F.2d at 1043 n. 15; Knox, 690 F.Supp. 
at 756; United States v. Bliss, 667 F.Supp. 
1298, 1305 (E.D.Mo.l987); General Elec. 

Co., 592 F.Supp. at 295. 

"Hazardous substance" is defined in section 
FNll . 

101(14), 42 U.S.C. § 9601(14). That sectiOn, 
in tum, refers to both the Clean Water Act, 33 
U.S.C. § 1317, and the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. § 
7412. Asbestos is classified as a "toxic pollutant" 
under the Clean Water Act and a "hazardous air 
pollutant" under the Clean Air Act. 33 U.S.C. § 
1317; 42 U.S.C. § 7412; see 40 C.P.R. Part 122, 
App. D, Table V (1987); 40 C.F .R. § 401.15 (1987) 
; 40 C.P.R. Part 61, Subpart M (1987). It is also 
designated as a hazardous substance for purposes of 
sections 102 (authorizing Administrator to desig­
nate hazardous substances) and 105 (providing for 
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the national contingency plan) of CERCLA. See 40 
C.F.R. § 302.4, Table 302.4 (1987)_FNI 2 The dis­

trict court found, and we assume, that asbestos is a 
"hazardous substance"; however that fact is insuffi­
cient*1361 to establish that its placement as part of 
the structure of a building constitutes "disposal of 
any hazardous substance" under CERCLA. 

FNII. Section 9601(14), 42 U.S.C. § 
9601(14), defines "hazardous substance": 

(14) The term 'hazardous substance' 
means (A) any substance designated pur­
suant to section 311 (b )(2)(A) of the Fed­
eral Water Pollution Control Act, (B) 
any element, compound, mixture, solu­
tion, or substance designated pursuant to 
section 102 of this Act, (C) any hazard­
ous waste having the characteristics 
identified under or listed pursuant to sec­
tion 3001 of the Solid Waste Disposal 
Act (but not including any waste the reg­
ulation of which under the Solid Waste 
Disposal Act has been suspended by Act 
of Congress), (D) any toxic pollutant lis­
ted under section 307(a) of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act, (E) any 
hazardous air pollutant listed under sec­
tion 112 of the Clean Air Act, and (F) 
any imminently hazardous chemical sub­
stance or mixture with respect to which 
the Administrator has taken action pur­
suant to section 7 of the Toxic Sub­
stances Control Act. The term does not 
include petroleum, including crude oil 
and any fraction thereof which is not 
otherwise specifically listed or desig­
nated as a hazardous substance under 
sub-paragraphs (A) through (F) of this 
paragraph, and the term does not include 
natural gas, natural gas liquids, liquefied 
natural gas, or synthetic gas usable for 
fuel (or mixtures of natural gas and such 
synthetic gas). 

FN12. See also Prudential Ins. Co., 711 

F.Supp. at 1252; Knox, 690 F.Supp. at 755; 
Metate Asbestos, 584 F.Supp. at 1146-48. 
The statutes and regulations make no dis­
tinction between these waste forms of as­
bestos and asbestos in solid form employed 
as a building material. 

"Disposal" is defined by reference to the Solid 
Waste Disposal Act.FNI3 SWDA section 1004 

defines "disposal" as: 

.FN13. Section 101(29) of CERCLA, 42 
U.S.C. § 9601(29), provides: 

(29) The terms 'disposal', 'hazardous 
waste', and 'treatment' shall have the 
meaning provided in section I 004 of the 
Solid Waste Disposal Act. 

Section I 004 of the Solid Waste Dispos­
al Act, 42 U.S.C. § 6903, provides, in 
pertinent part: 

(3) The term 'disposal' means the dis­
charge, deposit, injection, dumping, 
spilling, leaking, or placing of any solid 
waste or hazardous waste into or on any 
land or water so that such solid waste or 

hazardous waste or any constituent 
thereof may enter the environment or be 
emitted into the air or discharged into 
any waters, including ground waters. 

(5) The term 'hazardous waste' means a 
solid waste, or combination of solid 
wastes, which because of its quantity, 
concentration, or physical, chemical, or 
infectious characteristics may-

(A) cause, or significantly contribute to 
an increase in mortality or an increase in 
serious irreversible, or incapacitating re­
versible, illness; or 

(B) pose a substantial present or poten­

tial hazard to human health or the envir-
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onment when improperly treat, stored, 
transported, or disposed of, or otherwise 
managed. 

* * * * * * 

(p) The term 'solid waste' means any 
garbage, refuse, sludge from a waste 
treatment plant, water supply treatment 
plant, or air pollution control facility and 
other discarded material, including solid, 
liquid, semisolid, or contained gaseous 
material resulting from industrial, com­
mercial, mining, and agricultural opera­
tions, and from community activities, 
but does not include solid or dissolved 
material in domestic sewage, or solid or 
dissolved materials in irrigation return 
flows or industrial discharges which are 
point sources subject to permits under 
section 1342 of Title 33, or source, spe­
cial nuclear, or byproduct material as 
defined by the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended (68 Stat. 923 [ 42 
U.S.C. § 2011 et seq.]). 

(34) The term 'treatment', when used in 
connection with hazardous waste, means 
any method, technique, or process, in­
cluding neutralization, designed to 
change the physical, chemical, or biolo­

gical character or composition of any 
hazardous waste so as to neutralize such 
waste or so as to render such waste non­
hazardous, safer for transport, amenable 
for recovery, amenable for storage, or re­
duced in volume. Such term includes any 
activity or processing designed to 
change the physical form or chemical 
composition of hazardous waste so as to 
render it nonhazardous. 

the discharge, deposit, injection, dumping, spill­
ing, leaking, or placing of any solid waste or haz­
ardous waste into or on any land or water so that 
such solid waste or hazardous waste or any con-

stituent thereof may enter the environment or be 
emitted into the air or discharged into any waters, 
including ground waters. 
"Solid waste" is "any garbage, refuse, sludge, ... 
and other discarded material...." 42 U.S.C. § 
6903(27), and "hazardous waste" is that subset of 
"solid waste" which poses a particularly great 
threat to human health or the environment, see 42 
U.S.C. § 6903(5). Regulations issued by the En­
vironmental Protection Agency similarly define 
"solid waste" as "any discarded material" which 
is "abandoned, . . . recycled, . . . or inherently 
wastelike." 40 C.F.R. § 261.2(a). The terms do 
not include materials which are "used or reused 
as ingredients in an industrial process to make a 
product...." 40 C.F.R. § 261.2(e)(1)(i). 

On its face "disposal" pertains to "solid waste 
or hazardous waste," not to building materials 
which are neither. There is no suggestion that 
Barclays or its predecessors-in-interest discarded 
asbestos insulation and fire retardants; rather they 
were used to construct the building. Nor can the 
construction of a building using these materials fit 
into "the discharge, deposit, injection, ... or placing 
into or on any land or water" specified in the defini­
tion. There is no question that the asbestos materi­
als in this case were built into the structure, not 
placed "into or on any land or water." Finally, there 

is no indication that materials containing asbestos 
installed as part of the structure of a building, as 
here, are such that asbestos fibers "may enter the 
environment or be emitted into the air." Even when 
action is taken that makes the asbestos friable, the 
resulting hazard is within the building. 

*1362 Stevens Creek argues that the specific 
reference to "disposal of hazardous substances " in 
section I 07 overrides the definition of "disposal" 
limited to "hazardous wastes" borrowed from the 
Solid Waste Disposal Act. It also argues that be­

cause the phrases "hazardous substance" and 
"hazardous waste" are used interchangeably, the 
definitions of "waste" are irrelevant. 

This reasoning is unpersuasive for two reasons. 
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First, Congress could have defined "disposal" for 
purposes of CERCLA any way it chose; it chose to 
import the meaning provided in SWDA. That 
meaning is clear. All CERCLA definitions, includ­
ing for "disposal," are set forth in section 101 and 
apply to all subsequent sections, some of which 
also speak of "hazardous substances." No reason 
appears in the statutory scheme to give a term one 
meaning for one section but another for another. 
Second, the fact that "hazardous substance" and 
"hazardous waste" may be used interchangeably 
goes to show that asbestos in non-waste form, such 
as insulation, was not meant to be covered: "both 
the terms hazardous substance and hazardous 
wastes are used, and their use is often interchange­
able, because in the context of CERCLA, hazardous 
substances are generally dealt with at the point 
when they are about to, or have become, wastes." 
Injuries And Damages From Hazardous Wastes­
Analysis And Improvement Of Legal Remedies: A 
Report To Congress In Compliance With Section 

301(e) of [CERCLA] By The "Suj{~und Section 
30J(e) Study Group", Part 1, p. 26. N 4 

FN14. The interpretation of CERCLA giv­
en by the "distinguished panel of lawyers" 
who comprised the 301(e) Study Group 
has been accorded substantial weight by 
other federal courts. See Covalt v. Carey 
Canada, Inc., 860 F.2d 1434, 1437 (7th 
Cir.1988); see also Electric Power Ed. of 
Chattanooga, 716 F.Supp. at 1080 & n. 3. 

[6] Stevens Creek points to no authority con­
struing "disposal" as it suggests. However courts in 
other circuits have construed "disposal" for pur­
poses of section 1 07(a)(3) FN15 as referring only to 

an affirmative act of discarding a substance as 
waste, and not to the productive use of the sub­
stance. See, e.g. Prudential, 711 F.Supp. at 1253-56 
(sale of asbestos building materials is not 
"disposal" of asbestos under CERCLA); Jersey City 
Redevelopment Auth. v. PPG Indus., 655 F.Supp. 
1257, 1260-61 (D.C.N.J.I987), affd, 866 F.2d 1411 
(3d Cir. I 988) (transaction involving transfer of 

hazardous substance is not "disposal" if it involved 
the sale of a product); Edward Hines Lumber Co. v. 
Vulcan Materials Co., 685 F.Supp. 651, 654 
(N.D.Ill.l988), affd, 861 F.2d 155 (7th Cir.1988) 
(sale of hazardous substance for use in wood treat­
ment process does not constitute arranging disposal 
or treatment of hazardous substance, even where 
process run-off containing that substance had been 
placed at the site); United States v. Westinghouse 
Elec. Corp., 22 E.R.C. (BNA) 1230 (S.D.Ind.l983) 
(sale of product containing toxic chemical for use 
in manufacturing does not constitute "disposal"). 
Because the definition applicable to actions under § 
1 07(a)(2) and (a)(3) is the same, and there is no 
meaningful difference for purposes of CERCLA 
between a party who sells or transports a product 
containing or composed of hazardous substances 
for a productive use, and a party who actually puts 
that product to its constructive use, we see no reas-

d d.f"' d fi . . . h. FN16 on to a opt a 1 1erent e 1mt10n m t 1s case. 

FNI 5. Section 1 07(a)(3) makes liable 

"any person who by contract, agreement, 
or otherwise arranged for disposal or 
treatment, or arranged with a transporter 
for transport for disposal or treatment; of 
hazardous substances owned or pos­
sessed by such person, by any other 
party or entity, at any facility or inciner­
ation vessels owned or operated by an­
other party or entity and containing such 
hazardous substances .... " 

FN16. Stevens Creek's contention that ac­
tions under section 1 07{a)(3) differ from 
1 07(a)(2) actions in that they are essen­
tially disguised products liability suits is 
unhelpful, because it fails to explain why 
one definition of "disposal" should apply 
in actions under section 1 07(a)(3), and an­

other in actions under 1 07(a)(2). 

B 
[7] Stevens Creek argues that CERCLA is to be 

broadly construed and that *1363 private remedies 
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were intended to supplement, indeed supplant, gov­
ernmental response to environmental threats. We 
agree that the Act is to be given a broad interpreta­
tion to accomplish its remedial goals. See First 
United Methodist Church, 882 F.2d 862; see also 
Wickland Oil Terminals v. Asarco, 792 F.2d 887, 
891, 892 (9th Cir.1986). However we must reject a 
construction that the statute on its face does not 
permit, and the legislative history does not support. 

CERCLA was designed to deal with the prob­
lem of inactive and abandoned hazardous waste dis­
posal sites. U.S.Code Cong. & Admin.News 1980, 
at 6119, 6125; State of New York v. Shore Realty 
Corp., 759 F.2d 1032, 1040 (2d Cir.l985) (quoting 
F. Anderson, D. Mandelker, & A. Tarlock, Envir­
onmental Protection: Law and Policy 568 (1984)). 
Necessarily it was the product of many comprom­
ises. Shore Realty, 759 F.2d at 1040. Section 107 
could have, but did not, explicitly provide for the 
problem of the release of asbestos fibers from ma­
terials that are part of the structure of a building. 

The legislative history shows that Congress in­
tended just what CERCLA provides on its face. Jd. 

CERCLA directly addresses the issue of re­
moval of substances which are part of the structure 
of buildings in only one place: section 1 04(a)(3)(B) 
limits the authority of the President to respond "to a 
release or threat of release ... from products which 
are part of the structure of, and result in exposure 
within, residential buildings or business or com-

. , FN17 B . . 104 mumty structures. y Its terms, sectiOn 
is a limitation on governmental actions; section 
1 04(a)(3)(B) refers to "the President" and applies to 
responses only "under this section." FNl 8 

FN17. Section 104(a)(3)(B), 42 U.S.C. 
9604(a)(3)(B), provides, in pertinent part: 

(3) Limitations on Response-The Presid­
ent shall not provide for a removal or re­
medial action under this section in re­
sponse to a release or threat of release-

(B) from products which are part of the 
structure or, and result in exposure with­
in, residential buildings or business or 
community structures; 

(4) Exception to Limitations-Not­
withstanding paragraph (3) of this sub­
section, to the extent authorized by this 
section, the President may respond to 
any release or threat of release if in the 
President's discretion, it constitutes a 
public health or environmental emer­
gency and no other person with the au­
thority and capability to respond to the 
emergency will do so in a timely man­
ner. 

FN18. Both Stevens Creek and Amicus ar­
gue that the district court erroneously con­
cluded that section 1 04(a)(3)(B) is a limit­
ation on private actions under section 
1 07(a). While we agree that section 
1 04(a)(3)(B) by its terms applies only to 
the President and not to private parties, we 
do not read the district court's order as 
holding to the contrary. The district court 
determined that "the provisions of CER­
CLA do not provide for the recovery of 
costs in this situation," then discussed sec­
tion 104(a)(3)(B) before concluding that 
"it is unlikely that Congress would have 
intended to preclude the President from 
taking a specific action, while allowing 
private parties to respond by that precise 
action." We read the court as suggesting 
that the limitation in section 104(a) rein­
forces its determination that section 107 
does not extend to Stevens Creek's claim. 

Stevens Creek argues that since section 
1 04(a)(3)(B) limits only governmental authority to 
respond to the presence of asbestos in the structure 

of a building, by inference, Congress intended that 
private parties would be able to recover under sec­

tion 1 07(a). By the same token, it contends, the ex-
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ception to the limitation provided in section 
104(a)(4) that permits the President to act only if 
"no other person" is able to respond to a release or 
threatened release makes sense only if private 
parties are permitted to respond to these situations 
even if the federal government usually cannot. 

[8] We disagree. Congress has effectively pre­
cluded private party response actions through its 
"disposal" requirement in sections 1 07(a)(2) and 
(4). Even apart from this, there is no basis for infer­
ring Congress' intent to create such a far-reaching 
private cause of action under section 1 07(a). 

The only discussion of asbestos removal in the 
legislative history of CERCLA occurred during 
consideration of the Superfund*1364 Amendments 
and Reauthorization Act (SARA), Pub.L. No. 
99-499, 1986 U.S.Code Cong. & Admin.News (100 
Stat.) 1613, which was enacted in 1986. Section 
112(b) of Senate Bill S. 51 contained the language 
now codified as Section 104(a)(3)(B) of CERCLA. 
The Senate Report prior to adoption of the SARA 
amendments to CERCLA discussed the extent of 
remedial or removal actions under the Bill: 

"CERCLA response authorities are extremely 
broad, but there are nevertheless situations, some 
of which may be lifethreatening, which are not 
within the law's scope. The [Environmental Pro­
tection] Agency has encountered some diffi­
culties, primarily political, in restraining CER­
CLA responses to the scope of the law. For this 
reason, [the Senate Bill] proposes to make more 
explicit certain areas which the law does not cov­
er. 

Specifically, [the Bill] makes clear the exclu­
sion from remedial or removal action of a release 
or a threat of a release ... -from products which 
are part of the structure of, and result in exposure 
within a facility .... The Environmental Protection 
Agency has received requests to take removal or 
remedial action in situations where the contamin­
ation was from building materials used in the 
structure and was creating an indoor hazard. This 

section would clarify that such situations are not 
subject to remedial or removal action." 

S.Rep. No. 11, 99th Cong., 1st Sess. 16-17 
(1985), reprinted in 1986 U.S.Code Cong. & Ad­
min.News 2835. 

A similar provision limiting response to re­
leases of materials used in the structure of buildings 
appeared in § 117 of H.R. 2817, a bill passed by the 
House of Representatives on December 20, 1985. 
See Cooke, The Law of Hazardous Waste­
Management, Cleanup, Liability and Litigation § 
12.04[4][e] at 12-98 (1988); see also H.R.Rep. No. 
253, 99th Cong., 1st Sess. 91, reprinted in 1986 
U.S.Code Cong. & Admin.News 2835, 2873. After 
the bills were resolved in conference, the Confer­
ence Report discussed the limitation in terms spe­
cific to the President and to Section 104: 

Section 112(b) prohibits the President from un­
dertaking a response action under section 104 in 
response to a release ... from products which are 
part of the structure of residential buildings or 
businesses or community structures which result 
in exposure in such structures. 

2.Conf.Rep. No. 962, 99th Cong., 2d Sess. 
(Joint Explanatory Statement of Conference Com­
mittee) 190 (1986); reprinted in 1986 U.S.Code 
Cong. & Admin.News 3276. As the committee re­
port also indicated, the committee adopted the exact 
language of§ 112(b) of Senate Bill S. 51, without 
indicating that it intended to modify the original 
meaning in any way. !d. 

Whether or not Senate Report No. 11 is an au­
thoritative guide to the legislative intent underlying 
this section,FNI 9 the legislative*1365 history is 
devoid of evidence of a Congressional intent to au­
thorize a private cause of action for the recovery of 
response costs for the removal of asbestos from a 
building. In the absence of clear evidence of Con­
gress' intent to create a private cause of action, we 
decline to imply one. 
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FN19. See First United Methodist Church, 
882 F.2d at 868-69 & n. 9, concluding that 
section 1 04(a)(3)(B) is a substantive limit­
ation on the breadth of CERCLA itself. 
Given the fact that CERCLA provides that 
response costs are not recoverable unless 
they are "consistent with the national con­
tingency plan," 42 U.S.C. § 9607(a)(4)(B), 
and the national contingency plan provides 
that a response action will be consistent if 
the person taking it acts in circumstances 
warranting removal consistent with § 
300.65, which governs federal removal ac­
tions, 40 C.F.R. § 300.7l(a)(2), it may be 
argued that there is some relationship 
between private party and government re­
moval actions. 

The United States, appearing as Amicus 
Curiae, urges us to take the opposite 
view, and conclude that section 104(a) 
limits only the federal government's abil­
ity to respond. 

Even though as a general matter, "[t]he 
interpretation of an agency charged with 
the administration of a statute is entitled 
to substantial deference, if it is a sensible 
reading of the statutory language, ... and 
if it is not inconsistent with the legislat­
ive history," Lawrence Co. v. Lead­
Deadwood School Dist., 469 U.S. 256, 
262, 105 S.Ct. 695, 83 L.Ed.2d 635 
(1985), we feel no such obligation in this 
case. As counsel for Amicus conceded 
during argument, the EPA has not for­
mulated an official interpretation of sec­
tion I 07(a)(2)(B) as it applies to the re­
moval of asbestos from the structure of a 
commercial building. The litigation ar­
guments of the United States in its 
amicus brief, which lists an EPA lawyer 
as "of counsel," are not an "agency inter­

pretation" of CERCLA such as to invoke 
the customary rule of deference. 

In any event we believe it is unnecessary 
for us to decide whether section 
104(a)(3)(B) is a limitation on private 
parties as well as the government. We 
simply consider it along with all other 
relevant legislative history. 

To recognize a private cause of action under 
Section 1 07(a)(2) for the voluntary removal of as­
bestos from a commercial building would have sub­
stantial and far-reaching legal, financial, and prac­
tical consequences. As the Fourth Circuit has ob­
served: 

[t]o extend CERCLA's strict liability scheme to 
all past and present owners of buildings contain­
ing asbestos as well as to all persons who manu­
factured, transported, and installed asbestos 
products into buildings, would be to shift literally 
billions of dollars of removal cost liability based 
on nothing more than an improvident interpreta­
tion of a statute that Congress never intended to 
apply in this context. Certainly, if Congress had 
intended for CERCLA to address the monumental 
asbestos problem, it would have said so more dir­
ectly when it passed [the 1986 "Superfund" 
amendments to CERCLA]. 

First United Methodist Church, 882 F.2d at 
869 (citation and footnote omitted). Accord Retire­
ment Community Developers v. Merine, 713 
F.Supp. 153, 158 (D.Md.l989). 

AFFIRMED. 

PREGERSON, Circuit Judge, dissenting: 
I dissent. The majority's opinion is based on a 

numbing, highly technical analysis of CERCLA 
definitions and provisions. "CERCLA is essentially 
a remedial statute designed by Congress to protect 
and preserve public health and the environment." 

Dedham Water Co. v. Cumberland Farms Dairy, 
Inc., 805 F.2d 1074, 1081 (1st Cir.l986). Congress 
enacted CERCLA "to provide a comprehensive re­

sponse to the problem of hazardous substance re­
lease." Wickland Oil Terminals v. Asarco, Inc., 792 
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F.2d 887, 890 (9th Cir.l986). The purposes under­
lying this remedial statute should not be frustrated 
by the narrow interpretations inflicted on it by the 
majority opinion. 

CERCLA provides several complementary 
mechanisms to effectuate hazardous substance re­
moval.FN1 The legislation also addresses the prob­
lems of compensation and liability in the wake of a 
release or threatened release of a hazardous sub-

FN2 p. · :D 1 stance. nvate cost recovery actwns F~hc ean 
up costs are a central part of CERCLA. The 
availability and independence of these causes of ac­
tion are now clearly recognized by the courts. See 
id. at 892 ("private enforcement actions under sec­
tion 107(a) ... [are] independent of governmental 
actions financed by Superfund"). 

FNl. The federal government may conduct 
its own removal of hazardous substances 
or remedial actions necessary for such re­
moval by using money from the Super­
fund. 42 U.S.C. § 9604. In certain in­
stances the federal government may com­
pel the parties responsible for the release 
of hazardous substances to clean up the 
site where the hazardous substances are 
found. 42 U.S.C. § 9606. 

FN2. Either the federal government or a 
private party may recover the costs of re­
sponse action from parties determined to 
be liable under section 107 of the Act. 42 
U.S.C. § 9607. 

FN3. "[T]he liability provisions of section 
107 are an essential part of the structure 
established by CERCLA because the re­
sources of the Fund alone are simply insuf­
ficient to provide an adequate remedy to 
the national problem of hazardous waste 
disposal." Dedham Water Co. v. Cumber­
land Farms Dairy, Inc., 805 F.2d 1074, 
1082 (1st Cir.l986). 

Section I 07(a)(2) remedies apply only to a nar-

row private class of property owners who may be 
held responsible for the effects of a hazardous sub­
stance they caused to be placed on their property 
and failed to remove when they later sold the prop­
erty. As argued by the United States in its amicus 
brief, the government has an interest in encouraging 
private parties to respond to releases of hazardous 
substances, because*1366 private cleanups con­
serve the resources of EPA and the Superfund, and 
enhance EPA's effort to deal with the massive prob­
lem of improper disposal of hazardous substances. 
FN4 

FN4. "Asbestos is a known human carcino­
gen that causes lung cancer, mesothelioma 
(a cancer of the chest and abdominal lin­
ing) and is also linked to other cancers. It 
has been estimated that 3,300 to 12,000 
cancer cases a year occur in the United 
States as a result of past exposure to asbes­
tos; almost all of these cancer cases are 
fatal. In addition, asbestos causes asbestos­
is (a serious lung disorder). About 65,000 
persons in the United States are estimated 
to be suffering from asbestosis today." 51 
Fed.Reg. 3738 (1986) (introduction to pro­
posed rule on ban of asbestos products). 

Because of the health risks presented by 
the release of asbestos fibers into the en­
vironment, the EPA has for the first time 
used its authority under section 6 of the 
Toxic Substances Control Act to place a 
comprehensive ban on a dangerous sub­
stance. See 20 Env't Rep. (BNA) 534 
(July 14, 1989) (reporting EPA Adminis­
trator William K. Reilly's remarks at a 
press conference announcing the ban) 
(emphasis added). Determining that 
"piecemeal control of the risks 
[presented by airborne asbestos fibers] is 
not satisfactory; only elimination of as­
bestos to the extent feasible will produce 
acceptable reduction of risks," 51 
Fed.Reg. 3738, the EPA has issued a 
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rule which will prohibit the manufacture 
and distribution of asbestos in this coun­
try for 94% of present asbestos product 
uses by 1996. 20 Env't Rep. (BNA) 534 
(July 14, 1989); see 40 C.F.R. Part 763. 

I cannot agree that Congress "effectively pre­
cluded private party response actions through its 
'dis?osal' requirement." Majority opinion at 12527. 
FN The "disposal" requirement does not clearly 

show that Congress intended to preclude private 
party liability for installing the hazardous sub­
stance-asbestos-within private structures. Interpret­
ation of the term "disposal" to include installation 
of asbestos insulation and fire retardants in private 
buildings lies at the heart of the issue of potential 
liability under 1 07(a)(2). Depending on the facts, 
the installation of asbestos in private structures 
could fall within the definition of "disposal" and 
thus result in potential liability under section 
1 07(a)(2) for clean up cost recovery. Because the 
district court never addressed this issue, we should 
remand the matter with directions to determine 
whether the facts of this case satisfy the "disposal" 
requirement. 

FN5. The majority bases its analysis on the 
questionable proposition that "disposal" 
refers only to the placement of "hazardous 
wastes," not of "hazardous substances." 
This proposition fails to take into account 
the very language of the statute which 
refers repeatedly to the "disposal of haz­
ardous substances." See §§ 107(a)(2), 
(a)(3) and (a)(4). The specific reference in 
the section to hazardous substances over­
rides the borrowed Solid Waste Disposal 
Act's limited definition of disposal. See 
Hartigan, Asbestos Abatement Cost Recov­
ery Under the Comprehensive Environ­
mental Response, Compensation, and Li­
ability Act, 14 Harv.Envtl.L.Rev. 253, 
258-60 (1990) (contending that recovery of 
costs for removal of asbestos from build­
ings properly fits within the plain language 

and congressional intent of CERCLA). 
Case law also tends to use the terms 
"hazardous waste" and "hazardous sub­
stance" interchangeably when referring to 
CERCLA requirements. See New York v. 
General Elec. Co., 592 F.Supp. 291, 296 
(N.D.N.Y.l984) ("[I]t appears that Con­
gress sought to deal with every conceiv­
able area where hazardous substances 
come to be located .... ") (emphasis added); 
Dedham Water Co. v. Cumberland Farms 
Dairy, Inc., 805 F.2d 1074, 1081 (1st 
Cir.1986) ("[A liberal] reading of the stat­
ute serves . . . congressional purposes by 
preserving the limited resources of the 
Fund and by ensuring that liability will be 
apportioned among parties responsible for 
the release of hazardous substances 
whenever possible.") (emphasis added); 
Cadillac Fairview/California v. Dow 
Chemical Co., 840 F.2d 691, 693 (9th 
Cir.l988) ("Section 107(a)(2)(B) expressly 
creates a private claim against any person 
who owned or oper'fted a facility at the 
time hazardous substances were disposed 
of at the facility for recovery of necessary 
costs of responding to the hazardous sub­
stances incurred consistent with the nation­
al recovery plan.") (emphasis added). 

The widespread use of asbestos in private 
building structures presents an extensiveJRroblem 
for which there is no common law remedy. N6 Pre­
cisely because of the *1367 widespread nature of 
the problem, government Superfund resources are 
not sufficient to deal with these clean-up costs. 
Thus, without recognition of a statutory remedy of 
a private cause of action under section I 07(a)(2), 
there will be no effective remedy for the damage 
and injury caused by the existence of asbestos in 
private structures. 

FN6. Recovery for damages caused by as­
bestos in the private sector is uncertain. 
Where exposure to friable asbestos has 
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caused personal injury, individual parties 
have been able to sue asbestos manufactur­
ers under traditional tort theories. See, e.g., 
Beshada v. Johns-Manville Prods. Corp. 
90 N.J. I9I, 447 A.2d 539 (1982); Borel v. 
Fibreboard Paper Prods. Corp., 493 F.2d 
I076 (5th Cir.I973), cert. denied, 4I9 U.S. 
869, 95 S.Ct. I27, 42 L.Ed.2d I07 (I974). 
But tort litigation for property damages 
and economic loss due to asbestos installa­
tions is more problematic. Generally 
speaking, the problem of "rooting out the 
asbestos that is now an unwelcome resid­
ent in thousands of structures throughout 
the United States," W. Rogers, Environ­
mental Law: Pesticides and Toxic Sub­
stances § 6.8, at 460 (1988), does not fall 
within the classic tort parameters of culp­
able party and innocent victim. 

Underlying the majority's refusal to recognize 
section I 07(a)(2) private actions in the context of 
asbestos removal from private structures is the ar­
gument that there is no case law to support the ac­
tion. Given that this is an issue of first impression 
in the circuits, and one not at all settled among the 
district courts, this argument carries little water. If 
recent cases are any example, neither the courts nor 
the litigants are clear about how to proceed when 
private structure asbestos clean up issues arise un­
der CERCLA. Some of the cases are brought under 
common law tort and property theories, using CER­
CLA language as a guide to liability. See, e.g., First 
United Methodist Church v. United States Gypsum 
Co., 882 F .2d 862 (4th Cir.I989), cert. denied, 493 
U.S. I 070, I1 0 S.Ct. 1113, 107 L.Ed.2d I 020 
(1990); Elec. Power Bd. v. Westinghouse Elec. 
Corp., 716 F.Supp. 1069 (E.D.Tenn.I988). Others 
merely announce a CERCLA private cause of ac­
tion as one of several claims against a potentially li­
able defendant. See, e.g., Mercer Univ. v. Nat'! 
Gypsum Co., 258 Ga. 365, 368 S.E.2d 732 (1988). 

Finally, the majority's concern that a finding of 
private liability under section I 07(a)(2) would 

cause far-reaching financial and practical problems 
is misplaced. The extensive use of asbestos materi­
als in commercial properties has already had a 
"profound, continuing economic impact on the real 
estate industry." I9 Env't Rep. (BNA) 1I54 (Oct. 7, 
1988) (remarks of H.L. Van Varick, executive vice 
president of the American Savings Bank of New 
York City to Senate Environment and Public Works 
Subcommittee on Hazardous Wastes and Toxic 
Substances). "Asbestos is a deal killer." I9 Env't 
Rep. (BNA) I664 (Dec. 16, 1988) (remarks of 
Robert Andre of the Seattle law firm of Ogden, Og­
den, Murphy & Wallace). Recognition of an effect­
ive, statutory remedy for dealing with asbestos 
clean-up costs in private structures could at least 
give the parties to a real estate transaction a tool for 
apportioning clean up responsibilities. 

I believe section I07(a)(2) creates a private 
cause of action in certain situations for the recovery 
of clean up costs of asbestos installed in the struc­
ture of private buildings. The issue whether 3550 
Stevens Creek Associates has satisfied the require­
ments of the section and can prevail in the private 
action should be remanded to the district court. 

C.A.9 (Cal.),I990. 
3550 Stevens Creek Associates v. Barclays Bank of 

California 
9I5 F.2d I355, 32 ERC II05, 59 USLW 2235, 2I 
Envtl. L. Rep. 20,01I 

END OF DOCUMENT 
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Court of Appeal, First District, Division 2, Califor­
nia. 

August 23, 1972. 

SUMMARY 
The shareholders of a corporation entered into 

an agreement to sell all of the corporate stock to a 
partnership. Among other things the agreement 
provided that it could be assigned by the partner­
ship to a corporation and that the managing partner 
who executed it on behalf of the partnership would 
thereafter be free from personal liability. The con­
tract was so assigned and the corporation thereafter 
became unable to pay the amounts due thereon. 
Plaintiffs sued the corporation and its individual 
stockholders, who had formerly comprised the part­
nership that entered into the contract. The corpora­
tion stipulated to liability at the outset of trial and 
the trial court concluded that the facts did not justi­
fy disregarding the corporate entity and holding the 
individual defendants liable on grounds of alter 
ego. The court denied the individual defendants' 
claim for attorney's fees under Civ. Code, § 1717, 
making an attorney fee clause of a contract applic­
able to the prevailing party whether or not he is the 
party specified in the clause. Judgment was entered 
accordingly. (Superior Court of Santa Clara 
County, No. Pl6235, George H. Barnett, Judge.) 

On appeal by plaintiffs and certain of the indi­

vidual defendants, the Court of Appeal affirmed the 
judgment of the trial court. It held that there was 

substantial evidence supporting the trial court's re­
fusal to pierce the corporate veil and hold the indi­

vidual defendants liable. The court noted, among 
other matters, that the transfer of the contract to the 
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corporation was part of a standard promoters agree­
ment, the intent and the consequences of which 
were known and understood by all of the parties, 
who were all represented by legal counsel. In deny­
ing attorneys' fees to defendants, the court pointed 
out that the clause relied on was contained in a 
promissory note executed by the corporation only, 
and that the statute specifically referred to parties to 
the contract. (Opinion by Taylor, P. J., with Kane 
and Rouse, JJ., concurring.) 

HEAD NOTES 
Classified to California Digest of Official Reports 

(la, lb, lc) Corporations § 8(5)--Disregard of Cor­
porate Entity-- Evidence--Sufficiency. 

In an action on contract against a corporation 
and its shareholders, there was substantial evidence 
supporting the trial court's conclusion that the facts 
did not justify disregarding the corporate entity and 
holding the individual defendants liable on grounds 
of alter ego, where the contract providing for 
plaintiffs' sale of their stock in a corporation gave 
the individual defendant who executed it on behalf 
of a partnership composed of the individual defend­
ants the right to assign it to the corporate defendant 
and be relieved from personal liability, where an 
assignment had been executed in accordance with 
such provision, where the transfer to the corpora­
tion was part of a standard promoters agreement, 
the intent and consequences of which were known 
and understood by all of the parties, who were all 
represented by legal counsel, where there was no 
commingling or confusion between the assets of the 
individual defendants and the corporation, and 
where alleged acts of misconduct by the individual 
defendants were not supported by the record. While 
there were facts upon which the trial court might 
have decided to pierce the corporate veil, it could 
not be said upon all of the facts that it was required 

to do so. 
[See Cai.Jur.2d, Corporations, § 8; Am.Jur.2d, 
Corporations, § 14 et seq.] 
(2) Appeal § 1242(5)--Consideration of Evidence-
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-Consideration in Light Favorable to Respondent. 
On appeal, all conflicts in the evidence must be 

resolved in favor of the respondent, and all legitim­
ate and reasonable inferences will be indulged in to 
uphold the findings of the trial court. 

(3) Appeal § 1235(2)--Insufficiency of Evidence­

-Power of Appellate Court. 
The power of an appellate court begins and 

ends with a determination as to whether there is any 
substantial evidence, contradicted or uncontra­
dicted, which will support the conclusion reached 
by the trial judge. 

(4) Corporations § 5(9)--Disregard of Corporate 
Entity--Province of Trial Court. 

The conditions under which the corporate en­
tity may be disregarded, or the corporation may be 
regarded as the alter ego of the stockholders, neces­
sarily vary according to the circumstances in each 
case inasmuch as the doctrine is essentially an 
equitable one and for that reason is particularly 
within the province of the trial court. Only general 
rules may be laid down for guidance. 

(Sa, Sb) Corporations § 5(9)--Disregard of Corpor­
ate Entity--Province of Trial Court. 

The two requirements that must be found to ex­
ist before the corporate entity may be disregarded 
or the corporation regarded as the alter ego of the 
stockholders are that there be such unity of interest 
and ownership that the separate personalities of the 
corporation and the individual no longer exist, and 
that, if the acts in question are treated as those of 
the corporation alone, an inequitable result will fol­
low. Determination of the existence of such factors 
is not a question of law but a question for the trier 
of fact, and its conclusion will not be disturbed if it 
be supported by any substantial evidence. 

(6) Corporations § 5(1 )--Disregard of Corporate 
Entity. 

Before a corporation's acts and obligations can 
be legally recognized as those of a particular per­
son, and vice versa, it must be made to appear that 
the corporation is not only influenced and governed 
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by that person, but that there is such a unity of in­
terest and ownership that the individuality, or sep­
arateness, of such person and corporation has 
ceased, and that the facts are such that an adherence 
to the fiction of the separate existence of the cor­
poration would, under the particular circumstances, 
sanction a fraud or promote injustice. 

(7) Corporations § 5(3)--Disregard of Corporate 
Entity--Inadequate Capitalization. 

Evidence of inadequate capitalization of a cor­
poration is, at best, merely a factor, albeit an im­
portant one, to be considered by the trial court in 
deciding whether or not to pierce the corporate veil. 

(Sa, Sb) Damages § 49--Compensatory Damages­
-Attorneys' Fees. 

In an action on a contract against a corporation 
and its shareholders, the trial court properly held 
that the individual defendants, who prevailed in the 
suit; were not entitled to recover attorneys' fees un­
der Civ. Code, § 1717, making an attorney fee 
clause of a contract applicable to the prevailing 
party whether or not he is the party specified in the 
clause, where the individual defendants were not 
parties to the promissory note containing the attor­
ney fee clause relied on, and where plaintiff pre­
vailed against the corporation, the only defendant 
that was a "party" to that instrument. 

(9) Damages § 49--Compensatory Damages­
-Attorneys' Fees. 

In the absence of an express statute or contrac­
tual provision, attorneys' fees are paid by the party 
employing the attorney. 

COUNSEL 

William I. Cohen for Plaintiffs and Appellants. 

Collins, Hays, Stewart, Berg, Pott & Sanford and 
Walter V. Hays for Defendants and Appellants. 

TAYLOR, P. J. 
In these consolidated appeals, plaintiffs, 

Arnold, Hench and Scheetz, appeal from that por-
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tion of the judgment denying recovery in their ac­
tion against the individual defendants on grounds of 

FN1 
alter ego. Arnold, Hench and Scheetz contend 
that the evidence does not support the trial court's 
finding of no liability, and that in any event, the in­
dividual defendants are not entitled to attorneys' 
fees. Browne, Bolton, Valentine, Peterson and Mc­
Cann FN2 appeal from that portion of the judgment 

denying them attorneys' fees. Their contention that 
Civil Code section 1717 is a procedural statute in­
tended to retroactively award attorneys' fees "to any 
party in litigation" over a contract, presents a ques­
tion of first impression. 

FN1 The corporate defendant, Inter Helo, 
stipulated to liability at the outset of the 
trial. 

FN2 Defendant, Ted Haggis, is not a party 
to the cross-appeal. 

The trial court found the facts as follows: In 
January 1967, Arnold, Hench and Scheetz were the 
sole shareholders of Survey Copters, Inc., a Califor­
nia corporation. About that time, Browne, Peterson, 
Bolton, McCann, Valentine and Haggis entered into 
a general partnership under the name of Inter Helo 
Company. Browne was the managing partner and 
was given exclusive control over its business and 
affairs, including the power to sign contracts and to 
direct business operations. 

On June 5, 1967, Browne, on behalf of the 
partnership, entered into *390 a written agreement 
with Arnold, Hench and Scheetz for the purchase of 
all the common stock of Survey Copters (hereafter 
the agreement), the pertinent portions of which 
provided: 1) Arnold, Hench and Scheetz agreed to 
sell to Browne all shares of Survey Copters for a 

total purchase price of $54,038.25, payable in spe­
cified installments over approximately one year; 2) 

Browne had the right to assign the contract to Inter 
Helo Corporation and "shall have no personal liab­
ility under this Agreement after any such assign­
ment"; and 3) Inter Helo Corporation was to deliver 

to Arnold, Hench and Scheetz a negotiable promis-
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sory note, in corporate form, for the unpaid balance 
of the purchase price, payment to be secured by: 1) 
a pledge of the stock of Survey Copters, and chattel 
mortgages and security interests in the U 12 E heli­
copter and other personal property of Survey 
Copters owned at the closing. Survey Copters also 
guaranteed payment of the note. At the time 
Arnold, Hench and Scheetz transferred the stock of 
Survey Copters, that corporation had substantial as­
sets and value; its net assets exceeded its liabilities 
by over $33,000, ofwhich over $21,000 was cash. 

Prior to the execution of the agreement, 
Browne, Peterson, Bolton, McCann, Valentine and 
Haggis made no misrepresentations of fact to 
Arnold, Hench and Scheetz. Prior to the execution 
of the agreement for the sale of the stock of Survey 
Copters, Browne stated to Arnold, Hench and 
Scheetz that he expected Inter Helo Corporation to 
be capitalized in the amount of $150,000. 

Inter Helo Corporation was incorporated on 
June 8, 1967. On June 9, 1967, a collateral note in 
the amount of $40,500 (the balance due to Arnold, 
Hench and Scheetz under the agrement) was ex­
ecuted by Browne as president of Inter Helo Cor­
poration. Additional documents were delivered to 
Arnold, Hench and Scheetz, including a guaranty of 
payment of the note by Survey Copters; a security 
agreement from Survey Copters covering all equip­
ment, including a chattel mortgage of the U 12 E 
helicopter; and a pledge agreement whereby Inter 
Helo Corporation pledged all of the stock of Survey 
Copters as security for the performance under the 
promissory note. 

On June 10, 1967, Browne executed an assign­
ment of his agreement with Arnold, Hench and 
Scheetz to Inter Helo Corporation, which accepted 
the duties of performance. 

On October 23, 1967, Inter Helo Corporation 
obtained a permit from the California Corporations 
Commissioner authorizing the issuance of 5,000 
shares of $1 O~value stock to the individual defend­
ants in exchange for the transfer to the corporation 
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of their respective interests in *391 the partnership. 
On November 14, 1967, pursuant to the permit, the 
individual defendants transferred, assigned and 
conveyed to Inter Helo Corporation all of their 
right, title and interest in and to the partnership in 
exchange for the issuance to them of 5,000 shares 
of $1 O~value stock as follows: Browne, 1, 715 
shares; Peterson, 600 shares; Bolton, 280 shares; 
McCann, 680 shares; Valentine, 600 shares; and 
Haggis, 1,125 shares. No other assets were trans­
ferred to the corporation in exchange for stock by 
the individual defendants, or by any other person. 

Inter Helo Corporation was not so inadequately 
capitalized as to justify a finding that the corpora­
tion was the alter ego of the individual defendants. 
Specifically, the individual defendants contributed 
the following assets: 

a) Through the partnership, $13,000 in cash 
and much more in uncompensated time on neces­
sary promotional work, including: 1) the negoti­
ation of a contract with U.S. Geological Survey; 2) 
the purchase of an SL-3 helicopter in New Mexico; 
and 3) the negotiation for the purchase of Survey 
Copters. 

b) A $25,000 loan from Haggis, personally 
guaranteed by the individual defendants, less than 
$4,000 of which was repaid by Inter Helo Corpora­
tion. 

c) A $55,000 loan on the SL-3 helicopter, per­
sonally guaranteed by Bolton. 

The corporate affairs of Inter Helo Corporation 
were conducted in accordance with normal corpor­
ate practice. None of the individual defendants con­
verted any assets of the corporation to their person­
al use and benefit, commingled personal and cor­
porate funds, or committed any other acts of fraud 
or bad faith. 

Subsequent to the incorporation of Inter Helo 
Corporation, the individual defendants entered into 
a written partnership agreement for Inter Helo 
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Company, wherein they agreed that the value of the 
partnership was $50,000. Subsequently, the indi­
vidual defendants, as officers and directors of Inter 
Helo Corporation, adopted a resolution finding that 
the fair value to the corporation of the partnership, 
Inter Helo Company, was $50,000 and agreed to is­
sue to themselves as partners 5,000 shares of 
$1 O~value stock of Inter Helo Corporation, in ex­
change for their interests in the partnership. 

Shortly after its incorporation, Peterson advised 
the board of directors of Inter Helo Corporation that 
at least $115,500 in cash would be required from 
capitalization to meet its operating costs and oblig­
ations, *392 including those to Arnold, Hench and 
Scheetz under the promissory note, for the period 
from June through December 1967, if the operation 
was to be expanded as planned. 

After the transfer of stock of Survey Copters, 
the individual defendants made themselves direct­
ors and officers and as such, executed the guaranty, 
the security agreement, and other documents to se­
cure to Arnold, Hench and Scheetz the payment by 
Survey Copters of the monies due and owing by 
Inter Helo Corporation. The individual defendants, 
as officers and directors of Inter Helo Corporation 
also executed the pledge agreement, whereby the 
stock of Survey Copters was pledged to secure the 
performance by Inter Helo Corporation of the pay­
ments under the promissory note. 

Survey Copters defaulted on its guaranty and 
failed to make any payments thereunder after due 
notice and demand. Inter Helo Corporation likewise 
defaulted on the payments of its obligations. As of 
April 7, 1970, the balance owing was $15,393.21, 
plus $1,238.55 accrued interest. In addition, 
Arnold, Hench and Scheetz incurred a reasonable 
attorneys' fee of $7,000 and reimbursable expenses 
of $3,923.18, as well as out-of-pocket expenses in 
the following amounts: Arnold, $303.92; Scheetz, 
$298.88, and Hench, $218.78 for transportation ex­
penses. Inter Helo Corporation and Survey Copters 
are unable to pay plaintiffs the monies due and ow­
ing to them. Survey Copters has no assets. 
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Shortly after incorporation and transfer of the 
stock of Survey Copters, Inter Helo Corporation as­
sumed and paid the promotional expenses of 

• Browne incurred by him on behalf of the corpora­

tion, as well as those of Inter Helo Company, the 
partnership. Inter Helo Corporation also repaid to 
the individual defendants loans it had made from 
them at a time just prior to and after default by Inter 
Helo Corporation. Inter Helo Corporation also as­
sumed and became primarily liable to the Bank of 
Montreal on defendant Haggis' personal obligation, 
which was personally guaranteed by Valentine, 
Peterson and Browne. Inter Helo Corporation stipu­
lated to liability at the outset of the trial. The indi­
vidual defendants incurred reasonable attorneys' 
fees in the sum of$7,000 in defense of the action. 

The court concluded that: 1) Arnold, Hench 
and Scheetz were entitled to judgment against Inter 
Helo Corporation; 2) the facts do not justify disreg­
arding the corporate entity of Inter Helo Corpora­
tion and holding the individual defendants liable on 
grounds of alter ego; 3) defendants have not 
presented facts entitling them to relief on their 
counterclaim without prejudice to the assertion of 
any rights they may have under the agreement 
should facts and circumstances arise entitling them 
to relief in the future; *393 4) the individual de­
fendants are not entitled to attorneys' fees. The 
court entered its judgment accordingly. 

I. The Arnold, Hench and Scheetz Appeal from the 
Portion of the Judgment Denying Liability on 

Grounds of Alter Ego. 
(Ia) As indicated above, the major contention 

on this appeal is the sufficiency of the evidence to 
support the findings and judgment. 

(2) There is substantial evidence contained in 
the record to uphold the findings of the trial court 
under the time-honored rule that on appeal, all con­

flicts in the evidence must be resolved in favor of 
the respondent, and that all legitimate and reason­

able inferences will be indulged in to uphold the 
findings of the trial court. (3) It is an elementary 

principle of law that the power of the appellate 
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court begins and ends with a determination as to 
whether there is any substantial evidence, contra­
dicted or uncontradicted, which will support the 
conclusion reached by the trial judge FN3 ( Thayer 

v. Pacific Elec. Ry. Co., 55 Cal.2d 430, 438 [ 11 
Cal.Rptr. 560, 360 P.2d 56]; Crawford v. Southern 
Pacific Co., 3 Cal.2d 427, 429 [ 45 P.2d 183]; 
Wade v. Campbell, 200 Cal.App.2d 54, 63 [ 19 
Cal.Rptr. 173, 92 A.L.R.2d 966]). (1 b) Arnold, 
Hench and Scheetz acknowledge that any conflicts 
in the evidence must be resolved in favor of re­
spondents and therefore state that they set forth 
only the undisputed testimony that they feel is suf­
ficient to compel reversal of the judgment. What 
this contention overlooks is that this "undisputed 
testimony" may not be considered to the utter dis­
regard of disputed testimony which favors Browne, 
Bolton, Valentine, Peterson, McCann and Haggis. 
The Arnold, Hench and Scheetz statement of facts 
presents a case upon which a trial court might de­
cide to pierce the corporate veil, but looking to all 
of the facts, which we have narrated above, it is an­
other matter to say that under these facts the cor­
porate veil must be pierced. 

FN3 In this connection, we do not consider 
it proper for us to accede to the request of 
Arnold, Hench and Scheetz that we take 
judicial notice of the subsequent Inter Helo 
bankruptcy proceedings that were not be­
fore the trial court and not presented to us 
in certified form (Evid. Code, § 459; Terzi­
an v. California Cas. Indem. Exch., 3 
Cal.App.3d 90, 98 [ 83 Cal.Rptr. 255]). 

(4) It is a fundamental rule that "[t]he condi­
tions under which the corporate entity may be dis­
regarded, or the corporation be regarded as the alter 
ego of the stockholders, necessarily vary according 
to the circumstances in each case inasmuch as the 
doctrine is essentially an equitable one and for that 
reason is particularly within the province of the tri­
al court. Only general rules may be laid down for 
guidance" ( *394Stark v. Coker, 20 Cal.2d 839, 
846 [ 129 P.2d 390]; H. A. S. Loan Service, Inc. v. 
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McColgan, 21 Cal.2d 518, 523 [ 133 P.2d 391, 145 
A.L.R. 349]; Automatriz etc. De California v. Res­
nick, 47 Cal.2d 792, 796 [ 306 P.2d 1, 63 A.L.R.2d 
1042]). (5a) The two basic requirements are: 1) that 
there be such unity of interest and ownership that 
the separate personalities of the corporation and the 
individual no longer exist; and 2) that, if the acts 
are treated as those of the corporation alone, an in­
equitable result will follow ( Automotriz etc. De 
California v. Resnick, supra, p. 796; Stark v. Coker, 
supra, p. 846; Watson v. Commonwealth Ins. Co., 8 
Cal.2d 61, 68 [ 63 P.2d 295]; Minifie v. Rowley, 
187 Cal. 481, 487 [ 202 P. 673]). With respect to 
the second requirement, it is sufficient that it appear 
that recognition of the acts as those of a corporation 
only will produce inequitable results ( Stark v. 
Coker, supra, p. 846; Watson v. Commonwealth, 
supra, p. 68). (6) The general rule is thus stated as 
follows: "'Before a corporation's acts and obliga­
tions can be legally recognized as those of a partic­
ular person, and vice versa, it must be made to ap­
pear that the corporation is not only influenced and 
governed by that person, but that there is such a 
unity of interest and ownership that the individual­
ity, or separateness, of such person and corporation 
has ceased, and that the facts are such that an ad­
herence to the fiction of the separate existence of 
the corporation would, under the particular circum­
stances, sanction a fraud or promote injustice."' ( 
Talbot v. Fresno-Pacific Corp., 181 Cal.App.2d 
425, 431 [ 5 Cal.Rptr. 361 ]; Temple v. Bodega Bay 
Fisheries, Inc., 180 Cal.App.2d 279, 283 [ 4 
Cal.Rptr. 300]). 

(5b) The gist of the cases which have con­
sidered the doctrine is that both of these require­
ments must be found to exist before the corporate 
existence will be disregarded; that such determina­
tion is primarily one for the trial court and is not a 
question of law; and that the conclusion of the trier 
of fact will not be disturbed if it be supported by 
substantial evidence (see also H. A. S. Loan Ser­

vice, Inc. v. McColgan, supra, p. 524; Kazutoff v. 
Wahlstrom, 196 Cal.App.2d 65, 69 [ 16 Cal.Rptr. 
207]; Talbot v. Fresno-Pacific Corp., supra, p. 432; 
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Carlesimo v. Schwebel, 87 Cal.App.2d 482, 491 [ 
197 P.2d 167]; Erkenbrecher v. Grant, 187 Cal. 7 
[200 P. 641]; Associated Vendors, Inc. v. Oakland 

Meat Co., 210 Cal.App.2d 825, 836-838 [ 26 
Cal.Rptr. 806]). 

Among the possible factors pertinent to the tri­
al court's determination are: commingling of funds 
and other assets, failure to segregate funds of the 
separate entities, and the unauthorized diversion of 
corporate funds or assets to other than corporate 
uses; the treatment by an individual of the assets of 
the corporation as his own; the failure to obtain au­
thority to issue or subscribe to stock; the holding 
out by an individual that he is personally *395 li­
able for the debts of the corporation; the failure to 
maintain minutes or adequate corporate records and 
the confusion of the records of the separate entities; 
the identical equitable ownership in the two entit­
ies; the identification of the equitable owners there­
of with the domination and control of the two entit­
ies; identification of the directors and officers of 
the two entities in the responsible supervision and 
management; the failure to adequately capitalize a 
corporation; the absence of corporate assets, and 
undercapitalization; the use of a corporation as a 
mere shell, instrumentality or conduit for a single 
venture or the business of an individual or another 
corporation; the concealment and misrepresentation 
of the identity of the responsible ownership, man­
agement and financial interest or concealment of 
personal business activities; the disregard of legal 
formalities and the failure to maintain arm's length 
relationships among related entities; the use of the 
corporate entity to procure labor, services or mer­
chandise for another person or entity; the diversion 
of assets from a corporation by or to a stockholder 
or other person or entity, to the detriment of credit­
ors, or the manipulation of assets and liabilities 
between entities so as to concentrate the assets in 
one and the liabilities in another; the contracting 
with another with intent to avoid performance by 
use of a corporation as a subterfuge of illegal trans­
actions; and the formation and use of a corporation 
to transfer to it the existing liability of another per-
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son or entity. ( Associated Vendors, Inc. v. Oakland 
Meat Co., supra, pp. 838-840). 

(!c) In the instant case, the presence or absence 
of any of these factors, as well as the consideration 
of any other circumstances which would have war­
ranted the trier of fact to disregard the corporate en­
tity, were within the province of the trial court. 
There was ample evidence to support the inferences 
drawn by the lower court that there was not such a 
unity of interest between the Inter Helo Corporation 
and the individual defendants as to destroy the indi­
viduality of the corporation. Inter Helo Corporation 
was formed for the purpose of transferring to it the 
existing assets and liabilities of the Inter Helo part­
nership. The transfer was part of a standard pro­
moters agreement, the intent and consequences of 
which were known and understood by all of the 
parties, who were all represented by legal counsel ( 
Shell Oil Co. v. Hanchett, 18 Cal.App.2d 240 [ 63 
P.2d 338]). 

Arnold, Hench and Scheetz urge that the indi­
vidual defendants assigned their obligations to a 
dummy corporation that they represented would be 
adequately capitalized. The court, however, found 
that there were no misrepresentations or acts of bad 
faith or fraud by the individual defendants. The 
court merely found that Browne indicated he 
"expected" that Inter Helo Corporation would be 
eventually capitalized in the amount of $150,000. 
Furthermore, Arnold, Hench and Scheetz knew 
most of the *396 individual defendants and knew 
that Inter Helo Corporation was being formed to 
conduct the same kind of business as Survey 
Copters. The intent, therefore, to run Survey 
Copters and Int.er Helo Corporation as a single 
business was obviously understood and contem­
plated by all parties from the beginning. In any 
event, the intermingling of the two corporations has 
no relevance to the liability of the individual de­
fendants. There was no commingling or confusion 
between the assets of the individual defendants and 
either corporation. Both corporations were clearly 
liable to Arnold, Hench and Scheetz under the 
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agreement, and it was obvious that the payment of 
the sums due under the agreement depended on the 
successful operation of a single business enterprise 
- the conduct of aerial surveying and measuring for 
maps for the U.S. Geological Survey, through the 
use of helicopters and special sighting devices, and 
of providing helicopter service to the public. 

Other acts of alleged misconduct include Inter 
Helo Corporation's assumption of the Haggis loan 
and payments and the temporary loans made to the 
corporation by Bolton and Peterson in January and 
February 1968. The uncontroverted evidence indic­
ates that the $25,000 that Haggis borrowed from the 
Bank of Montreal was turned over to Inter Helo 
Corporation to provide the initial capital. The fact 
that this loan was personally guaranteed by the oth­
er individual defendants can reasonably be viewed 
as an additional contribution of capital from each of 
them. The short term loans were clearly and accur­
ately reflected in the minutes and represented legit­
imate attempts to keep the corporation going. 

Arnold, Hench and Scheetz further contend that 
Inter Helo Corporation was undercapitalized. They 
have, however, cited no cases in which an appellate 
court has held that a business was undercapitalized 
when the trial court made a contrary finding. In al­
most every instance where the trial court has found 
inadequate capitalization, there are other factors 
present (see cases above cited with reference to 
capitalization). Evidence of inadequate capitaliza­
tion is, at best, merely a factor to be considered by 
the trial court in deciding whether or not to pierce 
the corporate veil (Harris v. Curtis, 8 Cal.App.3d 
837, 841 [ 87 Cal.Rptr. 614]). To be sure, it is an 
important factor, but no case has been cited, nor 
have any been found, where it has been held that 
this factor alone requires invoking the equitable 
doctrine prayed for in the instant case. In Carlesimo 
v. Schwebel, supra, page 482, a total capitalization 
of $1 ,221.82 was held not to be insufficient, as a 
matter of law, to operate a business engaged in the 
buying and selling of groceries. 

In the instant case, the trial court found that 
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"Inter Helo Corporation *397 was not so inad­
equately capitalized as to justify a finding that the 
corporation was the alter ego of the individual de­
fendants." The court found that through the partner­
ship, Inter Helo Corporation acquired $13,000 in 
cash and more in uncompensated time on necessary 
promotional activities. In addition, there was the 
$25,000 loan from Haggis and the $55,000 loan on 
the SL-helicopter, personally guaranteed by Bolton. 
As stated in Harris v. Curtis, supra, at page 841: 
"There is no question that the corporation was un­
derfinanced, a condition not uncommon among new 
small businesses, including small corporations 
privately financed. It is common knowledge that 
many such corporations have been highly success­
ful, that others have prospered but without le­
gendary success, and that still others have failed in 
part, at least, because of inadequate capital. Such is 
the story of our American enterprise system." 

Arnold, Hench and Scheetz' assertion of 
"inequitable result" is predicated upon the argu­
ment that the individual defendants intentionally 
created a corporation without sufficient assets to 
meet daily business requirements. The thrust of this 
argument is the claim of undercapitalization and the 
contention that a creditor will remain unsatisfied if 
the corporate veil is not pierced. As we have poin­
ted out above, the prerequisite of "inequitable res­
ult" must coexist with the other requirement of 
unity of interest and ownership, which the trial 
court has found not to exist in this case. Moreover, 
as we have also indicated, the trial court was justi­
fied in its finding of adequate capitalization. Cer­
tainly, it is not sufficient to merely show that a 
creditor will remain unsatisfied if the corporate veil 
is not pierced, and thus set up such an unhappy cir­
cumstance as proof of an "inequitable result." In al­
most every instance where a plaintiff has attempted 
to invoke the doctrine, he is an unsatisfied creditor. 
The purpose of the doctrine is not to protect every 
unsatisfied creditor, but rather, to afford him pro­
tection, where some conduct amounting to bad faith 
makes it inequitable, under the applicable rule 
above cited, for tpe equitable owner of a corpora-
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tion to hide behind its corporate veil. 

II. The Appeal by Browne, Bolton, Valentine, 
Peterson and McCann from the Portion of the Judg­

ment Denying Attorneys' Fees. 
(8a) Civil Code section 1717 provides: "In any 

action on a contract, where such contract specific­
ally provides that attorney's fees and costs, which 
are incurred to enforce the provisions of such con­
tract, shall be awarded to one of the parties, the pre­
vailing party, whether he is the party specified in 
the contract or not, shall be entitled to reasonable 
attorney's fees in addition to costs and necessary 
disbursements. *398 

"Attorney's fees provided for by this section 
shall not be subject to waiver by the parties to any 
contract which is entered into after the effective 
date of this section. Any provision in any such con­
tract which provides for a waiver of attorney's fees 
is void. 

"As used in this section 'prevailing party' 
means the party in whose favor final judgment is 
rendered." 

As the agreement for the transfer of the stock 
of Survey· Copters contains no provision for attor­
neys' fees, the individual defendants on their appeal 
rely on the attorneys' fees provision of the promis­
sory note from Inter Helo Corporation to Arnold, 
Hench, Scheetz and Browne. The individual de­
fendants contend on their appeal that the 
"prevailing party" mentioned in the first paragraph 
of the statute necessarily refers to any party prevail­
ing in litigation over the contract. 

(9) The general rule in this state has long been 
that unless there is an express statute or contractual 
provision, attorneys' fees are paid by the party em­
ploying the attorney ( Genis v. Krasne, 47 Cal.2d 
241 [ 302 P.2d 289]; Heidt v. Miller Heating & Air 
Conditioning Co., 271 Cal.App.2d 135 [ 74 
Cal.Rptr. 695]; Carroll v. Hanover Insurance Co., 
266 Cal.App.2d 47 [ 71 Cal.Rptr. 868]). 
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As the individual defendants point out, Civil 
Code section 1717 was enacted in 1968 to establish 
mutuality of remedy in situations where the con­
tract contains a provision making the recovery of 
attorneys' fees available for only one party ( Heidt 
v. Miller Heating & Air Conditioning Co., supra, p. 
137; Review of Selected 1968 Code Legislation 
(Cont. Ed. Bar) pp. 35-36). 

(8b) The argument of the individual defend­
ants, however, overlooks the language of the statute 
that specifically refers to "one of the parties" to the 
contract. Here, Browne signed the promissory note 
as president of Inter Helo Corporation; it was stipu­
lated at the outset of trial that the corporation was 
in default under the note and that Arnold, Hench 
and Scheetz were entitled to judgment against the 
corporation, including attorneys' fees, in accord 
with the provision of the promissory note. Thus, the 
individual defendants are not parties to any contract 
containing a provision for attorneys' fees and 
Arnold, Hench and Scheetz are the "prevailing 
parties" under the contract within the meaning of 
the statute ( cf. Arthur B. Siri, Inc. v. Bridges, 189 
Cai.App.2d 599, 603 [ 11 Cai.Rptr. 322]; Wiener v. 
Van Winkle, 273 Cai.App.2d 774 [ 78 Cai.Rptr. 
761], wherein the court noted at page 788: "The 
purpose of upholding an attorney's fees provision in 
a promissory note is to allow a plaintiff to recover 
the full amount due him without such amount being 
diminished by attorney's fees.") *399 

We conclude that the trial court properly held 
that the individual defendants were not entitled to 
attorneys' fees, as they were not "parties" to the 
contract. We note that the rule under Civil Code 
section 1717 appears to be that a party to the con­
tract is entitled to attorneys' fees even though the 
contract was executed and the action filed before 
the enactment of the statute ( System Inv. Corp. v. 
Union Bank, 21 Cai.App.3d 137, 161-165 [ 98 
Cai.Rptr. 735], following Coast Bank v. Holmes, 19 
Cai.App.3d 581, 593-597 [ 97 Cai.Rptr. 30], hg. 
den. Oct. 21, 1971, but noting contrary dictum in 
Malibou Lake Mountain Club, Ltd. v. Smith, 18 
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Cal.App.3d 31, 35 [ 95 Cal.Rptr. 553 ], hg. den. 
Aug. 13, 1971). 

The portions of the judgment appealed from are 
affirmed. Each party to bear own costs. 

Kane, J., and Rouse, J., concurred. 

Cal.App.1.Dist. 
Arnold v. Browne 
27 Cal.App.3d 386, 103 Cal.Rptr. 775 

END OF DOCUMENT 
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AMENDED IN SENATE JUNE 19, 1980 

AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY MAY 19, 1980 

AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY APRIL 15, 1980 

CALIFORNIA LEGISLATUHE-1979-80 REGULAR SESSION 

.•:i 

.·"ifi .,. 

ASSEMBLY BILL No. 2700 

Introduced by AS:Semblyman McCarthy Assemblymen 
McCarthy and Tanner 

March 3, 1980 

REFEI\REO TO COMMITTEE ON HEALTH 

An act to amend Section 25187 of, and to add Section 25187.5 
to, the Health and Safety Code, and to amend Section 13304 
of, a.nd to add Section 13362 to, the Water Code, relating to 
waste, and making an appropriation therefor. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 

AB 2700, as amended, McCarthy (Health). Hazardous 
waste control and cleanup. 

{ 1) Existing law authorizes the State Director of Health 
Services to issue an order compliance by specifying a schedule 
for compliance or correction for a violation of certain 
hazardous waste control law provisions. · 

This bill would specify that such order may be issued to a 
person who has violated as well as one who is violating such 
provisions. The bill provides that the contents of such order 

· may include remedial action. The bill would also specify that 
persons subject to the order include present or prior owners, 
lessees, or operators of the property where the hazardous 
waste is located and producers, transporters, or disposers of 
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the hazardous waste &F prier o;•rners ef. Hie property •.vhere 
t-h-e hai':ardous wasffl ¥.; located, who fla.¥e eaused, m ;vhole &f 

ffi ~t-he violation er eoRdition which is tfl.e subject ef. tfle 
erder. The bill would authorize the State Department of 
Health Services to take, or contract without approval from the 
Department of General Services for, corrective action and to 
pay for such corrective action from available moneys in the 
Hazardous Waste Control Account in the General Fund, 
limited to $100,000 in a 12~month period. The bill would also 
authorize the department ~o recover the costs and specified 
administrative costs in addition to other fees and penalties 
from any person wfie caused, ffi whole e-r ffi fffi:14; whose 
violation resulted in the health or environmental danger. The 
biJ/ would not impose new liability under the provisions of the 
bill for clCts prior to january 1, 1981, for those acts not in 
.,:iolation of existing law or regulations at the time they 
occurred. 

Funds in the Hazardous Waste Control Account in the 
General Fund are continuously appropriated to the 
department for specified purposes, to which purposes would 
be added the expenditure for corrective action, and, 
therefore, the bill would make an appropriation. 

( 2) Existing law authorizes a regional water quality control 
board to specify conditions or areas where the discharge of 
waste, or certain types of waste, will not be permitted. 
Existing law also authorizes a regional water quality control 
board to order cleanup of waste which creates or threatens to 
create a condition of pollution or nuisance, as specified, or to 
expend available moneys to take remedial action and recover 
reasonable costs actually incurred in such remedial action. 

This bill would, additiona11y, authorize a regional water 
quality control board to order cleanup or remedial action for 
past e-r threatened future discharge or deposit of waste, as 
specified. The bill would authorize the regional board to 
expend available moneys to remedy such conditions, as 
specified, and to recover all reasonable costs incurred from 
any person who caused or threatened er proposed the 
discharge of waste, as specified. The bill would not impose 
new liability under the provisions of the bill for acts prior to 
january 1, 1981, for those acts not in violation of existing law 
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or regulations at tbe time they occurred 
Vote: %. Appropriation: yes. Fiscal committee: yes. 

State-mandated local program: no. 

The people of the State of California do enact as follows: 

1 SECTION l. Section 25187 of the Health and Safety 
2 Code is amended to read: 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 

25187. Whenever the director determines, after 
public hearing, that any person has violated or is in 
violation of any provision of this chapter, or any permit, 
rule, regulation, standard, or requirement issued or 
promulgated pursuant to this chapter, the director may 
issue an order specifying a schedule for compliance or 
correction. An order issued pursuant to the provisions of 
this section may include a requirement that such person 
take corrective action with respect to hazardous waste, 
including the cleanup of such hazardous waste, 
abatement of the effects thereof, and any other necessary 
remedial action. Persons who are subject to an order 
pursuant to this section , upon proof of violation, include, 
but are not limited te; the J:*edueer, traRsporter, er 
~oser ef: ~ wa:ste, er ftftY tffier o•,.mer ef. ~ 
property where #te he.2ardo~s ~ i5 located, whe fl.as 
caused, ffi. whole er .ffi 'f*H4; the "'iolation er eonditioa 
'+'lhieh i5 Hte subject ef t-he order, t1flt!. preseR~ evmers, 
lessees, er operators ~t-he propert)' where the hazardous 

22 waste is lecated. to present or prior owners, lessees, or 
23 operators of the property where the hazardous waste is 
24 located and producers, transporters, or disposers of the 
25 hazardous waste. 
26 SEC. 2. Section 25187.5 is added to the. Health and 
27 Safety Code, to read: 
28 25187.5. (a) If corrective action is not taken on or 
29 before the date specified in an order issued pursuant to 
30 Section 25187, or if in the judgment of the department 
31 immediate corrective action is necessary to remedy or 
32 prevent an imminent substantial danger to the public 
33 health, domestic livestock, wildlife, or the environment, 
34 the department may take, or contract for the taking of, 
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1 such corrective action and recover the cost thereof as e 
2 provided in subdivision (c). 
3 (b) The department may expend up to one hundred 
4 thousand dollars ( $100,000) in a 12-month period of 
5 available moneys in the Hazardous Waste Control 
6 Account in the General Fund to take corrective action 
7 pursuant to subdivision (a). Notwithstanding any other ~ 
8 provision of law, the department may enter into written ~ 
9 contracts for corrective action taken or to be taken 

10 pursuant to subdivision (a), and may enter into oral 
11 contracts, not to exceed two thousand dollars ( $2,000) in 
12 obligation, when in the judgment of the department 
13 immediate corrective action is necessary to remedy or 
14 prevent an imminent substantial danger to the public 
15 health, domestic livestock, wildlife, or the environment. 
16 Such contracts, whether written or oral. may include 
I 7 provisions for the rental of tools or equipment, either 
18 with or without operators furnished, and for the 
19 furnishing of labor and materials necessary to accomplish 
20 the work. Any such contract by the department shall be ~ 
21 exempt from approval by the Department of General 
22 Services pursuant to the provisions of Section 14780 of the 
23 Government Code. 
24 (c) If corrective action is taken pursuant to subdivision 
25 {a), the person or persons who were subject to the order -
26 of the department issued pursuant to Section 25187, or 
27 any person or persons whe caused; .ffi whole er ffi ~ 
28 whose violation resulted in the imminent and substantial 
29 danger to health or the environment shall be liable to the 
30 department for the reasonable cost actually incurred in 
31 taking corrective action. In addition, such person or 
32 persons shall be liable to the department for 
33 administrative costs in an amount equal to 10 percent of @ 
34 the reasonable cost actually incurred or five hundred · · 
35 dollars ( $500), whichever is greater. The amount of cost 
36 determined pursuant to this subdivision shall be 
37· recoverable in a civil action by the department, in 
.38 . add~tion to any other fees or penalties. Persons who may 

·.. . ~~ ~e h~bl~ pursuant to this subdivision shall include, but not . 
~: .. •. e hm1ted to, present or prior owners, lessees, or {) 
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1 operators of the property where the hazardous waste is 
2 located and producers, transporters or disposers of the 
3 hazardous waste. 
4 (d) Neither the department, nor any person 
5 authorized by the department to enter upon any lands for 
6 the purpose of taking corrective action pursuant to 
7 subdivision (a) is liable to civil or criminal action for 
8 trespass for any acts which are necessary to carry out such 
9 corrective action. 

10 (e) This section does not impose any new liability 
11 associated with acts that occurred before january 1, 1981, 
12 if the acts were not in violation of existing law or 
13 regulations at the time they occurred. 
14 SEC. 3. Section 13304 of the Water Code is amended 
15 to read: 
16 13304. (a) Any person who has discharged; 
17 discharges, er three:tens te discharge or discharges waste 
18 into the waters of this state in violation of any waste 
19 discharge requirement or other order or prohibition 
20 issued by a regional board or the state board, or who has 
21 caused or permitted, causes or permits, or threatens er 
22 flat; threateRed to cause or permit any waste to be 
23 discharged or deposited where it is, or probably will be, 
24 discharged into the waters of the state and creates, or 
25 threatens to create, a condition of pollution or nuisance, 
26 shall upon order of the regional board clean up such 
27 waste or abate the effects. thereof or, in the case of 
28 threatened pollution or nuisance,· take other necessary 
29 remedial action. Upon failure of any person to comply 
30 with such cleanup or abatement order, the Attorney 
31 General, at the request of the board, shall petition the 
32 superior court for that county for the issuance of an 
33 injunction requiring such person to comply therewith. In 
34 any such suit, the court shall have jurisdiction to grant a 
35 prohibitory or mandatory injunction, either preliminary 
36 or permanent, as the facts may warrant. 
37 (b) The regional board may·expend available moneys 
38 to perform any cleanup, abatement, or remedial work 
39 required under the circumstances set forth in subdivision 
40 (a) which in its judgment is required by the magnitude 
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1 of endeavor or urgency of prompt action needed to 
2 preven~ substantial pollution, nuisance, or injury to any 
3 waters of the state. Such action may be taken in default 
4 of, or in addition to, remedial work by the waste 
5 discharger or other persons, and regardless of whether 

I 
I 

0 . ' 

6 injunctive relief is being sought. The regional board may 
7 perform the work itself, or by or in cooperation with any flf) 
8 other governmental agency, and may use rented tools or ~ 
9 equipment, either with operators furnished or 

10 unoperated. Notwithstanding any other provisions of law, 
11 the regional board may enter into oral contracts for such 
12 work, and the contracts, whether written or oral, may 
13 include provisions for equipment rental and in addition 
14 the furnishing of labor and materials necessary to 
15 accomplish the worlt. Such contracts shall be exempt 
16 from approval by the Department of General Services 
17 pursuant to the provisions of Section 14780 of the 
18 Government Code. 
19 (c) If Witlzout regard to whether a cleanup or 
20 abatement order has been issued, if such .waste is cleaned \0 
21 up, the effects thereof abated, or, m the case of · 
22 threatened pollution or nuisance, other necessary 
23 remedial action is taken by any governmental agency, 
24 the person or persons who discharged the waste, 
25 discharges the waste, or threatened to cause or permit e 
26 the discharge of the waste within the meaning of 
27 subdivision (a), shall be liable to that governmental 
28 agency to the extent of the reasonable costs actually 
29 incurred in cleaning up such waste, abating the effects 
30 thereof, or taking other remedial action. The amount of 
31 such costs shall be recoverable in a civil action by, and 
32 paid to, such governmental agency and the state board to 
33 the extent of the latter's contribution to the cleanup costs a 
34 from the State Water Pollution Cleanup and Abatement W 
35 Account or other available funds. 
36 (d) "Threaten," for purposes of this section, means a 
37 substantial probability. 
38 (e) This section does not impose any new liability for 
39 acts occurring before january 1, 1981, if the acts were not 
40 in violation of existing laws or regulations at the time they (0 
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1 occurred. 
2 SEC 4. Section 18862 is added to the Water Code, to 
3 read: 
4 18862. Civil damages recovered pursuant to this 
5 division a.re liquidated damages which operate to more 
6 fully compensate the people of the State of California For 
7 unquantifiable harm to the waters of the state. 
8 SEC 5. The addition of Section 18362 to the Water 
9 Code by this act does not constitute a change in, but is 

10 declaratory .of. the existing ]a w. 
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c 
ASSOCIATED VENDORS, INC., Plaintiff and Ap­

pellant, 
v. 

OAKLAND MEAT CO., INC. et al., Defendants 
and Respondents. 

Civ. No. 20302. 

District Court of Appeal, First District, Division 1, 
California. 

Dec. 17, 1962. 

HEAD NOTES 
(la, lb, lc) Corporations § 8(5)--Disregard of Cor­
porate Entity-- Evidence. 

There was substantial evidence in the record to 
support the trial court's findings that one corpora­
tion was not the alter ego of another corporation 
and the directors, officers, and the owners of its 
stock, where, among other things, the two corpora­
tions were incorporated separately and at different 
times; each corporation employed separate counsel; 
the corporation whose entity was sought to be dis­
regarded issued stock pursuant to a permit and in 
compliance with the formalities required by the Di­
vision of Corporations; each corporation kept sep­
arate minutes, maintained separate records and 
bank accounts, had its own employees and a separ­
ate payroll, made disbursements through its own 
checks, and did not commingle its funds with the 
other corporation's; and one corporation supplied 
from 30 to 45 per cent of the merchandise sold by 
the other corporation, the remaining merchandise 
coming from other suppliers. 

(2) Appeal and Error § 1235(2)--Questions of Law 
and Fact--Power of Court. 

The appellate court's power begins and ends 
with a determination as to whether there i~ any sub­
stantial evidence, contradicted or uncontradicted, 
which will support the conclusion reached by the 
trial judge. 
See Cai.Jur.2d, Appeal and Error, §§ 575, 606; 5 
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Am.Jur.2d, Appeal and Error, §§ 880, 885. 
(3)·Appeal and Error§ 1242(5)--Questions of Law 
and Fact--Consideration of Evidence. 

On appeal, undisputed testimony may not be 
considered to the utter disregard of disputed testi­
mony that favors respondent. 

(4) Corporations § 5(9)--Disregard of Corporate 
Entity--Province of Trial Court. 

The conditions under which a corporate entity 
may be disregarded, or a corporation be regarded as 
the alter ego of the stockholders, vary according to 
the circumstances in each case since the doctrine is 
essentially an equitable one and for that reason is 
particularly within the province of the trial court. 
Only general rules may be laid down for guidance. 
Disregarding corporate existence, notes, 1 A.L.R. 
61 0; 34 A.L.R. 597. See also Cai.Jur.2d, Corpora­
tions,§ 8; Am.Jur., Corporations (1st ed §§ 7, 8). 
(5) Corporations § 5(1)--Disregard of Corporate 
Entity. 

To justify the disregard of a corporate entity 
there must be such unity of interest and ownership 
that the separate personalities of the corporation 
and the individual no longer exist, and an inequit­
able result will follow if the corporate acts are 
treated as those of the corporation alone. 

(6) Corporations § 5(4)--Disregard of Corporate 
Entity--Alter Ego of Individuals. 

Before a corporation's acts and obligations can 
be legally recognized as those of a particular per­
son, and vice versa, it must be made to appear that 
the corporation is not only influenced and governed 
by that person, but that there is such a unity of in­
terest and ownership and the individuality or separ­
ateness of such person and corporation has ceased, 
and that the facts are such that an adherence to the 

fiction of the separate existence of the corporation 
would, under the particular circumstances, sanction 
a fraud or promote injustice. 

(7) Corporations § 6(3)--Disregard of Corporate 
Entity--When Power Will Be Exercised. 
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Though the rule governing the disregard of a veil. 
corporate entity does not depend on the presence of 
actual fraud, it is designed to prevent what would 
be fraud or injustice, if accomplished; accordingly, 
bad faith in one form or another is an underlying 
consideration and will be found in some form or an-
other in those cases where the trial court was justi­
fied in disregarding the corporate entity. 

(8) Corporations § 5(3)--Disregard of Corporate 
Entity--Inadequate Capitalization. 

Evidence of inadequate capitalization is merely 
a factor to be considered by the trial court in decid­
ing whether to pierce the corporate veil. But this 
factor alone does not require that the corporate en­
tity in question be disregarded. 

(9) Corporations § 8(5)--Disregard of Corporate 
Entity--Evidence. 

Testimony to the effect that a corporation's op­
erating capital was adequate, that it paid all of its 
bills for two years except for the money owed to 
the corporation alleged to be its alter ego, that bills 
were paid promptly, that rent was paid until its 
premises were vacated, and testimony by the pres­
ident of the corporation alleged to be the alter ego 
that assurances had been made to him that the capit­
alization would be adequate was evidence, if be­
lieved by the trial court, that would support its find­
ing of adequate capitalization. 

(10) Corporations § 8(5)--Disregar.d of Corporate 
Entity--Evidence. 

To justify the disregard of a corporate entity, it 
is not sufficient merely to show that a creditor will 
remain unsatisfied if the corporate veil is not 
pierced. 

(11) Corporations § 6(1 )--Disregard of Corporate 
Entity--When Power Will Be Exercised. 

The purpose of the doctrine of disregarding a 
corporate entity is not to protect every unsatisfied 
creditor, but rather to afford him protection where 
some conduct amounting to bad faith makes it in­
equitable, under established rules, for the corpora­
tion's equitable owner to hide behind its corporate 

SUMMARY 

APPEAL from a judgment of the Superior 
Court of Alameda County. Monroe Friedman, 
Judge. Affirmed. 

Action to recover unpaid rental on leased prop­
erty. Judgment for defendants affirmed. 

COUNSEL 

Robert C. Burnstein and Sandra J. Shapiro for 
Plaintiff and Appellant. 

Connella, Sherburne & Myers and E. Conrad Con­
nella for Defendants and Respondents. 

MOLINARI, J. 
Appellant, Associated Vendors, Inc., brought 

this action against respondents Oakland Meat Co., 
Inc., (hereinafter referred to as Meat Co.) Oakland 
Meat & Packing Co., (hereinafter referred to as 
Packing Co.), and several individuals, to collect un­
paid rental on property leased by appellant to re­
spondent Packing Co., and to recover the difference 
between the rental provided in the lease with Pack­
ing Co. and the rental now being paid by a new ten­
ant. Appellant alleged that, upon Packing Co.'s de­
fault in payment of rent and vacation of the 
premises, appellant relet the premises to one Frank 
H. Black, on Packing Co.'s behalf, at a monthly 
rental which was less than the rental Packing Co. 
was obligated to pay under the terms of the lease. 
Appellant sought to impose liability upon the Meat 
Co. and the individuals on the theory that Packing 
Co., the lessee under the lease, was the alter ego of 
the other respondents. Appellant also sought attor­
ney's fees and an injunction against respondents re­
straining them from selling or otherwise transfer­
ring certain obligations incurred by Frank H. Black. 

Following a trial on the merits, the court found 

in favor of appellant as against Packing Co., and in 
favor of the other defendants to the action. Appel­
lant appeals from the judgment. *828 
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The sole issue on appeal is whether the trial 
court erred in holding that Packing Co. was not the 
alter ego of respondents. 

Statement of Facts 
The appellant, as lessor, leases market space in 

the Housewives Market in Oakland. In November 
1956, one of the appellant's tenants, Clarence Klie­
man, went into bankruptcy. The appellant 
thereupon entered into the negotiations hereinafter 
set forth for a lease of the premises formerly occu­
pied by Klieman. At the time of said negotiations 
Meat Co. was an established meat wholesaler. The 
directors and officers of Meat Co. were Zaharis, · 
Lafayette, White and Frueh. Zaharis was its presid­
ent and the owner of 26 per cent of its stock. He 
had been an officer, director and shareholder since 
it was formed. Lafayette owned 26 per cent of the 
stock, while White and Frueh owned 24 per cent 
each. The preliminary negotiations for said lease 
were held at a meeting in November of 1956. 

Allan Schulman, president of the appellant cor­
poration, testified concerning said meeting as fol­
lows: that he, in his then capacity as secretary-treas­
urer of appellant, and Phil Davidson, one of its dir­
ectors, met with respondents, Zaharis and Lafay­
ette, at the office of Meat Co. to discuss the pos­
sible lease to Meat Co. of the meat department 
premises formerly occupied by Klieman; that Za­
haris and Lafayette stated to him that "they" wanted 
to lease said department in order to recoup certain 
losses which they had sustained in sales of meat to 
Klieman; that he (Schulman) stated the rent would 
be $3,000 for the first month, and $1,500 every 
month thereafter, for a term of eight years; that he 
further stated that $4,500 was to be paid in ad­
vance, $1,500 thereof being lease security; and that 
no mention was made of the name of the person 
who would appear as lessee on the lease. David­
son's testimony regarding this meeting was substan­
tially the same as Schulman's. He testified that at 
said meeting there was no mention of a lease to 
anyone other than Meat Co., and that he was of the 
opinion, then, that Associated Vendors was dealing 
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with Meat Co. 

Zaharis testified as follows with reference to 
the said meeting: That it was held on November 20, 
19 56, in Davidson's office, and not at that of the 
Meat Co.; that present, besides himself, were Dav­
idson, Klieman, and Arthur Weikert. (Weikert was 
General Manager of the market.) That there never 
was any meeting between Schulman, Davidson, La­
fayette *829 and himself; that at said meeting he 
(Zaharis) stated that he was interested in purchasing 
the fixtures which were being foreclosed, running 
the retail business, and signing a lease, providing 
the officers of Meat Co., who were meeting the 
next day, were interested; that he "was not inter­
ested in personal liability" and that he asked 
Weikert and Davidson if he "could use the name 
Housewives Meat Company for the new business as 
a new corporation"; that they said "no, it was too 
similar to the Housewives Market," and that then he 
(Zaharis) stated: " 'If you are interested in me sign­
ing a lease it will have to be a separate corporation.' 
" Zaharis testified further as to the terms of the pro­
posed lease. (These were the same as those spe­
cified above by Schulman.) Lafayette denied being 
present at any such meeting. 

Klieman testified that such a meeting was held, 
and that present were the same persons mentioned 
by Zaharis. Klieman testified further that at this 
meeting Zaharis stated that "he would have to have 
a new corporation because he wanted no personal 
liability on himself' or the Meat Co. Weikert 
denied being present at the meeting and stated that 
he did not meet Zaharis until 1959. 

The evidence discloses that contemporaneously 
with these negotiations Zaharis had been in contact 
with a Mr. Stanley Whitney concerning the acquisi­
tion of a corporation known as Town & Country 
Farms, which was organized for the purpose of de­
veloping real estate, had not issue.d any stock and 
had never commenced doing any business. Whitney 
was the attorney for said corporation and pursuant 
to negotiations with Zaharis undertook to amend 
the articles and certificate of said corporation by 
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changing its name to Oakland Meat & Packing 
Company (referred to herein as Packing Co.). 

Zaharis testified, further, that the day after the 
aforesaid meeting, Weikert phoned him for "his an­
swer"; that he told Weikert he "personally was in­
terested in it" and that he "told them that if they 
wanted me to form a new corporation, sign the 
lease, that I wanted no personal liability, I would be 
glad to do it"; that Weikert said he would discuss it 

with the officials of appellant, and that if they 
agreed that they would make a lease and bring it to 
him; that a "day or two after the market was 
opened" he received another telephone call from 
Weikert wherein Weikert stated that "the officials 
of the corporation at the Housewives Market was 
interested in getting the lease signed because we 
were operating without *830 a lease"; that he 
replied that he "couldn't sign the lease until the cor­
poration papers were back from Sacramento"; that a 
similar conversation was had one or two days later; 
and that the day following the last conversation the 
papers were obtained. Zaharis also testified that 
"we were operating for two or three days before 
there was a lease signed." 

Copies of the lease m question had, in the 
meantime, been prepared by Robert C. Burnstein, 
attorney for appellant, who forwarded them to 
Whitney with a letter of transmittal specifically re­
questing that the lease be signed by an authorized 
officer of Packing Co. and that the seal of said cor­
poration be impressed upon it. Whitney had contin­
ued to act as attorney for Packing Co., and upon the 
change of name becoming effective, proceeded to 

make application for a permit to issue stock under 
the new name. Both copies of the lease were sub­
sequently signed in Whitney's office by Zaharis and 
White as president and secretary-treasurer, respect­
ively, of Packing Co. and its seal was affixed 
thereto. Whitney then brought both copies of the 
lease, together with Packing Co.'s check for $4,500 
representing the first month's rent and the security 

deposit, to the appellant's premises where they were 
signed by two officers of the appellant. The said 
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lease designates the appellant as lessor and Packing 
Co. as lessee, and bears an execution date of 
December 3, 1956. 

Whitney testified that he never represented 
Meat Co. and did not know of its existence until the 
time he was engaged to effect the said change of 
name. After the lease was signed, Whitney negoti­
ated on behalf of Packing Co. for the purchase of 
certain fixtures from a certain Al Weikert (brother 
of the Weikert hereinbefore referred to). A condi­
tional sales contract was entered into between said 
AI Weikert, as seller, and Packing Co., as pur­
chaser. This contract was signed by Zaharis and 
White in their capacities as officers of Packing Co. 
Whitney testified that when he delivered the con­
tract to AI Weikert it bore these signatures and 
Packing Co.'s seal. The terms of said contract 
provided for a down payment of $1,032.89, and a 
time balance of$14,787.08. 

Pursuant to a permit for the issuance of stock, 
Zaharis became the sole shareholder of Packing Co. 
by the acquisition of 80 shares of its stock for 
which he paid $8,000. A certificate for said stock to 
Zaharis was issued on April 24, 1957. The officers 
and directors of Packing Co. were Zaharis, White 
and Frueh. Zaharis was elected its president. Ac­
cording *831 to the testimony of both Zaharis and 
Lafayette the latter was not in any way affiliated 
with Packing Co. 

Schulman testified, further, that at the time said 
lease was being negotiated he was familiar with 
Meat Co.; that it had a good reputation and credit; 
and that he had not heard that a new company was 
being organized. He testified that he first heard of 

Packing Co. in November of 1958, and that prior to 
that time he did not know that there was a differ­
ence between Meat Co. and Packing Co., and that 
although he knew the lease was in Packing Co.'s 
name he did not know that this identified an organ­
ization separate from Meat Co. He also testified 
that he never saw a Packing Co. sign on the market 
premises. 
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Zaharis' total investment in Packing Co. was 
the $8,000 which he paid for the corporate stock. 
He withdrew $6,000 to $7,000 from Meat Co. 
These were personal funds and not company funds. 
Of the said sum of $8,000, the sum of $4,500 was 
used to pay the first month's n;nt and the lease de­
posit to appellant, the sum of$1,032.89 was used as 
a down payment on the fixtures, and the sum of 
$700 was paid as the first installment under the fix­
ture conditional sale contract. When Packing Co. 
began business operations it had about $1,500 in 
cash. It had acquired on credit an opening inventory 
valued at between $2,000 and 3,000. The monthly 
rental was $1,500, the installment payment on the 
fixtures $700, and the weekly payroll was $893.67. 
The equipment in the shop belonged to the Trustee 
in Bankruptcy who permitted Packing Co. to use it 
pending the bankruptcy sale. The fixtures which 
were purchased for approximately $16,000 were 
valued by Zaharis at $60,000 in place, less than 
$50,000 if not installed. They were subsequently 
sold for $9,000. 

About three months after the commencement of 
business Packing Co. was in need of funds. The 
sum of $3,500 was required to purchase the equip­
ment from the trustee. Zaharis loaned $5,000 to the 
Packing Co. There are no minutes and no vote evid­
encing the transaction. A year later Zaharis needed 
the $5,000 for another venture. Packing Co. did not 
have the money to repay the loan, so a loan of 
$5,000 was.made by Meat Co. to Packing Co. in or­
der to repay Zaharis. This was the only loan ever 
made by Meat Co. to Packing Co. A chattel mort­
gage upon Packing Co.'s equity in the fixtures was 
executed on May 26, 1958, but was not recorded 
until December 17, 1958. This loan has not been re­
paid, nor has *832 Meat Co. made a demand for its 
payment. Zaharis did not make any other loans to 

Packing Co., nor did he pay any of its bills. 

During Packing Co.'s business operations, Meat 
Co. advanced credit to Packing Co. Meat Co., 
however, was only one of several suppliers who 
continued to supply on credit. Packing Co.'s pur-
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chases amounted to approximately $25,000 per 
month. From 60 per cent to 70 per cent of such 
merchandise was procured from suppliers other 
than Meat Co. No price advantage was given or re­
ceived by Meat Co. When Packing Co. vacated the 
leased premises it still owed Meat Co. about 
$15,000. This debt has not been paid nor have any 
arrangements been made for repayment. Zaharis 
testified: that this bill was not paid because the oth­
er creditors were paid in preference to Meat Co.; 
that he had guaranteed all other companies that 
there was no connection between the two compan~ 
ies; that he did not want to be responsible for owing 
any creditor any money; that he wanted to take the 
loss if any should arise; and that he wanted to pro­
tect his reputation. Lafayette testified: that Meat 
Co. did not intend to sue Packing Co. for this in­
debtedness because Packing Co. has no assets; that 
a suit would be worthless; and that the obligation 
would be merely written off. Packing Co. has paid 
all of its other obligations, bills and all of the rent 
up to the time it ceased doing business in January 
1959. 

Zaharis, White and Frueh rendered services to 
Packing Co. without compensation. They did, 
however, continue to receive their regular compens­
ation from Meat Co. Zaharis testified that he de­
voted all of his time to Meat Co., and that his parti­
cipation in the management of Packing Co. con­
sisted of telephoning the manager of the market two 
or three times a day. Lafayette acted gratuitously as 
a business advisor and on occasion examined Pack­
ing Co.'s books. Lafayette testified, however, that 
he did not do any work on Packing Co.'s books, nor 
did he sign any of its checks. On occasion Lafayette 
would pick up the cash from the retail market. 

Other than its retail activities in the House­
wives Market, Packing Co. did not maintain an of­
fice. Its books were kept at the Meat Co.'s address, 
and its bookkeeper worked on Packing Co.'s books 
at the Meat Co.'s office. Most of Packing Co.'s mail 
was addressed to the retail premises, but on occa­
sion some of it was addressed to the Meat Co.'s of-
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fice. *833 On one occasion a letter was addressed 
to Meat Co., "attention Mr. Lafayette," concerning 
an employee of Packing Co. There was testimony 
that certain bills were addressed to Meat Co. for 
items properly concerning Packirig Co. The Pack­
ing Co. had a separate telephone at the retail outlet 
but did not have a phone at the Meat Co. office. 
Mail arriving at the Meat Co.'s office would be 
opened by the same person, a Miss Duarte, whether 
addressed to Meat Co. or to Packing Co. Miss 
Duarte acted as bookkeeper for Packing Co. part of 
the time and for Meat Co. the rest of the time. 
There was testimony concerning the approval of 
bills received through the mail at Meat Co.'s office. 
Because some of the officers acted in an official ca­
pacity for both companies the persons who would 
approve paying the bills were often the same re­
gardless of which company paid the bill. Packing 
Co.'s bills were mailed from Meat Co.'s office, and 
all of said company's bills were paid from that of­
fice by said bookkeeper. All payments and all dis­
bursements of Packing Co., including rent to appel­
lant, were made upon its own checks and from its 
own bank accounts. 

The licenses and permits permitting Packing 
Co. to operate a retail meat business bore the name 
"Oakland Meat Company." These licenses and per­
mits were posted in a conspicuous place by the 
manager. City license notices were sent to 
"Oakland Meat Company, Housewives Market." 

The fees, however, were paid for by Packing Co. 
Zaharis testified that he had not seen the licenses 
and permits, and that the name "Oakland Meat" 
was put thereon without his permission. He also 
stated that this name was an abbreviation of Pack­
ing Co.'s name. The union contract covering Pack­
ing Co.'s retail employees only showed the name 
"Oakland Meat" as employer and was signed by 
Crowell, the manager of the retail department. Za­
haris testified he had never seen a copy of this con­
tract and that it should have shown Packing Co.'s 
name as the employer. A union representative testi­
fied that retail butcher complaints and wage claims 
were taken up with Lafayette. Separate workmen's 
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compensation and fire policies were carried by 
Packing Co. in its own name, but the public liabil­
ity and property damage insurance coverage for 
Packing Co. was added to Meat Co.'s policy. The 
insurance broker testified that this was done at the 
suggestion of the insurance company because the 
identity of the individuals exposed to liability, with 
the exception of Lafayette, *834 was the same; that 
it was more expedient to have the coverage with 
one company, and also that there would be a saving 
in premiums. On occasion Meat Co.'s automobiles 
were used by Packing Co. Zaharis stated that this 
was done as a favor. 

Zaharis also testified as to his credit, stating he 
could get several thousand dollars worth of meat on 
the signature of an employee in the market. He 
stated further that the sum of $1,000 to $1,500 to­
gether with the cash intake of $25,000 per month 
was adequate to operate the market for a month. It 
was his testimony that the market had brought in 
about $25,000 per month prior to Packing Co. tak­
ing over, and that while Packing Co. was operating 
the retail market it brought in from $6,000 to 
$7,000 per week. Several wholesalers' representat­
ives testified that credit was extended to Packing 
Co. because they relied on Zaharis' personal credit 
and integrity and upon the standing of Meat Co. in 
the meat industry. 

A Mr. Pitcher testified that he sold and ser­
viced equipment at the retail premises from time to 
time; that he billed Meat Co.; and was never in­
formed that the bill was directed to the wrong com­
pany. He testified further that he was told by a 
butcher at the retail market to deliver the merchand­
ise there, but to send the bill to the Meat Co. Pitch­
er stated that he didn't know there was any differ­
ence between Meat Co. and Packing Co., and that 
he didn't realize that they were two different com­
panies. He stated further that he did work for both 
the Meat Co. and Packing Co. and testified that cer­
tain invoices for merchandise delivered to and work 

done at the retail market were paid for by Packing 
Co. checks. 
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Other testimony was adduced from several per­
sons who dealt with Packing Co. showing that some 
confused the names of the two corporations. A Mr. 
Pariani testified that he charged meat delivered to 
the retail store to Packing Co. but invoiced it to 
"Oakland Meat." Pariani, however, testified that he 
knew of the existence of the two companies; that he 
dealt with both of them; and that each had a separ­
ate account number. Mr. Egland, a representative of 
Swift & Company, stated that meat delivered to 
Packing Co. was billed to "Oakland Meat Com­
pany," but he also testified Swift sold meat to both 
companies; that he was aware of the existence of 
the two companies at the different addresses, and 
the different nature of the two companies. A Joseph 
Thelen testified that the records of his company 
(Lewis & *835 McDermott, Inc.) listed the name of 
"Oakland Meat Co." rather than Oakland Meat & 

Packing Co., but that it was a result of laxity or 
brevity, stating: "We knew it wasn't the same com­
pany." Thelen testified further that his company 
dealt with both corporations; that he knew they 
were separate corporations; and that separate ledger 
sheets were kept for each. A Mr. Vignaux of Victor 
Meat Corporation dealt with both companies and 
maintained separate accounts, listing each company 
by its proper name. There was also testimony to the 
effect that when a Pierce Packing Company billed 
Meat Co. for Packing Co.'s meat, Meat Co. 
(through Mr. Frueh) objected to this procedure to 
Guidoni, the manager of the retail outlet. The re­
cord contains further evidence, mostly repetitious, 
which gives conflicting impressions on the unity or 
separateness of the two corporations. There was 
also evidence of billings properly made, and testi­
mony that, irrespective of the manner of billing, the 
disbursements for Packing Co.'s bills were on Pack­
ing Co's checks. 

There was also evidence presented that Packing 
Co. and Meat Co. kept separate bank accounts, sep­
arate sets of accounts, made separate disburse­
ments, using checks bearing the individual com­
pany name; maintained separate payrolls; that the 
companies used different fiscal years for tax pur-
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poses; that they were represented by different coun­
sel; and that they maintained separate minutes. 

The Trial Court's Findings 
(la) There is substantial evidence contained in 

the record to uphold the findings of the trial court 
under the time honored rule that on appeal all con­
flicts in the evidence must be resolved in favor of 
the respondent, and that all legitimate and reason­
able inferences will be indulged in to uphold the 
findings of the trial court. (2) It is an elementary 
principle of law that the power of the appellate 
court begins and ends with a determination as to 
whether there is any substantial evidence, contra­
dicted or uncontradicted, which will support the 
conclusion reached by the trial judge. (Thayer v. 
Pacific Elec. Ry. Co., 55 Cal.2d 430, 438 [ 11 
Cal.Rptr. 560, 360 P.2d 56]; Crawford v. Southern 
Pacific Co., 3 Cal.2d 427, 429 [ 45 P.2d 183]; 
Wade v. Campbell, 200 Cal.App.2d 54, 63 [ 19 
Cal.Rptr. 173].) The appellant, in its briefs, ac­
knowledges that any conflicts in the evidence must 
be resolved in favor of respondents and therefore 
states that it *836 sets forth only the undisputed 
testimony in its statement of facts because it feels 
that this undisputed testimony alone is sufficient to 
compel reversal of the judgment below. (3) What 
the appellant overlooks is that this "undisputed 
testimony" may not be considered to the utter dis­
regard of disputed testimony which favors respond­
ents. The appellant's statement of facts presents a 
case upon which a trial court might decide to pierce 
the corporate veil, but looking to all of the facts, 
which we have narrated above, it is another matter 
to say that under these facts the corporate veil must 

be pierced. 

( 1 b) The essence of the trial court's findings is 
that Packing Co. is a separate and distinct entity 
from Meat Co.; that it was not organized by any of 
the respondents; that it has never been the alter ego 
of any of the respondents or used by them to oper­
ate any of their businesses under other than their 
own names; that there was no confusion between 
the two corporations and their affairs were conduc-
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ted separately; that there was no commingling of 
Packing Co.'s funds with those of Meat Co. or the 
individual respondents; and that Packing Co. was 
adequately capitalized in relation to the reasonable 
requirements of its business and corporate pur­
poses. 

The appellant does not attack any specific find­
ing of the trial court but contends not only that the 
uncontroverted evidence discloses factors which re­
quire that the corporate entity be disregarded, but 
that the two elements of unity of ownership and in­
equity are so conclusively present as to compel the 
disregard of such entity. The appellant further as­
serts that Packing Co. was under-capitalized as a 
matter of law and that this factor is sufficient in it­
self to warrant a disregard of the corporate entity. 
In attempting to sustain its position the appellant 
relies, generally, upon appellate decisions which 
have upheld judgments disregarding the corporate 
entity where the factual situation presented supplied 
factors which allowed the trial court to arrive at that 
conclusion. 

Did the Trial Court Err in Refusing to Disregard 
the Corporate Entity? 

(4) It is a fundamental rule that "[t]he condi­
tions under which the corporate entity may be dis­
regarded, or the corporation be regarded as the alter 
ego of the stockholders, *837 necessarily vary ac­
cording to the circumstances in each case inasmuch 
as the doctrine is essentially an equitable one and 
for that reason is particularly within the province of 
the trial court. Only general rules may be laid down 
for guidance." (Stark v. Coker, 20 Cal.2d 839, 846 [ 
129 P.2d 390]; H.A.S. Loan Service, Inc. v. McCol­
gan, 21 Cal.2d 518, 523 [ 133 P.2d 391, 145 A.L.R. 
349]; Automotriz etc. De California v. Resnick, 47 
Cal.2d 792, 796 [ 306 P.2d 1].) (5) The basic rule 
stated by our Supreme Court as a guide in the ap­
plication of this doctrine is as follows: The two re­
quirements are (1) that there be such unity of in­
terest and ownership that the separate personalities 
of the corporation and the individual no longer ex­
ist, and (2) that, if the acts are treated as those of 
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the corporation alone, an inequitable result will fol­
low. (Automotriz etc. De California v. Resnick, 
supra, 47 Cal.2d 792, 796; Stark v. Coker, supra, 
20 Cal.2d 839, 846; Watson v. Commonwealth Ins. 
Co., 8 Cal.2d 61, 68 [ 63 P.2d 295]; Minifie v. Row­
ley, 187 Cal. 481,487 [ 202 P. 673].) With respect 
to the second requirement, it is sufficient that it ap­
pear that recognition of the acts as those of a cor­
poration only will produce inequitable results. ( 
Stark v. Coker, supra, p. 846; Watson v. Common­
wealth Ins. Co., supra, p. 68.) (6) The general rule 
is thus stated as follows: " 'Before a corporation's 
acts and obligations can be legally recognized as 
those of a particular person, and vice versa, it must 
be made to appear that the corporation is not only 
influenced and governed by that person, but that 
there is such a unity of interest and ownership that 
the individuality, or separateness, of such person 
and corporation has ceased, and that the facts are 
such that an adherence to the fiction of the separate 
existence of the corporation would, under the par­
ticular circumstances, sanction a fraud or promote 
injustice.' " (Talbot v. Fresno-Pacific Corp., 181 
Cal.App.2d 425, 431 [ 5 Cal.Rptr. 361]; Temple v. 
Bodega Bay Fisheries, Inc., 180 Cal.App.2d 279, 
283 [ 4 Cal.Rptr. 300].) 

The gist of the cases which have considered the 
doctrine is that both of these requirements must be 
found to exist before the corporate existence will be 
disregarded; that such determination is primarily 
one for the trial court and is not a question of law; 
and that the conclusion of the trier of fact will not 
be disturbed if it be supported by substantial evid­
ence. (See also H.A.S. Loan Service, Inc. v. McCol­
gan, supra, 21 Cal.2d 518, 524; Kasutoff v. Wahl­
strom, 196 Cal.App.2d 65, 69 *838 [ 16 Cal.Rptr. 
207]; Talbot v. Fresno-Pacific Corp., supra, 181 
Cal.App.2d 425, 432; Carlesimo v. Schwebel, 87 
Cal.App.2d 482, 492 [ 197 P.2d 167].) (7) It should 
also be noted that, while the doctrine does not de­
pend on the presence of actual fraud, it is designed 
to prevent what would be fraud or injustice, if ac­
complished. Accordingly, bad faith in one form or 
another is an underlying consideration and will be 
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found in some form or another in those cases 
wherein the trial court was justified in disregarding 
the corporate entity. (See Talbot v. Fresno-Pacific 
Corp., supra, 181 Cal.App.2d 425, 431; Hollywood 
Cleaning & Pressing Co. v. Hollywood Laundry 
Service, Inc., 217 Cal. 124, 129 [ 17 P.2d 709]; 
Carlesimo v. Schwebel, supra, 87 Cal.App.2d 482, 
491; Erkenbrecher v. Grant, 187 Cal. 7 [200 P. 
641].) 

A review of the cases which have discussed the 
problem discloses the consideration of a variety of 
factors which were pertinent to the trial court's de­
termination under the particular circumstances of 
each case. Among these are the following: Com­
mingling of funds and other assets, failure to se­
gregate funds of the separate entities, and the unau­
thorized diversion of corporate funds or assets to 
other than corporate uses ( Riddle v. Leuschner, 51 
Cal.2d 574 [ 335 P.2d 1 07]; Talbot v. Fresno-Pa­
cific Corp., supra, p. 431; Thomson v. L. C. Roney 
& Co., 112 Cal.App.2d 420 [ 246 P.2d 1017]; 
Asamen v. Thompson, 55 Cal.App.2d 661 [ 131 
P.2d 841]; Goldberg v. Engelberg, 34 Cal.App.2d 
10 [ 92 P.2d 935]; Sweet v. Watson's Nursery, 33 
Cal.App.2d 699 [ 92 P .2d 812]); the treatment by 
an individual of the assets of the corporation as his 
own ( Minton v. Cavaney, 56 Cal.2d 576 [ 15 
Cal.Rptr. 641, 364 P.2d 473]; Thomson v. L. C. 
Roney & Co., supra; Riddle v. Leuschner, supra); 
the failure to obtain authority to issue stock or to 
subscribe to or issue the same ( Automotriz etc. De 
California v. Resnick, supra, 47 Cal.2d 792; Wheel­
er v. Superior Mortgage Co., 196 Cal.App.2d 822 [ 
17 Cal.Rptr. 291]; Marr v. Postal Union Life Ins. 

Co., 40 Cal.App.2d 673 [ 105 P.2d 649]; Claremont 
Press Pub. Co. v. Barksdale, 187 Cal.App.2d 813 [ 
10 Cal.Rptr. 214]; Engineering etc. Corp. v. Lan­
gridge Inv Co., 153 Cal.App.2d 404 [ 314 P.2d 563] 
; Shafford v. Otto Sales Co., Inc., 149 Cal.App.2d 
428 [ 308 P.2d 428]); the holding out by an indi­

vidual that he is personally liable for the debts of 
the corporation ( Stark v. Coker, supra, 20 Cal.2d 
839; Shafford v. Otto Sales Co., Inc., supra); the 
failure to maintain minutes or adequate corporate 
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records, and the confusion of the records of the sep­
arate entities *839 ( Riddle v. Leuschner, supra, 51 
Cal.2d 574; Stark v. Coker, supra; Temple v. Bo­
dega Bay Fisheries, Inc:, supra, 180 Cal.App.2d 
279; Shafford v. Otto Sales Co., Inc., supra); the 
identical equitable ownership in the two entities; 
the identification of the equitable owners thereof 
with the domination and control of the two entities; 
identification of the directors and officers of the 
two entities in the responsible supervision and man­
agement; sole ownership of all of the stock in a cor­
poration by one individual or the members of a 
family (Riddle v. Leuschner, supra; Stark v. Coker, 
supra; McCombs v. Rudman, 197 Cal.App.2d 46 [ 
17 Cal.Rptr. 351]; Talbot v. Fresno-Pacific Corp., 
supra, 181 Cal.App.2d 425; Claremont Press Pub. 
Co. v. Barksdale, supra, 187 Cal.App.2d 813; 
Thomson v. L. C. Roney Co., supra, 112 Cal.App.2d 
420; Asamen v. Thompson, supra, 55 Cal.App.2d 
661; Sweet v. Watson's Nursery, supra, 33 
Cal.App.2d 699; Goldberg v. Engleberg, supra, 34 
Cal.App.2d 10; Gordon v. Aztec Brewing Co., 33 
Cal.2d 514 [ 203 P.2d 522]; Pan Pacific Sash & 

Door Co. v. Greendale Park, Inc., 166 Cal.App.2d 
652 [ 333 P.2d 802]; Shea v. Leonis, 14 Cal.2d 666 
[ 96 P.2d 332]); the use of the same office or busi­
ness location; the employment of the same employ­
ees and/or attorney (McCombs v. Rudman, supra; 
Talbot v. Fresno-Pacific Corp., supra; Thomson v. 
L. C. Roney Co., supra; Pan Pacific Sash & Door 
Co. v. Greendale Park, Inc., supra); the failure to 
adequately capitalize a corporation; the total ab­
sence of corporate assets, and undercapitalization ( 
Minton v. Cavaney, supra, 56 Cal.2d 576; Automo­
triz etc. De California v. Resnick, supra, 47 Cal.2d 
792; Stark v. Coker, supra, 20 Cal.2d 839; Talbot v. 
Fresno-Pacific Corp., supra, 181 Cal.App.2d 425; 
Temple v. Bodega Bay Fisheries, Inc., supra, 180 

Cal.App.2d 279; Wheeler v. Superior Mortgage 
Co., supra, 196 Cal.App.2d 822; Claremont Press 

Pub. Co. v. Barksdale, supra, 187 Cal.App.2d 813; 
Engineering etc. Corp. v. Langridge Inv. Co., 

supra, 153 Cal.App.2d 404; Shafford v. Otto Sales 
Co., Inc., supra, 149 Cal.App.2d 428; Shea v. Le­

onis, supra, 14 Cal.2d 666; Pan Pacific Sash & 
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Door Co. v. Greendale Park, Inc., supra, 166 
Cal.App.2d 652); the use of a corporation as a mere 
shell, instrumentality or conduit for a single venture 
or the business of an individual or another corpora­
tion ( McCombs v. Rudman, supra, 197 Cal.App.2d 
46; Asamen v. Thompson, supra, 55 Cal.App.2d 
661; Engineering etc. Corp. v. Langridge Inv. Co., 
supra; Pan Pacific Sash & Door Co. v. Greendale 
Park, Inc., supra); the concealment and *840 mis­
representation of the identity of the responsible 
ownership, management and financial interest, or 
concealment of personal business activities ( Riddle 
v. Leuschner, supra, 51 Ca1.2d 574; Shafford v. 
Otto Sales Co., Inc., supra); the disregard of legal 
formalities and the failure to maintain arm's length 
relationships among related entities ( Riddle v. 
Leuschner, supra, 51 Cal.2d 574; McCombs v. Rud­
man, supra; Wheeler v. Superior Mortgage Co., 
supra; Pan Pacific Sash & Door Co. v. Greendale 
Park, Inc., supra); the use of the corporate entity to 
procure labor, services or merchandise for another 
person or entity (Temple v. Bodega Bay Fisheries, 
Inc., supra; Pan Pacific Sash & Door Co. v. 
Greendale Park, Inc., supra; Engineering etc. 
Corp. v. Langridge Inv. Co., supra); the diversion 
of assets from a corporation by or to a stockholder 
or other person or entity, to the detriment of credit­
ors, or the manipulation of assets and liabilities 
between entities so as to concentrate the assets in 
one and the liabilities in another ( Riddle v. 
Leuschner, supra, 51 Cal.2d 574; Thomson v. L. C. 
Roney Co., supra, 112 Cal.App.2d 420; Sweet v. 
Watson's Nursery, supra, 33 Cal.App.2d 699; Tal­
bot v. Fresno-Pacific Corp., supra, 181 Cal.App.2d 
425); the contracting with another with intent to 
avoid performance by use of a corporate entity as a 
shield against personal liability, or the use of a cor­
poration as a subterfuge of illegal transactions ( 
Wheeler v. Superior Mortgage Co., supra, 196 
Cal.App.2d 822; Claremont Press Pub. Co. v. 
Barksdale, supra, 187 Cal.App.2d 813; Shafford v. 
Otto Sales Co., Inc., supra, 149 Cal.App.2d 428; 
Asamen v. Thompson, supra, 55 Cal.App.2d 661); 
and the formation and use of a corporation to trans­
fer to it the existing liability of another person or 
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entity ( Shea v. Leonis, supra, 14 Cal.2d 666; En­
gineering etc. Corp. v. Langridge Inv. Co., supra, 
153 Cal.App.2d 404). A perusal of these cases re­
veals that in all instances several of the factors 
mentioned were present. It is particularly signific­
ant that while it was held, in each instance, that the 
trial court was warranted in disregarding the cor­
porate entity, the factors considered by it were not 
deemed to be conclusive upon the trier of fact but 
were found to be supported by substantial evidence. 

In the instant case the presence or absence of 
any of these factors, as well as the consideration of 
any other circumstances which would have warran­
ted the trier of fact to disregard the corporate entity, 
were within the province of the trial court. (1c) 
There was ample evidence to support the inferences 
drawn by the lower court that there was not such a 
*841 unity of interest and ownership as between 
Packing Co. and Meat Co., or as between Packing 
Co. and the individual respondents, as to destroy 
the individuality of such corporations and the own­
er or owners of their stock. We need not repeat the 
evidence in detail, but a reiteration of the following 
facts supports the sufficiency of the trial court's 
findings, to wit: Zaharis' ownership of 26 per cent 
of Meat Co.'s stock and his ownership of 100 per 
cent of Packing Co.'s stock; the ownership by La­
fayette of 26 per cent of Meat Co.'s stock and the 
fact that he was not a director or officer of Packing 
Co.; the ownership by White and Frueh of 24 per 
cent of Meat Co.'s stock each and their nonowner­
ship of Packing Co.'s stock; the separate incorpora­
tion of two corporations at different times; the em­
ployment of separate counsel by each corporation 
and the fact that the attorney for Packing Co. was 
not the attorney for any of the respondents; the is­
suance of stock by Packing Co. pursuant to permit 
and its compliance with the formalities required by 
the Division of Corporations; the keeping of separ..' 
ate minutes by Packing Co. and its holding of a 
number of meetings; the maintenance of separate 
records and bank accounts by Packing Co.; the fact 
that Packing Co. had its own employees and a sep­
arate payroll; the extent of the participation of Za-
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haris and the other individual respondents in the 
daily business affairs of Packing Co.; the making of 
disbursements by Packing Co. through its own 
checks; the absence of the commingling of funds; 
the fact that Meat Co. supplied Packing Co. from 
30 per cent to 45 per cent of the meat sold by the 
latter, the remainder coming from other suppliers; 
the preparation of the lease by appellant's own at­
torney and the naming of Packing Co. as the lessee 
therein; and Zaharis' statement that he did not want 
any personal liability and that he would form a new 
corporation. Any conflict in the evidence with re­
spect to any of these matters was, of course, for the 
trier of fact to resolve. 

Considerable stress is laid by the appellant 
upon the claim of undercapitalization and its asser­
tion that such appears in the instant case as a matter 
of law. Appellant has not cited any case in which an 
appellate court has held that a business was under­
capitalized when the court made a contrary finding. 
In almost every instance where the trial court has 
found inadequate capitalization there are other 
factors present. (See cases above cited with refer­
ence to capitalization.) In some cases there were no 
assets or capitalization at all. (8) Evidence of inad­
equate capitalization is, at best, merely a factor to 
be *842 considered by the trial court in deciding 
whether or not to pierce the corporate veil. To be 
sure, it is an important factor, but no case has been 
cited, nor have any been found, where it has been 
held that this factor alone requires invoking the 
equitable doctrine prayed for in the instant case. In 
Carlesimo v. Schwebel, supra, 87 Cal.App.2d 482, 
a total capitalization of $1,221.82 was held not to 
be insufficient, as a matter of Jaw, to operate a busi­
ness engaged in the buying and selling of groceries. 
(9) Furthermore, we have testimony in the instant 
case, to the effect that the operating capital was ad­
equate; that Packing Co. paid all of its bills for two 
years except for the money owed to Meat Co.; that 
the bills were paid promptly; and that the rent was 
paid until Packing Co. vacated the premises. There 
is also testimony by Zaharis that appellant's officer, 
Davidson, assured him that the capitalization would 
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be adequate. This evidence, if believed by the trial 
court, would support its finding of adequate capital­
ization. 

The appellant's assertion of inequitable result is 
predicated upon the argument that the respondents 
intentionally created a corporation without suffi­
cient assets to meet daily business requirements. 
The thrust of this argument is the claim of under­
capitalization and the contention that a creditor will 
remain unsatisfied if the corporate veil is not 
pierced. As we have pointed out above, the pre­
requisite of "inequitable result" must coexist with 
the other requirement of unity of interest and own­
ership, which the trial court has found not to exist 
in this case. Moreover, we have also indicated that 
the trial court was justified in its finding of ad­
equate capitalization. ( 1 0) Certainly, it is not suffi­
cient to merely show that a creditor will remain un­
satisfied if the corporate veil is not pierced, and 
thus set up such an unhappy circumstance as proof 
of an "inequitable result." In almost every instance 
where a plaintiff has attempted to invoke the doc­
trine he is an unsatisfied creditor. ( 11) The purpose 
of the doctrine is not to protect every unsatisfied 
creditor, but rather to afford him protection, where 
some conduct amounting to bad faith makes it in­
equitable, under the applicable rule above cited, for 
the equitable owner of a corporation to hide behind 
its corporate veil. 

The judgment is affirmed. 

Bray, P. J., and Sullivan, J., concurred. 
Appellant's petition for a hearing by the Su­

preme Court was denied February 13, 1963. *843 

Cal.App.1.Dist. 
Associated Vendors, Inc. v. Oakland Meat Co. 
210 Cal.App.2d 825, 26 Cal.Rptr. 806 

END OF DOCUMENT 
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CALIFORNIA MANUFACTURERS ASSOCI­
ATION et a!., Petitioners, 

v. 
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION et a!., Re­

spondents; PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COM­
PANY, Real Party in Interest. 

CALIFORNIA MANUFACTURERS ASSOCI­
ATION et a!., Petitioners, 

v. 
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION et a!., Re­

spondents; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS 
COMPANY, Real Party in Interest 

S.F. No. 23823., S.F. No. 23881. 

Supreme Court of California 
August 15, 1979. 

SUMMARY 
In two decisions, the Public Utilities Commis­

sion ordered rebates received by two public utilities 
from natural gas suppliers pursuant to an order of 
the Federal Power Commission (now Federal En­
ergy Regulation Commission), applied to the utilit­
ies' "gas balancing account," thus deferring pro­
spective rate increases requested by the utilities. In­
dustrial concerns who received substantial gas ser­
vice from one or both of the utilities during the 
period of the overcharges resulting in the rebates 
challenged the decisions on the ground that if the 
rebates were applied against future rates they would 
not share in the benefit to a degree proportionate to 
the overcharges, since they had substantially re­
duced their gas consumption during the prior period 
of scarcity. 

The Supreme Court annulled the decisions in­
sofar as they disposed of the rebates other than as 
"rate refunds" to be "distributed" pursuant to Pub. 
Uti!. Code, § 453.5, and remanded to the commis­
sion for further proceedings. The court held the re­

bate funds must be returned to current, and, insofar 
as practical, to prior customers of the utilities, in 
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proportion to the gas usage of such customers dur­
ing the periods to which the rebates relate. The 
court held such disposition was mandated by Pub. 
Uti!. Code, § 453.5, requiring the commission, 
when it orders rate refunds to be distributed, to pay 
refunds to current customers, and prior customers . 
when practicable, on an equitable pro rata basis, 
without regard to classifications of the customers. 
The court rejected the commission's contention that 
"rate refunds" are "distributed" under the statute 
only when the commission, by its order disposing 
of excess funds held by a utility, decides to return 
the money as a "refund," and thus the statute was 
not applicable. The court held that acceptance of 
the premise that the statute applies only when the 
commission chooses to call its actions "refunds" 
would permit the commission to avoid the statute in 
every case, and would render it entirely superflu­
ous. The court held that the term "rate refunds" as 
used in Pub. Uti!. Code, § 453.5, referred to specif­
ic amounts held by utilities as rebates from their 
suppliers and earmarked for customer "refunds" by 
prior commission orders and utility tariffs. The 
court further held that the commission "orders" 
such "refunds" to be "distributed" whenever it dir­
ects their final disposition, thereby dividing and ap­
portioning them. Accordingly, the court held the 
commission exceeded its powers when it 
"distributed" the supplier rebates to the utilities' 
balancing accounts as an offset to prospective rate 
increases, rather than adhering to the "refund" rules 
described in the statute. (Opinion by Richardson, J., 
with Bird, C. J.* Mosk, Clark and Manuel, JJ., and 
R J FN . S d. . egan, ., concurrmg. eparate 1ssentmg 
opinion by Newman, J.) 

FN* Assigned by the Chairperson of the 
Judicial Council. 

HEAD NOTES 
Classified to California Digest of Official Reports 

(la, lb)Public Utilities § 13--Public Utilities Com­
mission-- Regulation of Rates or Charges for Ser­
vices--Actions to Recover Overcharges-- Limita-
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tions-- Refunds and Rebates. 
Pub. Uti!. Code, § 453.5, requiring the Public 

Utilities Commission, when it orders rate refunds to 
be distributed, to pay refunds to current customers, 
and prior customers when practicable, on an equit­
able pro rata basis without regard to classification 
of the customers, was applicable to rebates received 
by two public utilities from natural gas suppliers for 
overcharges in prior years. Accordingly, the com­
mission exceeded its power when .it "distributed" 
the rebates to the utilities' balancing accounts as an 
offset to prospective rate increases, rather than ad­
hering to the "refund" rules described in the statute, 
which required the funds to be returned to current, 
and, insofar as practical, to prior customers of the 
utilities, in proportion to the gas usage of such cus­
tomers during the periods to which the rebates re­
lated. 
[See Cal.Jur.3d, Public Utilities, § 65; Am.Jur.2d, 
Public Utilities, § 322.] 
(2a, 2b)Public Utilities § 13--Public Utilities Com­
mission-- Regulation of Rates or Charges for Ser­
vices--Actions to Recover Overcharges for Ser­
vices-- Actions to Recover Overcharges­
-Limitations--Refunds and Rebates-- Distribution-
-Construction of Statute. 

Where Pub. Uti!. Code, § 453.5, applies, 
"refunds" which are ordered "distributed" by the 
commission must be allocated according to the stat­
utory formula; present customers "except for small 
residential users" must be compensated on the basis 
of their prior usage to which the refund corres­
ponds, and, where practical, prior customers must 
also .participate to the extent of the overcharges 
which they previously paid. Thus, as applied to re­
bates received by two public utilities from natural 
gas suppliers for prior overcharges pursuant to an 
order of the Federal Power Commission (now Fed­
eral Energy Regulation Commission), the statutory 
term "rate refunds," referred to prior direct rebates 

received by utilities from their suppliers for past 
overcharges, and earmarked by commission-ap­

proved tariffs for "refund" to customers. The com­
mission "orders" such "refunds" to be "distributed" 

whenever it directs their final disposition, thereby 
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dividing and apportioning them. Such construction 
does not impair the implementation of Pub. Uti!. 
Code, § 792.5, providing for "balancing accounts," 
in which the difference between the utilities' estim­

ated costs and revenues and its actual cost experi­
ence is debited or credited to the account. 

(3) Statutes § 
29--Constitu tion--Language--Legislative Intent. 

Where a statute is theoretically capable of more 
than one construction courts choose that which 
most comports with the intent of the Legislature. 
Words must be construed in context, and statutes 
must be harmonized, both internally and with each 
other, to the extent possible. Interpretive construc­
tions which render some words surplusage, defy 
common sense, or lead to mischief or absurdity, are 
to be avoided. 

(4) Statutes § 12--Enactment--Executive Approval 
and Veto. 

To the extent the Governor's disclaimer of a 
particular construction of a statute was inconsistent 
with the Legislature's clear purpose, it was ineffect­
ive. As to nonappropriation measures, Cal. Const. 
art. IV, § 10, permits the Governor .either to accept 
or reject a bill in its entirety, and he therefore may 
not by qualifying his approval exercise what is in 
effect an "item veto." 
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RICHARDSON, J. 
Petitioners in these consolidated proceedings 

challenge certain decisions of the Public Utilities 
Commission (commission) which purport to dis­
pose of refunds received by Pacific Gas and Elec­
tric Company (PG&E) and Southern California Gas 
Company (SoCal), real parties in interest, from 
some of their interstate natural gas suppliers, pursu­
ant to orders of the Federal Power Commission 
(FPC) now the Federal Energy Regulation Commis­
sion. We refer to these refunds from suppliers as 
"rebates" to distinguish them from "refunds" to 
customers. 

In Decision No. 88261 the commission applied 
rebates received by PG&E to the company's "gas 
balancing account" thus deferring a prospective rate 
increase requested by the utility. In Decision No. 
88751, as modified by Decision No. 89049, similar 
treatment was accorded *840 rebates received by 
SoCal. (1a) We agree with petitioners' contention 
that the rebate funds must instead be returned to 
current and, insofar as practical, to prior customers 
of the utilities, in proportion to the gas usage of 
such customers during the periods to which the re­
bates relate. Accordingly, we will annul both de­
cisions in part and remand the cases to the commis­
sion for further proceedings. 

During the period 1972-1976, when PG&E and 
SoCal were charged increased natural gas rates by 
their interstate suppliers, these utilities sought to 
pass on these higher rates to customers, and ob­
tained from the commission the authority to do so. 
In each instance, the supplier rate increases to the 
utilities were approved by the FPC on a contingent 
basis only, the FPC reserving jurisdiction to de­
termine that the approved supplier rates were 
"excessive" thus eventually requiring appropriate 
rebates to the purchasing utilities. Accordingly, the 
commission-approved tariffs under which these in­
creases were passed through to utility ratepayers 
consistently provided that any amounts reimbursed 
to PG&E and SoCal by their suppliers under FPC 
order would be "refund[ ed)" to "customers" of the 
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utilities. 

During 1977, rebates were received by both 
utilities for "excessive" charges paid during the 
1972-1976 period, and by October I PG&E was 
holding accumulated rebates approximating $52.4 
million, and SoCal held about $75.6 million in sim­
ilar supplier reimbursements. 

In July 1977, PG&E filed with the commission 
Application No. 57481, requesting a prospective 
rate increase to offset approximately $75.3 million 
in anticipated natural gas cost increases during the 
ensuing year. SoCal filed a similar application, No. 
57573, in September 1977, citing approximately 
$21 million in additional revenue which it deemed 
necessary to meet similar expected cost increases. 
The concept of the allocation of the accumulated 
supplier rebates for this purpose originated with the 
commission staff not the utilities. 

Petitioners, except for California Manufactur­
ers Association, are industrial concerns, each of 
which received substantial gas service from one or 
both utilities during the 1972-197 6 period. Because 
of the scarcity and generally rising price of natural 
gas, and because commission-approved rate designs 
encouraged low priority gas users to switch to the 
use of less precious alternative fuels, the industrial 
petitioners sharply curtailed their gas usage since 
1976. Accordingly, if the supplier rebates *841 in 
question are applied against future rates, as the 
commission proposes, petitioners, having substan­
tially reduced their gas consumption, will not share 
in the benefit of the rebates to a degree proportion­
ate to the overcharges to which they were previ­
ously subjected during the 1972-1976 period of 
their heavier gas usage. 

In Decision No. 88261, the commission found 
PG&E's total additional annual gas purchase reven­
ue requirement to be $82.4 million and ordered the 
$52.4 million in accumulated supplier rebates trans­
ferred in their entirety to the utility's "gas balancing 
account," thus to be credited against the prospective 
rate increase otherwise necessary. This, together 
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with a $36.9 million credit already in the balancing 
account, permitted a complete deferral of PG&E's 
total requested rate hike. The excess credit in the 
account remains available for future use. The com­
mission announced its intention to treat future sup­
plier rebates in a similar manner. 

In Decision No. 88751, as modified, the com­
mission found SoCal's additional annual gas pur­
chase revenue requirement to be $18.5 million 
which included the effect of a negative balance in 
the utility's "purchase gas adjustment balancing ac­
count." The entire $75.6 million in supplier rebates 
held by SoCal was ordered transferred to this balan­
cing account as a credit against present and future 
rate increases. 

Petitioners do not challenge the commission's 
findings and conclusions with respect to the reven­
ue requirements of the utilities. They argue, 
however, that the commission's disposition of the 
supplier rebates is improper for several reasons, the 
first of which is that the placement of the supplier 
rebates into the utilities' "balancing accounts" viol­
ated Public Utilities Code section 453.5. (All stat­
utory references are to that code, unless otherwise 
cited.) 

Section 453 .5, enacted in 1977, provides: 
"Whenever the commission orders rate refunds to 
be distributed, the commission shall require public 
utilities to pay refunds to all current utility custom­
ers, and, when practicable, to prior customers, on 
an equitable pro rata basis without regard as to 
whether or not the customer is classifiable as a res­
idential or commercial tenant, landlord, homeown­
er, business, industrial, educational, governmental, 
nonprofit, agricultural, or any other type of entity. 
[~] For the purposes of this section, 'equitable pro 
rata basis' shall mean in proportion to the amount 
originally paid for the utility service involved, or in 
*842 proportion to the amount of such utility ser­
vice actually received. [~] Nothing in this section 
shall prevent the commission from authorizing re­
funds to residential and other small customers to be 
based on current usage." (Italics added.) 
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There is no challenge to the constitutionality of 
section 453.5. (2a) Accordingly, where it applies, 
"refunds" which are ordered "distributed" by the 
commission must be allocated according to the stat­
utory formula; present customers (except for small 
residential users) must be compensated on the basis 
of their prior usage to which the refund corres­
ponds, and, where practical, prior customers must 
also participate to the extent of the overcharges 
which they previously paid. 

Utility "balancing accounts" have a unique 
economic purpose and function. These accounts are 
intended to prevent a utility from accumulating ex­
cessive profit or sustaining loss because of abnor­
mal variations in a single item of cost, such as nat­
ural gas purchased from suppliers. Rates for a par­
ticular test period are set on the basis of the utility's 
estimated costs and revenues during that time. The 
utility then records the difference between the es­
timate and its actual cost experience. This differ­
ence, if in the utility's favor, is credited to the bal­
ancing account as an overcollection. If, on the other 
hand, costs are higher than anticipated, a debit, or 
undercollection, is recorded in the account. Rates 
for subsequent periods are then adjusted to return 
the balancing account toward zero. The result is 
that recent past differences between actual and es­
timated costs and revenues are reflected in future 
rate levels. (See, e.g., Southern Cal. Edison Co. v. 
Public Utilities Com. (1978) 20 Cal. 3d 813, 828 [ 
144 Cal.Rptr. 905, 576 P.2d 945]; City of Los 
Angeles v. Public Utilities Com. (1975) 15 Cal.3d 
680, 691-692 [ 125 Cal.Rptr. 779, 542 P .2d 1371].) 
Accordingly, any "return" to ratepayers of utility 
"overcollections" recorded in the "balancing ac­
count" inures only to the benefit of current utility 
customers, and only in proportion to their current 
and future use of utility services. Past ratepayers 
obtain no benefit at all from the "balancing ac­
count" adjustment. (See Kuersteiner & Herbach, 
The Robin Hood Doctrine: Is it the Official Refund 
Policy of the California Public Utilities Commis­
sion? (1978) 12 U.S.F. L.Rev. 655, 670.) 
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The use of balancing accounts in appropriate 
circumstances is ·specifically mandated by another 
provision of the code. Section 792.5, adopted in 
1976, provides: "Whenever the commission author­
izes any change in rates reflecting and passing 
through to customers specific changes in costs, 
*843 except rates set for common carriers, the com­
mission shall require as a condition of such order 
that the public utility establish and maintain a re­
serve account reflecting the balance, whether posit­
ive or negative, between the related costs and rev­
enues, and the commission shall take into account 
by appropriate adjustment or other action any posit­
ive or negative balance remaining in any such re­
serve account at the time of any subsequent rate ad­
justment." (Italics added.) 

Because sections 453.5 and 792.5 thus, argu­
ably, present conflicting legislative directions as to 
the disposition of reserves accumulated by a utility, 
we must therefore determine the scope of section 
453.5 which was adopted more recently. The 
parties' contentions on that issue center upon the 
meaning of the section's introductory phrase, 
"Whenever the commission orders rate refunds to 
be distributed, ... "(Italics added.) 

Petitioners, on the one hand, urge that the stat­
utory term "rate refunds" includes those "refunds" 

ordered in the 1972-197 6 tariff approvals, and that 
the commission "distributed" such "rate refunds" 
when it allocated to the utilities' balancing accounts 
those specific supplier rebates reserved for "refund" 
in the tariffs. Hence, it is asserted, the commission 
action, in directing benefits of the rebate to flow 
entirely to future users, violated section 453.5, be­
cause it manifestly did not adhere to the statutory 
allocation formula. 

The commission, on the other hand, adopting a 
more narrow interpretation, argues that "rate re­
funds" are "distributed" under section 453.5 only 
when the commission, by its order disposing of ex­
cess funds held by a utility, decides to return the 
money as a "refund." According to the commission, 

its 1977 orders used the supplier rebates other than 

Page 5 

as a "refund" and did not "distribute" them; hence, 

the commission contends, section 453.5 never be­
came applicable. 

The interplay of the terms "orders," "rate re­
funds," and "distributed," as used in section 453.5 
is not rendered facially clear by reference either to 
the dictionary (see Webster's New Internat. Diet. 
(3d ed. 1961) pp. 660, 1910) or to other statutes or 
prior decisions involving "refunds." (See, e.g., § 
17 66 [disposition of "refund" where stay of rate re­
duction is vacated by Supreme Court]; City of Los 
Angeles v. Public Utilities Commission (1972) 7 
Ca1.3d 331, 355 [ 102 Cal.Rptr. 313,497 P.2d 785] 
[ordering "refund" after annulment of rate in­
crease].) The above cited legal authorities do as­
sume that "refunds" discussed in the circumstances 
*844 there presented will be paid pro rata to rate­
payers on the basis of prior overpayments. 
However, since they themselves in effect order or 
require the "distribution" of the "refunds" therein 
provided, these authorities are of limited help in an­
swering the commission's argument that, here, it 
has declined to "order" such "distribution." We 
therefore seek other aids in ascertaining the legis­
lative purpose. 

(3) Where a statute is theoretically capable of 
more than one construction we choose that which 
most comports with the intent of the Legislature. 
(E.g., Tripp v. Swoap (1976) 17 Ca1.3d 671, 679 [ 
131 Cal.Rptr. 789, 552 P.2d 749]; Select Base Ma­
terials v. Board of Equal. (1959) 51 Ca1.2d 640, 
645 [ 335 P.2d 672].) Words must be construed in 
context, and statutes must be harmonized, both in­
ternally and with each other, to the extent possible. 
( Moyer v. Workmen's Camp. Appeals Bd. (1973) 
10 Ca1.3d 222, 230 [ 110 Cal.Rptr. 144, 514 P.2d 
1224]; Select Base Materials v. Board of Equal., 

supra, at p. 645; Johnstone v. Richardson (1951) 
103 Cal.App.2d 41, 46 [ 229 P.2d 9].) Interpretive 

constructions which render some words surplusage, 
defy common sense, or lead to mischief or ab­
surdity, are to be avoided. (Fields v. Eu (1976) 18 
Cal.3d 322, 328 [ 134 Cal.Rptr. 367, 556 P.2d 729]; 
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Sanchez v. South Hoover Hospital (1976) 18 Cal.3d 
93, 98 [ 132 Cal.Rptr. 657, 553 P.2d 1129]; Stanley 
v. Justice Court (1976) 55 Cal.App.3d 244, 253 [ 
127 Cal.Rptr. 532]; Watkins v. Real Estate Commis­
sioner (1960) 182 Cal.App.2d 397, 400 [ 6 
Cal.Rptr. 191].) In the present instance both the le­
gislative history of the statute and the wider histor­
ical circumstances of its enactment are legitimate 
and valuable aids in divining the statutory purpose. 
( Steilberg v. Lackner (1977) 69 Cal.App.3d 780, 
785 [ 138 Cal.Rptr. 378]; Alford v. Pierno (1972) 
27 Cal.App.3d 682, 688 [ 104 Cal.Rptr. 11 0].) 

The facts surrounding the enactment of section 
453.5 are these: In February 1977, the commission, 
on its own motion, instituted Case No. 10255. The 
order instituting investigation (Oil) announced that 
the commission had under scrutiny several matters 
in which "refunds may be ordered" and was consid­
ering withholding any refund from nonresidential 
customers, since they could presumably pass rate 
increases on to their own customers. Our records 
reveal that the FPC-ordered supplier rebates here 
at issue were among the sums involved as possible 
"refunds" in Case No. 10255. In S.F. 23691, filed 
October 7, 1977, petitioners in S .F. 23 823 sought 
mandate to compel pro rata refund of the FPC­
ordered rebates. We denied relief when the com­
mission argued that the petition was *845 prema­
ture in light of then-pending consideration of the 
matter in Case No. 10255. 

Senate Bill No. 604, which, as amended, be­
came section 453.5, was introduced by Senator 
Stull (R-Escondido) in March 1977, the month after 
issuance of the Oil in Case No. 10255, and in re­
sponse to it. (Kuersteiner & Herbach, supra, at p. 
674.) As originally drafted, the bill provided only 
that any "refunds" ordered "distributed" by the 

commission must be allocated on an "equitable pro 
rata basis," without regard to customer class. The 
earliest version of the bill contained no definition 
of "equitable pro rata basis." This definition was 
supplied in its current form by subsequent amend­
ments which provided that, insofar as feasible, each 
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"current" and "prior" customer must be reimbursed 
on the basis of "the amount originally paid for the 
utility service involved," or "the amount of such 

service actually received." (Italics added.) A further 
successful amendment declared that the statute 
would not prevent refunds to "residential and other 
small customers" based on current usage. 

A sentence was introduced providing that the 
statute would not preclude the commission from ad­
opting procedures to "amortize refunds" similar to 
those used for energy cost adjustment clauses (i.e., 
balancing accounts), but, importantly, this amend­
ment was deleted from the final version of the stat­
ute. The Legislature declared the new law to be 
"the positive expression of a continuing legislative 
intent" with respect to the meaning of section 453 
(nondiscriminatory rates) and a "clarification" 
rather than a "change" of existing law. Section 
453.5 was enacted as an urgency measure. (Stats. 
1977, ch. 897, §§ 2, 3, p. 2746.) 

For several reasons, both the history and lan­
guage of section 453.5 persuade us that the stat­
utory term "rate refunds," as therein employed, 
refers to specific amounts held by utilities as re­
bates from their suppliers and earmarked for cus­
tomer "refunds" by prior commission orders and 
utility tariffs. 

First, the prior enactment of section 792.5, 
which mandates prospective adjustment of gas cost 
overcollections under balancing account proced­

ures, plus the Legislature's specific omission from 
section 453.5 of *846 language which would have 
permitted such balancing account treatment of "rate 
refunds," suggests that "refunds" were considered 

by the Legislature to be conceptually separate from 
other forms of overcollection. 

The commission argues that the deleted 
"balancing account" language was simply deemed 
superfluous, because the commission already has 
authority to employ balancing accounts. We dis­
agree. As we have seen, balancing procedures, 

which operate in futuro, inherently contradict the 

© 2011 Thomson Reuters. No Claim to Orig. US Gov. Works. 



598 P.2d 836 

24 Cal.3d 836, 598 P.2d 836, 157 Cal.Rptr. 676 

(Cite as: 24 Cal.3d 836) 

formula for retrospective reimbursement provided 
by section 453.5. This conflict was obviously re­
solved against the commission's view by the legis­
lative excision. (Madrid v. Justice Court (1975) 52 

Cal.App.3d 819, 825 [ 125 Cal.Rptr. 348]; Rich v. 
State Board of Optometry (1965) 235 Cal.App.2d 
591,607 [ 45 Cal.Rptr. 512].) 

Second, section 453.5 was introduced to avert 
what its sponsor viewed as discriminatory treatment 
of the very rebates here at issue, and was thereafter 
enacted on an urgency basis as a "clarification" of 
existing law. Thus, there is strong evidence that the 
Legislature acted with specific reference to these 
rebates and viewed them as included within the 
separate, limited category of "rate refunds." (See 
Kuersteiner & Herbach, supra, at p. 674.) 

The commission's attempt to diminish the sig­
nificance of the "clarification" language is not per­
suasive. Citing an offset case in which, prior to en­
actment of section 453.5, balancing account pro­
cedures were used (San Diego Gas & Electric Co. 
(July 19, 1977) Dec. No. 87639), the commission 
contends that the Legislature, by deeming section 
453.5 a "clarification" of current law, simply inten­
ded to approve such practices. The San Diego case 
is inapposite, however, because no supplier rebates 
were there involved. Moreover, the timing of Sen­
ate Bill No. 604, and its deliberate omission of bal­
ancing account ·authority for "rate refunds," more 
reasonably suggest that the Legislature intended to 
limit, not affirm, commission discretion. 

Third, though the commission argues that it 
may supersede tariffs at will, the term "rate re­
funds," as used in the statute, appears logically 
referable to similarly worded provisions in the 
1972-1976 tariffs to the effect that the instant sup­
plier rebates, if received, would be "refund[ ed]" to 
customers of the utilities. It seems reasonable to as­
sume that, in *847 enacting section 453.5, the Le­
gislature sought to prevent the commission from 
denying these promised "refunds" to particular 
classes of customers. 
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Fourth, supplier rebates subject to "refund," on 
the one hand, and balancing account overcollec­
tions, on the other, may be logically distinguished 
on another ground relevant to section 453.5. The 
typical balancing account reflects excessive charges 
for the period immediately preceding rate adjust­
ment. (See § 792.5; cf., Southern Cal. Edison Co. v. 
Public Utilities Com., supra, 20 Cal.3d 813, 823.) 
Because the period of time between overcharge and 
rate relief is thus relatively small, such a rate ad­
justment, though it allocates benefits on the basis of 
current rather than past use of utility service, is 
nonetheless a fairly accurate means of doing equity 
to customers previously overcharged. 

In contrast, supplier rebates are generally time­
delayed; the sums at issue here represent over­
charges occurring as far back as late 1972 or early 
1973. Because, as the instant petitions demonstrate, 
the circumstances and identification of the custom­
ers who paid these charges may have changed rad­
ically in the intervening period, prospective relief, 
occurring through balancing account procedures, 
gives little assurance of equitable allocation. These 
considerations reinforce our view that the direct pro 
rata reimbursement formula of section 453.5 was 
intended to apply to the instant circumstances. 

Fifth, and most fundamentally, acceptance of 
the premise that section 453.5 applies only when 
the commission chooses to call its actions "refunds" 
would permit the commission, by a simple ipse 
dixit, to avoid the statute in every case. That is a ca­
pricious and absurd result, and would render sec­
tion 453.5 entirely superfluous. We must assume 
the Legislature had no such intent, but desired, in­
stead, as fair and equitable a result as could be 
reached. 

We are aware that the Governor, acting on 
commission recommendation, advised the Senate 
that he had signed Senate Bill No. 604 "on an opin­
ion of the ... Commission's legal staff' that section 

453.5 would not preclude the commission from 
"amortizing potential refunds in balancing accounts 

" (See Commission Investigation, Case No. 
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10255 (Mar. 15, 1977) Dec. No. 89106, pp. 15-16.) 
(4) To the extent that the Governor's disclaimer is 
inconsistent with the Legislature's clear purpose, 
however, we regard it as ineffective. As to nonap­
propriation measures, the California Constitution 
permits the Governor either to accept or *848 reject 
a bill in its entirety. (Cal. Const., art. IV, § I 0.) 
From this it follows that, as we have said, he may 
not by qualifying his approval exercise what is in 
effect an "item veto." (Lukens v. Nye (1909) 156 
Cal. 498, 503 [105 P. 593].) 

Nor can we conclude that application of there­
bates to future rate relief is justified on grounds that 
direct refunds to industrial ratepayers would consti­
tute a windfall recovery of costs which were pre­
sumably passed on to such ratepayers' customers. 
Such a conclusion that the prior overcharges were 
passed on is inherently conjectural. In any event, 
the specific language and legislative history of sec­
tion 453.5 suggest strongly that its provisions were 
intended to prevent just such discrimination against 
nonresidential gas users. 

(2b) Within the context of the case before us, 
we therefore hold that the statutory term "rate re­
funds," as used in section 453.5, refers to prior dir­
ect rebates received by utilities from their suppliers 
for past overcharges, and earmarked by commis­
sion-approved tariffs for "refund" to customers. We 
further conclude that the commission "orders" such 
"refunds" to be "distributed" whenever it directs 
their final disposition, thereby dividing and appor­
tioning them. (See definition of "distribute," Web­
ster's New Internat. Diet., supra, at p. 660.) The 
construction of section 453.5 we thus adopt is reas­
onably inferable from the statutory language, does 
not impair the implementation of section 792.5, and 
most nearly respects the apparent statutory purpose 
as reflected in the public and legislative history of 
section 453.5. 

(I b) From the foregoing, it follows that the 
commiSSIOn exceeded its powers when it 
"distributed" the supplier rebates here at issue to 
the PG&E and SoCal balancing accounts as an off-
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set to prospective rate increases, rather than adher­
ing to the "refund" rules described in section 453.5. 
No other aspects of Decisions Nos. 88261 and 
88751 are before us for review. The two decisions 
must therefore be annulled to the extent that they 
purport to dispose of the supplier rebates in viola­
tion of the statute. 

We are mindful of section 453.5's admonition 
that the obligation to provide pro rata refunds based 
on past usage is limited by considerations of prac­
ticality. Therefore, we do not foreclose the commis­
sion from formulating a plan for matching refunds 
with the present and prior customers entitled 
thereto. The general feasibility of reimbursing 
many *849 such customers in strict accordance 
with their actual overpayments is demonstrated by 
past refund plans approved by the commission. 
(See, e.g., PG&E Gas Refund Plan No. 11 (Apr. 11, 
1975) pp. 2-3, approved by Res. No. G-1734 (Apr. 
29, 1975); SoCal "Proposed Plan for July 1975 Re­
fund" (June 12, I 975) pp. 9-12, approved by Res. 
No. G-1772 (June 24, 1975).) The statute expressly 
provides that those "small residential customers," 
as to whom records of prior use may be difficult to 
retrieve, may be reimbursed on the basis of current 
usage.(§ 453.5, supra.) 

Appropriate interest should, of course, be al­
lowed on all refunded amounts, and suitable ac­
counting adjustments made to reflect the. changed 
disposition of the supplier rebates. 

Our disposition of these cases makes it unne­
cessary for us to reach petitioners' additional argu­
ments. 

Decisions Nos. 88261 and 88751 are annulled 
insofar as they dispose of FPC-ordered supplier re­
bates held by PG&E and SoCal, respectively, other 
than as "rate refunds" to be "distributed" pursuant 
to section 453.5, and both matters are remanded to 
the commission for further proceedings consistent 
with our opinion. Petitioners shall recover their 
costs from the commission; real parties shall bear 
their own costs. (See rule 26(a), Cal. Rules of Court 
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.) 

Bird, C. Jrn¥osk, J., Clark, J., Manuel, J., and 
Regan, J., concurred. 

FN* Assigned by the Chairperson of the 
Judicial Council. 

NEWMAN,J. 
I dissent. I have not been persuaded by either 

written or oral argument (1) that "section 453.5 was 
intended to apply to the instant circumstances" 
(maj. opn., ante, at p. 847), or (2) that the section 
superseded other pertinent statutes. 

I regret that, because of the court's overload 
and ongoing proceedings of the Commission on Ju­
dicial Performance, I am not able to allot the hours 
that would be required to prepare an appropriate 
dissenting opinion. (Cf. opn. of Sawyer, J., dissent­
ing, in People v. Campbell ( 1866) 30 Cal. 312, 316 
.) *850 

Cal. 
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