
40	  Upper	  Fremont	  Dr.,	  San	  Rafael,	  CA	  
APN	  012-‐041-‐48	  

Below	  are	  comments	  from	  Seller	  on	  attached	  documents:	  

1. SITE	  MAP	  Latest,	  and	  working	  drawing

2. ARBORIST	  -‐	  Recent	  showing	  suitable	  to	  build	  no	  tree	  issues

3. SAIL-‐	  Recent	  Geo	  Tech	  -‐	  Suitable	  to	  build	  3200+	  size	  home

4. TOPO	  Map,	  showing	  2	  lots	  chan	  (we	  combined	  the	  2	  lots	  and	  easement	  was	  removed
by	  marin.	  ready	  to	  build)	  

5. Sewer	  Connection	  -‐	  	  we	  had	  the	  engineers	  from	  the	  city	  confirm	  that	  we	  are	  OK	  to
connect	  to	  sewer	  near	  the	  house.	  Map	  included.	  

6. Lot	  Combine	  -‐	  2	  Chan	  lots	  combines	  in	  1	  APN,	  Abandoned	  the	  Easement	  down	  the
middle	  

7. Confirmation	  of	  the	  only	  Existing	  sewer	  easement	  which	  does	  NOT	  interfere	  with	  the
building	  or	  lot	  usage.	  





Tree-Report 
Arboricultural Consultations 

c/o Dan McKenna 
P.O. Box 814 

Forest Knolls, CA 94933 
415 602-1621 (mobile) 
dan@tree-report.com 

April 20, 2015 

Todd Sontag 

Dear Mr. Sontag: 

The purpose of this report is to provide you with a high level summary for the condition of trees growing 
the property known as, 40 Upper Fremont Dr. in San Rafael, CA.   

I inspected the site on April 17, 2015, documented my findings via field notes as well as photographed 
the conditions.  I have also annotated the Landscape Plan from 2008 with field notes.   

As you know the property is steeply graded, I estimate portions of the southern boundary to exceed 
80% grade.  The property has a north to north east exposure and is comprised of heavily deformed 
California Bay Trees, Vigorous Coast Redwoods, a few California Buckeye Trees and one large Coast 
Live Oak on the Southern Boundary.  Note the Landscape Plan has incorrectly identified species or the 
species have either failed or been removed since the plan was drafted in 2008.   

A Utility easement bisects the property and the resulting line clearance pruning has deformed many of 
the Bay trees in the middle of the lot.  The result has created hazardous dense tree structures under the 
utility lines.  In addition, many of the Bay trees have decay in their main trunks.  The Bay trees should 
be removed prior to any alteration or use on the lot. 

The Redwoods appear vigorous and exhibit normal color.  I did not conduct any extensive examination 
of these trees root systems or any extensive canopy inspection.  I would recommend that prior to any 
change in land use these trees receive a thorough crown cleaning in order to remove dead or damaged 
branches and an aerial inspection.  These trees should be protected from any impacts during 
construction and set backs be created so as to not impact their root systems. 

The Buckeye trees along the Southern Boundary are in fair to good condition, but according to the plan 
will be very close to the foot print of the proposed residence.  Unless, the plans change I would 
recommend that these trees be removed and replaced upon the completion of the project.   

The final tree of note is the large Coast Live Oak on the Southwestern Boundary.  This tree should 
receive a crown cleaning and aerial inspection prior to a change of land use and be protected during the 
subsequent construction project.   

A Tree Protection Plan should be created for the Redwoods and the aforementioned Oak and 
implemented prior to construction in order to ensure the viability of these trees post construction.  Best 
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practice protocols should be developed as part of the Tree Protection Plan in order to protect these 

valuable landscape assets.   
 
If you should have any questions 
related to this report please contact 
me at your convenience.   
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
 
Dan McKenna, 
Registered Consulting Arborist #445 
ASCA  
Certified Arborist WE0356A ISA 
Tree Risk Assessment Qualified, ISA 
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Many tree failures within the utility easement have occurred since the landscape plan was created.  The 
previous photographs depict a Fir, and Oak failure.  These failures are one type of evidence utilized when an 
arborist makes recommendations as to how trees should be maintained.  Given the topography and past 
pruning conducted on many of the trees, removal of all Bay trees within the aforementioned easement and with 
significant leans is recommended.   
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Utility pruning has created heavy unbalanced tree crowns in the Bay trees.  The most heavily topped bays 
under the utility line are on the steepest section of the lot and minor erosion is evident.  Decay is evident in the 
canopy of the trees and in many of the basal trunk areas.   
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GEOENGINEENNG, INC.
Geotechnical Engineering Consultants File 4-154-ts

GEOTECTINICAL FEASABILITY &
NEGATIT/E DECLARATION
RESIDENTIAL BUILDING SITE
40 UPPER FREMONT DRIVE
SAN RAFAEL, CALIFORNIA



GEOENGINEERING, INC. 
Geotechnical Engineering Consultants 

124 Paul Drive, Suite #105 
San Rafael, CA 94903 

Mr Todd Sontag 

PhQne & Fax (415) 492-1747 
Robert H. Settgast P.E. G.E. 
rhsettgast@hotmail.com 

April 30, 2015 
File 4-154-ts 

GEOTECHNICAL FEASABILITY & 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION 
RESIDENTIAL BUILDING SITE 
40 UPPER FREMONT DRIVE 
SAN RAFAEL, CALIFORNIA 
APN 012 041 23/24 

BACKGROUND 

Our firm has been retained by the addressee to perform the entitled services. The designers 
are McGuire Design of Novato. This study was undertaken to evaluate the geotechnical 
feasibility of this site for the planned residential dwelling. The information contained herein 

is based on 4/15/15 & 4/18/15 evaluations of the site and its environs that included 
multiple percussion soundings & a single auger boring to estimate the depths to weathered 
bedrock, and a review of the 1974 Geological Maps. 

A more detail investigation that would include test pits/borings will be required before the 

foundation design reaches its final stages. 

SETTING & PLANNED CONSTRUCTION 

This -1 /6 acre parcel lies on the northeasterly slopes of Moore Hill. As the attached Site 
Plan and keyed photos show, it occupies an irregular-50 ft by -120 ft area within a reverse 
curve of Upper Fremont Drive, which forms its northeasterly and southwesterly 

boundaries. Upper Fremont Drive is unpaved above the site 

Grades within most of the site fall north easterly at irregular slopes averaging -55% except 

for its downslope segment, which slackens to -10 % over -25 ft for a - 50 ft length along 
the northeasterly(lower) segment of the road . 

The upper segment of the site show previous grading, including some random earth mounds 
and deteriorated displaced wood walls. Vegetation includes some medium sized trees & 

stumps, with natural shrubbery & grasses. 

We anticipate a two story dwelling that will access mainly from the lower street level. 
It will be cut into the slopes, which may entail basement/retaining walls - 10 ft deep. 
The project plan will be configured to accommodate the irregular setting, and will include an 
attached covered garage and some parking pads. 



File 4-154+s

SUBSOILS & GEOLOGY

GEOENGINEERING INC

Our percussion soundings and shallow auger boring identified weathered bedrock or hard
residual soils within - 4 ft from existing grades on the slopes. It was measured 5 ft deep on
the earlier cited mounds & above the failed walls, andT ft deep at the break of the
road shoulder fill embankment above the site. Residual soils are fully weathered bedrock that
retains competent foundation properties.

The bbdrock consists mainly of Franciscan sandstones/shales, that are common to the area
and are exposed on nearby road cuts. The Geological Maps show Franciscan Melange to be
the principal local formation rather than the sandstone shales. Melange can be generalized as
relatively resistant units within a matrix comprised of bedrock that has been weathered and
sheared to consistencies of hard soils, but still retrains rotk structure. Given the non uniformity of
Melange, this does not necessarily conflict with our observations.

Soil creep is apparent on these slopes, but we found no indications that it penetrates below
significantly mantle soils. It is most apparent on the road shoulder fill above the site and
above the failed retaining walls. These features are typical for such settings, and we found
no signs that they penetrate into the bedrock. The geologic Maps show shallow slide
activity -200 ft to the east--but not here.

CONCLUSIONS

Non-drilled rigid interconnected foundations, keyed into bedrock would suffice for building
support. Conventional drilled pier foundations penetrating - 6 ft into bedrock, may be
cost-effective, depending on the design, positioning, and preferences of the project team.

The upslope walls of the dwelling will probably require sotne protection from possible soil
movement. This might entail a barrier or deflection wall or heightened upslope foundation
concrete. Segments of the upper road shoulder may also require stabilization. These
requirements would depend on conditions exposed during grading.

Inview of the above points, all indicators show that this parcel is suitablefor its
planned development. We found no special geotechnical concerns that are unique to
comparable local hillside sites.

- o 0 o -

This report represents our best judgment based on the available information, and complies
with current standards for projects of comparable scope and budgets. No forms of warranty
or insurance coverage are expressed nor implied in our written or verbal communications.

We trust that this report provides the information required.
You may contact us for clarification.

- p g 2 -

Re sp e c tful Iy s ub mitt e d,
GEOENGINEERING, INC.
z1 ./,k

P r ofe s s ional G eote chnical Engine erRHS:lws
Attachments: Keyed Photos on Cover

Topographic Site Plan
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OFFICE OF THE ASSESSOR-RECORDER-COUNTY CLERK 

June 14, 2012 

Mr. Louis T. Sontag 

 

Re: New APN 012-041-48 

Richard N. Benson 

Assessor-Recorder-County Clerk 

Board of Supervisors Resolution to Vacate Ptn. of Roadway # 9301 

Dear Property Owners; 

The Assessor-Recorder's Office has completed mapping Document #95-007647, City of San 
Rafael, Resolution# 9301, vacating two existing easement lanes, lying between Lots 15 & 16, 
R.M. 4-46 and Lots 35 & 36 R.M. 4-46.

1. APN's 012-041-47 and 012-045-16 were created from roadway.

2. APN's 012-041-23,-24 and -47 were combined into new APN 012-041-48.

I have enclosed a copy of the Recorded Document #95-007647, City of San Rafael, Resolution# 
9301 and both previous and updated Assessor's Parcel Maps with your parcels highlighted for 
your records. 

Please note that this parcel number change will not impact the assessed value of your property. 
The new APN 012-041-48 will appear on the Tax Roll for 2012. 

If you have any questions regarding this matter or need further assistance, please do not hesitate to 
contact me at 415-499-7838 or email ldriskell@co.marin.ca.us. 

�� 
Linda Driskell 
Assessor Cadastral Mapping Technician 

. 3501 Civic Center Dr., Room 208 • P.O. Box C • San Rafael, CA 94913 • www.marincounty.org• 415.473.7215 • FAX 415.473.6542 
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