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APPLICABLE CODES
• 2022 California Residential Code (CRC)
• 2022 California Building Code (CBC)
• 2022 California Mechanical Code (CMC)
• 2022 California Electrical Code (CEC)
• 2022 California Plumbing Code (CPC)
• 2022 California Energy Code
• 2022 California Green Building Standards Code (CalGreen)

OWNER: STEPHAN PASSALACQUA
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: FACADE, ROOF AND DECK REPAIR WITH ACCOMPANYING 
FOUNDATION RETROFIT.                                                   
APN: 013-300-58
ZONING: RV
LOT SIZE:   .21 ARCES                 
OCCUPANCY TYPE:R
TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION: VN
NUMBER OF STORIES: 2
ENCLOSED SQUARE FOOTAGE: 2046 SQ. FT.
UPPER PORCH: 176 SQ. FT.
LOWER PORCH: 189 SQ. FT.

PROJECT INFO

CONC.
CLR. 
(E)
E.N.
F.F.
F.N.
F.O.
F.O.S.
O.F.O.S.
I.F.O.S.
G.S.M.
H.A.P.
HDR.
(N)
N.T.S.

CONCRETE
CLEAR
EXISTING
EDGE NAIL
FINISH FLOOR
FIELD NAIL
FACE OF
FACE OF STUD
OUTSIDE FACE OF STUD
INSIDE FACE OF STUD
GALVANIZED SHEET METAL
HEIGHT ABOVE PLATE
HEADER
NEW
NOT TO SCALE

ABBREVIATIONS
N.I.C.
O.C.
OPP.
PM
SIM.
S.S.D.
T.B.D.
T.O.
T.O.P.
T.O.C.
T.O.S.
TYP.
U.N.O.
W.R.B.

NOT IN CONTRACT
ON CENTER
OPPOSITE
PROJECT MANUAL
SIMILAR
SEE STRUCTURAL DOCUMENTS
TO BE DETERMINED
TOP OF
TOP OF PLATE
TOP OF CONC.
TOP OF SLAB
TYPICAL
UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE
WATER RESISTANT BARRIER

VICINITY MAP 

INDEX

PROJECT TEAM
ARCHITECT 

MICHAEL COBB
STUDIO ECESIS | ARCHITECTURE
711-D HEALDSBURG AVE. 
HEALDSBURG, CA 95448
(707) 849-4504
MCOBB@STUDIOECESIS.COM

A0.0 Cover Sheets
A2.0 Existing Floor Plans
A2.1 Demolition Floor Plans
A2.2 Proposed Floor Plans
A3.0 Existing Elevations
A3.1 Existing Elevations
A3.2 Proposed Elevations
A3.3 Proposed Elevations
A8.0 Exterior Details
A8.1 Exterior Details
A9.1 Specifications
A9.2 Specifications
A9.3 Specifications
S1.0 General Stuctural Notes, Specifications and Details
S2.0 Foundation and 1st Floor Framing Plan
S3.0 2nd Floor and Roof Framing Plans
S4.0 Foundation and First Floor Framing Details
S5.0 Floor and Roof Framing Details

STRUCTURAL ENGINEER

RANDY GIROUARD
SOLA STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
P.O. BOX 1105
UKIAH, CA 95425
OFFICE: (707) 894-5894
MOBILE: (707) 477-5119
RANDY@SOLA-SE.COM

1. ALL WORK ON THIS PROJECT SHALL CONFIRM TO THE LATEST ADOPTED EDITIONS OF THE CBC, 
CPC, CMC, CEC, CFC, CRC, CALIFORNIA GREEN BUILDING STANDARDS CODE AND ANY OTHER 
APPLICABLE LOCAL CODES AND ORDINANCES. 

2. ADJUSTMENTS TO ANY PART OF THESE PLANS SHALL BE APPROVED BY THE OWNER AND THE 
ARCHITECT. 

3. CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR VERIFYING ALL DIMENSIONS. WRITTEN DIMENSIONS ARE TO 
BE USED; DO NOT SCALE THESE PLANS. 

4. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL FURNISH AND INSTALL ALL MATERIALS AND LABOR REQUIRED TO 
COMPLETE THE WORK.  EXCLUSION OF AN ITEM DOES NOT IMPLY OMISSION.  THE CONTRACTOR 
SHALL COMPLY WITH THE SPIRIT AND INTENT OF THESE DOCUMENTS AND SHALL COMPLETE THE 
WORK SATISFACTORILY AND IN A MANNER ACCEPTABLE TO THE OWNER AND THE ARCHITECT.  
THESE DOCUMENTS ILLUSTRATE THE MINIMUM ACCEPTABLE STANDARDS OF CONSTRUCTION 
AND THE CONTRACTOR SHALL MEET OR EXCEED NORMAL CONSTRUCTION TECHNIQUES AND 
STANDARDS FOR A BUILDING OF THIS TYPE. 

5. MANUFACTURED MATERIALS, EQUIPMENT, ETC. SHALL BE INSTALLED PER MANUFACTURER'S  
RECOMMENDATIONS AND INSTRUCTIONS UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.

6. SHOP AND FIELD WORK SHALL BE PERFORMED BY MECHANICS AND WORKMEN SKILLED AND 
EXPERIENCED IN THE FABRICATION AND INSTALLATION OF THE WORK INVOLVED. 

7. ALL WORK SHALL BE PERFORMED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE BEST PRACTICES OF THE VARIOUS 
TRADES INVOLVED. 

8. ALL WORK SHALL BE ERECTED AND INSTALLED PLUMB, LEVEL, SQUARE, AND TRUE IN PROPER 
ALIGNMENT. 
FOR KEEPING THESE UTILITY COMPANIES APPRISED OF HIS WORK SCHEDULE. 

9. UPON COMPLETION OF THE WORK, CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY ARCHITECT, WHO WILL 
COMPILE A "PUNCH LIST" FOR CORRECTIONS. THE ARCHITECT'S FINAL ACCEPTANCE WILL BE 
CAUSE FOR FINAL PAYMENTS UNDER TERMS OF THE OWNER/CONTRACTOR AGREEMENT. 

10. THE PROJECT SHALL BE LEFT COMPLETELY CLEAN AND CLEAR TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE 
OWNER. 

11. ALL WORK AND MATERIALS SHALL BE GUARANTEED AGAINST DEFECTS IN DESIGN OR 
WORKMANSHIP FOR AT LEAST ONE (1) YEAR FROM FINAL PAYMENT FROM OWNER. 

12. ALL DIMENSIONS ARE TO FACE OF STUD, OR FACE OF CONCRETE UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED

13. CONDITIONS SHOWN HEREIN ARE BASED ON INFORMATION SUPPLIED BY THE OWNER AND 
INFORMATION OBTAINED BY STUDIO ECESIS. BECAUSE THESE DOCUMENTS ARE A COMBINATION 
OF THESE TWO SOURCES, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL CONDITIONS OF THE SITE AND 
RELATIONSHIP OF THE BUILDINGS TO THE SITE.  

14. DIMENSIONS NOTED "CLEAR" OR "CIR" ARE MINIMUM REQUIRED FINISHED DIMENSIONS AND 
MUST BE ACCURATELY MAINTAINED. 

15. THESE PLANS ARE NOT INTENDED TO SHOW THE METHOD AND MEANS OF EXECUTION OF THE 
WORK WHICH ARE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE GENERAL CONTRACTOR. 

16. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY THE APPROPRIATE UTILITY COMPANIES PRIOR TO STARTING 
WORK AND SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR KEEPING THESE UTILITY COMPANIES APPRISED OF HIS 
WORK SCHEDULE. 

17. THESE PLANS SHALL NOT BE JUDGED COMPLETE UNTIL ISSUANCE OF A BUILDING PERMIT. 

18. REUSE EXISTING MATERIAL WHERE POSSIBLE IF IT IS IN GOOD CONDITION.

19. TEMPORARY BRACING AND SHORING NECESSARY TO SUPPORT ANY PORTION OF THE 
STRUCTURE DURING CONSTRUCTION IS THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE CONTRACTOR.

20. WHILE THE JOB IS ACTIVE, THE ARCHITECT WILL VISIT THE SITE AT INTERVALS APPROPRIATE TO 
THE STAGE OF CONSTRUCTION TO BECOME GENERALLY FAMILIAR WITH THE PROGRESS AND 
QUALITY OF THE WORK. THESE INTERVALS WILL BE AT LEAST ONCE A MONTH.

21. ALL EXTERIOR STEEL HARDWARE TO BE STAINLESS STEEL UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.

22. PROPERLY SEASON AND/OR PREP ALL REDWOOD TO AVOID STAINING PRIOR TO PAINTING. 

23. USE INTERIOR PAINT SPECIFICALLY DESIGNED FOR MILDEW PROTECTION.

24. ALL DAMAGE CAUSED BY RECENT WIND STORM WILL BE  REPLACED WITH COMPONENTS 
MEETING  APPLICABLE CODES.

1" = 20'-0"2 Site Plan

GENERAL NOTES

SITE PLAN 

GEOTECHNICAL CONSULTANT

BILL WIGGINS
TRANS TECH CONSULTANTS
930 SHILOH RD, BLGD 44, SUITE J
WINDSOR, CA 95492
OFFICE: (707) 837-8408
CELL: (707)-478-2097
BWIGGINS@TRANSTECHCONSULTANTS.COM
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SOME ELEMENTS OF BUILDING FACADE, 
DECK AND SUPPORTING COLUMNS HAVE 
BEEN BLOWN OFF IN WIND STORMS AND THIS 
IS THE BASIS FOR THE EMERGENCY PERMIT 
APPLICATION.

of

Date

Job Number

Project Architect

Revisions

Drawn By

Sheet

5/
29

/2
02

5 
1:

28
:4

8 
PM

C
:\U

se
rs

\M
ic

ha
el

 C
ob

b\
D

ro
pb

ox
\S

tu
di

o 
Ec

es
is

 P
ro

je
ct

s\
24

39
-W

es
tp

or
t\R

ev
it 

Fi
le

s\
25

01
C

D
-C

ur
re

nt
_P

re
pe

rm
it 

Se
t.r

vt

Ex
is

tin
g 

Fl
oo

r P
la

ns

A2.0

38
91

1 
H

IG
H

W
AY

 1
 R

EP
AI

R

38
91

1 
H

w
y 

1 
W

es
tp

or
t,

C
A

003-214

JW

NB

8/20/24

1/4" = 1'-0"1 Existing First Floor Plan
1/4" = 1'-0"2 Existing Second Floor Plan

No. Revisions Date



1

2

7

8

A HGB C FED

3

4

6

5

Living Room

Bedroom

Bathroom 1

Bathroom 2

Bathroom 3

Lower Stair Hall

REPLACE/AUGMENT 
POSTS AS REQUIRED TO 
ACCOMODATE HOUSE 
LIFTING ASSOCIATED 
WITH FOUNDATION 
REPLACEMENT.

1

2

7

8

A HGB C FED

3

4

6

5

1
A3.2

____

Bedroom 2

Bedroom 3

Bathroom 3 Kitchen

Dining

Hall

Closet
Upper Stair Hall

EXISTING TO REMAIN

DEMOLISHED

WALL KEY

of

Date

Job Number

Project Architect

Revisions

Drawn By

Sheet

5/
29

/2
02

5 
1:

28
:4

8 
PM

C
:\U

se
rs

\M
ic

ha
el

 C
ob

b\
D

ro
pb

ox
\S

tu
di

o 
Ec

es
is

 P
ro

je
ct

s\
24

39
-W

es
tp

or
t\R

ev
it 

Fi
le

s\
25

01
C

D
-C

ur
re

nt
_P

re
pe

rm
it 

Se
t.r

vt

D
em

ol
iti

on
 F

lo
or

 P
la

ns

A2.1

38
91

1 
H

IG
H

W
AY

 1
 R

EP
AI

R

38
91

1 
H

w
y 

1 
W

es
tp

or
t,

C
A

003-214

JW

NB

8/20/24

1/4" = 1'-0"1 Existing First Floor Plan Copy 1
1/4" = 1'-0"2 Existing Second Floor Plan Copy 1
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Level 10
2' - 3 1/2"

Level 11
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Level 12
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Level 10
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Level 12
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SOME ELEMENTS OF BUILDING FACADE, 
DECK AND SUPPORTING COLUMNS 
HAVE BEEN BLOWN OFF IN WIND 
STORMS AND THIS IS THE BASIS FOR 
THE EMERGENCY PERMIT APPLICATION.
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SOME ELEMENTS OF BUILDING 
FACADE, DECK AND 
SUPPORTING COLUMNS HAVE 
BEEN BLOWN OFF IN WIND 
STORMS AND THIS IS THE 
BASIS FOR THE EMERGENCY 
PERMIT APPLICATION.
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1/4" = 1'-0"1 West Elevation Copy 1

No. Revisions DateWindow Schedule

Window Mark Manufacturer Width Height Operation Exterior Finish Interior Finish
W1 Loewen 4' - 11 5/8" 6' - 3" Double Hung Pair Aluminum Cladding with Linen Kynar Finish Douglas Fir with Linen Paint Finish
W2 Loewen 2' - 7" 4' - 6" Casement Aluminum Cladding with Linen Kynar Finish Douglas Fir with Linen Paint Finish
W6 Loewen 2' - 7" 4' - 6" Casement Aluminum Cladding with Linen Kynar Finish Douglas Fir with Linen Paint Finish
W9 Loewen 5' - 0" 6' - 6" Round Top over Double Hung Pair Aluminum Cladding with Linen Kynar Finish Douglas Fir with Linen Paint Finish
W3 Loewen 2' - 7" 1' - 6 1/2" Awning Aluminum Cladding with Linen Kynar Finish Douglas Fir with Linen Paint Finish
W5 Loewen 2' - 7" 1' - 6 1/2" Awning Aluminum Cladding with Linen Kynar Finish Douglas Fir with Linen Paint Finish
W4 Loewen 2' - 9" 1' - 6 1/2" Awning Aluminum Cladding with Linen Kynar Finish Douglas Fir with Linen Paint Finish
W8 Loewen 5' - 0" 6' - 6" Round Top over Double Hung Pair Aluminum Cladding with Linen Kynar Finish Douglas Fir with Linen Paint Finish
W7 Loewen 4' - 11 5/8" 6' - 3" Double Hung Pair Aluminum Cladding with Linen Kynar Finish Douglas Fir with Linen Paint Finish

Door Schedule

Door Mark Width Height Manufacturer Operation Comments Exterior Finish Interior Finish
D1 2' - 8" 6' - 8" Loewen LH 1 3/4" Thick Six Panel Painted Wood Door Aluminum with Linen Kynar Finish Douglas Fir with Linen Paint Finish
D2 2' - 6" 6' - 8" Loewen RRH 1 3/4" Thick 10 Lite Dual Glazed Fiberglass Door Aluminum with Linen Kynar Finish Douglas Fir with Linen Paint Finish
D3 2' - 10" 6' - 8" T.M. COBB OR APPROVED EQUAL RH 1 3/8" Solid Core Wood Door TBD TBD
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FIBERGLASS BRACKET 
BY ARCHITECTURAL 
MALL, INC. BKT 
12.75x28.5X6

5 
1/

2"
2'

 - 
4 

1/
2"

6 
1/

2"

PTDF BLOCKING AND 
CAP SUPPORT INSIDE 
BRACKET. ATTACH 
BRACKET TO 
BLOCKET WITH 
COUNTERSUNK 

FIBER CEMENT 
SIDING. SEE SPEC. 

TWO-PART STAINLESS 
STEEL COUNTER 
FLASHING PER 
SMACNA CATALOG

WATER RESISTANT 
BARRIER

STEP FLASHING AT 
RAKED ROOF TO 
WALL CONDITION.

EXISTING ASPHALT 
SHINGLE ROOF OVER 
30# FELT. PATCH AS 
REQUIRED.

STAINLESS STEEL 
FLASHING CAP WITH FLAT 
HEM ON BOTH SIDES. 
PITCH TOP TO DRAIN.
CLEAT

STAINLESS STEEL 
POP RIVET

1/2" CDX PLYWOOD 
OVER TAPERED 2X 
SLEEPERS AT 24" 
CENTERS.

INSULATION PER 
TITLE 24 REPORT.

HORIZONTAL ELEMENT 
WITH SLOPED TOP BY 
ARCHITECTURAL MALL, 
INC.

CROWN MOLDING. 
MATERIAL AND 
MANUFACTURER TO BE 
DETERMINED.

5 1/2" 1/2" 1' - 1 3/4" 4"

RAFTER. SEE 
STRUCTURAL 
DRAWING FOR 
ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION..

5"

4"

1"
1"

3"

1" 3"

3/8"-16 X 4" 
STAINLESS STEEL 
HANGER BOLTS. 
(QUANTITY: 4)

3" - #10 GALVANIZED 
WOOD SCREW. PLUG 
AND SAND PRIOR TO 
PAINTING. (QUANTITY: 4)

ATTACHMENT 
OPTION 1

ATTACHMENT 
OPTION 2

AA

AA

GACOFLEX UB-64 
UNDERLAYMENT OVER 3/4" 
PLYWOOD. SEE 
SPECIFICATIONS FOR 
PROPER INSTALLATION AND 
USE OF ACCESSORIES. 

TILE OVER THINSET. INSTALL ONE 4" 
COURSE ON WALL. SEE 
SPECIFICATIONS FOR ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION.

STAINLESS STEEL 
COUNTERFLASHING
WITH RECEIVER. EXTEND GACOFLEX 
UB-64 TO SAME ELEVATION AS 
STAINLESS STEEL RECEIVER.

6"

NUVO IRON 6X6 STAINLESS STEEL 
POST CAP. REVIEW POWDER 
COATING OPTION WITH OWNER 
PRIOR TO ORDERING. 
UPC:664723443591. SKU:PCP25SS 
(QUANTITY: 4)

MODIFIED 4X6 CLEAR ALL HEART 
REDWOOD CAP RAIL.  

5"

5°

2 
1/

2"

3 1/2"

VINTAGE WOODWORKS 2" CEDAR 
BALISTERS - #MS-TRADITIONAL 2" X 
36" CL236 (QUANTITY: 66)

INTERMEDIATE POST - CLEAR ALL 
HEART REDWOOD 4X4 

KERFED SHEET METAL FLASHING. 
SEE             . ---

6

A8.0

TYP.

VINTAGE WOODWORKS 15" 3 SPOOL 
FAN. 1310n15 (QUANTITY: 6)          . 

3'
 - 

8"

2"

5°

4"
2'

 - 
11

 1
/2

"
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A C C A

A
C

INSIDE OF
DOOR FRAME

D

G

A C C A

C
A

C
B

A

INSIDE OF
WINDOW FRAME

A = 2 1/2"
B = 1 1/2"
C = 1/4"
D = 5 1/2"
E = 3/4"
F = 5/8"
G = 36
H = 1/2"

H

F

E

E

E E H

BASEBOARD

DOOR TRIM WINDOW TRIM

WINDOW STOOL

WINDOW STOOL

1" x 3.5" HARDI TRIM 
(FINISH: SMOOTH)

STAINLESS STEEL 
"ZEE" HEAD  
FLASHING.

LOEWEN DOUBLE 
HUNG WINDOW 
WITH SCREEN

JAM EXTENSION

3/4" X 3 1/2" PAINTED AND 
PRIMED POPLAR TRIM. 
SEE TYPICAL INTERIOR 
OPENING TRIM DETAIL 

HYDRO GAP HOUSE 
WRAP.

SEE A8.1 FOR GENERAL 
WATERPROOFING 
SEQUENCE

1" x 3.5" HARDI TRIM 
(FINISH: SMOOTH)

LOEWEN DOUBLE 
HUNG WINDOW 
WITH SCREEN

JAM EXTENSION

3/4" X 3 1/2" PAINTED AND 
PRIMED POPLAR TRIM. 
SEE TYPICAL INTERIOR 
OPENING TRIM DETAIL 

HYDRO GAP HOUSE 
WRAP.

SEE A8.1 FOR GENERAL 
WATERPROOFING 
SEQUENCE

FIBER CEMENT SIDING. 
SEE SPEC.

TOE SCREW EDGE BOARD THROUGH 
CONCEALED STRUCTURAL RIM JOIST 
PRIOR TO APPLYING FASCIA BOARD.

THERMORY BENCHMARK 
ASH TRIM 1X8 (JEM).

THERMORY BENCHMARK ASH DECKING 
5/4X6 MAX GROOVED (JEM). TRIM EXPOSE 
EDGE TO REMOVE SLOT.

6" HIDDEN CLIP WITH T6 
SCREW TYPICAL 
ATTACHMENT

 VARIES

ALIGN TOPS OF ALL CONCRETE

EQ. 1EQ. 1

EQ. 2 EQ. 2

POST BASES AT ENTRY.

FACTORY-APPLIED 
BLACK POWDER 
COATING OF SIMPSON 
POST BASE.

GENERAL NOTE: 
SEE 
STRUCTURAL 
DOCUMENTS 
FOR ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION.
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2. MAKE TWO LOWER 45 DEGREE CUTS 
UPWARD FROM THE LOWER CORNERS.

1. CUT THE WRAPPED WINDOW 
OPENING. START BY MAKING A 
LEVEL CUT.

3. FINISH WITH A VERTICAL CUT. X-CUTTING THE OPENING 
SHOULD BE AVOIDED: THE HEAD FLAP OF AN X-CUT WILL 
DIRECT ANY MOISTURE THAT MANAGES TO GET BEHIND 
THE HOUSEWRAP INTO THE STRUCTURE.

4. NEXT, TRIM THE FLAPS OF HOUSEWRAP JUST A BIT 
SHY OF THE INTERIOR FACE OF THE STUDS AND TAPE 
THEM TO THE FRAMING. THIS HOLDS THE FLAPS 
TIGHT TOTHE STUDS AND MAKES THE GAP AT THE 
JAMBS MUCH EASIER TO FOAM.

5. FASTEN A PIECE OF BEVELED SIDING TO THE ROUGH 
SILL WITH THE THICK EDGE TOWARDS THE INTERIOR. 
tHIS SLOPED SILL WILL DIRECT AND MOISTURE 
TOWARDS THE EXTERIOR OF THE WALL.

6. FINALLY, CREATE A HEAD FLAP BY MAKING TWO 45 
DEGREE CUTS 6 INCHES LONG IN THE HOUSEWRAP 
AT THE WINDO HEAD CORNERS.

14. BEFORE INSTALLING THE WINDOW, APPLY A HEAVY 
BED OF ELASTOMERIC LATEX CAULK AT THE JAMBS 
AND THE HEAD, BUT NEVER CAULK THE SILL FLANGE 
AREA. SHOULD ANY MOISTURE FIND ITS WAY INTO 
THE ROUGH OPENING, THIS CAULK-FREE SILL 
FLANGE, COUPLED WITH THE SLOPE SILLK. WILL 
PROVIDE A WEEP AREA FOR WATER TO ESCAPE.

13. FINALLY, SMOOTH THE VERTICAL PORTION OF THE 
FLASHING AGAINST THE HOUSEWRAP.

15. INSTALL THE WINDOW, DRIVING ROOFING NAILS 
GHROUGH THE PREFORMED HOLES IN THE 
FLANGES, SPACING THEM APPROXIMATELY 6 
INCHES APART. CHECK YOUR WINDOW 
MANUFACTURERE'S SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE 
CORRECT SPACING.

16. STARTING 2 TO 3 INCHES ABOVE THE WINDOW 
HEAD, APPLY FLASHING MEMBRANE OVER THE 
JAMB FLANGES, LETTING THE TAPE EXTEND 
AT LEAST TO THE BOTTOM OF THE SILL 
FLASHING.

17. USE A J-ROLLER TO APPLY STRONG, EVEN 
PRESSURE TO ALL FLASHING MEMBRANES AND 
TAPES.

18. A FLASHING MEMBRANE OVER THE WINDOW 
HEAD FLANGE.

8. AFTER TAPING THE HOUSEWRAP TO THE STUDS, 
INSTALL SILL FLASHIN. USE A BUTYL BASED 
SELF-HEALING FLASHING PRODUCT. IT SHOULD 
BE "STREACHABLE" TO FORM SEAMLESS SILL 
CORNERS. CUT THE SILL FLASHING ONE FOOT 
LONGER THAN THE WIDTH OF THE WINDOW 
OPENING, SO THE FLASHING WILL EXTEND UP 
THE JAMBS 6 INCHES. THEN PEEL OFF THE 
RELEASE PAPER.

7. TEMPORARYILY FOLD AND TAPE THIS FLAP 
UP OUT OF THE WAY.

9. CENTER THE FLASHING IN THE 
OPENING.

10. LOWER THE FLASHING ONTO THE SILL. 11. PRESS IT INTO PLACE, WORKING FROM THE MIDDLE 
TOWARDS THE CORNERS.

12. THE FLASHING HAS A MEMORY, SO TO PREVENT 
IT FROM CURLING BACK, DRIVE A CAP NAIL AT 
THE OUTER EDGE TO HOLD IT IN PLACE UNTIL 
THE ADHESIVE ACHIEVES ITS FULL GRIP (24 TO 
48 HOURS).

20. ONCE THE HEAD FLASHING IS APPLIED, FOLD THE 
HOUSEWRAP FLAP DOWN OVER IT.

19. LAP THE HEAD FLASHING OVER THE TOPS OF THE 
JAMB FLASHINGS AND APPLY THE HEAD FLASHING 
DIRECTLY TO THE SHEATHING PROVIDES ANOTHER 
LEVEL OF PROTECTION. IF MOISTURE WERE TO FIND 
ITS WAY BEHIND HOUSEWRAP AND SEEP DOWN THE 
WINDOW, IT WOUULD ENCOUTER THE HEAD FLASHING 
AND BE DIRECTED OVER THE WINDOW HEAD FLANGE, 
NOT BEHIND IT.

21. PRESS ALL LAYERS FLAT AGAINST 
SHEATHING.

22. TAPE THE 45-DEGREE CORNER 23. "SKIP TAPE" (APPLY SHORT PIECES OF TAPE 
WITH GAPS IN BETWEEN) THE LOWER EDGE 
OF THE FLAP IN PLACE.

24. ALSO SKIP-TAPE THE BOTTOM (UNCAULKED) SILL 
FLANGE. SKIP TAPED GAPS AT THE LOWER EDGES 
ACT AS WEEPS.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

This report presents the results of Trans Tech Consultants’ (TTC) Geotechnical Investigation 
Report for the building located at 38911 Highway 1 in Westport, California.  The approximate 
location of the Project Site is shown on the attached Site Location Map, Plate 1.  General site 
features are presented on the Assessor’s Parcel Map, Plate 2, and Site Plan with Sample 
Locations, Plate 3. 
 
The purpose of our geotechnical investigation was to evaluate the surface and subsurface 
conditions at the site in order to develop geotechnical engineering criteria for project design and 
construction. Our scope of services consisted of advancing three exploratory soil borings (B1 
through B3), documenting conditions observed, laboratory testing of samples, and providing our 
conclusions and recommendations regarding: 
 

1. Site preparation and grading. 
 
2. Suitable foundation type(s), with design  
 
3. Design parameters for pseudo-static lateral force earthquake design in accordance 

with the Uniform Building Code. 
 
4. Support of conventional spread footings, interior and exterior slabs. 
  
5. Anticipated construction problems, if applicable. 
 
6. Geotechnical services during construction and other additional services, as 

appropriate. 
 
Please note this study is limited and subject to the limitations provided at the end of this report.  
If the construction design or location differs from this report, we should be contacted to review 
and revise this study with a supplemental report. 
 

2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The subject site is located at 38911 Highway 1 in Westport, California and is also known as 
Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 013-300-58.  The approximately 0.2-acre property consists of an 
approximately 2,000 square foot two story, wood framed building (main) and an approximately 
700 square foot single story wood framed guest house.  The gently sloping property is further 
located within the California Coastal Zone and has a land use of Rural Village (CCC, 2021, 
MCCZ, 1985). 
 
We understand that the proposed project will include the construction of a new foundation for 
the main building. 
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3.0 SITE CONDITIONS  

Regional Geologic Setting 
The subject site is located within the village of Westport, California on a coastal bluff (please see 
Plate 1).  Further, the site lies within the Coast Ranges geomorphic province of California, which 
is characterized by northwest-trending valleys and mountain ranges, variable topography, active 
seismicity, and abundant land sliding and erosion. The regional bedrock geology consists of 
complexly folded, faulted, sheared, and altered sedimentary, igneous, and metamorphic rock of 
the Jurassic-Cretaceous-aged Franciscan Complex. Within central and northern California, 
Franciscan rocks are locally overlain by a variety of Cretaceous and Tertiary-age sedimentary 
and volcanic rocks which have been deformed by episodes of folding and faulting. The youngest 
geologic units in the region are Quaternary-aged (last 1.8 million years) sedimentary deposits. 
These unconsolidated deposits partially fill many of the valleys of the region. 
 
Site Geology 
As indicated on the 1989 Reconnaissance geologic map of the Covelo 30- x 60-minute 
quadrangle, northern California by Jayko et al (USGS, 1989), the site is underlain by 
Quaternary and/or Tertiary-aged terrace deposits (QTt). 
 
Topography 
Based upon the USGS Westport Quadrangle topographic map (USGS, 2018), the topography at 
the building site is relatively flat.  The site is approximately 90 feet above mean sea level. 
 
Surface Water Bodies 
The nearest surface water body is the Pacific Ocean located approximately 500 feet west of the 
site.  An unnamed, ephemeral creek is located approximately ¼ mile south.   
 
Field Exploration and Laboratory Testing 
The subsurface conditions at the site were explored on August 19, 2021, by advancing three 
exploratory soil borings up to approximately 11.5 feet below ground surface (bgs) in depth using 
a limited access “Beaver” rig equipped with solid flight augers and a 70-pound drive hammer 
with a 30-inch drop.  The approximate locations of the borings are shown on Plate 3.  The field 
exploration was performed under the technical direction of our Professional Geologist.  Our 
Professional Geologist examined and visually classified the soil encountered, maintained a log of 
soils/bedrock encountered, and obtained both relatively undisturbed and disturbed samples of 
soil for laboratory examination and testing.  Relatively undisturbed samples were collected from 
the borings using a California modified split spoon sampler and standard pin sampler.   
 
The soils encountered were classified in accordance with the Unified Soil Classification Chart, 
Plate A.  A graphical representation of the soils encountered in the borings are presented on the 
Boring Logs B1 through B3 on Plates B through D, respectively.  The logs of soils show 
subsurface conditions on the dates and locations indicated.  Soil consistency was estimated based 
on conditions observed in the field.  Please note the N value derived from the blow counts have 
been adjusted for the hammer and distance dropped and type of sampler.  N Values recorded on 
the boring logs are approximate.   
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Select soil samples were submitted for laboratory testing to determine index properties of the 
soils underlying the proposed building site.  Atterberg Limits, moisture content, and dry density 
were tested in the laboratory utilizing American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) test 
procedures.  Unconfined strength and shear strength were also measured in the laboratory 
utilizing a pocket penetrometer and shear vane, respectively.   
 
Soil Conditions Observed 
Soil conditions in the area of boring B1 consist of a gravel fill material to approximately 1-foot 
bgs.  Underlying the fill is a sandy clay/clayey sand to an approximate depth of 4 feet bgs.  In 
boring B2, a clayey silt was observed to an approximate depth of 1.5 feet bgs.  Underlying the 
fine-grained soil is a clayey sand with variating color to a depth of 9.5 feet.  Soil conditions 
differed in boring B3; a silty clay of varying colors with depth was observed to an estimated 
depth of approximately 8 to 10 feet bgs.  Underlying the clays is a silty/clayey sand to a depth of 
11.5 feet, the maximum depth explored.  Please note that the clay/sand contact in boring B3 was 
based on visual observations of drill cuttings and is not exact. 
 
Based upon the laboratory testing, the near surface soils encountered under the front portion of 
the building (B3) are considered to be moderately expansive. 
 
Groundwater 
Groundwater was not encountered in any of the borings.   
 

4.0 GEOLOGIC HAZARDS AND SEISMIC DATA 

In northern California, transform plate motion at the western edge of the North American 
continental plate is distributed across a broad zone that includes the San Andreas Fault as well as 
a series of inboard strike-slip faults.  The subject site is located approximately 8 miles east of the 
San Andreas Fault (CGS, 2021a).  The site is not located within a Alquist-Priolo Earthquake 
Fault Zone (CGS, 2021b). 
 
The site is not located in a tsunami inundation area based upon the California Tsunami Maps 
(CGS, 2021c). 
 
The site is not located in a FEMA-identified flood zone (FEMA, 2021).  
 
No seismic shaking or liquefaction hazard maps are currently available for the subject site.  
However, the Mendocino County General Plan – Figure 3-12 Seismic Faults (MCGP, 2009) 
demonstrates that the site is not mapped in an area of liquifiable soils.  Liquefaction potential and 
related hazards are considered to be low. 
 
The USDA identifies the site soils as Coastal Beaches (USDA, 2021).  The risk of corrosion due 
to soil-induced electrochemical interaction in concrete was not rated. Please note that soil 
corrosivity testing to validate the USDA ratings was not performed as part of this study. 
 
A Seismic Site Class of D – Stiff Soil has been selected for the subject site based on subsurface 
exploration, geologic maps, previous nearby studies, and the current California Building Code.  
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Based on the site class and the latitude/longitude, design spectral response acceleration 
parameters should be developed by the project engineer. 
 

5.0 CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION 

 
Based on the results of the field and laboratory investigation, it is our opinion that there are no 
geotechnical considerations to limit or preclude the proposed development provided that our 
recommendations are followed, and that noted conditions and risks are acknowledged. 
 
As is most of Northern California, the site is subject to strong ground motion from seismic 
sources.  Recommendations are presented below to construct a foundation designed to meet 
current building code earthquake design criteria as a minimum. 
 
For the proposed improvements, the primary geotechnical considerations to be addressed in 
design and construction include weak, near surface soils in the upper 12 inches of existing grade, 
the moderately expansive soils encountered in Boring B-3, and accommodation of strong ground 
shaking forces from earthquakes.  
 
High groundwater was not encountered in the subsurface exploration, but seasonally perched 
groundwater conditions should be anticipated during periods of prolonged rainfall and during the 
rainy season.  Site grading during the winter or wet season can be difficult and additional 
information regarding groundwater are provided in “Section 6.0 Recommendations, C. 
Construction Considerations” of this report. 
 
Due to the variability of soil deposits and the inherent limitations of current engineering and 
construction practices, some post-construction vertical settlement may occur.  TTC estimates that 
total post static construction settlement is not likely to exceed 1 inch, and post-construction 
differential settlement is not likely to exceed 1/2 inch.  Additional settlement data including 
potential seismic induced settlement and estimated footing and/or pier settlement are provided 
below in “Section 6.0 Recommendations, B. Foundations” of this report. 
 

6.0 RECOMMENDATIONS 

A. Site Preparation and Grading 

In the following recommendations, “Engineered,” “compact,” and “compacted” refer to 
obtaining a minimum of 90% of the maximum relative dry density as referenced to the ASTM D 
1557 test method.  As appropriate, notify Underground Service Alert (1-800-227-2600) prior to 
commencing site work, and use this location service and other methods to avoid injury or risk to 
life from underground and overhead utilities, and to avoid damaging them. 
 
Strip all existing improvements, cultural debris, vegetation, root systems, near surface fill 
(disturbed soil) and unsupportive soils from areas to receive structural improvements, and for 5 
feet outside planned building envelope.  Except for vertical sides or steps, subgrade surfaces to 
receive structural fill should be cut-graded to slope no steeper than 10%. 
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If site grading is to be performed, TTC should conduct a field review of subgrade soils exposed 
by site grading to identify and mitigate any unsupportive soils zones.  If requested, we will 
recommend that remaining unsuitable soils, such as overly weak, compressible, or disturbed 
soils, be additionally stripped.  The exposed subgrade for concrete slabs, etc. should be scarified 
a minimum of 6 inches, moisture conditioned if necessary to near optimum moisture content, and 
proof-rolled using a relatively heavy vehicle, such as a heavy-duty compactor, a loader with a 
full bucket, full water or dump truck, or equivalent.  The proof-rolling should be accomplished 
with the soil damp or moist (not wet or dry), and a firm, non-yielding surface should be evident 
during the proof-rolling.  If a yielding surface is observed (pumping, weaving under wheel 
loads), additionally excavate the yielding area, and replace the over-excavated material with 
engineered fill in a manner that will result in a stable subgrade surface under the proof-rolling, 
following the over-excavation and replacement.  Note that geofabric specifically designed for 
subgrade stabilization may also be recommended but is not anticipated based on conditions 
encountered in our exploration test borings.  

 
Prior to placement of engineered-fill the subgrade should not be allowed to dry and shrink.  
Maintain subgrade soils in a moist condition by covering with plastic to avoid saturation from 
rain or immediate placement of engineered fill as recommended below.  Do not cover overly wet 
or muddy subgrade soil conditions and avoid grading during wet weather conditions.  

 
Structural fill material should consist of relatively non-plastic (Liquid Limit less than 40, 
Plasticity Index less than 16) material containing no organic material or debris, and no individual 
particles over 8 inches across.  Near surface site soils are considered suitable for engineered or 
structural fill based on the subsurface exploration.  All import fill should be approved by a Soils 
Engineer prior to placement at the subject site.  We recommend using a quarry manufactured 3/4 
or 1-1/2-inch base rock for all imported fill due to the ease of compaction.  

 
Moisture condition engineered fill to within 2% of the optimum moisture content as determined 
by ASTM D 1557 test method.  Place fill in lifts not exceeding 8 inches in loose thickness, and 
thoroughly compact each lift into place until further consolidation ceases.  Thoroughly track-
walk and compact the finished fill surface.  Structural or engineered fill should be placed to 
design grades and compacted to a minimum of 90% of the maximum relative dry density as 
determined by the ASTM D 1557 test method.  Conducting site grading in the summer season 
may avoid complications resulting from wet or overly moist soil conditions. 

 
OSHA trench and excavation safety regulations should be acknowledged and followed.  Trench 
sidewall soils may be unstable, and variable soil conditions may be encountered.  Backfill for 
trenches should be select import material (3/4-inch base rock or crushed fine aggregate) and 
placed in conformance with structural fill criteria as stated above for areas within fill placement 
and within 5 feet of planned improvements.  Holes resulting from the removal of buried 
obstructions should be backfilled with compacted fill.  Old underground tanks and old septic 
systems, if encountered, should be removed in accordance with local regulations. 
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B. Foundations 

Foundations should be sized, embedded, and reinforced to at least the minimums presented in the 
current edition of the California Building Code. Foundation design parameters are shown on 
Table 2. 
 
Table 2: Geotechnical Foundation Design Parameters 

Description Design Value 

Allowable bearing capacity of Dead + Live Loads  1500 psf 

Allowable bearing capacity of Dead + Live + Short Term Dynamic Loads (Wind 
& Seismic)  

1950 psf 

Frictional coefficient for Footing Soil Contact 0.35 

Allowable lateral passive pressure resistance (neglect upper 6 inches of soil 
unless restrained) 

250 psf per foot of depth 

Allowable lateral passive pressure resistance for dynamic loads (neglect upper 
12 inches soil unless restrained) 

330 psf per foot of depth 

Maximum limit of allowable lateral passive pressure at depth 1500 psf 

Minimum Footing Depth Below Lowest Adjacent Original Soil Grade 36 inches* 

Minimum Footing Width 15 inches 

Minimum Horizontal Continuous Footing Reinforcement 4 No. 4 rebar  

Minimum Concrete Slab-on-Grade Reinforcement 4 inches 

*lean concrete may be used to within 18 inches below original grade 
 
Crawl space drainage consisting of an approximately 4-inch layer of clean drain rock with 
perforated drainpipes daylighting to the exterior via ports in the stem walls may be prudent to 
consider.   
 
C. Construction Considerations 

The following construction considerations are presented to aid in project planning.  These 
considerations are not intended to be comprehensive; other issues may arise which will require 
coordination between the owner, our engineering geologist and soils engineer, and the 
contractor’s construction methods and capabilities. 
 
Groundwater, seepage, or surface water conditions can be problematic, in that earthwork 
required to create competent subgrade surfaces on which to place fill or improvements can be 
complicated by the presence of groundwater.  Soils may tend to weaken, pump, and yield under 
construction traffic where saturated soils and surface ponding may be evident.  Even small 
quantities of persistent seepage may substantially complicate construction operations if proposed 
excavations extend near or below areas of saturated soil.  Construction difficulties resulting from 
near surface groundwater or excess soil moisture will tend to become reduced or less likely if 
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grading activities are conducted in the midsummer to early fall time of year.  Wet weather 
grading and construction may add additional costs, for example, imported base rock and 
geofabric for soil stabilization and slurry protection of foundation excavations.  Wet weather 
grading should incorporate silt fencing and erosion control at potential surface water exit points. 
 
Construction during the dry season minimizes potential groundwater problems but will require 
specific focused measures to keep exposed soil subgrade from drying out, which can happen 
quickly in the sun and wind.  Once covered by granular fill, occasional sprinkling should be 
accomplished to keep the soils from drying out under the granular fill.  
 
D. Erosion and Maintenance 

Straw, seeding, and erosion control are recommended for all exterior bare soil surfaces disturbed 
by the upgrade activities. It is important to effectively monitor and maintain erosion control 
measures, and stability of site soils.  Frequent periodic monitoring and maintenance, especially in 
the first few wet seasons following construction, will significantly reduce risk of larger-scale 
erosion or instability problems.  Site-specific additional geotechnical recommendations may be 
required in connection with initial performance and required modifications of erosion control 
measures.  
 

7.0 ADDITIONAL SERVICES AND LIMITATIONS 

During the design phase, it is important that communication between the design team and TTC 
be maintained to optimize compatibility between the design and subsurface conditions.  
 
We have assumed, in preparing my recommendations, that we will be retained to review those 
portions of project that pertain to earthwork and foundations.  The purpose of this review is to 
confirm that my earthwork and foundation recommendations have been properly interpreted and 
implemented during design. 
 
The analyses, conclusions, and recommendations contained in this report are based on site 
conditions that we observed at the time of my investigation, data from my subsurface 
explorations and laboratory tests, my current understanding of proposed project elements, and on 
my experience with similar projects in similar Geotechnical environments.  TTC has assumed 
that the information obtained from our limited subsurface explorations is representative of 
subsurface conditions throughout the subject site.  To confirm this assumption, we must observe 
and evaluate actual soil conditions encountered during project construction operations.  
Subsurface conditions may differ from those disclosed by my limited investigations.  If differing 
conditions are encountered during construction, we should be notified immediately so that we 
can reevaluate the applicability of my recommendations.  Such an evaluation may result in 
amended recommendations.  If the scope of the proposed construction, including the proposed 
loads, grades, or structural locations, changes from that described in this report, my 
recommendations should also be reviewed. 
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TTC has prepared this report for your exclusive use on this project in substantial accordance with 
the generally accepted Geotechnical engineering practice as it exists in the site area at the time of 
our study, including time and budget constraints.  No warranty is expressed or implied.  If there 
is a substantial lapse of time between the submission of this report and the start of work at the 
subject site, or if conditions have changed due to natural causes or construction operations at or 
adjacent to the site, TTC should review this report to determine the applicability of the 
conclusions and recommendations considering the changed conditions and time lapse.  This 
report is applicable only to the project and site studied.  The field and laboratory work were 
conducted to investigate the site characteristics specifically addressed by this report.  
Assumptions about other site characteristics, such as hazardous materials contamination, or 
environmentally sensitive or culturally significant areas, should not be made from this report. 
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CLAYEY SILT (SM), dark brown, moist, medium stiff

SILTY, CLAYEY SAND (SC), brown, moist, medium dense, very
fine sand, abundant fines
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SILTY CLAY (CL), dark brown, moist, medium stiff, moderately
plastic
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SoLa Structural Engineering
P.O. Box 1105  Ukiah, CA 95482
(p) 707.894-5894    (m) 707.477.5119
randy@sola-se.com
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Shelby Miller June 12, 2025
Department of Planning and Building Services
Count of Mendocino
752 S. Franklin St
Ft Bragg, CA 95437

Subject: Extent of Emergency Structural Repairs
38911 Hwy 1, Westport CA

Dear Ms. Miller

This letter addresses the question of whether the proposed repairs to the building 
constitute an “emergency repair” as you defined in email to Michael Cobb on June 10, 
2025.

Significant portions of the front exterior wall (west elevation) failed during a major 
storm event last December.  I performed a site visit soon after and determined that the 
wall was unstable and constituted a public hazard due to the proximity of the wall to 
public right of way (sidewalk and Hwy 1).  The owner hired a contractor to temporarily 
stabilize the wall until further, permanent, repairs could be made.

The proposed emergency repair consists of the following items and the reasoning for the 
repair:

1. New west façade wall and foundation.
Reasoning: Approximately half of the original wall remains.  The wall was 

built around the 1890s and cannot be brought up to current code 
requirements for lateral resistance.  The existing foundation 
appears to consist only of heavy timbers and is in a state of 
disrepair.

2. New interior and perimeter foundation for at least on-third to one-half the length 
of the building in the north – south direction.   
Reasoning: The existing interior and perimeter foundations appear to consist 

only of heavy timbers and have either failed or are in a significant 
state of disrepair.  The result is that the building has settled 
significantly, especially at the west end.  New foundations are 
required to level the building with the new west elevation framing 
and foundation.
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Since the proposed emergency repair will require lifting the entire building to 
construct the new foundations, I, along with the owner, architect and contractor, feel it is 
prudent that the new foundations be continued for the entire perimeter of the building 
while the building is raised for the following reasons:

a) This will allow the building to be set back on the new foundations 
immediately after the foundations are cured rather than waiting until a 
different permit is issued to construct the remaining foundation.

b) The site will be mobilized for construction of the emergency repair 
foundations.  Demobilizing and mobilizing again in the future for 
continuation of the foundation increases the costs to the owner and could be 
considered an undue financial burden imposed by the county.

c) Repeated lifts of the building may involve serious risk of collapse and a 
potential risk to public safety due to the proximity to public right of ways.

d) The owner was in the process of obtaining a permit for a new foundation as 
part of restoring the building before the wall failure occurred.  Including the 
entire perimeter foundation as part of the emergency repair would 
expediate the process and allow the owner to continue immediate 
restoration of the building.

Sincerely

Randy Girouard
Owner/Engineer
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Date:  6/11/25 

To:  Shelby Miller, Planner II 
County of Mendocino Department of Planning and Building 
860 N. Bush Street 
Ukiah, CA 95482 

Re:  Emergency Permit EST 2025-0100 

Dear Ms. Miller. 

Thank you for your recent phone call and the helpful explanation about what constitutes reasonable 
grounds for an emergency permit. 

As we discussed, there are several life safety issues that interconnected.  

It is my understanding that structural engineer, Randy Girouard of SoLa Structural Engineering has crafted 
a letter speaking to the need for a full foundation replacement and a full replacement of the front façade of 
the building. While there are also waterproofing reasons, and tripping hazard concerns that further 
substantiate this approach, his explanation of the structural issues are clearly the most pressing.  

The reasons for including the balcony in this emergency permit are outside the structural scope of this 
project but are nonetheless a pressing life safety issue as well. In order to propose an emergency repair of 
this building and avoid triggering a CDP that would thwart the expedient nature of the permit, we were 
encouraged by the county of Mendocino to replicate the original design.  

This original design had a door on the front of the building that discharged onto a balcony. While it is not 
clear the balcony was lost in the last wind storm that removed a substantial portion of the front façade, it is 
clear the balcony door was a working means of egress and the balcony is what allowed the building to 
safely function as such. The old balcony design was simply replicated for this new balcony with a guardrail 
design that is designed to today’s CRC standards for guardrails. The old guardrail latticework was not 
compliant. 

There are other issues associated with buildability that are clearly not grounds for an emergency permit in 
themselves but do present the potential for a hardship if we are asked to repeat them again after the 
approval of an emergency permit. A few examples come to mind. 
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1. The balcony also functions to waterproof the head condition of the windows on the first floor. 
Building the façade without a balcony will require the additional expense of head flashing where it 
might otherwise be avoided once a balcony is approved. 

2. The existing building is fragile (as exhibited by the recent windstorm). Elevating this kind of 
structure is not a trivial expense that will require substantial shoring. Requiring the building to be 
elevated twice would present an unreasonable hardship to this restoration project and further 
compromise the integrity of the existing structure. 

3. Installing the front façade without the balcony will require building “interim” solutions at the door 
and the seam where the balcony would meet the front façade. Retrofitting the balcony at this 
location will require the retrofit of anchorage (per the structural drawings) and the demolition of 
siding and the reworking of flashing and counterflashing at the floor of the balcony.  

I hope this helps clarify the current proposal as an integrated and functioning building solution. This design 
is intended to save the building by being an expedient solution to a fragile building. It does this by avoiding 
a CDP process that would thwart the purpose of an emergency permit and necessitate redundant building 
efforts that obstruct the reasonable repair of this decaying structure. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Cobb, AIA 
Studio Ecesis | Architecture 
711 Healdsburg Ave., Suite D 
Healdsburg, CA 95448 
707-849-4504 
mcobb@studioecesis.com 

2-23-27
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