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Daniel A. Lev (CA Bar No. 129622) 
   dlev@sulmeyerlaw.com 
SulmeyerKupetz 
A Professional Corporation 
333 South Grand Avenue, Suite 3400 
Los Angeles, California 90071-1406 
Telephone: 213.626.2311 
Facsimile: 213.629.4520 
 
Ronald Richards (CA Bar No. 176246) 
  ron@ronaldrichards.com 
Law Offices of Ronald Richards & Associates, APC 
P.O. Box 11480 
Beverly Hills, California 90213 
Telephone:  310.556.1001 
Facsimile:  310.277.3325 
 
Attorneys for Give Back, LLC 
 
 

UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA, LOS ANGELES DIVISION  

 
In re 
 
COLDWATER DEVELOPMENT, LLC,   
 
 

Debtor. 

 Case No. 2:21-bk-10335-BB 
 
Chapter 11 
 
Jointly Administered With: 
Case No. 2:21-bk-10336-BB 
 
DECLARATION OF STEVEN L. 
WEINBERG IN RESPONSE TO 
DECLARATION OF MOHAMED HADID 
IN SUPPORT OF DEBTORS AND 
DEBTORS IN POSSESSION’S 
RESPONSE TO THE COURT’S ORDER 
(I) DENYING APPLICATION FOR 
ORDER SETTING HEARING ON 
SHORTENED TIME AND (II) DIRECTING 
DEBTOR TO DISCLOSE ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION CONCERNING 
PROPOSED BUYER 
 
DATE:   
TIME:  [No Hearing Required] 
PLACE:   
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In re 
 
LYDDA LUD, LLC,   
 
 

Debtor. 

  

 
 

  

 
 Affects Both Debtors 
 
 Affects Coldwater Development, 

LLC only 
 
 Affects Lydda Lud, LLC only 
 
 

  

 

TO THE HONORABLE SHERI BLUEBOND, UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY JUDGE, 

THE OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES TRUSTEE, THE DEBTORS, AND ALL OTHER 

INTERESTED PARTIES: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, attached hereto as Exhibit “A”, is the 

Declaration of Steven L. Weinberg in response to the declaration of Mohamed Hadid filed 

in support of the “Debtors and Debtors in Possession’s Response to the Court’s Order (i) 

Denying Application for Order Setting Hearing On Shortened Time and (ii) Directing 

Debtor to Disclose Additional Information Concerning Proposed Buyer” [Docket No. 98]. 

DATED: June 28, 2021 SulmeyerKupetz 
A Professional Corporation 
 
 
 
 
By:  /s/ Daniel A. Lev  _________________ 

Daniel A. Lev 
Attorneys for Give Back, LLC 
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DATED: June 28, 2021 Law Offices of Ronald Richards & Associates, APC 
 
 
 
 
By:  /s/ Ronald Richards _________________ 

Ronald Richards 
Attorneys for Give Back, LLC  
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DECLARATION OF HILLSIDES AGAINST HADID 

Steven L Weinberg, Esq. (SBN 159027) 
Wein Law Group, LLP 
1925 Century Park East, Suite 1990 
Los Angeles, CA 90067 
(310) 598-7005 
Steven@WeinLawGroup.com 
 
Attorneys for Hillsides Against Hadid.org 
 
 
 
 
 

 
UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 

 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA – LOS ANGELES DIVISION 

 
 
 
In re 
 
COLDWATER DEVELOPMENT 
LLC, a California limited liability 
company, 
 

Debtor and Debtor-in-Possession. 
 

  
  
In re 
 
COLDWATER DEVELOPMENT 
LLC, a California limited liability 
company, 
 

Debtor and Debtor-in-Possession. 
  
 
 
[  ] Affects both Debtors. 
 
[  ] Affects Coldwater Dev. LLC only. 
 
[  ] Affects Lydda Lud, LLC only. 
 
 
Debtors and Debtors-in-Possession. 
 
_____________________________ 

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
 
 
 

Lead CASE NO.: 2:21-bk-10335-BB 
 
Chapter 11 
 
[Jointly Administered with  
Case No. 2:21-bk-10335-BB] 
 
 
DECLARATION OF HILLSIDES 
AGAINST HADID 
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DECLARATION OF HILLSIDES AGAINST HADID 

DECLARATION OF HILLSIDES AGAINST HADID 

 I, Steven L. Weinberg declare and state as follows: 

1. I am an attorney licensed to practice in all courts in the State of California as 

well as the United States District Courts for Central and Eastern Districts of California, the 

United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit and the United States Court of Federal 

Claims.  I make this declaration in response to Mohamed Hadid’s statements about me 

and Hillsides Against Hadid.org in his declaration dated June 25, 2021.  The facts stated 

herein are true of my own personal knowledge and I could and would competently testify 

thereto as follows. 

Formation of Hillsides Against Hadid 

2. I am the founder and attorney for Hillsides Against Hadid.org (“Hillsides”).  

Hillsides was formed in August 2020 by concerned neighbors following a series of public 

discussions appearing on the website known as “NextDoor.com” in June 2020.  The 

NextDoor discussions were about a blitzkrieg like destruction of a prominent hillside in 

lower Coldwater Canyon by an army of construction workers and heavy equipment at 9650 

Cedarbrook Drive, Beverly Hills, CA 90210 (“Cedarbrook”). 

3. Given the size of the crew (and the speed of the devastation), the discussion 

centered on the neighborhood’s shock that the Los Angeles Department of Building & 

Safety (“LADBS”) would give permits for such a thing without any public notice or 

neighborhood hearings.  Even worse, it was soon discovered that the permits issued for 

Cedarbrook were for a hotel-sized mansion, exceeding 75,000 square feet, including a 

2000’ elevated roadway with 30’ high retaining walls.  

4. I have been a resident of Coldwater Canyon since October 2001 and live 

nearby Cedarbrook.  I have seen construction of homes in this area but have never 

witnessed the apocalypse that occurred in our neighborhood between June and August 

2020.  Attached hereto as Exhibit “A” are true and accurate photographs I took showing 

the devastation of the hillside caused by construction at Cedarbrook as of August, 2020.  

Attached hereto as Exhibit “B” are true and accurate photographs I took by aerial 
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DECLARATION OF HILLSIDES AGAINST HADID 

photography of Cedarbrook as of August, 2020.  Please also see aerial video footage that I 

shot of Cedarbrook from above, August 2020 at: https://vimeo.com/453127256.  Prior to 

taking these photos and videos, the hillside and ridgeline were in their natural state with 

thick foliage, extensive trees and wildlife. 

5. The discussion on NextDoor also revealed that the construction project 

destroying our neighborhood was owned and controlled by Mohamed Hadid, even though 

it was hidden with a fake name and owner. 

6. Mohamed Hadid is a notorious public figure and had recently been in the 

worldwide press for destroying a hillside in Bel-Air at Strada Vecchia.  Frightened 

neighbors shared articles reporting that at Strada Vecchia: (i) Hadid was convicted of 

criminal violations of the Los Angeles Building & Safety Codes (including building without 

permit, illegal use of land, violating the scope of issued permits and violating stop-work 

orders); (ii) Hadid was ordered to dismantle the dangerous and unpermitted structures that 

he illegally built by the Santa Monica Superior Court; and (iii) Hadid was responsible for a 

torrent of contentious civil litigation with neighbors and the City.  Attached hereto 

collectively as Exhibit C are copies of the criminal complaint against Mr. Hadid, his 

sentencing memorandum (further describing his crimes) and a motion to revoke his 

probation for alleged violation of probation terms. 

7. Given the extreme threat Hadid posed to our community, I formed Hillsides 

with three main goals: (i) to gather and share information about Hadid’s prior bad acts and 

his intentions for our community; (ii) to raise awareness of Hadid’s plans and their resulting 

negative impacts on the environment, wildlife habitat and our community; and (iii) to work 

with our elected public officials and other community leaders to get meaningful laws 

passed, tailored to preserving and protecting our remaining hillsides and wildlife habitat 

from criminal developers like Hadid. 

No Relationship or Coordination with Give Back, LLC 

8. As founder and attorney for Hillsides, I run Hillsides and have knowledge and 

full control of its activities. 
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DECLARATION OF HILLSIDES AGAINST HADID 

9. I do not take direction or orders from any other party, including, without 

limitation, Give Back, LLC, its managers, members, attorneys or constituents (“Give 

Back”). 

10. Hillsides is completely independent from Give Back and I have never met 

with or “coordinated” any of Hillsides activities with Give Back regarding Mr. Hadid. 

11. Hillsides has never received any backing, money, donations or any other 

support or consideration from Give Back.  Hillsides is chiefly self-funded out of my own 

pocket and my volunteered time. 

12. While Hillsides and Give back share a common interest in preserving Los 

Angeles hillside neighborhoods, ridgelines and public access to open-space (while we 

oppose Mr. Hadid’s plans to destroy these things), we do not, and have never worked 

jointly on any part of those missions.  

13. Hillsides only interaction with Give Back has been monitoring this bankruptcy 

proceeding (on behalf of Hillsides) and offering to provide a declaration to this Court when 

Mr. Hadid mentions Hillsides or purports to describe Hillsides’ activities/motives and does 

so falsely. 

14. Contrary to Paragraph 23 of Mr. Hadid’s declaration, Hillsides played no role 

in creating a “negative public opinion” of Mr. Hadid or damaging his reputation for any 

purpose.  He has done that himself by being less than truthful, repeatedly breaking the law, 

failing to pay his taxes and creating a portfolio of unpaid judgments and liens tied to his 

risky business decisions nearing $100 million.  Attached hereto as Exhibit D is a true and 

correct copy of a recent New York Times Article describing some of Mr. Hadid’s most 

recent misadventures reported worldwide. 

15. In the same vein, since forming Hillsides in August 2020, I have become 

aware that Mr. Hadid has committed fraud and violated numerous building codes and 

safety laws in connection with obtaining permits and building at Cedarbrook.  Among other 

things, I am informed and believe that: 
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DECLARATION OF HILLSIDES AGAINST HADID 

a. Mr. Hadid submitted plans to LADBS under the fake name of a fake owner 

(“Mishel Munayyer”) to obscure his own ownership and avoid deserved 

scrutiny at LADBS for his criminal conduct at Strada Vecchia; 

b. Mr. Hadid surreptitiously uprooted and destroyed hundreds of protected oak 

and walnut trees.  Hadid secretly removed these trees to avoid CEQA review 

which would have triggered public hearings and likely stopped him from 

building anything at Cedarbrook; 

c. Mr. Hadid submitted doctored surveys to LADBS to make it appear the 

building site conformed to laws when it did not;  

d. Mr. Hadid padded square footage at the Cedarbrook site and leveled the 

ridge by secretly (and illegally) filling in depressions with a million cubic yards 

of soil; and 

e. Mr. Hadid misrepresented the nature, extent and intended deployment of 

massive 30’ high concrete retaining walls.  Hadid falsified these records to 

side-step strict hillside construction regulations which would have barred 

issuance of building permits. 

The Friends of Hastain Trail Case 

16. As part of my work with Hillsides and otherwise, I discovered that Hadid 

intended to build a massive oversized house similar in scope to Cedarbrook (i.e., 

exceeding 75,000 square feet) at 9650 Royalton (“Royalton Project”).  The intended 

building site for the Royalton Project was the plateau of the Hastain Trail in Franklin 

Canyon Park. 

17.   Hastain Trail follows a historic fire road in the southern part of Franklin 

Canyon Park near the Doheny Ranch owned by the National Park Service and identified 

on area maps since the 1920s.  The trail is a popular recreation destination used annually 

by thousands of Los Angeles area residents and tourists, and has been in use by the 

public since inception. 
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DECLARATION OF HILLSIDES AGAINST HADID 

18. I am informed that over the last nearly two decades, Hadid has slowly 

purchased certain private undeveloped lands underlying portions of the Hastain Trail 

through shell companies, all while knowing about the hiking trail traversing the purchased 

land, as well as the extensive public use.   

19. At present, five of the six Hadid owned parcels in this Bankruptcy Estate 

include portions of the Hastain Trail.  Attached hereto as Exhibit “E” is plot map showing 

the intersections of the Hastain Trail with Hadid-owned parcels in this Bankruptcy Estate. 

20. The location of the building site for the Royalton Project was the same 

location that Hadid graded and tried to develop a decade ago, triggering the “Friends of the 

Hastain Trail” litigation which proceeded from 2011–2016.   See, Friends of the Hastain 

Trail v. Coldwater Development LLC, 1 Cal.App.5th 1013 (2016) (“Friends”).  For the 

convenience of the Court, attached hereto as Exhibit “F” is a true and correct copy of the 

published opinion in Friends downloaded from Google Scholar. 

21. In Friends, in 2011, Hadid installed gates blocking hikers on the Hastain Trail 

and then commenced grading.  This prompted a coalition of community activists, together 

with the California Mountains Recreation and Conservation Authority (“MRCA”) to file a 

lawsuit which sought to quiet title to portions of Mr. Hadid’s property underneath the 

Hastain Trail permanently for hikers. 

22. The action was based the legal theory of “implied public dedication” because 

there was proof of decades of uninterrupted public use as a hiking trail conforming to the 

California Supreme Court’s decision in Gion v. City of Santa Cruz (1970) 2 Cal.3d 29. 

23. Following two weeks of trial during which numerous “legacy hikers” testified 

about using the trail as children and young adults in the late 1960s and early 1970s (i.e., 

the prescriptive period), the trial court entered judgment in favor of plaintiffs, awarding them 

a permanent easement over Hadid’s properties for hiking set forth in “metes and bounds.” 

24. On appeal, the Court reversed.  In ruling in favor of Mr. Hadid, the Court first 

observed that the Hastain Trail ran atop the “Hastain Fire Road” which had been known 
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DECLARATION OF HILLSIDES AGAINST HADID 

(and identified on maps) since the 1920s and that the Hastain Fire Road comprised a 

preexisting “public easement.” 

25. Next, the Court ruled that at the time the Hastain Fire Road was created, “the 

property owners and the public could reasonably contemplate it would be used by hikers” 

and that when Mr. Hadid purchased the property, he: “took [the land] subject to whatever 

easements and encumbrances had been created by prior owners . . . ‘[T]he public 

easement must be respected.’” 

26. On this record, the Court held that given the preexisting public easement, the 

trial court’s award of a permanent easement for hiking was not tenable under the law:  

“[T]he parties could not reasonably contemplate the hikers’ use would become 

permanent, because transforming a temporary mutable easement into one that is 

permanent and immovable would substantially increase the burden on the servient 

tenement . . . Permissible use by the public of an easement the public already owns 

would not foretell a drastically expanded use, inconsistent with the pattern under 

which the easement was created.”  

(Emphasis added.)  

27. Thus, the Friends decision does not stand for the proposition that Hadid’s 

land is free of any public easement and he can close it anytime he wants (as he would like 

everyone to believe).  To the contrary, the Court of Appeal ruled only that trial court erred 

by rendering the preexisting public easement permanent rather than temporal, which is its 

current status. 

28. With regard to Mr. Hadid’s right to terminate the existing temporal public 

easement, the Court ruled that the Hastain Fire Road may be removed by the owner but 

that removal would be limited to “when [the Fire Road] is no longer needed for fire 

protection.” 

29. It is my belief the decision as to whether the Hastain Fire Road is “no longer 

needed for fire protection” rests within the exclusive discretion of the Los Angeles Fire 

Department (not Mr. Hadid). 
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DECLARATION OF HILLSIDES AGAINST HADID 

30. At present, I am unaware of the Los Angeles Fire Department rendering any 

decision or finding that the Hastain Fire Road “is no longer needed for fire protection.” 

Given that the undeveloped land at issue is considered extreme high fire danger (plus, the 

added effects of climate change, drought conditions and the absence of any burn in 

Franklin Canyon for decades), I do not believe it likely the Fire Department will abandon 

such a valuable firefighting and prevention tool in the near future.  So far, it has not. 

Hadid’s Attempts to Block or Interfere with the Public’s Right of Access to 

Hastain Trail are Illegal 

31. As set forth above, the Court in Friends ruled there is a “preexisting public 

easement” for hiking on Hastain Trail which may be terminated only when the Fire 

Department determines it is: “no longer needed for fire protection.”  To my knowledge, that 

has not occurred. 

32. As a consequence, it is my belief that Hadid may not interfere with the public 

easement and right of access by putting up gates, fences, trespassing signs or otherwise 

blocking the trail unless and until he obtains clearance from the Fire Department. 

33. Notwithstanding the absence of any legal right to block the trail, Mr. Hadid’s 

contentions regarding his supposed inability to “protect” the property and the vandalism of 

his gates, fences and signs do not withstand scrutiny. 

34. As the Court is aware, Mr. Hadid has resources available to him to protect 

land.  At any time, (if legally allowed), Hadid could have built barriers capable of 

withstanding or preventing any passage.  By way of example, at Cedarbrook, Mr. Hadid 

built 30’ high concrete retaining walls spanning hundreds of feet on the side of a cliff.  

Here, Mr. Hadid has erected only flimsy chain link gates.  I suspect Hadid did this solely so 

he could have them torn down himself, take pictures of the staged vandalism and then cry 

about being a “victim.” 

35.  I am informed that Mr. Hadid has operating security and surveillance 

cameras throughout Hastain Trail.  As a consequence, if there were true instances of 
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DECLARATION OF HILLSIDES AGAINST HADID 

vandalism by third parties/hikers, it is reasonable to assume Mr. Hadid would have pictures 

to prove it, including pictures of the perpetrators. 

36. Hadid, however, has produced no such pictures or evidence of vandalism 

despite having the ability to do so.  Hadid has provided only what appear to me to be 

staged photos so that he can claim to be a victim.  Hillsides, obviously does not encourage 

or condone any form self-help in this matter, including without vandalism or trespass and 

has publicly discouraged that behavior. 

Hillsides’ “Yard Signs” and Hadid’s Threats 

37. In order raise awareness about serious perils posed by Mr. Hadid’s plans to 

develop the plateau of the Hastain Trail (and close it), in August 2020, I obtained 

permission to post yard signs alerting hikers and park visitors about Hadid’s verified plans 

to build atop Hastain Trail and close it to the public based on pending building permits filed 

with the city (“Yard Signs”).  Each of these Yard Signs was posted on public property.  No 

Yard Sign was ever posted on Hadid-owned land.  Despite the placement of Yard Signs 

only on public property, Hadid has repeatedly vandalized and/or removed them requiring 

me to expend time and expense to replace them. 

38. Contrary to Mr. Hadid’s contention at paragraph 23 of his Declaration and 

elsewhere, neither I, nor Hillsides has ever worked in coordination with or aligned with any 

creditor of Hadid in connection with posting of the Yard Signs, including, without limitation 

Give Back.  In fact, at the time I first posted the Yard Signs (August 2020), I was 

completely unaware that Hadid had even borrowed money which was secured by the his 

properties in Franklin Canyon Park or the existence of Give Back. 

39. Contrary to Mr. Hadid’s contention, Hillsides’ Yard Signs are neither false, nor 

defamatory.  The Yard Signs merely alert the public about Mr. Hadid’s plans to develop his 

property at Royalton (based on pending permits) and later close Hastain Trail to hikers, 

which he has in fact done repeatedly as shown in his own photos submitted to this court. 

40. As demonstrated, Hadid prefers to operate in the shadows and has 

repeatedly tried to hide or obfuscate facts such as the instance he used a fake name and 
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DECLARATION OF HILLSIDES AGAINST HADID 

falsified documents to obtain permits to build at Cedarbrook.   In this proceeding, Hadid 

now seeks to hide the identity of his supposed buyer so that there is no possible 

transparency into his mischief.  One of Hillsides’ core missions is to shine a light on Hadid 

so that our community and public officials can have warning before Hadid engages in his 

next round of mischief.   

41. Not surprising, Hadid has repeatedly attempted to harass Hillsides and 

silence Hillsides’ fully protected speech with false cease and desist letters and threats of 

lawsuits.  Attached hereto as Exhibit “G” is Hadid’s most recent threat letters to Hillsides 

and its replies. 

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

United States.  Executed this 28th day of June at Los Angeles, California. 

 
      ___________________________ 
      Steven L. Weinberg 
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SUPERIOR. COURT O? CALIFOR.NTA 
COillJTY OF J ,OS ANGELES 

':'HE PEOPLE OF THE STJtTE OF CAT,TFORl'UJ\ 1 I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

CASE NO. !:iPY03G37 

01 JJ\NES THOMAS ZELLOE 

02 901 STR.l\DA LLC 
03 MOHAMED ANWJl..R HADID 

Ct Charge 

Plaintiff, 

~ 
Detendant (r;). 

COMPLAIN'l' SIBl!MARY 

TCIS Code 

, .... ---~-·--·----
1 Ll2.2}A1A 12. 211'1.1 (1\.) /01 

2 L91. 8105 91.8105/01 

3 L9}.J03.3 91.103. 3/01 

Date: 
Dept: 
Time: 

Defendcm::-. (s) 

JAMES 'l'HO'.·l!AS ZELLOE 

901 S'l'Rlilll\ LLC 
l(OHAMED ANWAR HADJ.l", 

JAMES TIIQi',JAS ZELLOE 

901 STRADA LLC 
HOI-IAMED ANWAR HJ\.DJ D 
,JANES THOMAS ZELLOE 

901 STRADA LLC 
MOHAMED J\NWAR IIADID 

Comes now the under<aigned and r;tates that he is jnforrned and believes, and 
upon such information and belief declares: 

COUNT I 

that on or about January 7, 2015 and continuing, c1.t and in the City of Lor; 
Angeles, in the County of Los 11.ngelc,;, state of California, w misdemev.nor, 
to v,it: c1. violation of Subsectiori AJ.(a) of Section 12.2J. of t:he Los An9eles 
Municipal Code ,,,as corr.mitted by the above-named defendant {s), (whose true 
name (s) t:o af'Liant is (arc) unkno·.-.1n), who at the time and place last 
o.foresaid, did unla,-,fully erect, rcconst:ruct., :;Lructurc:;.lly ci.:Jter, enlarge, 
move, .:incl rr:ainta.in a buiJ.d.lng and st:ruct.ure, and Ufa'e and design to be u;.;cd u. 
building, structure, and J.and fo-c otJ-1t0 r than was pcrmit:t.cd .in the zone .i.n 
, . .;h.i.ch :;ucli b1,:i.ld i rig, slruct·.ii re, and Jarid was J ocat.:cd, wi 1.hout appJ.ying tor 
cJnd sec1:.ring al.l per.-rn_;_t_:r; and l.icen;:;es required by ,11] .lciv::3 and ordinc.r1ce:3, 
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COUNT Jl 

For c1. further, c:eparate and second cause of action bein9 a different 
offernie, belonging to Lhe same class of crimes and offenr;e,; set forth in 
Count I hereof:, affiant further alleges: 

that on or about January 7, 2015 and cont:inuing, at and in the City of Los 
Angclc:::i, jn Lbe County of Los Angeles, State of California, a misdemeanor, 
to wit: a violation of Sect.ion 91.8105 of t:he Los Jrngelcs Municipal Code wc1..s 
committed by the above-named defendant (s), (whose true nwme (r;) to affiant 
is (are) unknovm), who u.t t:he time and plac"' :i ast aforesaid, u.s the m,mer and 
perr:;on in control of a building, r,tructure and portion Lhcreof constructed 
i;.,ithout~ ct building permit, did unlawfully fail to make such Lui.1dj ng conf'Dnt 
to provir.dons of this Code and to dcmoJ:i.r:h and remove such bu:ilding, and, 
did fail to make conform to provisions of thi::; Code and discontinue and 
remove, a use and occupancy existing in such building. 

COUNT III 

For a 1:urt:hcr, separate and third cause of action being a different offen:;e, 
bclongj ng to the same clwss of crimes v.nd of:f'ences set forth .in Count J 
hereof, affiant further a]Jeges: 

that on or c1bout ,Tanuary 7, 20]5 and conLinuing, ot and .in Lhc city of Los 
J\.:1geles, in the County of Lof; Ange] es, stc,tc of Californ.i a, a misdemeanor, 
to wit, a violation of Section 91.103.3 of the Los Ange]es Municipal Code 
was committed by the abovc--nc1.med defendil.nl (s), (whose true name (s) to 
affiant is (are) unkno1tm), who at the time and pJ ace last aforesaid, did 
unJav,,fu1.ly faiJ, refuse, and neglect to comply with an o:rd1c<r iDsued by the 
Department of Building and Safety pursuant to the provisions of this Code. 

DATE: December 9, 2015 

Issued by 
MICHAEL N. FEUER, City Attorney 

By 
Don cocek 

Deputy City Attorney 

httonieys for P'iciintiff 
PEOPLE 01-' TIIF STATG O:' CA1d FUENJA 
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' a,i,,·. 
~--.... , ... 
. , 

1 MICHAEL N. FEUER, City Attom y, SBN 111529 
TINA HESS, Sr. Assistant City Att 'mey, SBN 143900 

2 DON COCEK, Deputy City Attorn y, SBN 132570 
OFFICE OF THE LOS ANGELES ITY ATTORNEY 

[NO FEE-Govt. Code§ 6103) 

FILED 
3 CRIMINAL BRANCH, CODE EN ORCEMENT SECTION 

200 North Spring Street, 23rd Floor 
4 Los Angeles, California 90012-413 

Su11crior Court of California 
Countr of' Los Angeles 

Telephone (213) 978-1870 / Facsi ·1e (213) 978-1910 
5 

JUN 2 3 2017 

6 Attorneys for Plaintiff, the People the State of California SheiTi ~· • .. ,, · •. :····voe ufficer/Clerk 
By {}-..J... , Deputy 

7 

8 

9 

Therese iavala 
SUPERIOR CO RT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF OS ANGELES, CENTRAL DISTRICT 

10 THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE 
l l CALIFORNIA, 

~ Case No.: SPY03637 

) 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

JAMES THOMAS ZELLOE, 901 STRADA 
LLC, and MOHAMED ANWAR DID 

Defendants 

)) SENTENCING MEMORANDUM: 
) MOHAMED HADID 

~ 
) 
) DATE: June 27, 2017 
) TIME: 8:30 a.m. 
) DEPT.: 113 
) 
) 

l 9 TO THE HONORABLE ERIC . HARMON, JUDGE: 

20 
PLEASE TAKE NOTIC that the People respectfully submit this Sentencing 

21 Memorandum in support of its sen ncing recommendation regarding the above captioned 

matter. 
22 

23 DATE: June23,2017 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Respectfully submitted, 

MICHAEL N. FEUER, City Attorney 
TINA HESS, Sr. Assistant City Attorney 
DON COCEK, Deputy City Attorney 

~-~~ By:---~""---""'--"""'~-------
TINA HESS 
Attorenys for Plaintiff 
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

1 
SENTENCI G MEMORANDUM: MOHAMED HADID 

a 
C 
:a -Ci) -2 
l> r-
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

The People file this Memorandum i support of its Proposed Sentencing Recommendation filed 

concurrently herewith. 

I. 

INTRODUCTION 

The People respectfully rcq~est that this Court consider the five year history of legal non-
, 

compliance demonstrated by Defoni ant HADID as would have been established at trial. Defendants 

have been charged with violations if the Los Angeles Municipal Code ("LAMC") enacted to ensure 

compliance with the State's Buildi g Codes and to ensure the safety and integrity of communities and 

I 
neighborhoods in the City of Los A: geles. The Defendants have constructed a structure that, as it exists 

bears little, if any, resemblance to t, c plans submitted to and approved by the Los Angeles Department 

! 
of Building and Safety ("LADI3S")/or a single family home. 

It is essential that this Courtlappreciate the scale and magnitude of Defendant HADID's project, 
; 

15 in terms of the project's non-confo ing height and size, its unapproved design and uninspccted 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

construction, and most importantly i in terms of its threat to the surrounding neighbors. 

n. 
PROJECT CONSTRUCTION HISTORY 

The Defendants' project cm111nenced long before the involvement of LAD BS. In fact, but for the 

neighbors' observations and report.', LADBS may never have known about the unlawful nature of the 

project or it'i potentially catastrop · · deficiencies. 
j 

Dcfendant·HADID acquire 901 Strada Vecchia on January 28, 2011. Ailer several transfers 

involving entities for which Defendants HAD ID and ZELLOE were managing partners (Bel Air 

Highlands, LLC; SynTra WV A,LLC), the property is ultimately came to be owned by 901 Strada LLC. 

2 

PEOPLE'S SENTENCING MEMORANDUM: MOHAMED HADID 
' 
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LADBS' efforts at ensuring
1
that Defendant HADID complied with the requirements of the 

LAMC begin shortly thereafter. T e following reflects an abbreviated synopsis of Code enforcement 

efforts concerning the Strada Vecc ia project: 

February 24, 2011: LAD BS issue Order to Comply, # A N2 7 09150, to Defendant HAD ID for 
demolishing the existing single fa 'ly residence. The Order directed HAD ID to stop all work and 
obtain required building permits. , e Order included a PENAL TY WARNING: "Any person who 
violated or causes or permits anoth 1r person to violate and provision of the Los Angeles Municipal Code 
is guilty of a misdemeanor which i punishable by a fine of not more that $1000 and/ or six ( 6) months 
imprisonment for each violation. S~ction 11 (m) LAMC." (Exhibit 1.) 

March 9, 2011: LAD BS issued an~· rder to Comply, #BG090 l-02STRADA VECCHUAO, for 
unauthorized grading, road cut, ve teal cuts without required plans, permits and approvals. The Order 
directed HADID to stop work, inst ,ll erosion control devices, submit soils investigation report, submit 
geology report, submit grading pl arts, submit plans and specifications ... , amount of cut and fill, restore 
vegetative ground cover. It also directed "Do not resume work until inspection has been requested and 
performed, . , . " The Order included! the PENAL TY WARNING. (Exhibit 2.) 

February 7, 2012: LADBS issued~ Geology and Soils Report Approval Letter, including 61 
requirements relating to grading, eX:cavation, etc .... It should be noted that this letter was issued based 
on calculations and topographical cµarts submitted submitted by the Defendant that were later 
determined to be erroneous. (Exhib t 3.) 

April 5, 2012: Defendant HAD ID pp lied for a Building Permit, # 11010-1OOOONOO78 8. The description 
of work: NEW 2-STORY SFD W / ABIT ABLE BASEMENT & 6-CAR GARAGE .. ,. (Exhibit 4.) 

' 
September 10, 2012: LADBS issu 'd Order to Comply, #B00910l2N954, directing DEFENDANTS to 
stop all on the excavation .... The der included the PENALTY WARNING. (Exhibit 5.) 

October 31, 2012: LAD BS issued efendants an Order to Comply, BO 102112-95 4, directing owners to 
stop all work on excavation and su mit erosion control plans. The Order included the PENAL TY 
WARNING. (Exhibit 6.) ' 

January 31, 2013: LAD BS issued. efendants a Geology and Soils Report Approval Letter 
admonishing the owners to comply/with the February 7, 2012 Approval Letter. (Exhibit 7.) 

< 
1 

March 19, 2014: LADBS issued Defendants an Order to Comply, #80031914-954, directing 
Defendants to STOP WORK on anl~napproved retaining walls, obtain registered land surveyor and 
survey property, obtain the written bonsent from adj a cent property owner ... if excavation or fill requires 
entry onto adjacent property for any reason, remove all gravity type retaining walls off slopes ... under 
the guidance of the geotechnical en' ineer of record, ... "do not resume work until approval from the 
department has been obtained thru n inspection .... ,, The Order included the PENAL TY WARNING. 
(Exhibit 8.) 

3 
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I 
I 

July 14, 2014: LADI3S letter to D_ef~ndants, 'NOTICE TO STOP ALL CONSTRUCTION AND 
NOTICE OF INTEN,T TO REVO_~ BUILI)fNU PERL~llTS .... FOR THE Pl~OPER.IY LOCATED A"! 
90 1 N. STRADA VECC l l IA RD'·. 1 The 1 ettcr states: "S mec the 1 ssuanec of th 1s perm 1 t, LAD BS has 
determined that the permits were is ucd in error as per the following facts; The height ofthis single 
family dwelling exceeds the height I imit as permitted by the LAMC ... The survey map that was part of 
the approved set of plans showed a· built elevations in lieu of the required natural grade elevations of 
the site. The contours shown on th survey map were substantially higher that the natural grade. This 
has resulted in the building height t at is higher than permitted by LAMC Section 12.21." "You arc 
hereby ordered to immediately stop! all construction work approved under Building Permits No .... " 

' 
(Exhibit 9.) i 

i 
! 

.July 15, 2014: LADES issued Order to Comply to Defendants, #JN07152014.l, ordering Defendants to 
STOP ALL WORK. "An inspectio' of this site on July 10, 2014 revealed several discrepancies with the 
City approved plans for permits No ... The discrepancies at the site include but are not limited to: 
Top·ographical lines on approved s , of plans do not match the City of Los Angeles Engineering 
Bureau's historical records; Pool d ck structure is physical connected to the Single Family Dwelling, a 
1 O' separation is required as per th ;I approved plans; and, 2 cantilevered decks have been added under 
the approved cantilevered deck of the pool deck structure." The Order included the PENALTY 
WARNING. (Exhibit 10.) I 

,July 18, 2014: LADBS issued anotl er Geology and Soils Report Correction letter, LOG #84324., 
advising Defendants that Geology report submitted by Defendants on May 21, 2014 "lack sufficient 
information to determine the stability or safety of the proposed development.. .Revise the Building Plans 
to meet the requirements of the Hillside Retaining Wall Ordinance or obtain a variance from the 
Planning Department. (Exhibit 11} 

.July 25, 2014: LADES Plan Chee : issued corrections to Defendants' amended plans. (Exhibit 12.) 

September 9, 2014: LADBS issue letter to Defendants, REVOCATION OF BUILDING PERMIT 
NUMBERS ... FOR THE PROPER Y LOCATED AT 901 STRADA VECCHIA RD. (Exhibit 13.) 

December 18, 2014: LADBS issu Order to Comply: CLASS II SLOPE FAILURE. "Therefore 
mentioned slide has unearthed the lope supporting the non-code approved wood retaining walls around 
the trees in addition to soil and mu , runoff down the slope and onto the private drive on Rocca Place. 
This failure affects the stability of ,'ours and the adjacent properties and must be corrected in 
conformance with the Los Angeles !Municipal Code .... " The Order directed Defendants to remove 
wood retaining walls, submit a reptrrt prepared by a Soil Engineer and an Engineering Geologist address 
condit_ions, s~~uence of ~onstructio; and corrective measures to res~o~e site to its original contours and 
elevat1 ons." I he O rdcr mcl udcd th ' PEN AL TY WARNING. (Exh1 b 1t 14.) 

' 
' i 

December 31, 2014: LADBS issued an Order to Comply to the Defendants, #BOJ 23114-854, directing 
Defendants to submit erosion control plans to the Department of Public Works and, after approval, 
install temporary erosions control devices. The Order included the PENALTY WARNING. (Exhibit 
15.) 

4 
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• • 
April 8, 2015: LADBS Issued Ord r to Comply, Supplemental with prior Order to Stop All work and 
Notice of Intent to Revoke permits: This order details extensive work-that had been completed after the 
issuance of the previous Stop Wor Orders; details of unapproved and unpermitted work including 2 
200' concrete decks, more than 10 ' unapproved retaining walls, an accessory pool deck structure, a 75' 
X 125' basement addition, a two st ry 8' X 25' addition, and much more. The Order also details 
multiple unapproved changes to th approved plans, including modifications to and additions of 
stairwells and fireplaces, additional interior partitions, the removal of walls, new exterior doors, 
increased height of each floor, and I ore. Defendants were again order to Stop all work, submit plans 
and obtain permits and approvals, e pose all work that has been covered without the required 
inspections. The Order included th PENAL TY WARNING. (Exhibit 16.) 

April 8, 2015: LADBS issued another Order to Comply Stop Work to the Defendants, requiring 
Defendants to submit a geologicaf'.eport ... ''to address unauthorized vertical cuts created to construct 
entire basement story addition .... " ~'Do not resume work until permits have been obtained .... " The 
Order included the PENAL TY W ING. (Exhibit 17 .) 

April 20, 2015: Defendants filed ~'$.equest for Modification of Building Ordinances" requesting a 
detennination that LADBS erred and/or abused its discretion in issuing April 8, 2015 Order to Comply 
or alternatively to request addition1 time to comply with the Order. (Exhibit 18.) 

June 10, 2015: The Board ofBuildtng and Safety Commissioners denied the Defendants appeal, finding 
that LADBS did not err or abuse itS;discretion in its April 8, 2015 Order to Comply. The Board also 
denied with prejudice Defendants r~quest for an extension of time. The Board made the following 
finding: "The request does not m 1et the spirit and intent of the Code inasmuch as this is a self
imposed hardship, due to the fac that all the work in question was done outside the bounds of the 
permit and approved plans." (Ex ibit 19.) 

August 19, 2015: LADBS issued 'rder to Comply to Defendants requiring that they submit erosion 
control plans to the LADBS. (Ex · it 20.) 

~ 
III. 

DEFENDANT HADID' CONDUCT WARRANTS PROBATION CONDITIONS 
TO S CURE COMPLIANCE WITH LAMC 

The structure that Defendaqt HADID has built bears no resemblance to the plans for a 2-story 
< 

plus basement, 14,000 square foot 1ingle family home he submitted to LADBS. Instead, the illegal, 

over-sized, over-height; 30;000+ s~are foot structure that he has built on a hill he destabilized, without 

necessary engineering, without req. ired plans and without necessary inspections towers over an idyllic 

residential neighborhood. Instead f the two story single family home, neighbors are faced with 6 story, 
! 

colossal structure built without any oversight on geologically destabilized hillside. 

5 

PEOPLE'S SE TENCING MEMORANDUM: MOHAMED RADIO 

61

0029

Case 2:21-bk-10335-BB    Doc 105-3    Filed 06/28/21    Entered 06/28/21 19:04:01    Desc
Exhibit C    Page 8 of 170



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 

Despite four years of continuous regulatory scrutiny by the Los Angeles Department of Building 

and Safety, and despite repeated or9ers to "STOP WORK" or take some immediate remedial action to 

! 
ensure the safety of adjacent home", and neighbors, Defendant HADTD continued in defiance and 

! 

pursued his blatantly, illegal const :iction project. Despite repeated written admonishments by the 
; 

LAD13S that failure to comply withj its Orders could result in criminal prosecution, Defendant HAD ID 

now asks this Court to impose the lost minimum of sanctions. 

Justice, and this comrnunitj, demand that this court exercise its discretion in sanctioning 

Defendant HADID appropriately f~r his live years long illegal course of conduct. And further, the 

People request that this Court exerc:,ise its authority to protect this community in light of Defendant 

I 
Hadid's complete and utter disrcga ,d of the City's grading requirements, particularly in light of the 

chronicled history oflandslidcs int, is area, which has resulted in the destabilization of the hillside 

posing a potentially dangerous con ition for neighbors. 

Based on the foregoing and rthcr argument which may be presented, the People respectfully 

request that this Court imposed conditions of probation as delineated in the People's Proposed 
I 

i 

Sentencing Order liled concurrcntli' 

! 

DATE: June 23, 2017 

Respectfully submitted, 
MICHAEL N. FEUER, City Attorney 
TINA HESS, Sr. Assistant City Attorney 
DON COCEK, Deputy City Attorney 

By····~· 

TINA HESS 
Sr. Assistant City Attorney 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
PEOPLE or THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

6 
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lilU,U~IOP 

PU II.DING ... ND :IA f l:T Y 
CD.\! rJ/58 I ON ERS 

MA RSUA L. D/\01\'N 
i.ltULD'l!:r.."J 

YAN AMIIATll:1.0S 
ll(lC:f~PJl.ESl,Drfr,,"'f 

Y!CTOR II. CUCIINl 
HEW~A JUIV.NV 

El. P.i,/ORe A. W/1.Ll AMS 

I 

~ CITY OF Los ANGELES 
CAl.l['ORNJA 

• ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA 
J.IAVOR 

DU--. K"lJI I rf1' m· 
Bulf.OJIWANr> MFCTY 
J-ll I ~.llnl l"FCil.JIJliOJI Sflill 

W~ ,li,.",101-"11,. CA '11,;,(1 t .t 

ROIIBRT R. ·o .. r• DI/ROM 

ORDER to COMPLY AND NOTICE OF FEE 

HADJD MOfl/lMMED 
630 NJME"S flD, 
LOS ANGtl.ES, CA ~0077 

OWNER OF l 
SITE ADDRESS: 901 N STRADA \I .CCUIA ROAD 

u:.i:\ 
,rn .'. ·, inn 

CASF. ~: 40l,S20 
ORDF.11 N: A-270~ I SO 

El'FECl"JYE DATE: Fobmaryl4, 20! J 
COMPLIANCE DATE: Febnory 24, 2011 

ASSESSORS PARCEL NO.: 437~.on.ol'l4 
ZONE: RE20; Min, l,o! W,000 Sq. Fl. 

THIS O . ER REQUIRES IMMEDIATE ACTION. 
An Jn,prillon hR5 nvoal,d 11',1 11,n pro~~rly (SIio Addr~n) 11,lod obove k hi v·Mallon o[ n,r L,,, An~ll!J Munioipnl Cu~r 
(L./1.M.C.) ~!Ion~ lls!od bolmv. Yu~ oro /,eroby ord•r~d ro torr.,.1 ll,~·violation(Y) 1tt1d co111t11:1 ihc ln,p:ctor li11td in Jhe ,ignaluro· 
bloc~ o!thc end ofl~i, docum~nl for a colliancc inspeC!l~n·by rh ~ompli;mcc ~le JiJled abOV(. 

~'URTtt£R, YOU ARE ORDEltED TO J>AY THE CODE VJDJ.ATJON INSPECTION l'EE (C.V.I.F) OF S JJ6.0D Wll tCH W!LL Im 
nlLLED l'O YOU SEPA/u\TEI.Y. Sccliui 98.04?.I LA.M.C. 

NOTE; f/lJLU!Ul TO rAY Tllli C. v.z.F. WITJIJN lO DAl'5 Of TIii, INVOICE DJ\ Tn Of THE DILL NOJJWAI.IOYE WILL 
RESULT IN /I LhrnC/Jt\ROf. OF TWO PJTIMES THE C.V.l.l'. rLUS A 50 ~ERCt;NTCOLLfoCHON fE!;fO!( /\ TOlAL OP 
SU76.00. I! 
Any pmon who foils lo P"-Y 11,c fc~. lalc ,h111gc and egUcct'ion fee, shall o!so poy in1e1e!I. bi!eresr sl1all ho ca.kula1ecl a11tio ml• 
of one p orccni pc, month. I'. 

TI, r. ju, peel io II ha.\ ,c ~c, led I ho1 I h • pru i, or~ I, in • io !01 inn of l he Los Angeles Moni cipa I Cn ~" ", fo/1,),.,: 
VJOLATJDN(S): I 
f. S1~p all Work.Cunslrn~Llon wrr· k ll lu,Jng porlor11>.<d Ml hout IIL~ r~qulrcd perrqfu.OEMOLISII/ON OF A 

SJNGLf'. i'AMILY RESIDEN . 

You "'" d,orofore or<lorod 10: I Smp all work hti!J& perfomitd wilho"I U,c ,cqui1od ptrn,il(s). 
2, Ob1aln oll r«Ju.,.od pom1ii1 and ~pprovijl, prio110 comm~ncing ~"Y .,o,~. 

Code Smion(•J in Vio1,,1io11: 9 \tl0~.2A, 91.105.u, 9J.03IO/I, 94. ru2.2.3 and 95.108.S ofl110 l,.A.M.C. 

Loea1io": 9~1 Srrnda Vec,Jtia Rd. 

l, A 11erml1 i, roq11;..-d fur 1110 wurl perforn1ed.DJ•:J110USlll ON OF A S/NGU: ~'AM /J,°Y RF..SIDF.NCF.. 

You a re lli erofo ri,: on) ued w 

Co,!o Socliun(s) ,n Viulal ion; 

Local inn: 

Ot" in II II rt<Juim.J buildiug ponn ii s. , 

91.'106. l.l, 91.JOJ.I, 12,2 IA.L{s) ul 1he L.A.M.C. 

Ref id~nce ut 90 I S1rada Vecchia Rd. 

! 

CODE ENFORCEMENT BUREAU 
l'~r to 111 ln c ily bu sin n1 a n d non-em• q:•n t.l' urviot~: Ca IJ J• 1 · 1 

www.lodh$,o1t · 

63

0031

Case 2:21-bk-10335-BB    Doc 105-3    Filed 06/28/21    Entered 06/28/21 19:04:01    Desc
Exhibit C    Page 10 of 170



( 

• 1 
I 

1 
! 

I 
I 
; 

3. Crodl11 K w~• ptr form~d i* ho11l l\nl obi~ hil~g ~ 11~r1q U. 

¥ oo ara \11or,lb1e o;d11cd 1l Ob1uin ~n n.'{juir~d 111~din~ 1wm1i15 ,nJJ up!JI O'll)!f. 

Cod.: s~.iionM ln Vfolalie~ 9 ! , 100.12, 91. IOU, 12.:! IA.J ~d) or the L.t..M.C. 

Lci:auol(: 90 I Slnida V1,~1ia k.d. 
' 

• 

NON-COMl'LIA.NCI: FEE WARNlfC: . . · 

h1 ptld#lo!l lo 1ho C. V .I .F, n~ l:bllvtr ~u Pl'IIPO!Cd n1111compHanar ~o In !he 1U11.11un1 11r 5550.IID mny b,a lmpo~d for ru il111c to G11n1pty 
wi.lh tli, orm,1 wi1'1i11 IJ d•~ aner J/1e1 111mlpli1t1cc dale ,,~ciliod Ja lhc 01d,r or ~nJ11i an •pPfa ! or reque.,z for J/i&hr m odilir.11 l1M i.s 
fil~d w~Mn IS tl~)s uf !he complin!l~u 4~11. 
1r 1n ~ppi al er itquHl ror ,Ug!1t mO!li rit11ion is 11iu ll!ud' wl~1\n Is da~, of lh,: ~mplicn 11 date er HJ1~1ioi11 granted 1h-1urrom, Ibo 

dtmmbi11J111111rthe dcpanmc11110 lmpii:u snd 11<11/ei:t a ng11-cump!iam:u f= 1l1all bl! /'lnof, Sc~ion H.0411 L.tl..M.C, 

NOTEi FAILUIIE TO I',\ V nm NON•C~MPW,NCE f llE WfnilN JO DAYS AJ,1'llR ·rHE DATI/. OP W.ILl'NO nm mvo,cs. 
W, V RESULT IN I, urn CH~GE OP ·rwo (Zl TIMES UtE JffiN,COM~/.fANCE t'llll fl'WS A, 
,o rERCllNl' COLLr.cTUJN Fill! fOR t. 'IOT A.L 01 Sl;!I 25,00, · 
Any Pll" Dn whg fn 111 to PIIY uJF nM•compl ianl:Q r~. !Qtc ol1nfBD ll!ld co\le11 ion foe 1ho II •1111 p.1)' ~11erc11. lnttrC!l Iha II b,c 
wloulated al the nl t or one p11~enl pu molllh, 

.1'£NALTV WARNINClr 
! 

An)' penr:.n who viol"ic, 01 e.auscs ot ~ i II a11111h~r pm:on 10 viollllC' any provision oflll I Lo I An,i:,le.s Mu111ci1iat Code 
{L. ,\. M.C ,) ii g11i lly 11h 111l11kmunor I M1 i, puniihallle by • r1111 11r not moro than SI OOD.00 allll/llr 1i ~ (6) muotl11 lm111/,11mncm for 
1111ch vJ11!ri1lou. s~o1io11 I J .Oij (m) LA, C. · 

IN\iti'TIOATJON PH R!QUJ.HED: 
Wlteri;ver any workhu l"ai'cornmcncc wi010111 Q~lhorizn1i1111 b)' a pero1i1 or oppHca!kl1t !or k11peclio11, and which v!olo111s 
pro~bioiu· of Anic lu l Utroush I gf Ch a I tr l'X oflhl, Las Angclea Mun!c,Jpa I Code (L ,A.M.C.) , 111d if nu order has been is.sued b ~ 
llte d1p~M 11trnt III a «JIIM or l11w 1c111tlriu •~ Id work to p~. a 1pec:!ul lnw11ig11ion fee wlti.h sfiijlf b~ lloublc HIii a1110un1 cfta'ft!(:d 
for an a»ti =itlinn for !nip~ciion, 1 ic 01110 r permit re~. b ul noi l~u th1m S4 00.C.O , shnll b,c cotli;c led on 1111rlt pcmnil, lk•nn or 
11>pJir.1ui~n fur l~fll:111011. SecliD11 ,a .M~Jl 2 M L.A.M .C. . 

Arr&AL PROCEDURES: 
There ii H 11pp1~I p1ci=uni oi lab!i1b~d In 1l1i~ cil~ whDrcbs 1ho D.lpartlllll 11!. ~ r Building and s~ fen, 1111d 1.hc Bnard of S uiJdin11 aa,~ 
S ofetJ' Cmrunit1 ioncr1 h~~c !he nlH/torily io ht11r oud dcl1tn1h11 ~ rr or a bus~ of ilistrction, or n:quosls ror I Hghl modiliea1ion of tho 
rtqllir1m1.11111 contained Jn tlils lll'dcr wbrnlappr11priluc fie~ h vo bet~ paid. S 1~1 ion 9!.040 3. t 1111d ,1.04 DJ.2 L.A.M. C. 

I fyou ~an 1ny qu 1 ;1 ion~ or require onf H '. diU ~Ht iii rannoti on j\ !1. s ~ f~ ti f,1:0 to co1111 c r me at (2 J3 l2 5 2·l ("1 ~, 
om,o h11U'5 AN, 7 :00 am. IQ J:JO p.m. M : Odil>' lhlO<JBh Thur1d~. 

Do~; fobnmry I 6, 20 11 

[! !IOO 

-t C0Dl1:ll.~)JlCF.Ml:NTllUllRAIJ -------- --
f'or Mt1th1~ City h~1lnus 11nd nua·~murg~ucy ~~r~l~e.11 c-~u J. t-1 

j 

I 
I 

11ww. Ind l1o ,orl! f'~gc 2 of) 
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fl UILPIN~.:fl:&"s Al'E JY 

f;:OMM!S SlONl!ll:S 

MARSHA L BROWN 
n!EJl</}~/o/1 

V~f.M)JfJps 
YICTCIR Ii. CUl!VAS 
HEt ENA Jt/DAfl'r' 

EI.ENORE A, wiL LIAMS 

Murch 9, ;!()11 

Mohamed Hndid 
I IJOJ W. Olympic Blvd. 
!..A., CA. !)OD!54 

j 

I 
j 
1 

l 
l CITY OF Los ANGE'LES 

CALll'ORNIA 
UUN!H!f~fOI' 

BUil Di/lG AND SAFE \'Y 
JM U,o~ n-1 fl.QliilR:;iill, St:tll"'I 

,.o.s ,HOe, .-.s, c~ fl«l 1~ 

flAYMONU S, CHAN, C.~ 

Ctrfd -
Otder li:BGDD9m-o2s'fRADA vncWo 
AI'NII :43 70-022-014 

ORDER 1'0 COM.PLY 

VlolAllo11 Addrl!..!ls: !IOI N. S1r11daro~.d1la Ud. Cumplilmu Dali:: May 9,2011 

An in~ri~c11o:u of Ille silo rd'~ro11 cod nbo'I'~ on MArcb ~. 2011 r.·~cale1/ llmt u11a u1borl1,1d l,ll'll<JI 1111,, r1ud cul an!I 
u11 ,upporld v~.rfica/ cur work ho~ cm111ne11uii 111 lbc so11U1wa~l fad1111 iJQstomlini: dope of tfw. proJH!Tl)' wUlloal 

I he m111 lrcrl pl II n,·, por Willi n rid. 111lp rcwo rs by th ts o~ parb:nfn 1. 
Therofore. ynu are hereby ordered cnmply wi1h Iii~ follow lug u111dr~.rm11ts or tlio L111 Angelos Munlcipal Code 
(LAMC) and other faw1 on or bcfn c Ma)' 9, ZOJ I 

) . Srop • IJ work irumcdfo lo:I)' upo u IC-~<l ip1 ~ f 1h i:1 nu1 i~c , !I I , IM ,1,,f 1 • ..4 .1'11,C. 

2, Mi por,; o 11 s ti •II ~ ommen,-e ..ir ~ forrn 4 ly ;rn di rJ~, a11 d oo p~t;M ,/,all Impart or c~pazj ~ "l' c~rtli 1nn 1~ris/i 10 rn Trai 11 ", 1y ~rod in~ 
silt, wiUio~ 1 rim M~ ing obto I ntd • pe rmi i lh~rr.ror from the Dr p~rtnl ~nl. !11. t06, I ,2 L,A,M,C. 

l , tlis~o111 inu e ilia 1em,wo Io rd 1.;m1,1Jo II o ih~ vc-au1~1 i ve 2ro und 1•owr ~11 Lhe \\'~hir&htd in ~ .te,Jgn,m d lull ~ide IIJ'c~ .11d nnL pu"uo.1,1 
m wur k • 11Uuu~i:d under a ~ a lid ~rnd ing nni1. !11. 7D 05.l L.A. M, C, 

4. A, requlrr:d by ~~~!io1is 9 l . 7 007. I and ~- i.U,2 Qf Lh• Lo., Angelt1 M unJdp;iJ C\id, 1,•111flc••fl1 ~, 011un comrul Je vict• ~r>:: r~qui,~d 
10 be i u,otallc d by Octoh ar I • nd llll~llll in~d lh.r ~ ugli A pr ii I S1.' ou or~ llld,~fo,e fiu'lliat onJu retl 10 inst1l/ t ~ lemjlor~,y 0101 ion eu l!lrQJ 
d~vke,,1~1:l:p!.ibl~ 10 a1t d~p~l1cll'hl Qn or I• tbr~ Mar~/1 J 1. lOI.I 06.U1; 9!.I 03.11 91,l O~.l.4191.IOli,61, & ~1. 7007,1. L,A,M.C. 

~, Submil i icill, kllYtsllgalion ru pon r rtp,·tl bf a c~ !i{cmi ~ Ii cm.od Ci~o!~ ~ ruilc~ 1 ll ni:intcr lo llie Dcpa 11111"nt ortlui1dirig ~u,i 
S11fo1y for re vi~ w I ud ~P/ll'l•V~I, . 91 , 71106.J. I L.A .M .c:. 

' 
6 . iJ ubo1ll ~ e nginer.rin11. gto Ins.)' N poll pre a.t~d b~ ~ C:Jlli(~mi a li.,mcil (leolo gi, 1 to lh a Dt1>•rtnw11t er B ~i!d ing ~nil S• f'ill)' for 
rc~ir.w ~nd ~pproval, · 91. 7006.l.2 f,.A.M,C. 
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7. W i!lifo 60 days o{ the dn It of !11 i.; J1oti ce sub1ni1 pl a n1 nllll e.1!cufati111i.s la 1>1>1 ~ill d~ l'equ.iict.l G1 i;d Llg Jlilrm.tl for S fl e O rading and 
IMa iD.i,ig W .1 ll Bnc Hr H fo1 1h c 11n s J1 ~ncd ~ c,1i c~ ! ~;.ca ntiU1u 1)1:1 l w~ rr. c ;e&I ~d H a 1c 1u 11 or O()n p ennitllld Gf11 ding aclivity. 

\rl,JM,3; !tl.?IJ06,1, ~l.7006,1, L,A,1',I.C. 

S. l'l~ns Jl.nd ~p~rjfk~linns $)lbmi11cd o Ui~ dcpartmrul ilia ti i!Jcl\ide a co11tnu, map ahoW~ll) lho p1n..~onl and propus~d ~nlou11 of.di~ 
l~hl!, the loco1io11 ofU1', su1fa1g·, die c~l!tm of 1op ~nd 1tXo nhll t~lund mis, d1a loc.itio11 oran "d,yli~bl" linea; 1hc am<1wu ohut 
c ml fill, lht: d~la 11, ~1td loca tirm or ~ . , pri>pos~d ,.kaitl;lgc Hd divt u 1011 .11n1c h ~~~, rr~ainiag w~ 11,., ,,ribbi.cg Md 1W'f1c e prolcdioo. 
or tu tt~l~lfe I/le cxcnvat~d ponimJ 10: ~undi1iou of1Jabil!ly ijnd ufcry. \rl, 1116.3.1; 91.7006,l L,A.ft1.C. 

!l.ll.,oi;l,m, ~,: vugc111ti,•e grnund """e , 1hn1bs ~1~Vor 11~(5 rcnlD"~II frun11hc s!up~ ir1 a dt~ig11llud /iii/side ~11<a wi~"1111 li•~l hn•in~ 
~ccur:d the N quired p>lfmi1 for taw ru gr~<ling, 91, 700 5.3 L,A,M,C, 

JO.Do n u1 ,.,..1111r.1 work w,1 ii impeu '<:m h 11.i bcu n r.r10,e~1cd and P"' f•m nod by the au!l,~ri~.cd rcprtic nlnti •e Df ll ie dcf)/lrtnw:n!, 

. i 9J,IIIU; 9J.JOU,l L,A,M,C, 

l 
l I . Wu rk s Ji.:i IJ 11 .. 1 be do,,o be yn11d 1 ~ ,: po im 111d i~ .red in eM cb & ucc,:.;~; vc i m 1••eliou willmu I Ii"! ob 1~ ii, ing ll 1c approv:11 of I b: 
S11r,o1imctldem of Uwld1ng. ; ~l ,l 011.<1 J,,,\,M,C. 

, 
i 

1 i. P~y t!1c. n,11uircd lnn~liw~ llou Fl~ for U1u wu1·k commcncud wirhg1u ~ 111,rmit L.,\.~I.C. 98.0~U 

WA RN ING: A cl IHI inn r1>1 J II irl ng rn · n p 11uu~ rrca l,1 cu ur r niny be lm1111l Ir co mpll~•••• it' 110 t obi~ lncf'l i.1111 I h /~ D rdcr, 1 '11 t~ 
m~ r re.s u U iu a lit,~ up lo SJ OD 0,00 a d/ur s!1 tna olhi in Jlll, I .. A.. M ,C, 11,011 (m) & 98.114 OIi (al . 

No pruon ihall fail , refu~c 1>r nl'lll~r 1n 11om.p!y wilh nlf ctd<ln fa&u~d by Che dep11runen1 pursuan1· 10 the provii:icm~ ,:,f 

I his div lsii>n. Ar;y person vi n I uJn g jh is· $U b~ ec rion ~Ii.all be g u i hy n f ~ mi idtmc:inor wh /eh ~ ha II be pun isha b t.: t,y ~ fine 
ofnul mti,c lhHn S l,OOU.00 or by ii,fprfaonmcnt iu !he County Jail for a period of not more lli~n 11,c tnonrhs, or by holh. 
Th~ Department ,h~n colic:~\ lhVCSl!g.ation tee~. LAMC 91., 7(1115.8.1 ; I LOU (m) & iJ 1.1111.s.1 

< 

This Order is i$aUe.:l punuanl to lhel;provisioru of LAMC !ll.71.!0S.7. !fth1s sub&randQl'd co11dition in nut eliminated 
witl1 in 1h c ,11cci!icd timc Ii mi t, thi.~ epo rime 111 iv m rocord a "Cc11 itfo At~ of Suh. tandW'd l'ro!M!rl y" with the Om ce c r 
the Collnly Rcconkr. · 

Appeal) to !hi~ order mny bu made 11rs11anl to S~c1i011 98,0403,Z of lhc Los Angclcr Municipal Code. Please i11 quire 
11 bout proc~dllrrs. \ 

. ~ 

! f yuu faj) 1,1 co111pl y II' i 111 this o rdcr j J thin I ~ d:iy s of 1hc due da!c of oompl ioricc ur of c ny ex l~ns ion of ti mr. g1 an!cJ 
by l h ~ l)apa rtmenl, you I hen in.1y be ubj« t lo I n iiucomp! iancc re~. LAJlf C !18.0411 ( n) 

Brian Olsen .i~.Z..:.~'.:::=:~-J::i)~~::::__ _______ DA!C:.3/~0 / ( __ 
1nspn~I or Brian O Ison Bni J ding lm;p 
11620 W1!shrl·e Bl, #1 t 00 
J.o, An Me !cs, Ca 90026 
010) 914-JQ]c'i 
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BOARD 0~ 
IUJILDING ANO SAFETY 

COMMISSIONERS 

MARSHAL. BROWN 
l'liE$1DENT 

tt!olENA JUBANY 
VICE-PRESIDEIIT 

VAN AM8AT1El0S 
VICTOR H. CUEW\S 

ELENORE A- WILLIAMS 

• 

GEOLOGY 

February 7. 2012 

Bel Air Highland LLC 
l 1301 W. Olympic Blvd., #537 
Los Angeles, CA 90064 

• 
CITY OF Los ANGELES 

CALIFORNIA 

• 
"' -{ 

DEl'ARfMEN1 Of 

PUILDING AND SAFETY 
~I t.lOllltl OGUEJIO .. SlliEET 

1-os .... t",UES. c .. !l!!Cll 

ROBERT R. -euo· OVROM 
GENE"l"l 1,1,,...!;~ll 

ANTONIO R. V!LlARA.IGOSA 
MAYOR 

RAYMOND S. CHAN, C.E ., S.E. 
EltECl.nlVE OfflCER 

D SOILS REPORT APPROVAL LETTER 

LOG'# 73916-02 
SOil.S/GEOLOGY FILE• 2 
LAN 

TRACT: Bel Air ( 113-9/17) 
LOT(S): PT LT l ( rb-232) 
LOCATiqN: 901 N. S da Vecchia Road 

CURRENT REFERENCE DATE(S)OF 
REPORT/LEI JER(S} DOCUMENT fREPAREDBY 
Soils Report . 11/29/201 l Calwcst Geotcchnical 
Oversized Doc(s). 
Geology Report . 11118/201 l Mountain Geology 
Oversized Doc(s). 

PREVIOUS REFERENCE bATE(S)OF 
R~POB,Tfl.,]iITER(S) DOCUMENT fREfAREDBX 
Request for Modification 01/18/20)2 LADBS - Grading 
Dept. Correction Letter 09/28/2011 LJ\DBS - Grading 
SoiJs Report 08/0l/20IJ Calwest Gcotechnical 
Geology/Soils Report 07/21/2011 Mountain Geology, Jne. 
Dept. Correction J .ettcr 06/14/2011 LADBS - Grading 
Soils Report 04/20/2011 Calwest Gcotechnical 
Geology Report 04/18/2011 Mountain Geology 
Dept. Approval Letter 09/11/2008 LADBS - Grading 
Geology Report 08/13/2008 MoWltain Geology, Inc. 
Soils Report 08/04/2008 Ca1M:st Geotcclmical 
Dept. Correction Letter 07/22/2008 LADBS-Grading 
Soils Report 05/29/2008 Calwest Gcotechnical 
Geology Report 05/28/2008 Mountain Geology, Inc. 
Dept. Correction Letter OS/15/2008 LADBS • Grading 
Soils Report 02/05/2008 Qllwest Geotechnical 
Geology Report 01/07/2008 Mountain Geology. Inc. 

The referenced reporls dated Novemb r29, 2011, November J 8,201 },August 1, 2011, July21,20I l, April 
20, 20 I l , and April 18, 2011, conce ing the proposed pile supported new single family residence with 
basement, swimming pool, pool deck, ater fealUJ'ts, and retaining walls has been reviewed by the Grading 
Division of the Department ofBuildi ' and Safety. 

AN EQUAL EM LOYMENT OPPORTUNITY· AFFIRMATIVE"'AC'rtON~MPI.CYER. ,•· .. 
v.: , ... - "!II ...... 
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(f'~ge 2 of 47) 

Page! 2 
90 I N. S1rada Vecchia Road 

-
The propnsed pile suppor!ed re~i~rnc<' und pnd nrcn will be underlain by en~meered ccr1ified artificial ~It 
wh I le surrounding area to the wes~ will be certified fi 11 o\"er uncen i fied compac red fill supported hy !'in!dier 
piles, as depicted on the geologic ff!PS and geologic: cross sections, as recommended. A minimum of 10 feet 
of certifled fill shall be placed ove!I' the uncerti lied fill 111 a gl'adient of 2(H): I (V ). 

A Request for Modification of B uiiing Ordinances was reviewed and approved by the Grading DivisJcn of 
the Department of Building and Sa ety to allow existing uncertified fill to be allowed lo remain in place on 
the· lower slope below the propos residence. ln addition, the placement of new engineered compac!ed 
artificial fill over existing uncertifi d fill is appro,•ed by lhe Department in the area of !he uncel11fied fi II on 
lhe lower slope. 

The consultants note that slot cu are not proposed for the subject property, and therefore slot cut 
recommendations are not a part of tis approval letter. 

It is not clear how the proposed swi~ing pool will be supported. According to the report dated 04/20/20 J 1 
the proposed swimming pool is to bf supporicd by natural soils. However, it appears from moss-section B, 
that the pool will be elevated abovepcund. 

The site is located in a designated ' ismica!ly induced landslide hazard zone as shown on the "Seismic 
Hazard Zones" map issued by the SI. te of California. 

The earth materials at the subsurface exploration locations consist of up to JO to 40 feet deep of uncertified 
fill underlain by uncertified fill over 'ng Modelo Formation and Santa Monica Slate Formation Bedrock. 

The consultants recommend lo su!port the proposed structures on convt:ntional and/or drilled-pile 
foundations bearing on competent bf'ock. 

As of January 1, 20 I I the City of Los ~gel es was required to adopt the new 20 l O California Building Code. 
Because evey site In the City of Los ~geles is classified as a Seismic Design Category D or higher, those 
requirements include the deterrninatio oflateral pressure on basement and retaining walls due lo earthquake 
motions, and the analysis and mitigati !'J for liquefaction and seismic induced slope stability. In addition, !he 
LAB9 requires that basement walls a1d other walls in which horizontal movement is restricted at the top be 
designed for at.rest lateral earth pressure. These requirements apply to all projects where the permit 
application submittal dale is after Jan~ary I , 2011, Some exceptions may apply (please refer to P/BC 2008· 
l 13). : 

Plea.~e he informed that retaining wall i· ermit applications tiled on or after 03/0~/2005, will be subject to the 
requirements of the Retaining Walls i Hillside Areas, Ordinance No. 176, 445. The Ordinance limits the 
number of retaini!lg walls detached fr m the building planned in hillside areas to either one retaining wall 
wi1h an exposed wall height no grealer an l 2 feet or, two walls separated by a minimum horizontal distance 
of 3 feet with the exposed wall height pf each wall to be no higher than 10 feet. 

The referenced reports dated NovembJ 29, 2011 t N~vember 18, 2011, August 1, 20 I J , July 21, 20 J 1, April 
20, 20 I l , and April 18, 2011, arc aoc11 table, provided the following conditions are complied with during 
site development: 

(Note: Numbers in parenthesis ( ) refer ~o applicable sections of the 2011 City of LA Building Code. P/BC 
numbr:rs refer the applicable Infonnatitjn Bulletin. Information Bulletins can be accessed on the internet el 
LADBS.ORG.) i 

I. All conditions of approval oftlll Modification Request Fil c #204191 dated O l / 18/2012 shall apply. 

2. Final plans shall comply with he hillside retaining wall Ordinance No. 176.445, regarding the 
number and heights of retainin walls allowed, Altema1ively. a variance may be filed to obtain . 

-II , ,· ... , , 1 , , r.GEf.ffJF.IED t0,8E A 
_ · . ·COPY 
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3 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

I3. 

14. 

!5. 

16. 

appru\"a I from I he 7<111 mg Aclnii n 1 s1 rntm for imy rxart mns. 

The proposed pile suppoled residence will be vnderlain by engineered certified artificial fill while 
the surrounding area to. !hf west will be co_mpacted fill o,•er t~e existing uncertified fill supported 
by soldier piles. as depicted on 1he geologic maps and geologic cross sections. as recommended. 

Proposed grading of the l!ascendin~ ·slope above the driveway access retaining wall shall he 
p laced/1rimmed lo a 2(H): I (V) gradient as recommended. 

All friction pile drilling a~d installation shall be performed under the continuous in.~pection and 
approval of the soi ls engin:eer, 

i • 

All new graded slopes sha I be no steeper lhan 2H: IV (fil I slopes) and l .5 H: l V (bedrock slopes) 
(70 !0.2 & 7011.2 ). 

Existing rock and mortar vt· eer shall be removed from tht: slope and not remain on the subject site, 
ns recommended, 

The geologist and soils ew•l'"er shall review and approve the detailed plans prior to issuance ofany 
permits. This approval sh!litie by signature on the plans which clearly indicates that the geologist 
and soils engineer have re~ewed the plans prepared by the design engineer and thal the plans 
include the recommendations contained in their reports. (7006.1) 

AJl recommendations of thdl reports which are in addition to or more restrictive than the conditions 
contained ht"rein shall b~ incorporated into the plans. 

A copy of the subj ec:t and a!propriate ;cferenced reports and this approval Jetter shall be attached 
to the District Office and fi~;ld set of plans. Submit one copy of the above reports to the Building 
Department Plan Checker ptior to issuance of the permit. (7006.I) 

A grading permit shall be o~tained for all structural fill and retaining wall backfill. ( 106.1.2) 

Prior to the issuance of any iennit. an accurate volume determin.ation shall be made and included 
in the final plans, with rega;rd lo the amount of earth material to be exported from the site. For 
grading involving import orllexport of more than 1000 cubic yards of earth materials within the 
grading hillside area, approval is required by the Board of Building· and Safety. Application for 
approval of the haul route m1*t be filed with the Grading Division. Processing time for application 
is approximately B weeks to iiearing plus l 0-aay appeal period. . 

All man-made fill shall be co~pactcd to a minimum 90 percent of the maximum d~ density of the 
fill material per the latest veq;ion of ASTM D 1557. Where cohesionless soil having less than IS 
percent finer lhan 0.005 millifeters is used for fill, it shall be compacted to a minimum of95 percent 
relative compaction based o maximum tlry density (D 1556). Placement of gravel in lieu of 
compacted fill is all owed onl · if complying with Section 91.7011 .3 of the Code. (7011.3) 

The consultants shall demon · te during the placement of certified fill over uncertified fill that 
shear strength characteristics . f the new fill is no less than 480psf cohesion and angle of internal 
friction no less that 33 degre,s. 

Subdrains must be installed i~ all natural drainage courses within which compacted fill is to be 
placed. (7013.B) I: 

I 

Drainage in conformance with ~he provisions of the Code shall be maintained during and subsequent 
lo construction. ( 7013. J 2) I. 

~ "ii I·~ 1 !rl> '~ , •"II; r~ ~ -~ ~-• ,- 1 ... f, 
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901 N. Strada Vecchia Road 

17. 

18. 

J9. 

20. 

2l. 

22. 

23. 

24. 

2S. 

Grading shall be sc:hedul d for comple1iun prrnr 10 1he slan of the rainy i.eason, or detailed 
temporary erosion control I ans shall be filed in a manner satisfactory 10 the Grading Di,·1s1on ofthe 
Department and the Depart cnt of Public Works. Bureau of Engineering, B·Pennit Section. forany 
grading worlc in excess of 00 cu yd. [7007.1) 

1828 Sa.wteJJe BI~ ., 314 Floor, Wesl LA (310) 575-8388 

All loose foundation exca aHon material shall be remo,•ed prior lo commencemenl of framing. 
SJopes dislUrbed by con ction acti\'ities shall be restored. (7005.J) · 

! 
The applicant is advjsed I at tile approval of this report does not wai"e tile requirements for 
excavations contained in t State Construction Safety Orders enforced by tile State Division of 
Industrial Safety. (330 t. I) 

The soils engineer shaU re · ew and approve the shoring plans prior to issuance of the permit. 
(3307.3.2) 

Prior to the issuance of the rmits. the soils engineer and/or the structural designer shalJ evaluate 
the surcharge Joads used in ti e report calculations for the design of the retaining walls and shoring. 
Jfthe surcharge loads used i the calculations do not confonn to the actual surcharge loads, the soil 
engineer shall submit a supp mentary report with nwised recommendations to the Department for 
approval. 

. I 
Unsurcharged temporazy exc vations over 5 feet exposing soil shall be trimmed back at a gradient 
not exceeding J (H): I (V}, as commended. 

Shoring shall be designed for a minimum EFP of38 PCF for retaining cuts up to4S feet hish; all 
surcharge loads shall be incl ded into the design, as recommended. Total lateral load on shoring 
piles shalJ de determined by ultiplying the recommended EFP by the pile spacing. 

A shoring monitoring progra shall be implemented to the satisfaction of the soils engineer. 

All foundations shall derive e ire support from c:ompetent bedrock. as recommended and approved 
by the geologist and soils en eer by ins~ection, 

26. The building design sball inc orate provisions for anticipated differential settlements in excess 
of one.fourth inch, 

27. Foundations adjacent to a desc nding slope steeper than 3:1 (H:V) in gradient shall be a minimum 
distance of one.third the ve cal height of the slope but need not exceed 40 feet measured 
horizontally from the footing ttom to the face of the slope (1808.7.2} 

28. Buildings adjacent to ascendin slopes steeper than 3: I (H:V) in gradient shall be set bacJdrom the 
toe of the slope a level distance qual to onc--half the vertical height of the slope, but need not exceed 
15 feet (1808.7.1) 

29. Pile caisson and/OT isolated fou ~ation ties arc required by Code Sections l 809.13 and/or 1810.3, 13. 
Exceptions and modification to is n:quirement are provided in Jnfonnation Bulletin P/BC 2002.30, 

30. Pile and/or caisson shafts shaJI e designed for a lateral load of 1000 pounds per linear foot of shaft 
exposed to fill, soil and weath ed bedrock. (P/BC 2008-SO) 

31. The design passive pressure sh 11 be neglected for a portion of the pile with a set back distance 

(horizontal set back) less than 1ve feet from fill. soil or weathere~ -~~~r~~k1 c~n~!c~. ~!~~E$.J.Egj:E A 
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competent hedrnck. ·/ 

32. 

33. 

34. 

35. 

36. 

37. 

38. 

39. 

40. 

41. 

42. 

43. 

44. 

45. 

Ex isling uncertifit:d fill s~all not be used for latcra J support of deep foundation. { 1810 2.1 ) 

\Vhen water over 3 inches~n depth is present in drilled pile holes. a concrete mix with a·strength of 
I 000 p.s .i. over 1he design !p.s. i. shall be tremi ed from the bottom up; an admixture that reduces the 
problem of segregation ofj,paste/nggregales and dilution of paste shall be included. ( 1 808 .8.3) 

Slab on uncertified fill shj/1 be designed as a structural slab. (701 U) 

Concrete floor slabs pl aced on expansive soil slial ! be pl aced on a 4,inch fill of coarse aggregate or 
on a moisture bani er memijranc. The slabs shall be at least 3 :I., inches thick and shall be reinforced 
with Va-inch diameter (#4) ~inforcing bars spaced maximum of 16 inches on center each way. Slabs 
placed on approved compa,ted fi !I shall be at least 4 inches thick and shall be reinforced with V,-inch 
diameter (#4) reinforcing ~ars spaced maximum of 16 inches on center each way. Vapor barriers 
shall be utilized as recommtndcd. 

The seismic design shall b based on a Site Class C as recommended. All other seismic design 
parameters shall be review d by LADBS building plan check. 

i 

Retaining wa!Js shall be designed for a minimum loads as specified on page 4 of the November 29, 
2011, referenced report. Al . surcharge loads shall be incorporated into the design. The design of 
soldier pile wall shall comp)w also with "Retaining Wall Soldier Pile Design Summary" attached to 
the current report. Total lateral load on soldier piles shall de determined by multiplying the 

recomm_ended EFP by thel p'le spacing. _ 

A supplemental report shall roe submitted to the Department upon commencement of drilling for 
soldier piles providing info . ation of the depth offill. Nole, 1hat the consultants calculations of the 
lateral forces acting on soldif piles are based on assumed depth of fill in the vicinity of the soldier 
piles walls. A supplemental teport shall address possible revised lateral forces calculations in the 
event the depth of fi!l is larger that assumed in the current rep on. 

Retaining walls at the base J ascending slopes shal I be provided with a minimum freeboard of 12 
inches, as reconunended. j 

The recommended equiv.alen~ fluid pressure (EFP) for the proposed retaining wall shall apply from 
the top of the free board to th~ bottom of the wall footing. 

All retaining walls shall be pr~vided with a standard surface backdrain system and all drainage shall 
be conducted to the street in an accept.able manner nnd in a non-erosive device. (7013.11) 

With the exception ofretainiJ,, walls designed for hydrostatic pressure, all retaining walls shall be, 
provided with a subdrain sys~(m to prevent possible hydrostatic pressure behind the wall. Prior to 
issuance of any pennit, the retaining wall subdrain system recommended in the soil report shall be 
incorporated into the foundati~n plan which shall be reviewed and approved by the soils engineer 
ofrecord. ( 1805 .4) 

Instal!ation of the subdrain syJ~em shall be inspected and approved by the soils engineer of record 
and the City grading/building t5pector. ( l 08.9) 

Basement walls and floors shalllbe waterproofed/damp-proofed with an L.A. City approved "Be Jow
grade" waterproofing/damp-prpofing material with a research report number. (1704.2) 

Prefabricated drainage compottes (Miradrain) (Gcotextiles) may be only used in addition to 
"i '. 

-i ..., -. ,.~. •• =".' ~ .... ~·· 
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t rad it i ona 11 y acrrp1 rd n11:t:l\wd ~ or Jrnming retained e3rl h. 

46. 

47. 

48. 

49. 

50. 

51. 

52. 

53. 

54. 

55. 

56. 

57. 

58. 

59. 

The pool shall be des1gne4 for ei,;pansi\'c soil conditions in accordance with Infonnation Bulletin 
P.'BC 1002-14. I 

The proposed swinuning !al shall be desib'lled for a fre1::standing condition.(l 808.7.3) 

Pool deck drainage shall ~e .collected and conducted to an approved location via a non-erosive 
device. (7013. JO) , 

Pools adjacent to ascendinJ slopes shall be set back from !he toe of the slope a level distance equal 
to one-fourth the vertica 1 h1 ight of the slope, but need not exceed 7. 5 feet (1808.7.3). 

Pool foundations adjacent t* a descending slope steeper than 3H; l V in gradient shall be a minimum 
distance of one-sixth the vertical height of the slope but need not exceed 20 feet measured 
horizontally from the footinr bottom to the face of the slope {l 808. 7.3). 

All deck drainage shall be collected and conducted to an approved location in a non-erosive device. 

(7013. IO) I' 

The structure shall be conne~ted to the public sewer system. (PIBC 2008-27) 

A sump pump and a bedrock~upported back-up di!>JJersal wa JJ 11Te required and are not a part of this 
approval. 

Note: Approval will be codsidercd upon submittal lo the Grading Division of a Request for 
Modification by the applica~ that includes the following: a map showing the final location of the 
sump pump; the proposed location and length of the bedrock-supported back-up dispersal wall; and, 
a professional opinion from ~c consultants that drainage from the dispersal wa_Il will not contribute 
lo any instability, erosion or ~uisance conditions on the descending slope. 

All roof and pad drainage sha~I be conducted to the street in an acceptable manner; water shall not 
be dispersed on to descend in~ slopes without specific approval from the Grading Section and the 
consulting geologist and soils; engineer. (7013.10) · 

All concentrated.drainage shJ\1 be conducted in an approved deviceuid disposed ofin a manner 

approved by the LADBS. {70~3.10) 

Any reconunendations prepa ed by the geologist and/or the soils engineer for correction of 
geological hazards found d ing grading shall be submitted to the Grading Division of the 
Department for approval prior(o utilization in the field. (7008.3) 

The geologist and soi ls engineer shall inspect e.11 excavations to determine that conditions anticipated 
io the report have been encounlered and lo provide recommendations for the correction of hazards 
found during grading. (7008 ,

1

1704.7) 

All friction pile or caisson ~llling llnd installation shall be performed under the continuous 
inspection and approval ofthe ~eologist and soils engineer. The geologist shall indicate the dis1ance 
that friction piles or caissons p~netrnfe into competent bedrock in a written field memorandum to 
the City Building Inspector. (1 $03 .5.5, 1704.9) 

Prior to the pouring of concret~l a representative of the consulting soils engineer shall inspect and 
approve the footing excavation$. He shall post a notice on the job site far the LADES Building 
Inspector and the Contractor sdting that the work so inspected meets the condi1ions of the report, 

11 . ,·'. , ,-. ' . C, • ''· CERTIF,!EO TO BE: A 
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I 
\. .... 

but. that no concrete sh II he poured unlll 1he City Jluild1ng lnspet:lor has also msi1ec1ed and 
appro,·ed the footing ex ;mitions. A written certifica1ion lo 1his eff.::ct shall be filed wi1h die 
Grading Di, ~sion of thr epartment upon comp Jet ion of the work. ( l 08. 9 & 7008 .2) 

60. Prio1 to e.ic.ca\'lllion. an i itial inspection shall be called with LADBS Inspector al which time 
sequence of shoring, prot ction fences and dust and traffic control will be scheduled. ( I08.9J} 

6 J • Installation of shoring exc vations shall be performed under the continuous inspection and appro,·al 
of the soils engineer and eputy grading inspector. (1704.7) 

62. Prior to the placing of com acted fi U, a representative of the soils engineer shall inspect and approve 
the bottom excavations. shall post a notice on the job site for the City Grading lnspeclor and the 
Contractor stating that the poil inspected meets the conditions of the report, but that no fiU shaU be 
placed until the LAD BS ading Inspector has also inspected and approved the bottom excavations. 
A written certificalion to t is effect shall be included in the final compaction report filed with the 
Grading Division of the D partment. A11 fiJJ shall be placed under the inspection and approval of 
the soils engineer. A co paction report together with the approved soil report and Department 
approval letter shall be sub ·tted to the Grading Division orthe Deparbnent upon completion of the 
compaction. In addition, n Engineer's Certificate of Compliance with the legal description as 
indicated in the grading pc ·1 and the pcnnit number shaU be included. (7011.3) 

63. No footing/slab shall be 
Grading Division of the D 

ured until the compaction 11 ort is s1itted and approved by the 
artment. : 

I I I ~h11 ~ "10·~·-'71 
MFFREY "'f. WILSON 
Engineering Geologist I 

ITW/ATS:jtw/ats 
Log No. 73916.02 
2 J 3--4 82-0480 

cc: K.imberlina Whetta.m & Ass ciates, Applicant 
Calwe.st Geotechnical, Proj l Consultant 
Mountain Geology, Project onsultant 
WLA District Office 

/ IL L---i_ 
. ~p1I{0WSK1 

c jrfineerD 

~ ........... 't , .. ,. ,.·. 1i ·"II , ... ~ ,• .• ' 
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~01 N Strada Vecchia Road 

• 
Application : 11010 - 10000 - 00788 
Plan Check #: Bl ILA03 785 Printed: 04/20/l 5 08:26 AM 

Event Code: 

1,,-,.-- 1 g-New GREEN - MANDATORY City of ~os Angeles - Department of Building and Safety Issued on: 04/05/2012 
i _ 2 Family Dwelling 

APPLldATION FOR BUILDING PERMIT Last Status: Pemlit Revoked 
Regular Plan Check 
Plan Check AND ERTIFICATE OF OCCUPANCY Status Date: 09/10/2014 

.L ll\.;!&I. ~ UWi.l ! AU ,a1l1!ill'.Wl!Bl,l!li. PARCEi, m Ii W'lS. jQ l. .llollHSSQB U,Btil,li 
BEL·AIR LTI 232 MB 113-9/17 (SHTS 6-14144Bl53 713 4370 • 022 • 014 
BEL·AIR LTl 

l 
206 MB 113-9/17 (SHTS 6-14 J44Bl 53 739 4370 - 023 • 024 

[ 

.l. l:~BCl:11 m1:D.BM6IIQI! 1 
Alea Planning Commission· West Los Angeles Census !act . 2621.00 Hillside Ordinance· YES 
LADBS Branch Office • WLA District ap-144Bl53 Earthquake-Induced Landslide Area - Yes 
Coll!lcil District • S Energy ne • 9 Lot Cut Date· OS/I8J19S1 
Certified Neighborhood Cowicil • Bel Air· Beverly Cres! Fire Dist ict- VHFHSZ Near Source Zone Distance • 0 
Ccrnmunity Plan Area· Bel Air· Beverly Crest Hillside 4 ·irading Area· YES Thomas Brothers Map Grid - S92-A6 

Z01""ES(S): RE20· l-H 

&IH!tJEm 
CPC • CPC-1984·829-GPC ORD-ORD-132416 

ORD - ORD-l 67S64-SA3 l 40 -
HLSAREA • Yes I CPC - CPC-l 8760 

£ cm;gg III tTEM5 '•k• Jo,peot - Fl old Woldln1 Special Inspect - Anchor Bolts S pc cial Inspect • Structural Obscrv atfon 
Special Inspect• Concrete>2.Sbi Sp ial Inspect· Grade Beam/Caisson Fabric a tor Rcqd • Pree ast Concrete Pan el 
Special Inspect· Epoxy Belts Sp, ial Inspect -HIS Bolt Fabric a tor Reqd - Structural Steel 

§.lBQPEBD' QWNIB D?Wa. fJ'PLICW OOJlRMAUQN 1 Ownei{s): 
SYNTRA WVA LLC 11350 ~OM HILLS RD NO 700 FAIRFAX VA 22030 
SYNTRA WVALLC l 1350 RAN OM HILLS RD NO 700 FAIRFAX VA 22030 
Tenant --

Applic1111t (Rel ations.wp: Agent for Ow.lier) l 
• KIMBERLlNA WHETIAM & ASSOC!/ 2284S VEN'l URA BLVD.# S2l WOODLAND HILLS, CA 91364 (818) 427-2154 

.t. J;YT~flN'G IJU 2B!ll:Q&EI! :un;. L PESCRIJ"DWSID:WQRK 
(01) Dwelling • Single Family NEW 2-STORY SFD W/ HABIT ABLE BASEMENT & 6-CAR GARAGE. TYPE V-B 
(07) Gar age - Private j CONSTRUCTION WITH AUTOMATIC FIRE SPRIKELR S"JSTEM PROVIDED 
(23) Recreation Roomj (INSTALLED UNDER SEPARATE PERMI'l). ATTACHED WALKA Y/BRIDGE AT 

ENTRANCE OF BLDG. PROJECTED water featucr OFF SECOND STORY AT REAR of 

2. ~ l!llln 1111 &lit 6.IIK: 1 OF 3, T. V. = $3,200,000 ii F.or inspectioo requests, t-al l toll-he (88 8) LA4BUll,D (52 4-2845). 

-ll. A22I.U:6lmri 2BPCl55lll'G WWIWIKIIS -
BLDG.PC By: Albert Servin DASf By: 
OK for Cashier: Albert Servin Coor OK: 

' Signature: Date: 

1. 2BQU&T VALUA.JmN 6. fEE INf PB-"rY,1JQ1£ FilW Fee Period 
11:rmit Val!!@tign: $2, 700,000 

1NAL TOTAL Bldg-New 
'e 11J1lt Fee Subtotal Bldg-New 
inergy Surcharge 
:lectrical 
!VAC 
lumbmg 
Ian Check Subtotal Bldg-New 
:ff-hour Plan Check 
Ian Maintenance 
:re Hydrant Refuse-To-Pay 
Q. Inslnmlentation 

•ligation-CE 
_ . Surcharge 

,werCap ID: 

Al76£BMINT§ 
mer-Builder Declaration 
,tPlan 

PCVaJu!!liO!l' 

87,848.13 Sys. Surcharge ~ 
I 0,33 8.00 Planning Surcharge 

Planning SurchargL Misc Fee 
2,687.88 Planning Gen Plan_ aint SurcliarE 
l,'43.94 Sobool n;,t,;e1 Rld,.t1• Lovol: 
2,687.88 Dwelling Unit Co truction Tax 

0.00 Residential Develo mentT&X 
0.00 CA Bldg Std Co,ssion Surchar 

206.76 GreenBuilding · 
PeJmit Issuing Fee i 

270.00 j 

20,676.00 [ 
764.21 -

Total Bon«s) Due: j 

Oulside LA County, call (2 l 3) 482-0 000 or request .iospeotioos Via 
WWW Ja dbs.org, To speak to a Call Center agen~ call 311. Outs.ide 
LA Comity, call (213) 4 73-3231. 

For Cashier's Use Only W/0 #: 11000788 

2,292.63 
632.69 

10.00 Permit Revoked 316.34 
4S,013.80 

200.00 
300.00 
108.00 

0.00 

!11111!111~11111111111!'1111~1 fillll 11~11~ II 11111 li~II ~111110 ~ii Iii 
* P 1 l O 1 0 l O O O O O O 7 a 8 f H * 
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·~ ·.:.·--.J--------------1 
1iL SIBUCTI,1JE JNYENIQ:BY (Nat-e: Numi:ri~ measuremtot tb• rorm,1 "numb,r / 0111llb1t" impli1$ ",baog, fo oum,ric valuo / to :,Jtiog num•ri, ~a1u,') 11 OJ O R 10000 - 00788 
(P) Basement (ZC): + l Levels / l Levels (P) U qpcc. Group: ..-645 Sqft / 645 Sqft (P) Wall Construction • Concrete 

(P) Patking Req'd for Bldg (Auto+Bicycle): +5 Stalls/ 5: (P) Wall Construction· Metal Stud (P) Floor Area (ZC): + 11310 Sqft / I 1310 Sqft 
(P) Height {BC): +36 Feet / 36 Feet (P) Prtded Standard for Bldg: +6 Stalls/ 6 Stalls 
{P) Height (ZC): + 36 Feet/ 36 Feet (P) To_ Provided Parking for Site:+6 Stalls/ 6 Stalls 

,,.. -.ength: +156 Feet/ 156 Feet (P) TyJ?e V-B Construction 
1 Jtories: + 2 Stories / 2 Stories (P) Flo lr Construction· Concrete Slab on Grade 

(l') Width: +75 Feet/ 75 Feet (P) Fol ndation • Concrete Grade Beam 
(P) Dwelling Unit: + l Units / l Units (P)Fo1 pdation - Concrete Pile 
(P) NFPA-l3D Fire Sprinklers Tluu-out {P) Fou )ldation • Continuous Footing 
(P) R3 0cc. Group: +12368 Sqft / 12368 Sqft (P) Roe "Construction • Concrete Deck 

-
lL dPEPCt\IJQN CQMMENlJ, · 
•• Approved Seismic Gas Shut-Off Valve may be requiml. '"site is Im th160,000 !if. 30-day notice sent 002-14-12 to acljoining 

I 
propem es per tracldns number 898 ?-6425-8079 ( 633 w. 5th st), 8987,.6425· _ 57 (94 0 strada vecchia), 8987 -6425 •80611 (2 08 s. la aalle st) 

U. 1Hm.J2UfG 1il'1C6DII EBID:I; 

1t CQNJBACTO& ABGUJ11ct.4 ENGJNEtB NAME 
(El KHA TCHADOURIAN, VICKEN 
{E) LISTON, LEONARD IRVIN 
{E) PATEL, RAJESH MANUBHAI 
(G) HOLT, JACOB WlLLlAM 
(O) OWNER·BUil,DER 

1 . 
I 

.,;.mmw. I; 
1221 N CED~ ST, 
889 PIERCE fil STE 101, 
4201 SCAND WAY, 
SlS8 COCHMN ST, 

II 
-

11 

I 
!: 

11 

1 

I 
j 

-

I 
< 

GLENDALE, CA 92107 
TIJOUSAND OAKS, CA 91 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90055 
SIMI VALLEY, CA 93053 

!J.iili LlaNUli 
S3l4l 
C31902 
C21957 
EG2282 
0 

I 
~I. 
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BOAlll)OF 
BUILDING AND SAFETY 

COMMJSSIONERS 

HELENA JUBANY 
Pl!iSIDlilff 

MARSH,\ L BROWN 
VICE_,llliSIDBff 

VAN AMBATIELOS 
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SEPAND SAMZADEH 
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1 CITY OF Los ANGELES 
j . .CALIFORNIA 

t ~ -

I 
l 
1 

-
[ 

ANTONIO R. W.LARAIGOSA 
MAYOR 

iNSPECTION BUREAU 
. I 

ISSUE DAT£: Septe~ber 1ot 2012 
f 

ROBERT R. "SUO" OVROM 
GelEIW. IMHAGP 

AA YMOHD S. CHAN, C.£., S.E 
EJIECUTM OFFiclll 

SYNTRA WV A I.LC j ORDER NO: B009101J..!>54 
11350 Random 8111s Rd.#700j1 APN: 4370022014 
Fairfax, VA. 22030 j 
USA j 

. -

.oRtDER TO COMPLY 
VioJation Address: 901 N. Strada Vecchia Road 

li 
Compliance Date: September 1 t, .W12 

. I 
An inspection of the property art jhe above job address on August 17, 2012 revealed rhat tbe 

requirements of the soils/geologic teJorts by Calwtst OcotecbnicaJ and approved by Department 
approval letter dated February 7, fV12 log# 73916-02 were not being followed. Corrections were 
issued for violations at time of ~on and given to contractor on site. 
Non-confonning vertical cuts •; the southern property line have been made thus removing 

JateraJ support &om adjacent pro • es that are Ull5hored and in violation of Sections. 
. 91.3301.2.3.1, 91,106.3.3.2 and 91.'7010.2 LA.M.C. 

~allow up inspect.ions made on A,~,t 24, 2012 &. September 4, 2012 reveaJod violations still 
e,i:1sted. · l 
Therefore you are hereby ordered to ~mply with the following requirements of the Los An.seles 
Municipal Code (LAMC) and other l~ws on or before September 17, 2012 

[ 

l )Stop all work on the excavation at lbe above job address accept that work which will be 
requjred to restore lateral support to ~ adjacent propeny to the south under the guidance of the 
soilsfseotechnical engineer of re~.

1 
Pl,104.2.4; 91.3301, 91, '7~05.8.J L.A.M.C, 

2) Trim back all vertical cuts exceed ins S'~ON to a grade not exceeclina I: 1 as required in 
department approval letter and provid~i shoring to st;.bilize the unsupponed excavation along 
south property line. · 11 91.3301, 91.3301.2.3.2 L.A.M.C. 

II 
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Non.Compliance Fee Warning: II 

Jn addition to the C.VJ.F. noted ~bove, a proposed Non·Compliance fee of $1000.00 may be 
imposed for faiJure to comply within 15 days after the Compliance Date specified in the Order or 
unles~ an appeal or request for slig~t modification is filed within J 5 days of the Compliance Date 
(Section 98.04-1 l(a) L.A.M.C.). ; 

I 
lf an appeal or request for slight mqdification is not filed within 15 days oftbe Complia~ce Date 
or e.itensio~. granted therefrom, ilib detennination of the Department _to impose and collect a 
Non-Compliance Fee sliaU be final (Section 98.041 l LA.MC.). · 

II 
Note: Failure to pay the Non-Coqipliance fee within 30 days after the date of mailing the 
invoice, may result in a late charge ~'f two times the Non·Compliance Fee plus a 50% collection 
fee, for a total of $2500.00. Any pc:r$0ll who fail$ to pay the fee, late charge and coJJection fee, 
shall also pay interest from the 60111 d~y after the date of mailing of th is invoice. Interest shall be 
calculated at the rate of l % per inon~i(Section 98.-0411 ( c) L.A.MC.). 

Investigation Fee Wan:iing: II 

Whenever any work has been comm;nced without authorization by a permit or application of 
jnspection which viola~ provisi_o~s ~f _the L.A.M.C. and if no ?rd~ h~ be_erl issued by the 
Department or a court oflaw requmng $8.ld worlc to proceed, a special investigation shall be made 
prior to the issuance of any pennit, license or application for inSJ)l:ction (Section 98.D402(a) 
L.A.M.C.). 

I 

Note: An fovesti~ation Fee shall be do~b/e the amount charged for an application for inspection, 
license or pennit fef;, shall be collected on each pennit, license or eppJication for inspection so 
investigated, Jn no event shall the Jnvftigation Fee be less than S400.00 (Section 98.0402(a) 
LA.M.C.). 

I 
Penalty Warnjng: · j1 
Any person who violates or causes or pennits another person to violate any provision of the 
L.A.M.C. is guilty of misdemeanor which is punithable bye fine or not more than Sl,000.00 
and/or six (6) months imprisonment for e~ch violation (Section 11.00 (m) L.A.M.C.). . 

II 
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Appeal Procedures: 
TI1ere is an appeal proctdu established in this City whereby the Department of Building and 
Safely and rh~ Board of B iJding and Safety Commissionm have the authority to hear and 
detamincf err or abuse of iscretion, or ,cquests for slight modification of the requirements 
contained in this Order ,vb appropriate fees have been paid (Section 98.0403.J and 98.0403.2 
L.A.M.C.) 

If you have any questions or uire any additimal information. please feel free to contact me at 
die phone number below. 

lnspector: Brian Olson Date: 9/10/2012 
Gradina Division 
J 1620 Wilshire Bl. #J JOO 
Los Angeles., CA. 90025 
310-9]+3936 
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
II . 
-

DBPARTMENTOF \ 
BUILDING AND SAFETY~ 

1 

' . i 
Syntra WV A, LLC C/0 Jam ' T. Zelloe 

t 

11350 Random Hills Rd. # ,oJ 
Fairfax , VA. 22030 

GRADING 
TNSPECTION 

1 
Your attention is directed to Order to c~-~y, #B009 l OJ 2-954 dated September l 0, 2012 which was issued 
by the Grading Djvision. The date for mpliance is Sepetember 14.,2012 

On September 28, 2012 the order will , orwarded to the Investigations Division for legal enfo~ent and 
to the Financial Senrices Section for coJJ _ction process.Ing. The assessment of 1he noncompliance fee does 
not stop the Department from proceedina with legal enforcement of any order nor :from collection of any 
other fee(s) specified elsewhere in the Losil'\ngeles Municipal Code. Payment of the noncompliance fee does 
not exempt ey cited owner from complimice with the provisions of the Los Angeles Building Code nor from 
any penalty prescribed by Jaw~ 1 

-
H you fail to compJy with that order~ within 1S days of September 17, .2012 or any extension 
granted by the Department prior to tfaat date, you may then be subject to a Non-Compliance 
Fee. L.A.M.C Section 98.0411 [ 

!fa non compliance fee is imposed, aJ invoice will be sent to you. If the fee is not paid within 
30 days. after the mailing date of the i~voice, the Department shall impose a late charge equal 
to two fim es the non.compliance fee anJ a coUection fee equal to SO perce.n t of the orieinal non. 
compliance fee. Any person who fails ttt pay t.he assessed non•compliance fee, late charge, or 
collection fee shall also pay interest fl om the 60th day alter the date of mailing the notice of 
non.compliance until the date of paym nt. · 

. 1 

You ~ hereby notified of your appeal ri~ts pursuant to L.A.M.C. SEC. 98.0403.2. Please contact 
the Inspector indicated beJ obtain spfcifi in ation regarding your appeaJ rights. 

G~adi~g Inspector Brian Olson ~ . : . Date CA,/ tq/2.Q\1-, 
D1rect: (310} 914·3936 ·11 ... 1 • • .. · - - ~ 
Fax: (3 IO} 914,3865 .,., ,:.; . ~- i : • •. . ' 

( 
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Blfil.DJNG AN[I SAFETY 

drv OF ~i?.f .. ~NGELES -~I. COMMISSIONERS 

HELENA JOBANY 
l'IWIIDEHT 

MARSHAL. BROYVN 
\'ICE.PR!Slll!iHT 

VAN AMSATIELOS 
VICTOR H. CUEVAS 

SEPANO SAMZAD!:H 

I ---~:·· I ANTONIO~~~· ... 

. --- ···1 SPECTIONBUREAU 

ISSUE DA TB: October 31, 201 _ 

901 STRADA U.C 

PEl'ARTMt:lff OF 
BUILDING AND SAFETY 
WI NOA'tH flGUi'IIQ/1 iTilut 

LOS AHGEW, CA 900!2 

ROBERT R. ·euD" OVROM 
Ol!NEAAI. MANAMR 

RAYMOND s. CHAN, C;E .. s.e. 
EKECUTf\lE OFFlctll 

C/0 Jarnes T, ZeDoe 
910 Xing ST, 

ORDER NO: B0I03l12-954 
APN: 4370022014 

AJe,:andria, VA. 22314,.3019 
USA 

·. ORf ER TO <;OMPLY 
Violation Add.ress: 901 N, Strad1 Vecchia Roaa 

Complinnee Date: November 7, ~012 · 

Th is Order to Comply supersedes ~vious Order to Comply number 
BG009Cll STRADAVECCHUAO fated March 7, 2012. 

. -

An inspection of the property at;· e above job address on August 17, 2012 revealed that the 
requiren1ents of the soils/geologic . ports by Calwest Geotechnical and approved by Department 
approval letter dated February 7, 2 12 log# 73916-02 were not being followed. Correction 
notice # l S255180 was issued for v~Jations at time of inspection on August 201 2012 an~ given 
to contra.ctor on site. II 

Non-confonning vertical cuts along the southem property line have been made thus removing 
lateral support from adjacent properties that are un shored and in violation of Sections. 
·- __ . ·-·- _ .. __ . _ . j 91.3301.2.3.li 91.106.3.3.2 and 91. 1010.2 LA.M.c. 

Follow up inspections made on Aul' ust 23, 2012, September 4 1 13 &28/ 2012 revealed 
vioJatior..s stiJI existed. · 

Therefore you are hereby ordered to qomply with the folJowing requirements of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code (LAMC) and other Jtws on or before November 71 2012 . 

J)Stop all work on the excavation at ~e above job address accept that work which will be 
required to restore lateral support to ~e adjacent property to the south under the guidance of the 
soils/gec,technical engineer of record. II 91.J 04.2.4; '9J.330lt !>1. 7005,8.1 L.A.M.C. 

! 
~ M 1:n11~1 1:UP!lVMl=NT ni=iPn~T1 l/\llTY' , AFFIRMATI\IF Ar'mnt.l FMPI nVFR 

li 

80

0048

Case 2:21-bk-10335-BB    Doc 105-3    Filed 06/28/21    Entered 06/28/21 19:04:01    Desc
Exhibit C    Page 27 of 170



{fa9.a 3 of ~) 

r-1 
( 1 .. .i 

I'.!:) 

~'"' 1,~ 
~,d 

j,..i> 

1,11 
r,; 
i:O 
1 .. .t 
l'•J 
1,11 

,1:D 
J:t1 
I~) 
~.~ 

~-

2) Trim lw:k all vricol cu1s lina 5'.0' It> a pde no1 .. ocodlng l:I u n,quirod in 
departrr.ent approval Jetter and pA.:>vide shoring to stabilize the unsupported excavation along 1he 
south pl'operty line. ~ 91.3301, 91.3301.2.3.2 L.A.M.C. 

t ; 

3) Impfoment recommendations !approved soils/geotechnicaJ reports and approved plans or 
Submit revised recommendations :relating to conditions differing from the department's approval 
Jetter to the Grading Department or review. 91,106.3,2,6, 91 .lOfi.3.3.2, 91.108.10 LA.M.C, 

4) Submit erosion control plans t ! the Department of Building and Safely or the Department of 
Public WorJcs, Bureau ofBnginee 'ng and after approval install the.temporary erosion control 
devices in accordance with the· pproved plans. 91.101.3, 91.700S.8, 91.7007.1 i..A.M.C, 

S)Do net resume work until inspe tion has been requested and performed by the authorized 
representative ofthe department. 91,108.3; 91.108.9.1 L.A.M.C, 

DESCRIPTION OF VIOLATIO~ AND L.A.M.,C. SECTION(S) 

Non-Compliance Fee Warning: 
In addit.on to the C.V.I.F. noted a, ove, a proposed Non-Compliance fee. of $1000.00. may be 
imposed for failure to comply withi~ IS days after the Compliance Date specified in the Order or 
unless an appeal or request for slig1· modification is filed within 15 days of the Compliance Date 
(Seel ion 98.04 J l (a) L.A.M.C.). . 

If an ap11eal or request for slight m ification is not filed within IS days of the Compliance Date 
or exte.nsions granted therefrom, th, detennination of the D'epartment to impose and collect a 
Non-Coinpliance Fee shall be final (Section 98.0411 L.AM.C.). 

Note: Failure to pay the Non-Co111pliance fee within 30 days after the date of mailing the 
invoice, may result in a late charge i- two times the Non-Compliance Fee plus a 50% collection 
fee, for a total of $2500.00. Any pe . on who fails to pay the fee, late charge and coJJection fee, 
shall als1, pay interest from the 60111 ay after the date of mailing of this invoice. Interest shall be 
calculated al the rate of l % per moot _ {Section 98.04 l l ( c) L.A.M.C.). 

' 
Investigation Fee Warniag: . 
Whenever any work has been com ,enced without authorization by a permit or application of 
inspeclicin which violates provisions i of !he L.A.M .C. and if no order has been issued by the 
Department or a court of law requirin said work to proceed, a special inves1igation shall be made 
prior to the issuance of any permit, lie;ense or application for inspection (Section 9S.0402(a) 
L.A.M.C.). 

,( 
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(Pave 4 OJ' 4) 

Note: An Investigation Fees alJ be double the amount charged for an application for inspection, 
license or pennit fee. shall be collected on each pennit, license or application for inspection so 
investigated. In no event shal the Investigation Fee be Jess than $400.00 (Section 98.0402(a) 
L.A.M.C.). . 

Penalty Waming: 
Any pel'.son who violates !Jr !, uses or permits another person to violate any provision of the 
L.A.M.C. is guilty of misdem :anor which is punishable by a fine or not more than Sl,000.00 
and/or s::x (6) months impriso ent for each violation (Section J J.00 (m) LA.M:C,). 

Sub.slandard Warning: 
Failure to comply with the abo 'by the specified date wm result in a 11Certificate of Substandard 
Condition" being recorded wi L the Office of the County Recorder in accordance with Section 
91.700S.7 L.A.M.C. and institu g action to revoke the Certificate of Occupancy for the building 
under provisions in Section 91.109.6 LA.M.C. 

Appeal Procedures: 
There is an appeal procedure e bJished in this City whereby ~e Department of Building and 
Safety and the Board of Buil g and Safety Commissioners have the authority to hear and 
detennir1e en- or abuse of disc lion, or requests for slight modification of the requirements 
contained in this Order when a ropriate fees laave been paid (Section 98.0403.l and 98.0403.2 
L.A.M.C:.) 

! 
I 

If you have any questions or req ire any additional inform~tion. please feel free to contact me at 
the phone number below. 

Inspector: Brian Olson1_..1......s~4 =:::.....:S:::~~~==::=:::.__ Date: l 0/3 I/l012 
Grad ins. Division 
J 1620 Wilshire Bl. 11100. 
Los Angeles. CA. 9002S 
310-t14--3936 
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IIOAR::>OF 
BUILDING AND SAFETY 

COMMISSIONERS 

HELENA JUBANY 
PRESIDENT 

VAN AMBAT!ELOS 

E, FELICIA BRANNON 
VICTOR H. CUEVAS 
SEPANO SAMZADEH 

C1TY OF ·Los ANGELES 
CALIFORNIA 

I. 
MAYO~ 

PEPAIITMfNT OF 
BUILDING AND SAFETY 
20 \ NOR TM F IGUf ROA ST Rf ET 

LOS ANGELES. CA !0012 

ROBl':RT ft ·euo· OVROM 

RAYMOND S. CHAN. C, E . S E 
E.Xe c1.1rn,1: OFFICER 

ii ANTONIO R. Vf~LARA!GOSA 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS REPORT APPROVAL LETTER 
January 3 l, 2013 

Bel Air Highland LLC 
11301 W. Olympic Blvd., #537 
Los Angelest CA 90064 

-

TRACT: Bel Air (MPJI 13~9/17) 

LOG# 79409 
SOILS/GEOLOGY FILE ~ 2 
LAN 

LOT(S): PT LT 1 (arI,;.232) 
LOCATION: 901 N, Strad! Vecchia Road 

! 

CURRENT REFERENCE RE'ORT DATE(S) OF 
REP OR t/LETTER(S) No.r DOCUMENT PREPARED BY 
Geology/Soils Report :aifos: 01/08/2013 Sassan Geosciences, Inc, 

PREVIOUS REFERENCE REPfRT DATE(S) OF 
REPORT/LETTER(S) No.! DOCUMENT PREPARED BY 
Dept. Correction Notice 1561097 01/08/2013 LADBS ~ Inspection 
Dept. Approval Letter 7902 11/21/2012 LADBS 
Responsibility Letter 2BE1091 06/29/2012 Sassan Geosciences1 Inc. 
Dept. Approval Letter 7391 -02 02/07/2012 LADBS 
Soils Report 52761 ll/29/2011 Calwest Geotechnical 
Geology· Report JH79 9 1 I/18/2011 Mountain Geology 
Request for Modification 2041l 01/18/2012 LADBS - Grading 
Dept. Correction Letter 7391 ~01 09/28/2011 LADBS - Grading 
Soils Report 5276 J 08/01/2011 Calwest Geotechnical 
Geology/Soils Report JH79 :9 07/21/2011 Mountain Geology, lnc. 
Dept. Correction Letter 73916J 06/14/2011 LADBS - Grading 
Soils Report ~;~sf 04/20/2011 Calwest Geotecbnical 
Geology Report 04/18/2011 Mountain Geology 
Dept. Approval Letter 63110 2 09/11/2008 LADBS - Grading 
Geology Report JH678 08/13/2008 Mountain Geology, Inc. 
Soils Report 4997 ; 08/04/2008 Calwest Geotechnical 
Dept Correction ~etter 63110-bl ·07/22/2008 LADBS - Grading 
Soils Report 4997 II OS/29/2008 Cal west Geotecbnical 
Geology Report JH6781 05/28/2008 Mountain Geology, Inc. 
Dept. Correction Letter 63110 I 05/IS/2008 LADBS- Grading 
Soils Report 4997 : 02/DS/2008 Calwest Geotechn.ical 
Geology Report ffi6785j 01/07/2008 Mountain Geology, Inc. 

-

LAOBS G-5 {Rev. 12/WW\2) 
CERTIFIED TO BE A 

~ By6~1y· 
Dale -S~-/1 
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J Page2 
901 N. Strada Vecchia Road 1 

The Grading Division of the De.dartment of Building and Safety has reviewed the referenced report 
dated January B, 2013, providing updated recommendations addressing the nonconforming 
excavation at the subject that res~! ted in a Correction Notice being issued by the Department as part 
of the construction for the previously Department approved pile supported new single family 
residence wjth basement, sv. · g pool1 pool deck1 water features, and retaining walls in a letter 
dated February 7, 2012 Log #73 9 6-02. The existing excavation is approximately 16 feet in vertical 
height w:ith a 2{H): l (V) gradient lope above. 

The Department previously condiqonally approved the above referenced report dated June 29, 2012, 
for the change of consultant in a !~tter dated November 2 l , 2012, Log #79022. 

The referenced report dated Janl. 8, 2013t is acceptable, provided the following conditions are 
complied with during site develop· ent 

. . 

(Note: Numbers in parenthesis () r I er to applicable sections of the 2011 City of LA B uildi.ng Code. 
P /BC numbers ref er the applicable fn!ormation Bulletin. Information Bulletins can be accessed on 
the internet at LADBS.ORG.) i · 

l . The Department Approval tjetter dated February 7, 2012, Log # 73 9 l 6-02, remains in effect 
unless specifically revised .qerein. 

Ii 
2. The temporary excavation qi approximately J 6 feet vertical with a 2(H): l (V) slope may 

remain as is during construclion, as recommended. 

3. A registered grading deputyj inspector approved by and responsible to the geotecbrucal 
engineer shall be required to provide continuous inspection until completion of the proposed 
retaining wall, as recommen1ed. (1704. 7) 

Jv~~/~;Jt~ ,:rr;~YT. WILSON 
Engineering Geologist I 

ITW!PC:jtw/pc 
Log No. 79409 
213-482~0480 

' 

l .~-· Lr~c.. -~~ __:..~·: 
/' PASCAL CHAI.LITA 

Geotecbn.ical Engineer II 

cc: Sassan Geosciences, Inc., Proj~rt Consultant 
WLA District Office l 

\ 
~ 
l! 

I 
t 

'I, •I" 11 •I 'I•~ '' ,, , '•, ~ I ' 1•''1, 

CERTIFIED TO BEA 

ay .Ya,.~ .. 
~ldg. & Safely 

Date. I .l ;.S.: ! ] ..... . 
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J CITY OF LOS A ELES 
DEPARTMENT OF BUILDI 'G AND SAFETY 

Grading Sect, n 

• 
I 1/V'"' L-

Districl 

APPLICATION FOR REVIE OF TECHNICAL REPORTS AND IMPORT-EXPORT ROUTES 
INSTRUCTIONS 

A. Address all communications to the Grad ng Section, LADBS, 201 N. Figueroa St., 3rd Fl., Los Angeles, CA 90012 
Telephone No. (2 I 3)482-0480. 

B. Submit 3 copies (4 for fault study zone) pf reports and 3 copies of application with items "I" through .. 10" completed. 
C. Check should be made to the Ci of os An eles. 

2. PROJECT ADDRESS: 
901 N. Strada Vecchia Road, Los Angeles 

1. LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
Tract .. f?~l~lrJMf..11~~(1.7-1. _____ . a 
Block __ I·---···-·- d,ots 1(arb-2 2} _·-·---- 4• APPLICANT .... __ SA~~~.NJ3.~D.~(:ief'!ces,.1r:!G,. ___ _ 

3. 0 WN ER St r~~a .~L.C. ___ ... ---· ·---· .. _ -· ··- ·- -·- _ Address 1_2~q .~<?rt~. ~a~e Av!Jn.l:J~! Sui!~ 2q4 __ . 
Address_ 901 N. Strada Vecchia Roa ... City Pass.den~. CA. Zip 91194·2.869 
City Los Angeles Zip 90077 Phone 
Phone (Daytime) __ _j661} 373-198;..;.1__. _____ _ (Daytime) .<~~6)3~~~1~!9 _.fax_ (~~~) 3~~~~820 

5. Report(s) Prepared by: SASSAN Geo ciences, Inc. 6, Report Date(s}: 01,08,2013 

7. Status of project: D Proposed . rlJ Under Construction D Stonn Damage 
8. Previous site reports? Yes if yes, ive date(s) of report(s) and name of company who prepared report(s) 

....... See..El'lcfasure$._ _ ___ ····----- .. 1 ..... ____ ----·· ___ --·-··· --·· ...... ___ .... _ _ .. _ .... 

9. Previous Department.actions?-'""· ... ·-·. if yes, provide dates and attach a copy to expedite processing. 
Dates·-··-----··---·-·------·· · · ------ ··-··· ....... __ ............. --.. ---· ·-- .. , ...... - .... !J.-·-··· --·······--··· ....,-7- .. ' .-.--

Position: ... ·, c' · 
PARTMENT USE ONLY) 

D Other (Cashier Use Only) 

ACTION BY: 

THE REPORT JS: 0 NOT APPROVE · · 

0 APPROVED WITH CONDITIONS S E: 0 BELOW O ATTACHED 

--·----·---Fo;Oeo-,o-:IO'_, ______ . -------·Da'-,e---.. i : :· . 
.... . . . 

ForSo/1:r Date ______ , ________ _ 
----'---f.------· CERTIFIED TO BE A 

. j!i~COPY 
By~~ty' 

0a,, .. ~l§.:IJ ..... 

---.. ----------------11----· 
DISTRIBUTION: 0Soil Engr OBoard Files 
D Owner CJ Geologist OTract File 
DApplir: 
D ju',_&. 

Inspection: 
OLA DWLA OBI 

VN CJ SP/WLA O BMJ 

PC/GRAOIApp.21 (rev. 712005) www.ladbs.org 

.2 ~281 s:s7 s~s ,. r.'t ~ r."11 
~ .. _. -- .. _ .. 
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IIOAROOF_ 
BUILDING AND SAFETY 

COM MISSIONERS 

HELENA JUBANY 
PRESIDENT 

VAN AMBATIELOS 
\llCE -PR.ES IOE HT 

E. FELICIA BRANNON 
VICTOR H. CUEVAS 

GEORGE HOVAGUIMIAN 

ISSUE DA TE: March 19, 2014 

- 901 STRADALLC 
C/0 James T. Zelloe 
910King St. 
Alexandria, VA 22314-3019 

Cl y OF Los ANGELES 
CALIFORNIA 

ERIC GARCETit 
MAYOR 

0 

IN- PECTION BUREAU 

ORDER NO: B00319I4-954 
APNi 4370022014 

ER TO COMPLY 

Violation Address: 901 N. Strada Vecchia . oad 

Com plia nee Date: April 19, 2014 

DEPAR™ENTOF 

BUILDING AND SAFETY 
201 NDRTli f!GUEROA STREET 

lDS ANGELES, CA 90012 

RAYMOND S. CHAN, C.E., S.E. 
SUPERINTENDENT Of BU 11. DING 

fHTER/M GENEFW. MANAGER 

An inspection of the site referenced above 011 Ma re hl I, 20 I 4 and revealed unsecured open excavations, stock piling 
of soils and retaining walls constructed ofuna proved materials on slopes. In addition grading, excavating and the stock 
piling of materials and debris on the adjacent roperties without the required written consent from the owner. 
The afore mentioned conditions affects the p otection of life and limb in addition to the safety and stability of 

adjacent properties and must be corrected in onformance with the Los Angeles Municipal Code, (LAMC), as 
described herein. 

Therefore you are hereby ordered to com' ly with the following requirements of the Los Angeles Municipal 

Code (LAMC) and other Jaws on or before, pril 19, 2014 
I 
I 

l)You are hereby ordered to STOP WORK op alJ further construction of unapproved gravity type retaining walls. 

Grading, stock piling of materials and debris on the adjacent properties, except that work which wiJJ be required to 
remove materials, debris from the adjacent properties and secure the area to a point of safety and stability. 

91,104.2.4 LAMC 

Page I of3 

LAOBS G-5 !Rt•. ,21 1412012) AN EOLIA. EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY, AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER 
86

0054

Case 2:21-bk-10335-BB    Doc 105-3    Filed 06/28/21    Entered 06/28/21 19:04:01    Desc
Exhibit C    Page 33 of 170



!,11 
j',j 

(j 
1 .. o1 

Page 2 of3 

2)0btain the services ofa registered laqd su.rveyor to stake all ~rope~ ~orners, provide refer~nce points at site and 
prepare a survey map of the property 1J: venfy that current gradmg act1v1ty and wall construction does not encroach 
on adjacent properties. Survey shall alsQ contain reference points that clearly shows location of wall tmder 

construction along drive end east proplr line. . 91.108.8 L.A.M.C. 

3)0btam the written consent from the 2
1

; dacent property owner or the owner's authorized representative if excavation 
or rm requires entry onto adjacent pro _ for any reason. The signature on such written consent shall be notarized 
and shall file a copy of said consent witij the department. Jn the event contours on adjacent properties are 
pennanently changed, structures or drai+ge devices are added or modified, and/or the work done requires a grading 
pennit under Section J 06.l.:Z, a separatelJ>ennit shall be required for each such affected adjoining property in 
addition to the consent letter. FurthennoI-, the adjacent owner shall acknowledge his/her consent on plans showillg 
such work. 91, 7006.6 LA.M.C. 

4) Remov(! all gravity type retaining wall) off slopes and grade to a slope as recommended in department approval 
letter dated February 7, 2012 log# 73916~02 under th.e guidance of the geotechnical engineer of record, or Submit 
three(J) topiCJi of a fo.undalion investigat{on report by a registered geotechnical engine.er and engineering geologist 
to the Grading Division for review and approval and, Obtain all required pennits to construct wall(s) in accordan~ 
with the Los Angeles Municipal Code. t: 9 J, 7006.J • SI J. 7006.3.2 , SI l.J 06.J. I, SI J .106, 1.2 L.A.M.C. . .. 

5) Remove all excess excavation spoils o slopes as lo prevent runoff onto adjacent properties. 
i 91.7007, 91.7007.J,91.3306.9, 91.3307 LAMC 

6)Do not resume work until approval ft-onithe department has been obtained thru an inspection that hos been 
pedonned and granted by the autboril.ed ripresentative of the department. 

j . 91.108.1, 91.108.S, 91,108.4, L.A.M,C. 

Comply at any time. 

ote· ail reto a theC.V. F. 
charge of two <2l times the C. V .l .F. plus a 0% collection fee, for a total of SI .176.00. Any person who fails to pay 
the fee late char e and collection ee shall .Jso a interest. Jnterest shall be calculated at the rate of I% 

Non•Compliance Fee Warning: 

A proposed Non-Compliance fee of S l 3 86.0~ may be imposed for failure to comply within IS days after the 
Compliance Date specified in the Order or 1-less an appeal or request for slight modification is filed within IS d11ys 
of the Compliance Date (Section 98.04) J(a) .A.M.C.). 

lfan appeal or request for slight modificatio is not filed within 15 days oflhe Compliance Date or extensions 
granted therefrom, the de1ennination of the _ partment to impose and collect a Non.Compliance Fee shall be finaJ 
(Section 98.041 l L.A.M.C.). \ 

Note: Failure to pay the Non-Compliance fe~ within 30 days after the date of mailing the invoice, may result in a 
late charge of two times the Non•Compliance ·fee plus a 50% col/ection fee for a total of $4 85 1.00. Any person who 
fails to pay the fee, late charge and collection ee, shall also pay interest from the 60" day after the date of mailing of 
this invoice. Interest shall be calculated at the le of 1% per month (Section 98.0411 (c) L.A. M.C.). 

I 5~V~ 

,. 
I 
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Investigation Fee Warning: 

W'henever any work has been commence· withou1 authorization by a pennit or application ofinspection which 
violates provisions of the L.A.M.C. and i no order has been issued by the Department or a court of law requiring 
said work to proceed, a special investigatt n shaU be made prior to the issuance of any permit, license or application 
for inspection (Section 9B.0402(a) L.A.M C.). 

I 

Note: An Jnvestigation Fee shaJJ be doub e the amount charged for an application for inspection, license or pennit 
fee, shall be coHected on each pennit. lice se or application for inspection so investigated.. In no event shall the 
Investigation Fee be Jess than $400.00 (Se tion 98.0402(a) L.A.M.C.). 

Penalty Warning: 

Any person who violates or causes or pe its another person to violate any provision of the L.A.M.C. is guilty of 
misdemeanor which is punishable by a fin or not more than $1,000.00 and/or six (6) months imprisonment for each 
violation (Section l 1.00 (m) L.A.M.C.). ': 

This Order is issued pursuant to the provis1 ns of LAMC 91. 7005. 7. If this substandard condition in not eliminated 
within the specified time limit, this Dep . ent will record a "Certificate of Substandard Property" with the Office of 
the County Recorder, 

Appeals to this order may be made pursua t toSedion 98.0403.2 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code. P)ease 
inquire about procedunis. 

Appeal Proeedures: 

There is an appeal procedure established in is City whereby the Department of Building and Safety and the Board 
of BuiJding and Safety Commissioners hav . the authority to hear and determine err or abuse of discretion, or 
requests for slight modification of the requi; menis contained in this Order when appropriate fees have been paid 
(Section 98.0403.J and 98.0403.2 L.A.M.C 

If you have any questions or require any ad itional infonnation, please feel free to contact me at the phone number 
below. 

Grading Division 
11620 Wilshire Blvd. Suite I JOO 
Los Angeles. Ca. 90025 
3 J0-9 J 4.3 936 

Received Date -------------11------------: --------
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SOAROOf 
BUILDING ANO SAFETY 

COMMISSIONERS 

VAN AMBATIELOS 
INTER IM l'Rlil!IOE'NT 

E. FEL!ClA BRANNON 
JOSELYN GEAGA-ROSENTHAL 

GEORGE HOVAGUlM!A.N 
JAVIER NUNEZ 

.. ,11:1,ly 14. 2014 

901 Strada LLC 
c/o James Zelloe 
9JOK.ing St. · 
Alexandria, VA 22314 ........ '' ..... 

Cl[rY OF Los ANGELES 
· CALIFORNlA 

I 
l 
I 

I 

I I 

ERIC GARCETTI 
· MAYOR 

tlf PJUIT!.llmr OF 
BUILDING ANO SAFETY 
20! 1110Jf(l1 flGUe;l'IOA STREET 

' l OS AIIIG!:LES, CA soon 

RAYMOND S. CHAN, C.E., S.E. 
GEN'EIW. WJIIAG!iR 

FRANK BUSH 
EXECUTTllf OFFICER 

Syritra WvaLLC J 
J 1350 Random Hills Rd., No, 1op· 
Fairfax, VA 22030 I . 
NOTICE TO STOP ALL CONSTRUCTION AND NOTICE· OF .. INTENT TO 
REVOKE BUILDING PERJ\flTS NO. 11010-10000-00788, 11020-10000-01575, 
11030-10000-01653, 11020-lOQ00..00742, AND 11047-10000-00339 FOR THE 
PROPERTY LOCATED AT 9~~ N. STRADA VECCHIA RD 

I . . 

On Apxil 5, 2012, the Departm~t of Building ~d Safety (LADBS) is~ed Building 
Permits No. 11010-~ 000090078 , 11020-l 0000-01575, 11030-10000-01653. 11020-
10000-00742, and 11047-10000- · 0339 for the construction ·of a single family home with 
accessory retaining walls, · , g pool, detached deck and related gradµig work for 
the·property located at 901 N. Strada Vecchia Rd. I . 
Since the issuance of this permit, .tADBS has determined that the pennits were issued in 
error as per the following facts: II 

·" 

o The Height of theJ single family dwelling exceeds the height limit as 
permitted by the Lt·s Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) Section 12.21.1 .. 
The swvey map tba was part of the approved set of plans showed as built 
elevations in lieu required natural grade elevations · of the site. The 
contours shown onlthe stnVey map were substantially higµ.er than the 
naturaJ grade. This !as resulted in the building Jiejght that is higher than 
penn:itted by LAMC Section 12.21. J. . 

o As per the inspecti$ records, as built construction does not reflect the 
approved constructi · shown on the approved set of plans. 

~BS G·S (R1v,06/Jll12C1~) AN EQUAL EMP.LOYMENT OPPORTUNJTY • AFFIRMA TrvE·ACTION EMPLOYER 
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July 14, 2014 
Page2 

NOTICE TO STOP AL CONSTRUCTION AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO 
REVOKE BUILDING P RMITS NO. 11010-10000-00788, 11020-10000-01575, 
11030-10000-01653, 1102 1 ]0000-00742, AND 11047-10000-00339 FOR THlj: 
PROPERTY LOCATED A 901 N. STRADA VECCHIA RD 

Therefore, it is the intent o the Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety to 
revoke the above-mentioned ·ennits. The authority to revoke permits is contained in Los 
Angeles Municipal Code, Sec ·on 98.0601, which reads: 

. - ·-. - ·- ... - - - - - . 

"The Department s ll have the authority to revoke any permit, slight 
I 

modification or deter. :ination whenever such action was granted in error or in 
violatfon of other pro '.·sions of the code- and conditions are such that the action 
should no/ have been a lowed .. 

. Hereby, you-- are--·ordered io . - ed1ately stop a1i ·construction work approved wider 
Building Pennits No. 11010 10000-00788, 11020-10000-01575, 11030-10000-01653. 
11020-10000-00742, and 1104 -10000-00339. · 

You have until July 30. 2014 to call Mr. Peter Kim of my staff at (213) 482-0454 to 
address this matter· and pro , e reasons why these pennits should not be- revoked; 
otherwise. Building Permits iNo. 1101 O·l 0000-00788, 11020-10000-01575, I I 030-
10000-01653, 11020-10000-00 42, and 11047-10000-00339 will be revoked on July 30, 
2014. ~ 

Colin Kumabe. Chief 
Metro Plan Check Division 
Engineering Bureau 

c; Ifa Kashefi, Engineering ureau Chief. LADBS 
Bob Steibach, Jnspection ureau Chief. ·LADBS · 
K.en Gill, LADBS 
Peter Kim, LADBS 
Larry Galstian, LADBS 
Jeff Napier, LADBS 

sio1.N. Stiada VeccbiaRd 080310 

( 
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BOARD Of 

BUILDING AND SAFETY 
COMMJSSIONERS 

I 
ClrY OF LOS ANGELES 

CALIFORNIA 

' . \I.P P.·1 

Of PART ME HT OF 
BUILDING AND SAFETY 
201 NORTH flGUfllOA HllEfl 

LOS ANGELES, CA B0012 

IVARSHA L. BROWN 
PRfS/OENT 

VAN AMBATIELOS 
VICf-PIIE S IDElfT 

VJCTOR H. CUEVAS 

HELENA JU SANY 

ELENORE A WILLIAMS 

July 15, 2014 

901 Strada Vecchia LLC 
C/0 James Zelloe 
910 King St. 
Alexandria, VA 22314 

II 

II 

!1 ANTONIO R. V1LlARA1G0SA 
I! MAYOR 

ii 

II 

O\RDER TO COMPLY 
i 
:I 

ROBERT R. ·euo· OVROM 
GfNERAl MANAGER 

RAYMOND S. CHAN, C.E., S.E . 
EXECLITIVE OFFICER 

ORDER# JN07152014.l 
APN# 4370022014 

ADDRESS: 901 Strada Vecchia R~. COMPLIANCE DATE: August 15, 2014 

An inspection of this site on July JO, 1riOI4 revealed several discrepancies with the City approved 
plans for permits, ] IOI 0- IODOD-007~8, 11020-10000-00742 and I 1047-10000-00339. The 
discrepancies at the site include but ~e not Jimited to: 

! 

• Topography Jines on ~e approved set of plans do not match the City of Los 
Angeles Engineering Bureau's historical records. 

• Pool Deck structure/bliilding is physically connected to the Single Family 
Dwelling; a IO' siaration is required between buildings as per the approved 
plans. : 

• 2 cantilevered decks h~Jve been added under the approved cantilevered deck of the 
Pool Deck structurq. 

*See Notice to Stop All Constructiori and Notice of Intent to Revoke Letter issued July 15, 
2014 

Therefore, you are hereby ordered to c~mply with the following requirements of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code (LA.M:C) and other la't'5 on or before August 15, 2014. 

' 

I . STOP ALL WORK as of July ~ 5, 2014. Section 91 .104.2 .4 of the L.A.M.C 
2. Return to plan check to verify 8f built conditions are in conformance with the City 

approved plans. Sections 91. J ~ .3. 91 .103. l and 12 .21 A.1.a of the L.A.M. C 
3. Make all work conform to Code~: and according to the City approved plans or d~rnolish 

and remove any unapproved wo k as detennined AFTER a fuJI plan check review of 
existing and current conditions. · ections 91.8105, 91.103. J , 91. I 03 .4 and 12.2 J A. I .a of 
the L.A.M.C. II 

AN EQUAL EMPLOYMElr OPPORTUNITY • AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER 
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4. Prior to commencing wlk, call for inspection to verify compliance with this order. 
Sections 91.104.2.4 andl2.21.A. l .a of the L.A.M.C. 

Warning: A Citation requirin - your appearance in court may be issued if compliance-is not 
obtained with this Order. Thi may result in a fine of up to $1,000.00 and/or six months in 
jail. L.A.M.C. 11.00 (m) & 98. 408 (a} 

No person shall fail, refuse or ne; Ject with all orders is.sued by the Department pursuant to this 
division. Any person violating t 's subsection shall be guilty of a misdemeanor which shall be 
punishable by a fine of not more han $ l ,000.00 or by imprisonment in the County Jail for a 
period of not more than six inon , or by both. In addition. the Deparbnent shall collect 
investigative fees. LAMC 11. O(m) & 91.103.3 & 91.107.51 

Appeals to this order may be pur ant to Section 98.0403.2 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code. 
Please inquire about procedures. 

A proposed noncompliance fee ay be imposed for failure to comply w:ith the order within 
l 5days after the compliance date , pecified in the order or unless an appeal or slight modification 
is filed within 15 days after the c~mpliance date. LAMC98.0411(a} · 

• 

~ 
Jeff Napier i 
Principal Inspector/Inspection Di ision 
11620 W Wilshire Bl. #1100 
Los Angeles, Ca. 90025 
310-914-3 904 
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!!Qt.RDOF 

BUILDING AND SAFETY 
COMMISSIONERS 

VAN AM5ATIEL0S 
P!i!ll!:l!i.lT 

E. FE!.ICIA BRANNON 
\JC£ P!\~SIO!!t;T 

JOSELYN BfAGA.-ROSEl~THAL 
GEORGE HOVAGUI.MIAl'J 

JAVIER NUNEZ 

ISSUE DA TE: August 19, 201. 

901 STRADA LLC -
C/0 James T. ZeJloe 
113SO Random Dills Rd, 
Fairfax, VA: 22030 
USA 

0 
Violation Address: 901. N. Stra 

ITY OF Los ANGELES DB'.4Rl1,!El/T Of 
BUrLDJNG A-HD SAff;TY 
an /iiO!tT,, F~.JE'IO.,,,Snl:~ 

-~os A,Ge.ZS, C.I, «T.11:. 

CALIFORNJA 

ERI-C GARCEITI 
W.YOR 

Vecchia "Road 

R.4Yfll!OND S. CH.,11.N, C.E., S.E.. 
::.e:'lf;IA.. I.IA"IA,:;!!l 

FRANKBUSH 
~!. 'Tl\lt IP.'f"ftrl:!\ 

ORDER NO: B0081.915-l-954 
APN: 43700220r.4 

Compliance Date: October I, 20· ! 
I 

An inspection ofthc property at the _hove job address on August JS, 2105 reveals that tempor.iry 
erosion control devfoes hn,•e not been · dequately installed ris required by sections 9 I. 7007.l and 96.02 of 
the Los Angeles Municipal Code. Te · orary erosion control devices arc req11ired to be installed by 
October 1, 201.S and maintained thro i Ap1iJ l.S, 2016. 

Therefore you are hel'eby ordered to c ply with the following requiren1ents of the Los A nge1es Municipal 
Code (LAMC) and other laws on or be re October l, 201S 

1) Submit erosion control plans to th Department of Building and Safety or the Department of Public 
Works, Bureau of Enginee-ring and fter approval install the temporary ermiion control devices in 
accordan.ce with the approved plans. 9 7007,1 L.A,M.C. 

Non-Compliance Fee Warn,ng 
A proposed Non-Compliance fee of SJ 
the Comp.liance Date specified in the 
within 1S days of the Compliance Date 

00.QO ma;· be imposed for failure to comply within IS days after 
der or unless an appeal or .request for slight modification is filed 
'ecrion 98.04 ll(a) L.A.M.C.). 

If an appeal or request for slight mod fication is not flied within IS days of the Compliance Date or 
extensions grauted the1·etrom, the det r.mination of the Department to impose and collect a Non· 
CompJiance Fee shaJI be final (Section 9 .0411 L.A.M.C.). 

Pagel of 2 
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Note: Failure to pay the Non-fompliance fee wHJiin 30 days after the date of mailing the invoice, may 
result in a late elrnrge of two limes the Non-Compliance Fee plus a 50% collection fee, for a total of 
$2500.00. Any person wlio failsllto pay the foe, late cllargc and collcl,tion fee, shall also pay interest from 
tbe 6?u, day aft er the date of ma i\/ng of tl1i s ip voice. Interes! shall be calculated at rhe rate of I% per month 
(Scctwn 98.0411 (c) L.A.M .C.). ; 

I 

Investigation Fee Warning: :/ 
W~enev:-1' any wor~ ~as been ctf cnced wit1.1out authorization b~ a permit or application of inspection_ 
which violates provmons of the I, .A. M.C. aod if no order has been issued by the Department or a court ot 
law requiring said work to procied, 11 special investigation shall be made prior to the issuance of ,my 
pcnnit, license or application for inspection (Section 98.0402(a) L.A .M.C.). 

II 

Note: An Investigation Fee shall ~e double the amou1Jt cJ1arged for an application for in~pection, license or 
permit fee, shall be coJJected on ~ach permit, license or application for inspection so investigated. In no 
event sJrnll the Jnves'ligation Fee b~ Jess thao $400. 00 (Section 98. 0402( a) L.A .M .C .). 

Penalty Warniug: · i· 
Any person who violates or cause or permits another person to violate any provision of the L.A.M .C. is 
guilty of misdemeanor which is p nislmble by a fine or not more than $1,000.00 and/or six (6) months 
imprisonment for eachviolaUon (Section 11.00 (m) L.A.M.C.). 

I, 
Citation Warning: 

Warning: A Citation requiring yo~ r appearance in court may be iuued if compliance is not obtained 
with this Order. This may result in a fine of up to $1,000.00 and/or six montlls in jail. L.A.M.C. 
Sections 11.00 (m) & ~8.0408 (a) j 

'/ 
Subst.11ndard Wnrning: .. ! 
Failure to comply with the above I.by the specified date will result in a "Certificate of Sub~randard 
Condition" being recorded with the {)ffice of the Couuty Recorder in accordance with Section 91.7005. 7 
L.A.M.C. and instituting action lo rehke the Certificate of Occupancy for the building under provisions in 
Section II 9I.109.6 L.A.M.C. 

Appeal Procedures: II 
There is an appeal procedure estahlisbcd in this City whereby the Department of Building 1md Safety and 
the Board of Building and Safety Coibmissioners have the authority to hear and dctennine err or abuse of 
1iscretion, or req~ests fo~ slight mod ii. 1catio11 of the requirements co:_itai~!ed in this Or:d_er ~hen appropriate 
.Jecs have bcmi paid (Section 98.0403. and 98.0403.2 LA.MC,) 

If you ha\'C any questious or require at, additional information, please foe! free io contact me at the phone 
number below. /, 

Jn,pocto.-, Brian 01,on \?{l,,L'V\. : ~~---· Daie: 08/19/20 J 5 
Grading Division II 
11620 Wilshire Bl. #1 !00 · 
Los Angeles, CA. 90025 
310-914-3936 

II 

II 

I 

CERTIFIED TO BEA 
B" , }~}J! C?PY 

'~· 
Oa!ct , " •••• ~ ?//: /7, ... 

Page 2 of2 

901 STRADA VECCHIA. EROSION OTC 08-19-2015 90I STRADA LLC C-0 
J ZELLOE-l FAIRFAX oao310 

_________ .) __ - .. ··-·- -----·· .--- . - ·- . 

I 

I: 
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BUILDING AND SAFETY 
COMMISSIONERS 

VAN AMBATIELOS 
INTE!llM PRESJDtNT 

E. FELICIA BRANNON 
JOSELYN GEAGA·ROSENTHAL 

GEORGE HOVAGUIMIAN 
JAVIER NUNEZ 

...,, , 1 VI LV..:J n1-.uLL.Lv 
CALIFORNIA 

• ERIC GARCETTI 
MAYOR 

OEPARl" .. ENT Of 

BUILDING AND SAFETY 
2111 NOO!TH FIGUEO!OA 5TREE1 

LOS ANGELES. CA 9001:;! 

RAYMOND S_ CHAN, C.E .. S_E 
G£ .. HlAL MANAGER 

FRANK BUSH 
EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

GEOLOGY ANDS ILS REPORT CORRECTION LETTER 

July 18, 2014 

Strada LLC 
90) N Strada Vecchia Road 
Los Angeles, CA 90077 

TRACT: Bel Air (MP l 13-9/l 
LOT: PT LT 1 (arb-232) 
LOCATJON: 901 N. Strada Vecchi 

CURRENT REFERENCE 
REPORT/LETTER(S) 
Geology/Soils Report 
Oversized Document 

PREVIOUS REFERENCE 
REPORT/LETTER(S) 
·Dept. Approval Letter 
Geology/Soils Report 
Dept. Correction Notice 
Dept. Approval Letter 
ResponsibjJjty Letter 
Dept. Approval Letter 
Request for Modification 
Soils Report 
Geology Repon 
Dept. Correction Letter 
Soils Report 
Geology/Soils Report 
Dept. Correction Letter 
Soils Report 
Geology Report 
Dept. Approval Letter 
Geology Repon 
Soils Report 
Dept. Correction Lener 

REP 
N 
7940; 
2BEL 91 
15684 97 
79022 
2BEL 91 
73916 02 
20419 
5276 
JH794 
73916 1 
5276 
ffi795. 
73916 
S276 
JH795 
631 JO- 2 
JH678 
4997 
63110- 1 

DATE(S) OF 
DOCUMENT 
05/21/2014 

'' 

DATE(S)OF 
DOCUMENT 
01/31/2013 
01/08/2013 
01/08/2013 
11/21/2012 
06/29/2012 
02/07/2012 
01/18/2012 
J 1/29/2011 
11/18/201 J 
09/28/2011 
08/01/2011 
07/21/2011 
06/14/2011 
04/20/2011 
04/18/201 t 
09/J'l/2008 
08/13/2008 
08/04/2008 
07/22/2008 

LOG# 84324 
SOILS/GEOLOGY FILE - 2 
LAN-Exe~pt 

PREPARED BY 
Sassan Geosciences, Inc. 

u· 

PREPARED BY 
LADBS 
Sassan Geosciences, Inc. 
LADBS - Inspection 
LADBS 
Sassan Geosciences, Inc. 
LADBS 
LADBS - Grading 
Calwest GeotechnicaJ 
Mountain Geology 
LADBS - Grading 
Calwest Geotechnical 
Mountain Geology. Inc. 
LADBS -Grading 
Calwest Geotechnical 
Mountain Geology 
LADBS - Grading 
Mountain Geology, Inc. 
Calwest Geotechnica! 
LADBS • Urading 

CERTIFIED TO BEA 
COPY 

LA CBS G-S (Rev 06l3Dl2D14) AN EQUAL EMPLOYMEN OPPORTUNITY. AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER 

••.. -~~ 1!, .,., • r"'I; ~ 1-· 'Ill .,-., .... ,.. -:-
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90J N. Srrada Vecchia Ro. 
SoiJs Report 
Geology Report 
Dept. Correction Lener 
Soils Report 
Geology Report 

05/29/2008 
05/28/2008 
05/15/2008 
02/05/2008 
01/07/2008 

• 
Calwest GeotechnicaJ 
Mountain: Geology, Inc. 
LADBS - Grading 
Calwest GeotechnicaJ 
Mountain Geology. Inc. 

The Grading Djvision of the Depart ent of Building and Safety has reviewed the current referenced 
report dated May 21, 2014, provi ing reconunendations for the proposed slope repair and pile 
supported retaining walls. Accordi g to the report, the repair is to portions of the slope damaged in 
the heavy rains of March 2014. Th repair v,rill include a removal and recompaction of the existing 
fill on the north side of the property '. a. 2: I gradient benched into competent bedrock, and new pile
supported retaining walls along th . northern property line and the northern half of the western 
property line at the subject site. A ' ording to the report, the total height of the slopes where the 
failures occurred is approximately 2 to 25 feet high, however, Section A-A' shows the slope to be 
over 80 feet high. 

Pri::viouslyj the Grading Division tbe Deparunent of Building a.'ld Safety had revie,ved and 
approved (log #79409, dated 01/31/ 013) the referenced report dated January 8, 2013, providing 
updated recommendations addressi the nonconforming excavation at the subject that resulted in 
a Correction Notice being issued by the Department as part of the construction for the previously 
Department approved pile supporte :new single family residence with basement, s~imming pool, 
pool deck1 wnter features, ond rctai ng walls in a Jetter dated February 7, 2012, Log #73916-02. 
The existing excavation is approxim tely 16 feet in vertical height with a 2(H): I (V) gradient slope 
above. 

'fhe earth materials at the subsurface 1exploration locations consist of loose fill and soils overlying 
Santa Monica Slate Bedrock TI1e co sultant recommends supporting the proposed retaining walls 
on driJled-pile foundations bearing o competent bedrock 

The site is located in a designated s ismicalJy induced landslide hazard zone, as shovm on the 
"Seismic Hazard Zones" map issued y the State of California, however, proposed retaining walls 
are exempt from the Code requireme ts for evaluation of seismically induced landslide hazards. 
(PIBC 2011-044) 

The review of the subject reports cann t be compJeted at this time as they lack sufficient information 
to determine the stability or safety of · proposed development. The review will be continued upon 
submittal of an addendum to the repo s which includes, but need not be Jimited to, the following: 

(Note: Numbers in parenthesis () refer o applicable sections of the 2011 City of LA Building Code. 
PIBC numbers refer the applicable Intl rmation Bulletin. Information BuHetins can be accessed on 
lhe internet at LADBS.ORG.} 

J. Revise the BuiJding Plans to me t the requirements of the HiUside Retaining Wall Ordinance 
or obtain a variance from the Panning Department. 

2. The site plan shows a residence 
on a site with a new residence 

der construction. Clarify the nature of the walls that failed 
der construction. 

3. Provide a topography map based on a current survey that accurately locates the slope failures, 

CERTIFIED TO BEA 
COPY 

... , =: ~ .,. • • "" !1 ' • i-· .. ,·-. :I'', 'I'· 
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90 IN. Strada Vecchia Ro. • 
any grading to date, aH pro osed retaining waJJs, and other features that would affect slope 
stability analyses. I 

4. Clari1Y the natuJ"e of the I , dslide. No slide debris or landslide planes are identified in 
Section A~A' nOJ' on the tes ,pit logs. 

' 

S. Test Pit No. I shows a stee 60" cut some 20 feet high, daylighting foliation planes in the 
Santa Monica Slate. The oth r test pit sections show natural soils and talus layers underJying 
the fiH also inclined out-of-s ope. Provide appropriate slope stabiHty analysis for retaining 
walJ support of dayJighted fi liation planes and weak soiJ layers and fill. Consideration of 
adverse foliation should con ider planes that surcharge the wall and planes passing under the 
retaining wall, destabilizing ; all or_ weakening resistance ofbedrock to support vertical and 
JateraJ retaining walJ loads. 

6. Section A-A' does not indica e that the wall will be supporting adversely oriented foliation 
planes. Correct the section _ o indicate this condition ·and show the maximum proposed 
height of the wa!!. Extend t' e cross-section upslope to include other retaining/basement 
wans that would affect stabil :tY analyses. · 

7. The site plan shows two wall up slope of the lower wall. Provide a cross-section through 
these walls, and for evaluatio , . 

I 

8. The waJ] in Section A-A' is s own to be in excess of 12 feet high, and the retaining wall 
design values presented cann t be utilized without justifying analysis. Provide justifying 
analysis. 

9. Where the along-foliation sh :ar strength is required for slope stability or retaining wall 
analyses, it shall be based on e saturated residual shear strength of the weakest foliated 
material sheared along the foli ionplane(P/BC201 l-049). The laboratory data shall clearly 
indicate the number ofreshe and the strength of each reshear to demonstrate that the 
residual shear strength was re~ hed. The results shall clearly state that the weakest foliated 
material sheared along the foli tion plane was tested. The saturated residual shear strength 
of any potentialJy weak clayey oil layer:s shall also be determined for use in analyses. 

10. Where pile supported retainin walls are located above and below each other, provide 
recommendations for the spaci g of rows of piles so the passive wedges of the upper rows 
do not overlap the passive w ged of the lower rows. Otherwise, provide appropriate 
recommendations for reductio . of the passive capacity based on the spacing. 

11. According to Section A~A1, the iJe supported retaining walls are on a descending slope with 
a gradient of 40°. with incre ing height to the south. Provide justification for the 
recommended passive capacity n the descending slope supported by analysis. considering 
the adverse orientation of foliat ion. 

The geologist and soil engineer shall p epare a repon containing the corrections indicated in this 
letter. The report shall be in the fonn fan itemized response. It is recommended that once alJ 
correction items have been addressed i a response report. to contact the report review engineer 
andior geologist to schedule a verifica · on appointment lo demonstrate compliance with all the 
corrections. Do not schedule an appoint · ent until all corrections have been addressed. Bring three 

' •·: 'I 1--i ,·•• 11 ··' •• ,t-. "~ ~ ,c .-, ,, ., ... , •, ~ 

CERTIFIED TO BEA 

By.Jll~ .. 
~}lag. & Safety 

I-;$: /1 Da~ •••• , ••••••• .r. .... 97
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90 I N. Strada Vecchia Ko • 
copies of the response report, ind ding one unbound wet-signed original for microfilming in the 
event that the report is found to be! acceptable. 

}ct-1'-::~,J / {,,/ 1/! C 

JEFFREY T. WILSON •. ';?Y /7 
Engineering Geologist I 

Log No. 84324 
cc: Sassan Geoscicnccs 

WLA District Office 

1: •··•·. : '. ~ • .r•• !I ;•• '!.,. 

CURTIS DIETZ 
Geotechnical Engineer I 

CERTIFIED TO BE A 

By .• ~qt~~:~ .. 
~~.&Safety 

Date. •••• :: ~ .-J.] ... .. 
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fiLA 
II 

··DBS 
• I 

SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING/DUPLEX 

DEPARTMENT Of BUILDING AND SAf1 PLAN CHECK CORRECTION SHEETS (2~14 LARC) 

~ : 

,, 
Plan Check Submittal Date: -Z+i-~_· -.... ,../_1......,1~· ------

Plan Check#; bl H: S:L.oa~~ Permit App.# j l O kO -1~11a I - t?UJ 1~ 
Job Address: :j O j tJ, :;~A Ve c;,cf,lA- &~ 'f 
Appllcanl: G\?:A:lg ~ Phone:~ taut; -15ol~ 
Plan Check Engineer. A= .S:-E;JZ Vi tJ Phone: L3nJ 7 fo'1' _:.':)(3;}l{ 
Plan Check Supervisor; \A) ~ r~ Phone: L__J·----.....---

lacJ . 

Your feedba·c_k_ Ii Important, pl&ase vi it our website to complete a C'3stomer Su Ney at 
.l11dbs o I · D b m r s rve , . · 

If you have a:ny q~~o"ns pr nee Cf cla~fieation on any pran check matteN1, please conta~t the plJrJ check 
supe,vi&or or call our Customer Hotline at (213) 482-D056. · · 

IN~;~UC~JO,~S· FO~ -~~~C~~D;~; J~H ~~f ~LAN CHECK {PC} f'ROCESS: : . 

Review corrections circi~d ~n lhls Plan Check Correction Sheet ~nd on the plans end ca/culatipn sheets. 
Provide II written response or~ference to delails pursuant to the corrections. The location of any revisioru; 
on the plans shall be _ldentil\ed s part of your responsas. For any questions related to the P;C corrections, 
email or call the Plan Check En inear. · 
Phone or. email 1he PC engln r for a verification appointment after you have addressed the corrections. 
Verification of corrections IS only done by appointment : . 
Complete Item #2 above and brihg the originally checkec:1 881 of plans ano calcu!ati1;ms to tha _meeting along 
vllth this plan correction sheet Unprepared responses with lncomple1e plans or calculatlons may result In 

I?.'! canceUation of the meeting. ~i ; 
l!J! During the appointment. the pl 'check engineer wm go over the correctii>n& and comments. : : 

J Once au the ftems have-been co C!ed ID cDmply With the code requirements and clearance~ ;,ire obtained. 
1he permit will be .ready to be issued : ! 

' . '. (;JORTANT ITEMS TO READ: '. C 

Your e,uty attention is suggested to 1he approval process from other Departments" as listed /n i~e Clearance 
Summary Worksheet due to posslb e delays resulting from a pubnc. hearir,a or other process$-s: required by 
other Departments. The City Plannlf)g Department, the Community Redevelopment Agency, aiicf others may 
have requirements 11lat could signlfl~ntly affect the final design of the project. 

2. The permit application Will expire 18 t: onths from the pla,n check submittal dale, 
I . 

3. Please be adll'i&ed that the permit wru be Issued upon \18rl0catlon of compliance wfttl th& corraqtions included 
herein, The approval of plans does not permit flie violation of any section of the Building Cade; Zoning Code, 
other ordinance, or state Jaw. ~ : .: 

-i. N~mbers in the parenthesis refer to ode Sections of the 201-4 Edition of the Los Angeles Codes or the cvrrent 
Zoning Coc!e. , , 

'! i : . . 
5. Code nifarences with prefix R refer to _2014 LARC (example: R302). 

PC/STR/Corr.lst.20 (Rev.1/1/2014) 

Page 1 of 14 

11. 
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THE FOLLOWING SUPPLEME TAL CORRECTION SHEETS ARE ATTACHl:C AND SHALL BE 
CONSIOEt\tEb A PART OF THI; REVIEW. COMPLIANCE WITH THESE CORRECTIONS MUST BE 
OBTAIN El;> P,RIOR TO THE 1SS ANCE OF THE PERMIT. 

I • 
:, I 

Supplern·e~tal Correction sh ts attached: 

G Fi~ Distrld , 
!' Flood Hat.!rdi 
r:: Methane Spepage Regulation 
[] SIOITT\ We:t~ ~equJrements 
Ll Energy Co~siirvat!on 
D Hiah wind ~ re~ 
o Graaing ! :". 
n Secu rlty R~q u\rem ents 

l'l Sound l rmAailon near All port 
o Sound requl rements. betv.een units 
o Supplam1mlal Plan Correction Sheel !or LA Resldent\al Code 

Pre kripltlle Oesls n 
D structural ~ Gern,ral 
D Ma!lmDnlution Ordlnem:e 
D Hllslde Ord, Md Seismic Design {s.1ope :>3:1) 
D Pools 

Review t~~ following check , d information bulletins and forms. Revise plans to show 
complianpej (Copies can be btalned at www.ladbs.org ). 

·, ',' 

· •2 :PIGI 2014-92* General·Notes ror Slngl amity Dwellings ,! PIGI 201~.24 Recording Cpwn~nts-wH LA County· 
, ! PIGl-2014{12~· Coples of I.A Oldlnante {PJ~nrilng'e) 

:r:; P/SC 2014i-001 FooHngs On or Adjacent1 o Slope5 

IJ PJBC 2014-065 Coastal Develo;iment Pennll 
o P/SP 2014--073 Policy on alQned.and wet Stamped pllll)S . 
D PIBC 2014-0~.4.Sound.lfl!lulalior;nea, A!IPPrt ..... 
o P/BC 2014· 000 s• ci:Jncmte bl act masonry ff: ooe11 

u P./BC ;l014 -101 Methane hazard Mitigation standard plan 
D ·P/BC 2014--103 Sump P.um~ Jor wrfiioe C!fatnage 

·iJ P/BC 2014;.of,l Dwellings In Hlijh INlnd \[elotlty Areas 
, D PIBC 2 01 ~~ calcul& ~og bt.lrtdlng <:oclll'& fioO'r areas 
:!J P/BC 20141023 Fire relerdent ·root covering for wenc!ng deck 
u Pisc 201 .ii ;021 On~ liii Was ltiwa111r traatmeiit iiy t!em. · 
;[j P/BC 201~038 MWl!!'l)nes In Residential buidingi 

O P/BC 2014.1i3 Reports·fot sUbmlllal fa Grading Division 
' n PIZC'"2002.Q02 He lohtii of Fern:ell 

__ ' PIBC 2014.044 Alquis!.Priolo EQ FaultZpnlng Act 
.. .J .Pll3C 2014r0.~? ~fl!lli~il ~oils · .. · . ··. · . 
· ·e, · P/8C 2014.060 so d 11.y:. n omk:ati on of In nl w exca vale 

0'.l )''!BC ~014i06ff"lpcid Haze:iil M·anagem ni Specific Pl.an ·,,·.· ··. ·····r·1 ............... . 
.. :. : 

Forms a~drAffidavits: 
'. ! 

t S ~rnmary C~ ram:e WO!'ksheet (attaci,o 
L1 ,C~mmun,i\{Ofiveway ftlr ~ Pa,ce~: PC/5 R/Aff.13 
:'.: Impact Haz:arit Glatlng: PCISTR/Alf.19 ! 
l~ P1citecl.1 on or e.cljo ln\ng prcpe rty: PCIG AAblAl)p. 13 
I, Grading Bond: ·pcfGRAD/Bol"ld 0311.nd 04 

D PIZC 20D2-G04 Yard pwJe<;tlon & height for dollkll 
:J PIZC 2002-008 Projoctlons In Yards 

·. ~~;~J?m~i~~:~~~~~~d~ 
:·.1 PIZC :!.00.2--016 Re~!n[~9 ',\'Olis In. Hlnslde Areas 

[J Lot ne: PCfSTRIAff.Z! ' 
D Bui t!l(lg M alnlenance; PCISTR/Aff. 2 3 
0 Dralruige ·easement: PCiGRAD/A!f.17 
::J Structural "Ob1ierv'al!Df1 
t: Graff,tj Re'mova~ PC/STR/Alf.42 

"!ilfl'flljll'llil'l'tlit1t1•11irfr111,1il~*°";lllllillllirll'1li,i•fl1tHllll._,illlt•llltt11"illiil'"'*li/rlllrllrllfl..,_illilfl,,l-ffll-"'"lllll,.,tt...,.,a,i11 .... H .. llil.rilJl'illl .. fli'llllilliil"1'11!11*frilliilr•'61"'111,t'Jl'iJrlrHhilll-t'lrlrri~.frtt•'fl ...... ll-P'llri••a-•t.tfl'.fl,JI°*" 

'. , : } 

PART I: )GENERAL REQUI 
' ; 
: l 

A. PERMIT APPLICATION 
.·· I ; 

1. Provide, a fully dimensioned plot p n to scale, In Ink 
and copy it to the Pers application . !ot plan sheet 

.1 ? 

2. .Valuatldn fs revised to$ 
Pay ad~itipnal plan check,...,..fee-of"""S,.....-f!"----

; = 
;' ; : • 11 

3, Pre vi de! rx! m plete a 11 d correct lega I f escrlption 
(Traot, l::ot,, Bicek, Grant Deed): Provide ccmplate 
i11forma6on for applio11nL owner, engineer, 
arohitecl;, lmd contractor. 

~ i 
' ; 

~t/STR/Corr,, L$'t.20 (Rev. 1/1/2014) 
. .' ',.. } ,: . 

4. Obtain separate application for the follow!n_g Items: 

a. Retaining wan or bloek fence wall 
b. Grading work 
o. Swlmmlng pool 
d. A aepstsle structure 
e. Shoring 
f. Demolition 

~e permit ap&i!icalion must be s!gned by the 
~P;~pcrty owner or lloensed oontraclot or 

authorized agent at the time th& pennlt ls ta· be 
Issued:. 

www.ladbs.org 

Page 2.of 14 
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! : 

Each ~eel of the archltectural p~d structural plans 
must t>¢at ltie signatures and l:egistrafion of an 
archilec;t pr engineer reg!stered:1 in the State of 
Ca/lforrila ! ! 

2. The ad~r~ss of the building, the f!name/address of 
the own.er{ anti names/addresse:; [, the consultants 

D T0;pography Survey Map 
D Grading Plan 
D Floor Plans 
D l\vO Elevations 
O Conslructlon Section 
D Fourn:latioll Plans 
D Fra_ming Plans-
0 Structural Details 

~:ro:np:::;s~ requ~·i d during permit 7· 
~. {R106.3.2.2 & R106.3.3)' Plans must be: 

a. Qua!ily'.bfue or black line dr • gs with uniform 
• and .ligfit baqlcground oolor. · i 
b. Max; ~6' x 48" size with minimum 118ft lettering 

D Grading Details 

Provide a fully dimensioned plot plan to scale. 
Show the legal description, bullding lines, 
eesementa, lot siz.e, zone botmdarias, highway 
dedication lines, street center line, alley, and 
parking spaces and looations. Show number of 
stories and the use of ell l:luildlngs. (A 1 06.3.2.1) 

si.z.e'- : ,-
8. Show lhe buHdlng area, use, number of stories, fire 

zone, lot size, lot area· and height on the first sheet' 
c. Stldsy ~ack details must produ~ prints wllhout 

ton1fa-¥,ing e~adea ofbackgrou1'J color. 

;·.···4; .-~--:~i.i~faa~/.t~:#~.~~~1=~~}:~-,r:1:r0:! s. 
County.:' l!:ll( AsGessor. -(Catikimia Revenue and 

-~~-~-~~t ,of p!ans. 

Show on site ·ptans the natural .:ai,ci · nnisn grade 
elevation& arouncf the per/meter of the building. 
Show. 'ele~tlorn; for. all floora and top of roof. 
Su~y Map must be _signed by a licensed Surveyor 

.. er CJvfl Engl_n_eer. (R 1~A •. 3.a) 5 .. :~e::.tre7:;_:;L8 must ·be sj'mped by (City 
· · 'Plannlnb Qept), '(Flre:Dept), ( · · • · · ) 

' - ;_ : • ' ! 

6, Provide!~ f~lo.wlng w/tti each set plans: 
10. Remove "BIi ·plans, dfi:leH~ or · notes that do not 

pertain to the project. 
. -- -~ ' ' 

·.;,.,.,......;.,..,,.,.i .. ·a,,_,r,,.1,1,*"**-"'"**"**"""'**"'**"***"*"***"'**"***""'*"*"ll'ti"H*,tf<,t**""**-""'"**-.*"**'"""'*** 

PART ·11; (:i:oNiNG (~!l~w ~me J discretionary appr~val pr~ ·fyo~·Glty Plaim!ng ~ ~oni~g requirements 

can1bem.er i · . 'Ii (!).-. ·,12.·:c;o,;;) .· - . -. 
1. ComplY! · with the provisions of the .. J 

r~cPlan. . 7: ·_r~·e;:·~~htJ;J~=lo2~. Zone 

__ :.!. ___ 4.0111ng-iruP-111JallonFlle # ( ,. · ) requires 8 .. :Basemen! oontalnlng a .. habitable room shell be 
t·' 

i 
3. Provide: a copy of the ·Certificate or Occupancy 

and/or ~u/lding pem,ll with p1ot plan. showing the 

legal ~$~1'1g use ~rid parking. ~ 
4. Provide\ ~nd dimension required rent Yard. 

lneorpotate bloek plot and caloolati s on plans 
showin1;i" setbacks from the front prop · lfne of all 
.buildings ·on the same side of lhe street to 
delermi{ie;prevailing front yard. Wher.f prevailing 
front yard ;can't be establ!shed, provid ( ft) as 
required In the ( zone) (hillside ordfn nee), Go to 
www.Ll(o~s.org web slte for more Info ation. 

5. Pll>Yideja~d dimension on plan: ( : ) Front 
Yard, ( i 1 ) Side Yard, and ( ) Rear Verd 
as requ·\Jfl!:I for Zone ( ). ~ 

6. Provide'..39· 1 minimum clear access ound main 
bui1din gis ~· a rKl eccessory I/vi ng quarters. 

; ' ' 

C4?ns/del'f¢ ,a_.sto_ry for _,;!qe a_nd rear yard end 
Heighl- . District's _ requirements. (12.21C 1 (I), 
12.21. 1A_8) 

!l. A two-car garage/carporl is required. (12.21A4(a)) 

10. Provide ( ) paved parking 
spaces. A minimum of one space per dwel!lf"'9 unit 
(1h;~ 1 C~O(g)(1 ))tandi!rd :;tall. (12.2,1A4(a).5(c)) 

11. In A & R zooos, parking is not perm/lted Jn the 
required Front Yard and a 5' Side Ya"1 along the 
s!da street let line of a corner lot c12:21,+e(a)J 

12. Maximum driveway slope shall not ekeea 20%. 
Grei:le details and transl,~on slopes req~ired where 
slope exceeds 12~%. Maximum driveway cross 
slope Is 10%. Maximum slope within parkin,g ares ls 
5%, 12.21A5(gJ, lnforma~on Bulletin# P/ZC 2002-
001. 
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slmllar i'ooms shell be provlcfe · natural ventilation 
2!'. with tm,chantcal ventilation · pable of 50 crm · 
exhaucied_ dlrEC!ly to the oulsid (R303.3) 

~ ~ . 

16. Heater ~h~II be capable of mlli tainlng a mlnimu~ 
room t•mperature of 68°F ate Dint 3 feet sbPV& 

the fto~nend 2 feet from rior walls In all 
habllllb!e ; room& at _ lh~ de lgn temperature. 
(R303.~) j 

: .. ~-

I. euw~q ENVELOPE 
: ' 

1. Pmvkle'- 4 class A, B or C 
coverin~ ~er Sei;llon R902.1. 

. ! . 

2. Every -~~llirig unit ehall bt pro dlltl with a waler 
cloaet, '.l&~tory, bathlub or • e er. and kitchen -
{R306; 1' a.pd R308.i). 

- ; ~ -

3. Glazln~ 1J the JollOlnliNJ tocatio shall be safety 
-- _, ___ , --. jl~zlnii"Ti;onfomilmf to ·100-·ij~m · · lmp~ct '16-ds of 

Section;R30B.3 {see exceptlo,rill) 308.-4): --···· .. ···-r-·r --· · - ··- · · 
• : I - -

-~-. ·f'~il!cnd opel8ble panels o cwingfng, 1lid1ng 
ancf PJ·fold d_oor.assi,inblies. _ · 

- . ~ . ~ . :: - . -. . . - -

b. ~r~i;-1~-~-nind~dualf~d, operable pan~, 
_ ·Jl\iJ~qmt to ii dpor_.whem. th . n.~._t ~t 
_ «111eils Within e 24..Jnch arcjof el~er vertical 

. '. -~4~_; ~ thli! d(?Dt .(n e c:r . posi~on and 
-.wti9a,. bqlfl?i:n .~_ge -Is_ l~ss -~an 60. lnchu~ 

a~q_YI! the floi>r.~~~lna.l!ll _ !:t'J. :. '. -
i • 

c. Gl~1;1g In en lndlvldual fiXed r.operable panel 
that meet& all of lhe following ntlltlons.: 
1) : cxpPSed area of art .llldivldual pane 

- ; greater than 9 square fe ' 
2.) i swom edge less thart e inche& above 

:·t~ floor: -- _ _ 
3) .: :rpP edge greeter l!'lan 

·. -- - · -· ·: ffie·-floor. ·- --- · • .. · · · 
- - 4) · i tjne cir m~re walking au aces within 36 

j J~clles horizontally of the ulng. 

d. Gl~!g In ralliogs. 

e. GI~~ In enolosures for or Ila facing hot 
tub$;,; whlrlpools, sauna111, team rooms, 
bal!\tlllb8 and showara where t bottom edge 
of ~E(glazlng is less than 60 s measu,ed 
verl;iotilly abOve any stendl · or walking 
!!IUrfalie. 

L 

PC/STR/Corr,l,st.20 (Rev. Ul/2014) 
~ . . 

• 
f. Glazing In walls and fences a.dJaoenl to indoor 

and outdoOr swimming pools, hot tubs and 
spas where lhe bottom edge of lhe glazing is 
lees than 60 Inches above a ws.lklng surf/Ice 
end within 60 Inches, measured horizontally 
and in a slfaigtil line, of the water'& edge. 

g. - GlaZlng where the bottom exposed edge of the 
glazing is less than 36 inches abo\/e the plane 
of the aqacant walking surface of stairways, 
landings batween flights of stairs and ramps. 

h. Glazlng adJa~nt to the landing et the bottom of 
a stairway where the glazing Is less lhan 36 
Inches above ttie landing and within eo Inches . 
horizontally of the bottom 1read. 

4. -Sk~ights and sloped glazing shall comply with 
SecUon R30U. 

5. Lolli -shal! be graded to drain a~~ce water away 
from :foundaHon walls with ·-a minimum Tall of 6 
inches wru,rn lhe fln1t 10 feet (RM>1.3). · 

. -

6. Dampproofing, where required, ahall be li11111116d 
with materials and as required In Section R406.1. 

7. Vehicular access doors shall comply with Seotion 
·RS12.4. . . 

8. ·B1.1lldin11s shail .have approved add~s11 numbers, 
-buildlns nµmbsrs or approved bulldlng Identification 
-'plaaid in ·Ii pbsltron that Is plairily legible and vlsll,,le 
from· the s1reet ·or 'i'oaa' · fronting the property. 
(RJ19.1} _ 

9. Protection of woOd' and wood based products from 
decay shall be pro_vided in the iocatlons specified 
per Section RS17. 1 _ by the use cf nabJrally durable 
wood or .wood that la preservative-treated In 
acoordance With AWPA U1 for the speoJes, product, 

• preservative a-riif ericf use. Preservatives shall be 
Ifs~ In Section 4 of AWPA U1. 

10. Pro~de anli-Graffld finish within lhe fi111t 8 feet, 
me•ured tom grade, at exterior waUB and doo111. 
ExGeption: Malntanenc:e of building allldavn Is 
l'f1(;0lded by the owner to ,;ovenant and agf88 with 
the City of Los Anoe(es to remalMI eny grslfr1i wnt,in 
7,dsys of the (!rafliD being sppfled. {6308) 

wwwJadbs.org 

Pase12 of14 
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90,f,IU) Of 

BUILDJNG ANO SAFETY 
COMMl&SIONERS 

CJ. y OF Los ANGELES 

VAN AM8AT1El0S 
IHTEIIIM Pftf~ 

E FEUCIA BAANNON 
JOSEL'l"N G,EACA-ROSElfTHAL 

GEORGE HOVAGUIMIAN 
JAVIER NUNEZ 

September 9, 20 J 4 

901 Strada LLC 
c/o James Z~Jloe 
9IO King St 
AJexandria. VA 22314 

Syntra Wva LLC 
l 13SO Random Hills Rd NO 700 
Fairfax, VA 22.0,0 

CALIFORNIA 

• ERIC GARCETTI 
MAYOR 

• 
DEPAATIIIENT 01' 

BUILDING AND SAFETY 
2C!1 HORTH RGUEall4 :SrREf:1 

LOE "-HG~. C"i .;Jefi 

RAYMOND s. CHAr>I, c.E .. s.E. 
Gl!NEflAl MA"IAGER 

FRANK BUSH 
EXllCUTlllE 0"'1CEA 

REVOCATION OF BUILDIN. PERMIT NUMBERS llDJO-J0000-00788, llOlO
JD000-01575, 11030-J0000-01 1 3, 11020-10000..00742, AND 11047-10000-00339 
FOR THE PROPERTI' LOCA ED AT 901 N. STRADA VECCIDA RD 

011 April s. 2012. the Departm of Building and Satety {LADBS) issued Building 
Permit Numbers J 10IO-JOOOO..Q 88. 11020-JOOOO .. QJ 5751 11030-10000-01653, l l020-
I0000~00742, and J 1047-10000- 339 for the.construction of a single family home with 
accessory retaining walls, swim ing pool. detached deck and related ~ding work for 
1he property located at 90 I. N. S ~a Vecchia Rd. 

O.n July 14, LADBS issued a no ~ce to stop of all work and notice of intent to re,1oke 
permits' letter for t·he abm,oe menti ed permits (attached). In the Jetter, LADBS asked you 
to submit t11e reasons explaining by the building pennits should not be revoked. Since· 
then, your submitted. infonuation LAOBS is not sufticient. to keep the. permits valid. 

Therefore. LADBS has revoked iJd.ing Pem1it Nwnbers 11010-10000-00788~ 11020-
J0000-015751 11030-JOOOO-Ol6S ', J 1020-J0000-00742, and Jl047-10000-00339. The 
authorlty to revoke permits is c. ntainoo in Los Angeles Municipal Code, Secrlon 
98.0601, which reads: 

I 
1'The Departmenr sJra/1 a1-·e the authority 10 rn'Oke an,y permit, sliglrt 
modific:111ion 01· detemrlna n whe11eve1· .ruch r,ctio,i was granted In error or in 
violation of other provlt101 of the code and conditions are sur:h that the aciitm 
.rl,ould not have heen allow . •· · 

AN EOU!t.L E LOYMEllc'T OPPORTUNITY· AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER 

( 
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September 9, 20 J 4 
Page2 

REVOCATION OF BUILDIN PERMJT NUMBERS 11010-J0000-00788, ll020-
10000-01S7S, 11030-J0000-016 , lJOl0-10000..00742, AND JI047-I0000-00339 
FOR THE PROPERTY LOCAT D AT 90 I N. STRADA VECcm A RD 

The determination of LADBS to re oke perm.ifs is appealable, in \\lriting, to the Board pf 
Buildi11g and Safety Comrnissione' and/or to the Department of City Planning. You 
may contact the ComntlssioD 0.ffi I at (213) 482-0466 for further information. If you 
have questions. please call Peter · 1 of my Staff at (213) 482-0454. 

- .. ~ // 7.A~ 1·~/ ',")' .,,. "l'";i'-1 . 

·-· / 
/ 

Ifa Kasheti, $. E., Ph. D. 
Engineering Bureau Cruef 

c: Bob Steinbach, Inspection B eau Chief, LADBS 
CoJin Kumabe, LA.DBS 
Ken Gill, LADBS 
Peter Kim. LADBS 
Larry Galstian, LADBS 
Jeff Napier, LADBS 

1101 N. Strada Vecchia Rd-revocation oao,10 

( 
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BW;RD Of 

BUILDING AND SAFETY 
COMMISSIONERS 

VAN Al,1B4TIELOS 
P~~~1:.:'.N1 

E. FELICIA BRANNO~J 
\.1::: ;:i~::s1~f~T 

JOSEL Y~J GEAGA-ROSEMTHAL 
GEORGE HOVAGUIMIAN 

JAVIER l·IUNEZ 

CITY OF Los ANGELES 
CALIFORNIA 

• ERIC GARCETTI 

J 
MA.YOR 

.NSPECTION BUREAU 

ISSUE DATE: December !8, 2014 

!JS'~ nMfllT Of 
BUILDING AND SAFETY 
10 I ~O!,, T ~ f 1~·.; ~ 'l.O" ST"s ~:cf 

tOS ~'\-~!::L!S. CA 3,'.)j,;i 

RAYMOND S. CHAN, C.E.. S.E. 
3=,~,:~ MA~A:.;:::Ci! 

FRANK BUSH 
:X=:!JTr"-r.: O~~i:::ii.· 

First Corporate Solutions, r :c C/0 David Silverburg 
914 S. Street 
Sacramento, CA. 95811 
USA 

ORDER NO: 801219014-954 
APN: 4370-022-014 

0 DER TO COMPLY 
'I 

CLASS II SLOPE FAILURE 

Violation Address: 901 Strada Vecchia 

Compliance Oatc: .January 1 ·, 2015 

An inspection of the site refi .renced above on December 17, 2014 reveals that a slope failure 
has occurred on the northwes descending slope your property. Therefore mentioned s!ide has 
unearthed the slope supporting the non-code approved type wood retaining walls around the trees 
in addition to soil and mud run ff down the slope and onto private drive on Rocca Place. 

This failure affects the stabil .. ty of yours and the adjacent properties and must be corrected in 
conformance with the Los Angeles Municipal Code, (LAMC), as described herein. 

Therefore you are hercb}' ordered to com ply with the following rcq uiremcnts of the Los 
Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) and other laws on or before January 19, 2015 

; 

I. You are hereby directed tor move the unsupported wood retaining walls, trees and the 
surrounding soi 1 off the slope. ' 91.2304.11. 7, 91. 7 005. 7 LAM C 

2. Submit to th is department th. e copies of a report, prepared by a Soil Engineer, and an 
Engineering Geologist, licensed

1 
by the Slate of California, addressing condition's, sequence of 

construction and corrective mea'sures to restore the site to its original contours and elevations. 
91. 7 006.2 1 91. 7006.3 .1, 91. 7006.3 .2 LAM C 

Page l of 3 

, , CERTIFIEDTOBEA 
6, v · COPY 

By" t. (etdg:& Safety· 
AN E i1 UAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY . AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMrJaW~~ .. , :5.;: l] ... 106
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4. Upon receipt of a report approval letter issued by the Department of Building and Safety, 
Grading Section, you are further directed to submit corrective grading plans to the Department 
of Building and Safety, Plan C~eck Division, within fifteen days. 91.106.3 LAMC 

5. With in fifteen days of approtal by the Department of Building and Safety Plan Check 
Division, obtain the perm its necessary to restore the site lo a safe and stable condition. Diligently 
pursue the work to completion.I 91.106.1, 91.106.2 LAMC 

4. Call for all the required inspections 91.108.1, 91.108.5, 91.1. LAMC 

Non-Compliance Fee Warni~~: 
A proposed Non-Compliance i the amount of$ 2,779.00 may be imposed for failure to comply 
within l 5 days after the Comp] ance Date specified in the Order or unless an appeal or request for 

t'.!~~~~iification is ti led if ithin 15 days of the Comp I iance Date (Seel ion 98.041 J (a) 

If an appeal or request for sl ig t modification is not filed within 15 days of the Compliance Date 
or extensions granted thercfro , the determination of the Department to impose and collect a 
Non-Compliance Fee shall be . na! (Section 98.0411 L.A.M.C.). 

Note: Failure to pay the No -Compliance tee within 30 days after the date of mailing the 
invoice, may result in a !ate ch· rge of two times the Non-Compliance F,:c plus x 50% collection 
fee, for a total of$ 9726.50 A 1y person who fails to pay the fee, late charge and collection fee, 
shall also pay interest from the 60'h day after the date of mailing of this invoice. Interest shall be 
ca I cu la led at the rate of I % per. onth (Section 98.0411 ( c) L.A. M. C. ). 

. I 

Any person who violates or ca scs or permits another person to violate any provision of the 
Penalty Warning: t 
L.A.M.C. is guilty ofmisdcmc nor which is punishable by a fine or not more than Sl,000.00 
and/or six (6) months imprison · ent for each violation (Section 11.00 (m) L.A.M.C.). 

This Order is i ssu cd pursuant to the prov is ions of 9 l . 7005. 7. LAM C If th is substandard condition 
in not eliminated within the specified time limit, this Department will record a "Certificate of 
Substandard Property" with the !Office of the County Recorder. 

Appeals to this order may be m!de pursuant to Section 98.0403.2 of the Los Angeles Municipal 
Code. Please inquire about pro edures. 

Citation Warning: 
Warning: A Citation requiring your appearance in court may be issued if 
compliance is not obtainc1 with this Order. This may result in a fine of up to 
$1,000.00 and/or six month] in jail. L.A.M.C. Sections 11.00 (m) & 98.0408 (a) 

'!.J:.WI Fl ED TO BE A 

By •• ft~~ .. 
o~ff1dg. & Safety 

Dat(t ••• .°.8?~19 .. J.--:-~:.n 
I . 
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Appeal Procedures: 
There is an appeal procedure stablished in this City whereby the Department of Building and 
Safety and the Board of Bui ing and Safety Commissioners have the authority to hear and 
determine err or abuse of d is:cretion, or requests for slight modi Ii cation of the requirements 
contained in this Order when ~ppropriate fees have been paid (Section 98.0403 .1 and 98.0403 .2 
L.A.M.C.) · ~ 

-
If you have any questions or rtiquire any addilional information, please feel free to contact me at 
the phone number below. i 

" 

Inspector; Brian Olson_~~.;..rt...\.A.A::"""""': =---~--~_...,,.,....._==------- Date: l:z..!1 'r??j '2..0t:f=' 
Grading Division : t t 
11620 Wilshire BL# 1100 -
Los Angeles, CA. 90025 
310-914-3936 

. J 

l 

1 A? A '· 1 ).) c,'l"_l;~Wf\i% VECCHIA ord SLOPE FAIL FIRST CORP. 12-18-2014 
·- ·,. '., ,, J,, ·- •..• , - ~ •.•.• - ..... • -

080310 108
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BOl!,Rl)OF 

BUJLD.l:NG ANO SAFETY 
COMMISSIONERS 

VAN AMBATIELOS 
P~"r 

• 
ITY OF Los ANGELES 

CALIFORNIA 

E. FELICIA BRANNON • :VMONOS. GHAN, C.E., S.E. 
.G'l>'ltf'i'tAt.M.~A:S'"ci'i: 

VJCE Pi'i.ESll)!NT 

JOSELYN GEAG~ROSENTHAL 
GEORGE HOVAGUIMIAN 

JAVIER NUNEZ 

ERIC GARCETTI 
MAYOR FRANK BUSH 

~OY,f'lt;ffl 

I SPECTION BU~A 

lSSUEDATE: December31, 014 O' 
901 STRADALLC 
C/0-James T. Zelloe 
910 J(jng ST. 

-~ 

~<>.; 
ORDER NO: B0123114-954 

APN: 4370022014 
Ale:xandria, VA. 22314-3019 
USA 

COMPL 
oe 
~~-

An inspection of the property a e above job address on December 17, 2014 revea)ed that 
temporary erosion control device have not been adequately instalJed as required by sections 
9 l 17007. J and 96.02 of the Los geles Municipal Code; and correction notice # 
J 4DBX032387022 was issue to he effect at thf! time of inspection. 

Tempormy erosion contr devic s are required to be installed by October 1, 2014 and 
-maintained through Apr· 15. 201 . 

l) Submit upd d erosion contro plans to the Department of Public Works, Bureau of 
Engineering d after approvaJ in 11 the temporary erosion controJ devices in accordance with 
the approve plans. 91.101.3, 91.7005.8, 91.7007.1 L.A.M.C. 

2) You · further ordered to insta · 1 the temporary erosion control devices in accordance with the 
appro d plans on or before Janu ry 5, 201 S. 91.101.3, 91. 7005.8, 91. 7007.1 L.A,M.C. 

gins. 91.108.6 L.A.M.C. 
CERTIFIED TO BE A 

COPY 

L.AD.l!S G-6 (Ae~.Dllll$1.2014) AN EQU L EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY • AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER 109
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Non-Compliance Fee Warnin :· 
In addition to the C.V.I.F. not id above, a proposed Non-Compliance fee of $1000.00 may be 
imposed for failure to comply :ithin l S days after the Compliance Date specified in the Order or 
un Jess an appeal or request for s · ight modification is filed with in IS days of the Comp I iance Date 
(Section 98.0411 (a) L.A.M.C.). , 

. I 

If an appea I or request for sHgh modification is not filed within I S days of the Comp I iance Date 
or extensions granted therefro the detennination of the Department to impose and collect a 
Non.Compliance Fee shall be fi aJ (Section 98.041 I L.A.M.C.). 

Note: Failure to pay 'the Non Compliance fee within 30 days after the date of mailing. the 
invoice, may result in a late cha e of two times the Non-Compliance Fee plus a SO% collection 
fee, for a total of $2500.00. Ari person who fails to pay the fee, late charge and collection fee, 
shall also pay interest from the rh day after the date of mailing of this invoice. Interest shaU be 
calculated at the rate of l % per onth (Section 98.041 l(c) L.A.M.C:). 

lnvestigation Fee Warning: 
Whenever any work has been c mmenced without authorization by a pennit or .application of 
inspection which violates provisLons of the L.A.M.C. and if no order has been issued by the 
Department or a court of law req iring said work to proceed, a special investigation shall be made 
prior to the issuance of any pe it, license or application for inspection (Section 98.0402(a) 
L.A.M.C.). 

Note: An Investigation Fee shall! e double the amount charged for an application for inspection, 
license or permit fee, shall be co lected on each permit, license or application for inspection so 
investigated. In no event shalJ Investigation Fee be less than $400.00 (Section 98.0402(a) 
L.A.M.C.). 

Penalty Warning: 
Any person who violates or cau ,es or permits another person to violate any provision of the 
L.A.M.C. is guilty of misdemean' r which is punishable by a fine or not more than Sl,000.00 
and/or six {6) months imprisonme t for each violation (Section 11.00 (m) L.A.M.C.). 

Citation Warnina: 
Warnina: A Citation requi ·ng your appearance in court may be issued if 
compliance is not obtained ith this Order. This may result in a fine of up to 
Sl,000.00 and/or six months i jail. L.A.M.C. Sections 11.00 (m) & 98.0408 (~RTfFIEDTO BEA 

COPY . 
By.. " ••••. .. 

t. f Bldg. & Safety 

Date. ••••• )::~ .... J1 ... 
901 STRADA VECCHIA EROS N OTC 12-30-014 080310 110
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Failure to comply with the abo e by the specified date will result in a "Certificate of Substandard 
Condition" being recorded wit the Office of the County Recorder in accordance with Section 
91.7005.7 L.A.M.C. and instit ting action to revoke the Certificate of Occupancy for the building 

Substandard Warning: I 
under provisions in Section 91.109.6 L.A.M.C. 

' ' 

Appeal Procedures: 

There is an appeal procedure tablished in this City whereby the Department of Building and 
Safety and the Board of Buil ing and Safety Commissioners have the authority to hear and 
determine err or abuse of dis retion, or requests for slight modification of the requirements 
contained in this Order when a propriate fees have been paid (Section 98.0403.1 and 98.0403 .2 
L.A.M.C.) I 

If you have any questions o, «trn aay addit;onal infonnation, please feel free to contact me at 
the phone number below.~! 

Inspector: Brian Olson - ; 0~ Date: 12/31/2014 
Grading Division 
11620 Wilshire Bl. #1100 ,, · 
Los Angeles, CA. 90025 
310-914-3936 

901 STRADA VECCHIA EROSI N OTC 12-30-014 

CERTIFIED TO BE A 

By.?%~ .. 
~idg. & Safety 

Date •••••• J ::5 :: J J ... 
OB0'.310 111
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BtJILDJNG AND SAFETY 

COMM1Sst0N£A.S 
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G;1TY OF LOS ANGELES 
l. GAt.lFORN!A 

II ... ' i . . ; 

l!S'A.RTN61T Of 
SUILDING AND SAFETY 
a:11 NO'l.'l'Hf'~BTRl:l:T 

U>S N,'a,ast, CA !0312 t .... . 
' . ; RAYMOND S. CHAN, C.E, SJ:. 

JOSEI..YN GEAGA-ROSe.NTHAl. 
GEORGE HOVAGUlMlAN 

JAVIER NUNEZ 

April 8, 2015 

901 Strada Vecchia LLC 
C/0 James ZeJloe 
910 King St. 
Alexandria, VA 22314 
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ERIC GARCETTI 
MAYOR 

O~DER TO COMPLY 
SUPPLEMENTAL 

II 
ll 

VIOLATION ADDRESS: 901 ~trad~ Vecchia Rd. 
" l 

COMPLIANCE DATE: April 2l2, 2015 
II 

GeNl:!!'W. M AAH;f/1l 

FRANK BUSH 
l:l!=CIITNf Oi"f'ICf;il 

ORDER# JN07J52014.2 
APN# 4370022014 

This order is supplemen ta] and in tdd i tion to Ord er to Comply# JN 07 J 5 20 J 4. J that was 
issued on July l 5; 2014 to stop aJJ work in conjunction with the "Notice of Intent to 
Revoke" Jetter that was issued on J qly J 41 2014. 

ii 

On September l O, 20 J 4 pemt.i t \mm bers 11 0 l 0-1 0000-0078 8; 1 I 020-1 0000-0 l 5 7 5, 
11• 03 0- l 0000-0 J 65 3, 11 020-1 0000-107 42 and l l 04 7- l 0000-003 3 9 were al I revoked. 

II 
Section 1 li 

I 

An inspection of this site on April q, 2015 reveals that the follo"'.ing has been done in 
viol a tion of the Stop al! Work Order#j .lN 07 J 520 I 4. J • including but not ! i mi ted to: 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 

7. 
8. 

II 
i 

An approximate 50' x 20' cot; crete slab placed at driveway 
Conduit and electrkal wirin completed in kitchen area. 
Heating and Air ducting com' lcted in kitchen area. 
Ceiling and soffits in kitchen prea. 
Portion of ceiling finis bed in ~asement level at bottom of stairs. 
Doot inshdlcd on basement flpor leading to room created in North corner of 
building, . ~ 
Steel stud parlitions in garagc~rcating office and s1orage space. 
Finish cabinetry installed in s1cond flool' family room at northwest corner of 
building. l 

n 
II 
ll 

' 
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Section2 

In addition to the violation f the Stop Work order, the following unapproved, 
unpemrltted construction was o 'erved on April 6. 2015, including but not limited to; 

1. Two levels of appro ate 20' i: 200' lrreplar shaped concnte decks were 
added below the Acces ;ory Pool Deck Structure • 

.2. The Accessory Pool De k Structure Js connected to the mala Dwelling which 
creates an over height uilding. 

3. Entire story has been e eated below basement level. 
4. Two approximate JO' "gb .1: 4(t linear feet aad 10' hip J: 30 linear feet of 

retaining walls at the a rtb east side of propel1y eonaected to the building •. 
5. Appro.J:imate 12' hip x 40' linear foot retaining wall attached to the 

building at southwest oner of the buildiag which blocks access to the 
re4ulred covered par · g. 

6 •. Appromnate 75' :1 12 ' irreplar sh.aped ba1ement additioa at east of 
building under the mot I coart for an anauthorized theater. 

7. Approximate 8' s 25' : o story additioa added to &nt and second Door at 
aouthwest corner of bail ing. 

8. Approximate 23' x 14' b' ement addition to aortlaeast comer of basement. 
9. Stairway at entry exten to reof level. 
10. Stairway adjacent to el ator shaft extended to roof level. 

Section 3 

A review of the approved plans d an inspection· of the site on April 6, 2015 also 
revealed multiple changes to the fJ or plan including but not limited to: 

1. StainveD adjacent to elev tor s•aft is not configured per approved plans. 
2, Stairwell adjacent to en of building is not confipred per approved plans. 
3. At basement level in Mo cean room, partition wall added to divide space 

into two rooms and an op ing ••s been created at vestibule area. 
4. Two exterior openings wit. doon at Moroccan room •ave been created. 
S. Partition waDs are remov · at .mechaaieal room - 2 
6. 12' x 71 hip fireplace coa cted in vestibule area. 
7. Structural opening .has b en saw cut into gange exterior concrete wall at 

soutlnve.st corner of buil • g. 
8. Four fireplace openings e ated at tint floor. 
9. Two fireplaces have been o ftted at fint Boor. 
l O. At second Ooor bedroom,, rtition walh are not per approved plans. 
11. The entire kitchen area pa ·ttoa waDs on tbe fint Door are not per approved 

plans. 
12. The .height of each Ooor of :be main structure has been increased beyond the 

scope of approved plans. 
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Therefore, you are hereby orde · ed to compJy with the following requirements of the Los 
Angeles Municipal Code (L C) and other laws O.b or before April 22. 2015. 

J. Stop all Work. Section 1.104.2.4 of the L.A..M.C. 
II. Submit plans aad obta, aD necessary permits and approvab for any and aU 

unautllorized, unapp ' ved constnaction as listed above. Semons Rloti, 
Rl06.1.1, R106.3.1, RI '.6.3.2, 12.21.A.1.a of the L.A.M.C. 

lll. Comply with Order to omply # B0040615-'54, issued on April I, 2015 by 
the G~diog Division. S tioa R103.3 of the L.A.M.C. 

IV. Expose all work that h s been covered witboat the requJred inspections and 
approvab. Section RIO .2.2 L.A.M.C. 

V. Cal for aD required in _peetions. Sections RIOB.S, RIOl.6 aad RIOB.9 of the 
L.A.M.C. Ii 

VI. Ir 110 pennits or appro I ab are obtained for the anauthorized, unapproved 
construction as mentio eel in thll order, then demolish and remove all 
unauthorized, uoappr ed coasfruction and restore the site to its approved 
state. Sections R104.2. , 91.0403.1, 91.8105, I 06.4.4.3 and 12.21.AJ.a of the 
L.A.M.C. 

! 
Furthennore, you are ordered :o pay the required Code Violation Inspection Fee 
(C.V.I.F.) of $336.00 plus 6~ s arge(S20.J6) which wiJJ be billed to you separately 
(Section 98.0421 L.A.M.C.). Thi js not the bill. Wait for the invoice before contacting 
the Department regarding the C . .I.F. only. For aJl other matters, you may contact the 
inspector listed below at any time. i 

! 

Note: Failure to pay the C. V .J.F. I within 30 days of the invoice date of the bill noted 
· above wiJl resuJt in a late charge I two (2) times the Code Violation J.nspection Fee plus 

a SO percent (50%) collection fee for a maximum total of s•,246.56 ($1,176.00 plus a 
$70.56 surcharge). Any person w: o faiJs to pay the fee, late charge and collection fee 
shall also pay interest. Interest shal be calculated at the rate of 1 % per month. 

No person shall fail, refuse or neg] ct to comply with aJI orders issued by the Department · 
pursuant to this division. Any p irson vioJating this subsection shall be guilty of a 
misdemeanor which shall be puoi hable by a fine of not more than $1,000.00 or by 
imprisonment in the County JaiJ fo a period of not more than six months, or by both. In 
addiuon. the Department shall collc t investigative fees. 
LAMC Sections 91.103.3, 91.107. 1, & 98.0416 

Appeals to this order may be purs t to LAMC Section 98.0403.2 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code. PJease inquire abo 't procedures. 

Noa-Compliance Fee Wanalag 
In addition to the C. V ~I.F. noted a ve1 a proposed noncompliance fee in the amount of 
$5SO.OO may be imposed for failm to comply with the order within 15 days after the 
compliance date specified in the 011 r or unless an appeal or slight modification is filed 
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. within l 5 days after the compJi ce date. If an appeal or request for slight modification is 
not filed within 15 days of th · Compliance Date or extensions granted therefrom, the 
detennination of the Departm t · to impose and collect a Non~Compliance Fee sha1l be 
final (Section 98.0411(a) L.A. .C.). 

Note: Failure to pay the Non-C pJiance Fee within 30 days after the date of mailing the 
invoice may result in a late ch ge of two times the Non-Compliance Feeplus a SO% 
collection fee, for a total of $1, :.~S.00. Any person who fails to pay the fee, late charge 
and coJlection fee, shall aJso pa· interest from the 60111 day after the date of mailing of 
this invoice. Interest shall .be cal 'ulated at the rate of 1% per month (Section 98.04I l(c) J. 
L.A.M.C.). . 

Warning: A Citation req•· I your appearaaee in court may be issued it 
compliance is not obtained w:i.b this Order. Tllis may result in a fine of up to 
$1,000.00 and/or sb: montlls in _ail. L.A.M.C. Sectioas 11.00 (•) & 98.0408 (a) 

I 

Ant•ony Anderson 
Building Meckanieal lmpeetor 
11620 W. Wilsh.ire Bl. #1100 
Los Angeles, CA 90025 
310-914-3862 
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'IIW.lltlOf 
BUILDIN.G .t.N.tl SAFETY 

COMMfSSlON:f;RS 

VAN AMSATIEI.OS 
P!'UiS!D!Vf 

E. FELICIA 6RANNON 
VC!P.~T 

JOS-a YN G:EAGA.ROSl;NTHAL 
GEORG.E HOVAS:UIMIAN 

JAVIER NUN~ 

t-!TY OF LOS ANGELES 
GA!.JFQR,-JIA ' 

• 
' 
' 

. 

ERIC GARCETTI 
MAYOR 

INSPECTION BUREAU 

RAYMOND S, CHAN, c.e., s.e. 
G!li e'W lt,t. w.G!"l • 

FRANK BUSH. 
!X!Cim .. QF?'IQiffl 

ISSUE DATE; April OS, 2015 i 
First Corporate Solutions, In~ 
C/0 :P1wid.Si1vcrb111·g Ji 

914 S Street 

ORDER NO: B004061S·9S4 
APN: 437ooi2014 

Sacramento, C11, 9S811 J 

ORf>ER TO COMPLY 
l STOPWORK 

Viola1lon Addrcs~: 901 N. Str.11(ht ~cccl1·10 Road 

Complhmce Date: Aprll 22, 201S J 
-

An inspection of the site refercnced!'nbove oli April G, 201S revealed _thnt rcta111ing walls of unapproved 
mnterb1ls have been co.nstrueted a/on wesl' side of 4rive and on tl1c weslerly desc~nding slopes below the 
structure at the vio/11tion 11d4ress abo · e. 'The afore mentioned condllii:ms affects the protection ofllfe and 
lililb i~ ndditiou to 11,c safety antj ~,ab ·lity of adjacent properties 11nd must be cortec:lc.d in confOrit\ance with 
lhe Los An$:e)es Municipal C::ode, (LA(MC), ils d~sct.ibed herein, . 

Thls. Order lo Com pl~ incotpor111es b)i\ refcr~nce Order to Comply number DOI 219014-954 dated 
Dcc~mber JS; 2014 and is ana.ddendt&n thereto eK.c~pl as modified ~efo'rl' with-respect to compliance 
dales. : 

. I . 
Thcrctorc )',au are l1creby ordcrud 1(1 cmnply with the following rl!qulremerits of tbe Los A11geles 
Municipal Code (LA!vJC) nnd other Jnws on or.bcfQrc April 22, 20JS 

I) You are ordered to STOP WORK ! 1111 fu11her construction .of unapproved gravity 1ypc rctaiuiug wal Is, 
grading nnd sloi;k piling of materials 11 11or Aprll s, 2015.. · · 91.104.2,4 L.A.M.C, 

2) Submit three (J) copies ofa Geologi~al/Soils repon by a rcgisie_rod geolechnica.1 cngimicr ond 
engineering g~ologisi t~ 1be Otacltng Di~ision i:o.r rcv.icw and apprOVlll to address :unaulhorlzed v1;11ic11I cuts 
creatccl 10 cons1ruc1 ent1fo-boscment sto?;' addl11011 under house _and pool deck and to remove 111l 
unapproved· ,gravity lype:t~!'tl~'i'W911Hj off 1hc slopes nnd rcstorc the slope:,. Ohce r~port!I have been 
approved: S1,Jbmi1 pl1;1!1;,-P.bJii.i9,a.. f/iAljlffi~ p(:?'inlt$ .arid co.mplete work as recomrnen~ed bi the approved 
geo1echmcol ·reports, approve cl p aHl;'a'1f fo .accordance with the Los Angeles Municipal C.Odil. 

6 2 h r u : 9l.7006.1, 91.70(16.3.2 i 91.106,l.1, 9J, I 06,1.2 L.A.M.C. 
, :,, t\O 0~ e!dVJS /OZ . · 

Page I of 3 

Tlli I 3· " 3· . )~ II CERTIFIED TO SE A 
· .. II J u 1 · . ~ COPY 

. I . . By •.• ~~ •• 
lADIS G.SjRo •. O~S/211141 AN EQUAL rMPLOYMENTOPPORTUNJTY • AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EM ff;_dg. & ~a~ 

: Date ..... F· 81). J .. ( .. 
11 
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3) Obtail:1 the: services pfa res;istercd land surveyor lo stake.all propeey comers, provide reference polnts at 
site an~ prepare a survey map of~t property to ~erify tha.t sradln'g acilv!ty d~es not encroac.h on adjacent 
.properties. SW-Vey $hall also ~onta1~ reference p-01nts on site that clearly 1dentrties property Jmes, 

j . 91.108.8 L.A.M,C. 

4) ·oo ~ot re.swne work until per.miJ h11Ve been obtained and approval from the depart1nent has been. 
obtained thru an inspection that has ·reen perfonned and granted by the authorized representative of the 
department. P J , l 08.J , 91,lOB.Si 91.108,41 .LA.M.C. 

) 

ot • Fai ure o a e F wi: · 0 da. oftbe ·nv ice date oflhe bill noted a ve will re I · a 
late cbarse oftwo l2) tim1:1s the C, V,l.F. plus a SO% collection.fee. fur a total.of$1, 176.QO. Any person 
who falls.to.pil,ylhe fee;. li.te.eharge !fd collecrlon fee; shall also pay interest 'lnterest shall be calculated at 
the rate ofl% permontb, , l ' 
NonwComplianci Fee Warning: · 

. I 
A proposed Non-Compliance (ee of S 1386.00 m~y be impose~ for failure to comply within 15 da)'S after 

. Ui,e Compliance Da1e specifi!d In the trder ~r unless an appeal or request for s)ight modificiltion is filed· 
within J 5 days of the Comphance Oa (Section 98,041 I (a) L.A.M.C,). 
If an appeal or request for .slight mod · ,cation is not filed within 15 day,1 of the Compliance Date or 

extensions granted therefrom, the determinatlQn o'fJhe Depanment to .impose aJid c:o.llect a Non· 
Complianc;e Fee shall be final (Sectiort[98.04 I l L.A;M.C.). 

Note: Failw-e to pay the Non-.Complitce re1rwlthln 30 dayufter ihe dole of mailing th.e lnvoice, may 
.resull in a late charge of'two times the ~on~omplianceFee.ptuu sq% collection fe;e fora total of . 
$485I .00. Ally person wbo lfills 10 pWthe fee, late chafUe and ~tlect!on fee, shaU also pay Interest from 
lhe 6~1h day after the date of mailing °'[lhis invoice, Interest shall be calculated at the rate of 1% per month 
(Section 98.041 l(c) L.A.M.C.). , · 

lnVOllli•Uon Fca Warning: I 
Whenever any work has bee11 commenced without autl1orlzatiQn qy e pcrmi( or applkation ofinspeclion 

whlcb Violates provisions oftheL.A,M1p. and ifno orderhas'beeri issuedby:the Department or.a court of 
law requirlns said work to procee~ a s)'!!cial Investigation shall be made ptlor tei the issuance of any 
pennit. license orappllcation for inspe!n {Section 98.0402(a) L.A,M.C;), · 
Not~; An lnveslisation Fee'shall be do .b:le the amo1mt cbaJJed for an application for inspe:cticn, liceuse Ol' 

permit fe~. shall ~e c:ollected on eac~ pe it. llce~se or application for inspection so· investigated. In no 
event shall the ll'lv~tigli.tlon Fee be fess than $400,00 (Section 98,0402(a) L.A.M,C.). 

I . . 
I 
L ... 

,\' c,;i;f1 I h f'!U) 
• 1 :1 Hf.(~ .lH/)'!1 i~ ·~ ·' •-,,1.;i 

1 

;.i1 V· 1;11.; 
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Pe1111Jty Wnrning: 

Any person wJio violates or causcsl1or pcnnits another perso1J to viollite any provision of the L.A.M.C. ls 
gu!lty of misdemeanor which is punishable by a fine or not tnore thiln $1,000.00 tmd/ot six (6) months 
imprisonment for each violation (Sdciion 11.00 (rn) LA!)'1.C:). 
This Order is issued pursuant to 1hJ provisions of LAMC 9 I. 7005.7. l f this substa:n dard condition in not 
eliminated ,~·i1l1in the specified time/ limit, this Department wil I record a "Certificate of Substandard· 
Property" w11h the Office of the Coijnty Recorder. 
Appeals 10 d1is order.may be made pursumif.lo Section 98,0403.2 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code. 
Please inquire about procedures. f · 

Citation W11rning: 1 

Wn ming: A Cifa tion reg uiriug yo.II r opp.en rnnce in court rnny be Issued if com pli1111cc is not ob1nin cd 
wHh tltis Order. This mny result iji II fine or up to $1,-000.00 nnd/or sh: 1ilontlts frt jail. L.A.M.C. 
Sections I J .00 (m) & 98.0408 (a) 1-

Appenl Procedures: I 

Thert: is a11 nppcal procedure eslablisted in this City wl1C:rcl;y 1hc Ocpa.rtmcnt of Building and Safety and 
1he Bonrd Qf Building nnd Safety Cmvmissioncrs lmvc the nuthorltyto bear and dctcnnltie err or nbu~c of 
discretion, or requests For slight modification of!he rcquircmen1s contained in this Order when appropriate 
fees have been p.iid (Section 98.0403{1 and 98.0403.2 L.A.M.C.) 

I fyou Jrnvc iiny questions or require ~ny ndditfonal information, please feel free to contact me at tlie phone 
number below. , f\t': 
lnsp~ctor: _B_ri.an O!souiliJ\. JJ\;-=:.. ~ Date: .4 I ez.l "2.D\5"' 
Grndmg D1vmon ~. 
J J 620 Wilshire B tvd Suite J l 00 
Los Angeles, Ca. 90025 

Rccc.ived _____ ----'---------......... -----Dmc ______ _ 

Page 3 of 3 
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REQUEST! FOR MODIFICATION. OF BUILDING ORDINANCES 

j UNDER AUTHORITY OF l.A.M.C. SECTION 98.0403 

=~~~~; 11010.10000-001ee, 110J0-10000-0lll53. nD2t1-1oooo4f $75 & 11020.10000.00N2 DATE: April 20 I 2015 

JOB ADDRESS: 901 N, Strada Vecchia Rtjad, Los Angeles, CA 90077 

T t Blocki -
rac 1 Bel-Air ------'----------1 

Lot: Pj, Loi 1 

Owner: 001 S1rada, ~L~ i, Petit i O net: Ke vii K. M cOpnn ell of J erter, Meng els, ,BuUei & Mllcht!II Ll P 

Address; 11350 Random Hil!s Road, Sutte 700 Ad.dres~: '19DO Aven.ue of the S\111'$, 7th .Floor 

City ·Slate Zip 
Fairfax, VA 22030 

P~one 
i 

City State Zlp Phone · 
LosAngeles CA 90067 310-201-3590 

RE;QUEST (SUBMIT PLANS OR AOOITlONAt SHEETS s NECESSARY) CODE SECTIONS: sil.0403.1(b)2. 
See attachment A. 

JUSTIFICATION (SUBMIT PLANS OR AOOITIONAt .S~ SETS A$ NECESSARY) 

See attachment A. 

FOR CITY DE;1!ARTMENT'S USE ONLY. BELOW THIS LINE ' . - . 
. 

Concµrrences required ffom the following Departmen1(s)! Approved Denied 

D LO$ Angeles Fire Df!µartment Prln1 N,eme.~i ---------Sig. 0 0 
; 

D Publio Works Bureau of Engineering Print Nam.. Sig O D 
D Depar1menl of City Plenn!ng Print Name Sign D D 
D Departmen! or Col)Tlty Health Print Na:me Slgn D 0 t D Olhet Print Name E@n O D 

.. \ p·· EPAR. TM·~;r~c1·. 1·0·· N. ·. -r~,... I ~it.;_\ ta-c) . .. ' f 1~ ~ '"'-~ 0 - .·. #ib~ ')~ 
: ' !""'NT .;,eN1ep .• . "%.}<227W,.,..;. a~>-;~-~ .. ·,~rttt?;. 

II . . · · · ..! . ' , A of/on tike, byi ISiioo,:vJJi.or) fpNn t; $}fin II ..,:I , . · r "'1•'-
NOTE: IN CASE OF DENIAL, ;ee PAGE #2 OF THIS FORM FOR APPEAL PROCEDURES 

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL (Qonµnued on Pag:e 2): lii'I n~i:,i.\l:Sf11,10.i11$.bllfflS:tlse~nly1d r,:1de.ty 1-----------------.... ---------11 1,11 l1ff!lJ.C1.S&RftJr.Yfflfo~lf..J:,J,.1MJ.VJ'W'!'!Pd: as M 

~~ : 

Appeal Prooessing Fee .. (No. of Jteins) = 0. x $1~0 + S3Waddl 
Inspection Fee ... , .. ;,,,11., ... ~1(!'J9 o.f lnsp,) = «_ X $ ~4.00 
Research Fee •.. (Tot~11,t;1c:,ura;,Yr{orited) = X $1t· .11.00 · ,r"' ..... ,";/O"O~v~i 
Subto.tal .......... 1,,'t·ll-·~'t'S "?b"'m.1yrr·, l'(j'f<'" ................... ' "' "' ....... '' •.•. ' 

Surcharge (Dll•Sfd111.l. ...... :! .... ::!! .. ~L!!t~... X 2 
SurchargJJ.(li~l'-T.B Develapmenl), ..... ,........ X 8f, 
Total FeesU~.3.'J .. 1!d .... O Z .. HJ~.s.,.nz: .. "'" ... """ ... f ..... ,, .. · .... · 
Fees verified by: . , 

Prirtona Sign 00 iJiili\sw /&40 

=lt.,d, 
= o.on 

:'if!" 
= '" • , 'f: ,Mt&' = ~ 

lf(JI 

Rev. 02-1 S-2014 ~1, P11ge 1 of(2 

l>ul,lll.l MP LIC J:.'(.;J; 
3YST£;M3 DEV ~UR("H 
,:.>HJ; STOP SUHCH 

$:1.6ii .(1.{l 

slC! .14 
$:.l .~~,Et 

CERTIFIED TO BE A 
COPY 

By .... • ~ •• 
t. f Bldg. & Safety 

Date... --: i7.l):: l1 .. ... 
www.ladbs.org 119
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Permit A #: , ,,;,.,=,.,.,.. , ,.,,_,_,,,..., """ •= '" • , '"'' '"""'"""" Job Address: 901 N. _Strada Vet;.ehia Rqad, Los Angeles, CA 90077 

-
CONOITIO NS OF A PPRQ\iAL rContinued f tofTi · Paae 1) 

; 

; 
; 

; 

Cl: y OF LOS ANGELES 
BOARD OF BUILDF.G.AND SAFETY/DfSABLED ACCESS 

COM_- ISSION.APPEAL FORM 
(Must be Atta :hed lo the Modification Request Form, Page 1) 

AFFIDAVIT- LA.DBS BOARD OF BUJLOfG AND SAFETY COMMISSIONERS- RESOLUTION NO. 832-93 

l, do state and swear as follows: 
(Pmt or l we Name o! 11W P1,,no,1 S,;inlrtj) u, ~ F oon) 

1. The runne arid mailing address ol the OV/rler ol lh property (as defined in Uie resolution 832-93) al as sh= on 
the appeal appflca!!on (LADBS Com 31) are corr , .!!Ctlt 

2. The aMier of 1he property as shown on (he appe, I applicatlon \'All be made aware of the appeal and wfll recei~e a copy of the appeal. 
I deciare uncler PENALTY OF PERJURY that the forgoing is1rue and correct. 

Owner's Name(s) ---------,,:-----::------,=+,------
CAea><> lyµo or Po ~ 

Owner's Slgnature(s) -------...,c---------41--------- (Two Officers' Signatures Required for Corporations) 
(Pl'.l.1s6Sr,,, 

Name of Co;por.l1ion ------:=====+=:------
1r-"'""' Flit, r.arno o1 ~p,ralion) 

Dated this __ -'----- day of _______ 4---________ .20 __ 
(P.iease Typo or Pm:) 

CALIFORNIA ALL-PURPOSE ACKNOWLEDC EMENT -·--- SIGNATURE(S) MUST BE NOTARIZED 

State of ----------- County l:lf --------- on~---------------

before me, personally appeared -------"""""""-----------
,-. T,!lo DI' Off"'"' (e.11 . .llloe Doe. N o!&iy >blic) NRrne(o) cl S111ne,(s) 

who;proved to me on the basis of saUsfaclory evidence to. be e person(s) vmose narne(s) Ware 
subso1bed lo the within lr'ls\rumen1 and ackno>Medged 10 me _ at he/she/!hey executed the same 
In hlslherllheit authortred tapacity{ies), and that by hlsJ11er/!he sigm:it~{s) ori the inslrvmenl In 
peroon(s). or the enUty upon behalf of v.tiicil ihe person(s) act d; executed the i11Stri.Jment: I · 
certify under PENAL TY OF PERJURY undef' llw t;iws of o Staw of Catlfomla that lho 
foregoing Is til.iund correct - - - . -- - - -- - -

1/VlTNESS· hand and official seal. SI· nature 

APPEAL OF OEPARTME T ACTION ro THE BOARD OF BUILDING AND SAFETY 
COMMISSIONER /DISABLED ACCESS APPEALS COMMIS J N., -

Applicant's Name 

Si na!llre . . .. tf. s-_L,, .. 
,,,~ .... : I "T' .. 

Board Fee ····t'G'isr/i','JV(i '(No; ofllem~ ~ X i $ ~ 
lnspect1op 1Ffr-,n:'"''!tr··i'l"i!,W.o/~f_ lnsp.) - _ X I $84.00 
Researcfi Fee' t}'(T61al•Hom!Worked) = I,.. X , $104.00 
SJ.iblotaJ.. ... , ..........•.....•....••..........•• -...•............................... : •• , •....•....•... 

s urch1~e ~~~ @<>P>0'6··Md V· ~ I Ol···· .. 
Surcharge (Systems Oeoelopmenl) ...... ,....... X , 6% 

X 2% 

FEES 

;;:~ :;~~~[J;JiTJ)Jti········································· · ................ . 

Print and Sign of'h\l 

=i~ 
= 0.00 
= ioi A9&-=~-~ - . 
- . 

'~ -t.l'I· ~I') 
. "'J\a r ...... ~ -t:it- r,.~ 
:~~1~~~ 
t-J~b~-~~ 
err ,:c, o r~ l:li 6 
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ATTACHMENT "A'' 

901 N. S1rada Vecchia Road 

Ap.-iJ 70, .201 S 

REQUEST: 

To determine the D ·artmeot of.Buildfog and Safety (''DBS") e.-red and/or abused its. 
disci·etion in its d~te ·miriatioii to:·issue Order to Cc:impJy No. JN071520:t4.2, dated April 
8., 2015, and Order t Comply No . .80040615-954, Issue Date AprH 8,201.5. ·Jn the 
alteniativc, a l'eques : for an exte11si0.1i of time to comply with Order to Comply No. 
JN07l52014:2, date AJ)l'il 8, 20 IS, and Order to Coniply No. B0040615~954, [ssue 
Date A.ptil 8, t.ois. 

JUSTIFlCA TION: 

901 Strada, J..LG.(''. ~ner") owns the site located a.t 90 I Strada Vecchia R.oad, Los 
Angeles, 900?7 (''P11 ~ect Site,.). Ou April 5, 2012, the Los Allgeles Department of 
B1iilding and Safety l'LADQS'') isstied Btiilding Pennit Numbers 11010-10()00-00788. · 
I 1020·10000-01575, 11030·.10000-01653, 11020~10000-00742, and 11047-10000~00339 
(the uPennits~') for t1 e consb1.iction of a single fa111ily home with accessory retaining 
walls, swimming. po ~' detached de.ck, and related gr·ading work (the "Project"). 

The Owner lias spent at least a. million dollars in good faith 1·~JiQ.nce on the Permit:s .and 
inspections. From a roximately Apr.ii 13., 2012 to July 10, 2014, at least 58 grading 
inspections were pel" · l'lned ·at the Project Site a.n~ froni apprexi111ate ly January 16, ·20 l3 
to June 25, 2014., 11t I ast 98· in$pectkms w~ performed on the· single family home 
buildins alone. 

Those ii1spectiomf no · .ithsta;ndjng, DBS hisued Stop Work Order N·o. JN071520 J 4 .1, 
dated July J s. 2014 ( e "20 .14 Oi·der"). ordering. work stopped· and to ren1rn to plan check 
to verify as built. con· itions are in conform:allee with. the, appro.ved plans. The Owner has 
complied with the 20 :4 Order aiid has been in frequent contact with DBS· attempting to 
rectify issues associat: d. with the 20.14 Order! Now, DBS alleges .una,u~horized work has 
~ee" perfonned on th ProjeQ.t Site si:nce the 2.014 Order was issued. Thi~· allegatio1l is in 
error. The Ow11er. pel' .or1ned limited work to the building ·-and pei~r ormed ce11ain site 
work to minlmJze the. ;or~1.1tiai for dam.age dt1e to ra~n storms fotecaswd. (and which 
occutred): sinc·e the 20 A Ord~r was issued, all with the express authorization from DBS. 

The Owner hrts evel'y 'ntentiQn of.c·onti11uh1gto wo1·k with 0.BS to address alJ issues of 
concern in plan cheek nd fo peifo.n11 any corrective work at the Project Site as necessary. 
Therefore, the Owner equests.that it be .g,.·anted a rea,onable extension of time to comply 
With a11 issues raised i the above.referenced Otders to. Comply. 

. I 

.. Wfi.j:!' ·! P.txe the right t supplement this tili11g with any additional inform1,1tjon and 
r, 1 l. .F,;JJ~:. ~~. 1 itfih may b prese~te~ before amf during the pu.blie bearh,g· before the Board 
·· ··-41PB Iliff lin~ Safet) Comnuss1oners. 

6Z :~ l~d OZ· ·}JdV SlDZ 

1·1 'J ~ J 3·. '\ ':"I ~ I . .I I, . .J .J 

CERTIFIED TO BE A 
COPY 
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I 
l!OARDOF 

BUILDING AND SAFETY 
COMMISSIONERS 

Q;JTY OF Los ANGELES 

VAN AMBATIELOS 
PRESIDENT 

E. FELICIA BRANNON 
VICE PRE S!DENT 

i. .CALIFORNIA 

.'." ..... , 
'.. do ' 
~~ .. _. 
···.-. ,. 

JOSELYN GEAGA-ROSENTHAL 
GEORGE HOVAGU!MIAN 

JAVIER NUNEZ 

June 10, 2015 

Kevin K. McDonnell 1
/ 

. Jeffer, Mangeis, Butler and Mitchell-LLP 
1900 Avenue of the Stars, 7u, Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90067 

!I 

ERIC GARCETTI 
MAYOR 

JOB ADDRESS: 901 NORnl STRADA VECCHIA ROAD 

DEPARTMENT OF 

BUILDING AND SAFETY 
2m NORTI-! FIGUEROA STREET 

LOS Af.lGELES, CA H0012 

RAYMOND S. CHAN, C.E., S.E. 
GENERAL MANAGER 

FRANK BUSH 
EXEC LIT/VE OFFICE/I 

BOARD FILE: 150040 
C.D.: 5 

On June 2, 2015, ibe Board of Build Ing and Safety C ommissioncrs considered your appeal regarding the 
property at the above referenced job ,ddress: 

B·oARD ACTION: I 
I. 

2. 

Determine that the11Department of Building and Safety ("LADBS") DID NOT 
ERR OR ABUSE Its DICRETION in its determination to issue Order to Comply 
No. JN07152014.2,~dated April 08, 2015, and Order to Comply No. BO 040615-
954, dated April 08,12015. 

DENY the request {or an extension of time to comply Vvith LADBS Order to 
Comply No. JN07IS2014.2, dated April 08, 2015, and Order to Comply No. BO 
040615-954, dated tpril 08, 2015. Further, the Board's action shall be with 
PREJUDICE. The repartment shall not accept another appeal on this matter. 

(Continued on Page 2) 

I 
!, 

Ii 
AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY - AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER 

I 
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Page2 
Job Address: 901 NORTH S[fRADA VECCHIA ROAD 
Board File: 150040 

FINDINGS (Adopted): 

1. The request doJs not meet the spirit and intent of the Code inasmuch as this is a 
self-imposed h.trdship, due to the fact that all the work in question was done 
outside the bo~~s of the pennit and approved plans. 

/] ; 

~~ L 
Van Ambatiel~~ ~ r. t" . 
BOARD OF BUil.,DING AND S1ETY COMMISSIONERS J·'C /Oil By 

the BOARD OF au11 Df NG /jV · , 
NOT VAUD WITHOUT STAMP AND SJGNATVfMYvlJ\.HSS:ONERS on i,-D SAFETY 

I, ~ 

CJ:mct 
150040.fal 

;I 1-- -- 2., 2. O I 5 

c: Sr. Inspector J. T. Christian II 
Bel Air Beverly Crest NeiYJborhood Council 
Ann Beisch I 
Ron Hudson ! 
Cynthia Yorkin i: 

Todd Nelson 
Maureen Levinson 
Kirk Stamblis 
:Marcia Hobbs 
Gareth Crites 
901 Strada, LLC 

Schwartz & Janzen, LLP 
Alfred T. Wilkes 
Kristen Lonner 
Fred Rosen 
Ginn Gribow 
Victor Del La Cruz 
Beatriz Horacek · 
Joseph Horacek III 
Steve Myers 
Dennis Bolin· 

For further information call the Comrliission Office at (213) 482-0466. 
I . 

The decisions of the Board are effe-five at the close of the meeting unless it is noted otherwise. The 
Board or the Superintendent may order a reconsideration of all or part of the case on its or his own 
motion, or on petition of any party. ithe power to order a reconsideration shall expire five days after the 
effective date of the decis jon (Section !~8 .0312 LAMC). If no action is taken on a petition within the tim c 
allowed for ordering reconsideration, t~e petition shall be deemed denied. 

Pursuant to Section 245 of Article ullof the Charter of the City of Los Angeles, actions taken by this 
Board become finaJ·at the expiration ~fthe next five (5) meeting days of the City Council during which 
the Council convenes in regular sessiob, unless the City Council acts within that time by two-thirds vote 
to bring this action before it for consid,ration. 

Ii 

I 
I, 

I, 

CERTIFIED TO BE A 
COPY 

By. t. ie~ty· 
Date. , . :-.5. ,j J .. , .. , 
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! Cjty of Los Angeles 
REPORT ON APPEAL FROM tADBS DETERMINATION OF SUPERINTENDENT OF BUILDING 

I: 

REFERRED TO Tiffi BBSC W,i'fHOUT RECOMMENDATION FROM THE COMMSSION STAFF 

11 

DEPARTMENT STAFF: J. ~. Christian 
II 

I 
I 

OWNER: !I 

I 
901 Strada, LLC I 
1 l 3 5 0 Random Hills Road, Suite 7dO 
Fairfax, VA 22030 '. 

APPELLANT: 

Kevin K. McDonnell 
Jeffer, Mangeis, Butler and Mitchel LLP 
1900 Avenue of the Stars, i" Floor j 
Los Angeles, CA 90067 j 

1 ,, 
I 

I. 

BOARD FILE: 150040 
C.D.: 5 (Councilmembcr P. Korctz) 
PLANNING AREA: Bel Air 
OCCUPANCY: R3 
TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION: v~B 
STORIES: 2 
FIRE DISTRICT: VHFHSZ 
ZONE: RE-20-1-H 
STATUS: --
BUREAU/DIV: INSPECTJON 
D1STR1CT OFFICE: Metro 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION: None 
ORDER: Yes 

JOB ADDRESS: 901 NORTri: STRADA VECCHIA ROAD 

I 

EXHIBITS: Ii· 

EXHIBIT A: LADES Order to CompJJ Supplemental No. JN07152014.2, dated April 8, 2015. 
EXHIBIT B: LADES Order to CompI1-Stop Work No. BO 040615-954, dated April 8, 2015. 
EXH!BITC: LADBS Pennits (5) issued April 2012 for 901 N. Strada Veccl1ia Road. 
EXHIBIT D: LADBS Notice to Stop ailIConstruction and Intent to Revoke, dated July 14, 2014. 
EXIDBlT E: LADBS Order to Complf No. JN07152014.1, dated July 15, 2014. 
EXHIBIT F: LADBS Revocation of Btiilding Permits/Letter, dated September 9,-2014. 
EXHIBIT G: List ofLADBS written Otders to Comply issued from 2011 to present. 
EXHIBIT H: List of unapproved constr ction, referenced from OTC. (Exhibit A) 
EXHIBIT I: Photographs of constructi. n project. 

! 

APPENDIX: Appeal package with suppbrt documents as submitted by appellant. 

CERTIFIED TO BE A 
~COPY 

By~~ty· 

oate. . r. .~ ~ Ll ...... . 124
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Job address: 901 NORTH STRA!DA VECCHlA ROAD 
Board File: 150040 j 

APPEAL: 

REQUEST NO. I 

Determine if the Los Angeles ~partment of Building and Safety (LADBS) erred and/or --~bused its 
discretion in its determination to 1ss.ue Order to Comply No. JN07 l 52 0 J 4 .2, dated April 08, 20 l 5, and 
Order to Com ply No. BO 04 06 J 5 "f 54, dated April 08, 2015. (Exhibits A and B) 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: j: 

REFERRED TO THE BBSC WI'rtJOUT RECOMMENDATION FROM THE COMMISSION STAFF. 
THE P0SIT10N OF THE DEPARTMENT WHEN AN APPEAL REGARDING ERROR OR ABUSE 
OF DISCRETION I~ BROUGHT {OR TH TO THE BOAR.P OF COMMISSIONERS, WILL ALWAYS 
UNEQUIVOCALLY BE THAT =,rr DID NOT COMMIT AN ERROR NOR ABUSED ITS 
DISCRETION IN THE ACTION APPEALED, OTHERWISE THAT ACTION WOULD HAVE BEEN 
CORRECTED AND TilE APPEAIJ WITHDRA \VN. 

If request NO. l is denied: 
l 

REQUEST NO. 2 

Request an extensio~ of time to cornily with the aforementioned Orders. 
Ii 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Denial of the request. 
I 

Further, the Commission action shii/~
1 
be with PREJUDICE. LA DBS shall not accept anothel' appeal on 

this matter. : 
i! 

FINDINGS: 
- ' 

J. The request does not meet th~ spirit and intent of the Code inasmuch as this is a self-imposed 
hardship, due to the fact that (IJJ the work in question was,done outside the bounds of the permit 
and approved plans; this wor~, has not been approved nor is the~e any indication that it could be 
approved, further, no inspectidns have been conducted for this unauthorized work. 

l 
' l: 

THE REPORT SUBMITTED HERE~ IS NOT AN OFFICIAL ACTION OF THE COMMlSSlON. 
ACTIONS BECOME. OFFICIAL. ONCE THE COMMISSION RENDERS A FINAL DECISION IN 
THE MATTER. DECISIONS ARE ]:VERIFIED VIA SIGNED AND STAMPED COMMISSION 
ACTION LETTERS. ]: · · 

I 
I: a 

BACKGROUND: \ 
i . 

The subject property was originally develbped in l 952 with a single story home. The appe! I ant acquired the 
property in 2011 with the intent to demolish and redevelop the property with a new structure. 

' j; ' 

I: 

I 
I 2 
l 
! 
1 

I 
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Job address: 90 l NORTH STRAbA VECCHJA ROAD 
Board File: 150040 f 

In April 2012, the Department Jsued pennits for a new two-story, single-family-dwelling (SFD) with 
habitable basement and a six car l~arage. Other development permits included a swimming pool, deck, 
and various retaining walls. (Exhi1it C) 

Los Ange/es.Department of Bui~ing and Safety (LADES) inspections began in 2012. During the 
property's development, LADBS tceived complaints from neighbors for various alleged violations of the 
building and zoning codes. ' 

. . I 

The Department responded by co~ducting au investigation of the numerous claims. As a result of the 
investigation, the Department issu4d a NOTICE TO STOP ALL CONSTRUCTION AND INTENT TO 
REVOKE BUILDI~G PERMITS, pated July 14, 2014 (Exhibit D) coupled with ORDER TO COMPLY 
No. JN07152014.1, dated July 15, 2U14. (ExhibitE) 

II 

The Depai:ment ultimately revoked I.ill building permits associated with the project. (Exhibit F) 

DISCUSSION: 

Hil!side construction can be comp/ex and challenging. In general, multiple inspections are required 
before a permit is finaled and a Cerdficate of Occupancy is granted. For this site, LAD BS has conducted 
over 250 inspections· and the project ~s approximately two thirds complete. · 

From the beginning, numero~s correhive actions were necessary to keep the construction process withJn 
the bounds of the code. To date, L4DBS has issued nine written orders and Jogged severnl significant 
correction notices against the develqper for non-conformance to the approved plans and variou5 code 
violations. A brief summary of thes1' Orders are included. in this repo1t. (Exhibit G) 

TJ1e Department issued an ORDERji TO COMPLY (Order) dated July 15, 2014, (Exhibit E) with 
instructions to stop all work and returv to plan check to address elements of construction that were not in 
conformance with the approved pl~ms. The Department continued to receive complaints through 
December 2014, which demonstrated ~hat constructi 011 had not stopped. 

The Department assigned an inspecto) to make unannounced site visits to monitor the alleged violatio11s 
of the Stop Work Order. This inspector documented over 60 inspection stops between July 2014 and 
April 20 J 5, noting that various elemen/s of the project had been completed, despite tlie Order. 

Due to the problematic nature of this property and the severity ofthe purported zoning and building code 
violations, LADBS conducted a thorough site inspection on April 6, 2015. 111 attendance were ten 
Depart'ment managers, as well as tl~e prpject contractor and developer, Mr. Hadid. 

De pa1tm ent st.a.ff ,;.,itn essed, d ocu m ente~, and photograpl1ed a· mu /ti tude of anomalies i neon sistem with 
the approv.ed plans. As a ~es ult, two O~ders to Comply were issued Ji sting the numerous violations 
witnessed by Building and Safety personnel. These two Orders are being challenged by the appellant 
(Exhibits A and B). 111 

:1 

The list of unapproved construction, as 11.oted in Exhibit A, has been reproduced for reference. (Exhibit H) 

Currently, the project has been suspende8 and may not go forward until all the items listed in the Orders 
have been addressed. Ii · 

II 

I 
I 
!I 

1 
·j 

3 
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Job address: 901 NORTH STRAJA VECCHIA ROAD 
Board File: J 50040 l 

I . 
TI-IE APPEAL 

Request No. 1 

Detennine if LADBS erred of abu$ed its discretion in issuing Order to Comply No. JN07152014.2 and 
Order to Com ply No. B00406 l S-9 *· issued April 8, 2015. (Exhibits A and B) 

! 

Justification for this appeal: The for /bwing paragraph is an excerpt from Append ix Attachment 11A" of the 
appeal application provided by the orner's counsel. ' . . . 

"The owner has spent al least a mqlion dollars in good faith reliance on the Permits and inspections. 
From approximately April J~. 2012 ~o July JO, 2014, al least 58 gradin,g inspections were performed at 
the Project Sile and from approximdf,~ly January 16, 2013 to June 25, 2014, al leasr 98 inspections were 
performed on the single family home r,uilding alone. " 

' ! 
The statement's implication may refe· to "vested rights." 

The appellant makes reference to hav g spent at least a million dollars in permit and building fees. 

Department response: lf 

Many inspections have been conduited and substantial work has been completed. Both are factual 
statements. However, the owner has [not invested in his project "in good faith reliance " on the permits 
issued by the Department. Co!lecti-v!ely, if all of the aforementioned statement~ were true, this could 
establish vested rights. Because the Ij';oject has been so deliberately altered from the approvea plans, the 
"in goodfaith reliance" statement is]'.sputable. . 

The following paragraph is an excerptjfrom Appendix Attachment "A" of the appeal application provided 
by the owner's counsel. · j . . 
" ... Those inspections notwithstanding. DBS issued Stop Work Order No. JN07I52014. l, dated July J 5, . i . 
2014 (the 2014 01'der) ordering work topped and to return to plan check to verify as built conditions are 
in conformance with the approved pla s. The Owner has complied with the 2014 Order and has been in 

.frequent contact with DBS attempting rectify issues associated with the 2014 Order. 
Now, DBS alleges unauthorized work . as been performed on the Project Site since the 2014 Order wos 
issued. This allegation is in error. · e Owner peiformed limited work to the building and performed 
certain site .work to minimiz.e the p · tential for damage due to rain storms forecasted (and which 
occurred) since the 2014 Order was iss ed, all with the express authorization from DBS." 

To avoid confusion, the Orders referenled in this appeal (Exhibits A and B) are ~upplemental Orders ~o 
the originals issued in 2014, which remlin in effect. 

The appellant states they have complie · with the ~014 Order which lists s~veral violations and rem~dies. 
C !aiming to. be '·'in compliance '' with t~e Order a1id tlien stating that they are in communication with the 
Department to rectify issues contained ij the Order, is. somewhat contradictory·. · · _ 

l . 

1: 
j 

l 
l 
j 

Ii 

I 
1 
j 

4 
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COPY 

127

0095

Case 2:21-bk-10335-BB    Doc 105-3    Filed 06/28/21    Entered 06/28/21 19:04:01    Desc
Exhibit C    Page 74 of 170



( 

t)l 

j· ... ..... 

I 
Job address: 901 NORTH STRA A VECCIDA ROAD 
Board File: 150040 

The Order demands compliance o several points. 

l. STOP ALL WORK as ofJufy I , 2014. 

2. Return to plan check to verify a -built conditions are in conformance with the approved plans. 

3. Make aH work conform to Code and the approved plans or demolish and remove any unapproved work 
etc. · · ' · · · 

Department response~ 

The Department has documented a' d witnessed additional work l~aving been completed on the structure 
in vioJation of the 2014 Order. 

T'here has been no re-submittal o plans to the Department to address the as-built conditions or the 
additional construction witnessed our staff. 

The Department aisagrees with th appellant's claim that· they are· in compliance. This is why it was 
necessary to issue supplemental Ord rs on April 15, 2015. (·Exhibit A and B) · 

The appeUant states; "Now, DBS all .:ges·unauth'orized work has been performed on the Project Sile since 
the 2014 Order was l'ssued" This a legation is found in the recent Orders. (E><:}ljbit A and B) Appellant 
states this allegation is in error and ,ontinues to sta~e the owner performed limited work to the building 
And property to minimize the poten'ti I for damage due to rain. 

The Department was aware of mino ~ontinuances of work, restl'icteci only to reducing potential water 
dam age from weather events. Howe er. after the thorough inspection in A pri I 2015, it was determined 
that more construction had been com Jeted without inspections and most of this outside the parameters of 
the plan. 

Interior carpentry. creating rooms u der floors, eJectricaI wiring and mechanical ~uct ~ork are not 
eJements typically needed to minimiz · stonn damage. 

CONCLUSION: 

The project bas clearly exceeded the cope of the permit and does not match. the approved pJans. The 
Department bas acted within its auth "ty to revoke all permits associated with this property until such 
time as the developer re-submits pJa s addressing the many changes and additions to the project or 
removes alJ unapproved construction a d repairs any alterations to the site g~ology. 

CERTIFIED TO BE A 
COPY 
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Job address: 901 NORTH STRADA VECCHlA ROAD 
Board File: l 50040 i 
Regarding Request No. 2 

j, 

Should the Board deny request ~1umber J, the owner requests a reasonable extension of time to comply 
with all issues enumerated in the ~rders. 

Department Response: 

The Department is not in favor of ~ranting time to comply. In the months following the Order to Comply, 
dated July 2014, substantial wdfk was completed on the project in violation of the Order. The 
construction is beyond what was ~pproved by permit. No new plans have been re-submitted addressing 
the alterations or additional square rootage. ,. 
Attempts have been made by the tpellant to re-submit the appropriate plot plans and topography map, 
however, our engineering staff ha determined those to be inaccurate and unusable. The have been no 
subsequent submittals. / 

Eight months have passed since thehuly 2014 Orders were issued. There has not been enough momentum 
by the developer to indicate that tbe~ intend on moving forward in a timely manner. The Departl)lent does 
not believe granting more time to c~mply with the Orders will result in a different outcome. Therefore, 
the Department does not recommenq granting additional time. 

CODE: 

Ii 
11 

I 

91.104.2.4. Authority to stnp worlc. 1 
. l 

Whenever any construction work is i,ing done contrary to the provisions of any law or 
ordinance enforced by the departmenq the department shall have the authority to issue a 
written notice to the responsible partyjto stop work on that portion of the work on which 
the violation has occurred. f 
The notice shall state th!l nature of the iolation and no work shall be done on that portion 
until the violation has been rectified an approval obtained from the department. 

106.1. Permits required, l . - . . 
106.1.1, Building permits. No person ~hall erect, construct, alter, repair, demolish, 
remove or m ave any bu i Id ing or stru ctq re, , .. un 1 ess said person has obtained a permit 
from the department. (excerpt) j . . 

106.1.2. Grading permits. No person J~alJ commence or perform any grading, and no 
person.shall import or export any earth fnaterials to or from any grading site, without 
first having obtained a pennit from the bepartment. No person shall perform any 
grading within areas designated "hi!Jsid~u unless a copy of the permit is in the 
possession of a responsj ble person and alvai !able at the site for display upon request. 
Any grading project involving more tha~ I 00 cubic yards (76.S m3) of excavation and 
in voJv ing an excavation in excess of S f ~et ( I 524 mm) in vertical d eptb at its deepest 
point measured from the original groundjsurface shall be done by a State of California 
I ice nsed contractor who is licensed to pe' form the work described herein. 

6 

CERTIFIED TO BEA 
~~-COPY 

·.s,~:i~· 
oate.. J.:: .... : .a .... 
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ii 
ii 

Job address: 901 NORTH STRAtM VECCHIA. ROAD 
Board File: J 50040 I 

SECTJON 108 INSPECTION I! 

II 

91.108.J. General. ·All constru~ion or work for which a pennit is reqtiired shall be 
subject to inspection by authorized/ employees of the depa11ment, and certain types of 
cons~ucti~n shal.l have continu?us1inspe~tion by Registere~ Depuly lnspectors as . 
specified m S ect1on J 704 of. P r1 or ~o the issuance of a Cert1fi cate of Occupancy as 
specified in Section 1 09, a final inspection sha JJ be made by the department of a JI 
construction or work for which a p~rrnit has been issued. . 

Ii 
108.4. Approval required. Wor~, shall not be done beyond the point indicated in 
each successive inspection·without tirst obtaining the approval of the Superintendent 
of Building. The Superintendent, upjon notification, shall make the requested 
inspections and shall ejther indicat~!/that portion of the construction_ is satisfacto~ as 
completed or shal! notify the permit holder or an agent of the permit holder wherein 
the same fails to comply with this cddc. Any prn1ions which do not comply shall be 
corrected and such portion sha!] not be covered or concealed until authorized by the 
Superintendent of the Building. · Ii 

There shall be a final inspection and ~pproval of all buildings and structures when 
completed and ready for occupancy ;nd use. 

I 
91.108.8. Surveys. In the absence pf any designation of the proper location of.the 
lot on which a building is to be erected, for which building a penn it has been issued, 
the department may require the owner to have the Jot surveyed and staked by a 
registered land surveyor or regist~red fivil eni;ineer so that the proper location of the 
building on the Jot may be detem1i11ed. 

II 

ii 
CONDITIONS PRECEDENT TO I~SUING A 

GRADINGPERMIT '/ 

! 

7006.1 Plans and specifications. Application for a grading permit shall be 
accompanied by plans and specificatiohs prepared and signed by an individual 
licensed by the State to prepare such d~cuments. PJans shall be drawn to.appropriate 
scale upori substantial paper or cloth and shall be of sufficient clarity to indicate the 
n at LI re and extent of the work pro posed II and sh ow in detail tl1 at the plans wi !I conform 
to the prov is ions of this code .and al J re!1evant Jaws, ordinances, rules and regu !ations. 

i 
I 

I, 

I! 

II 

I 
) 

/, 

7 

CERTIFIED TO BEA 
~~-COPY 

Byotf"~' 
Date ..•. ?..:!] ..... 
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( 
Job address: 901 NORTH S , DA VECCHIA ROAD 
Board File: l 50040 j 

7006.3.2 Engineerfog geology re I ort. The engineering geology report required by 
Section 7006.2 shall include an ad quate description of the geology of the site, 
conclusions and recommendations egarding the effect of geologic conditions on the 
proposed development, and opinio on the adequacy for the intended use of sites to be 
developed by the proposed grading as affected by geologic factors. 
In addition, all soils engineering an engineering geology reports for grading work in 
hillside areas shall also comply wit rules and standards established by the department. 

Raymond S. Chan, C.E., S.E. 
General Manager 

, 1cdm'!" B:v· · 

Prepared by: Senior Inspector J. T. 
Code Enforcement Bureau 

ist:ian 

Um BUA.RD OF mm.owe /:r,.rf;titnJY 
COMM13SH1Nrns on . 
~ 2., 2.0,.s 

J. T. Christian May 21, 2015 

8 
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ROOF OF SERVICE 

STATE OF CALI: ORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

I am employed in the County o . Los Angeles. I am over the age of 18 and not a party to the within 
action; my business address is: Office fthe City Attorney, 200 North Main Street, 500 City Hall East1 

Los Angeles, California 90012. 

On June 23, 2017 I served a: opy of the following document(s) described as: 
SENTENCING MEMORANDU :: MOHAMED HADID in the interested party(ies) in this 
action as follows: 

SEE . TTACHED SERVICE LIST 

9 [] 

10 

BY MAIL: By placing a tru copy thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope(s) addressed as 
above and placing each for c llection and mailing on that date following ordinary business 
practices. I am "readily fam' iar" with this business's practice for collecting and 
processing correspondence fi r mailing. On the same day that correspondence is placed 
for collection and mailing, it s deposited in the ordinary course of business with the U.S. 
Postal Service in Los Angel , California, in a sealed envelope with postage fully prepaid. 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

[] 

IX] 

[X] 

IX] 

[ ] 

BY PERSONAL SERVIC : I personally delivered the documents to the attorneys listed 
on the attached service list at the Van Nuys Courthouse, Department 113, located at 14400 
Erwin Street, Van Nuys, Cal omia 91401. 

BY OVERNIGHT DELIV RY: I enclosed the documents in an envelope or package 
provided by an overnight del very carrier and addressed as above. I placed the envelope 
or package for collection an overnight delivery at an office or a regularly utilized drop 
box of the overnight deliver carrier. 

I 
BY E-MAIL OR ELECTR NIC TRANSMISSION: Based on a court order or an 
agreement of the parties to a 1cept service by e-mail or electronic transmission, I caused 
the documents to be sent tot e persons at the e-mail addresses listed above. I did not 
receive, within a reasonable 'me after the transmission, any electronic message or other 
indication that the transmissi n was unsuccessful. 

STATE: I declare under pe alty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that 
the foregoing is true and co . ct. 

FEDERAL: I declare that I ~m employed in the office of a member of the bar of this 
Court at whose direction the· ervice was made. I declare under penalty of perjury under 
the laws of the United States of America that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed on June 23, 2017 Los Angeles, California. 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

SERVICE LIST 
ATTACH , ENT TO PROO}' OF SERVICE 

The People of the fate of California v. James Thomas Zelloe, 

Donald M. Re, Esq. 

901 St 1ada LLC, and Mohamed lladid 
i 
I 

iCASE NO.: SPY03637 

James W. Spcrtus, Esq. 
6 A Professional Law Corporation 

i 
Spertus, Landes & Umhofer, LLP 

1990 South Bundy Drive, Suite 705 

Los Angeles, CA 90025 

1624 South Grand Avenue, 22nd Floor 

7 Los Angeles, CA 90017 

8 Email: .donaldmre(a),va_hQg_,com 

Mona C. SooHoo, Esq. 
A Professional Law Corporation 

624 South Grand Avenue, 22nd Flaa 

Los Angeles, CA 90017 
Email: mso o hoo@.earthl ink. net 

Email: jim(a;spertuslaw.com 

Robert L. Shapiro, Esq. 
Glaser Weil 

10250 Constellation Blvd., 19th Floor 

Los Angeles, CA 90067 
Email: rsta;glaserweil.eom 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

<1--------...C...-------li----------'------------------------·····--------------····· 
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1 11 MICHAEL N. FEUER, City Attorney (SBN 111529) 
WILFREDO RIVERA, Assistant City Attorney (SBN 186890) 

I MICHELLE MCGINNIS, Supv. Deputy City Attorney (SBN 221045) 
GRACE Y. LEE, Deputy City Attorney (SBN 310116) 

j 200 North Main Street, 500 City Hall East 
I Los Angeles, California 90012 
Telephone: (213) 978-8074 

j Attorneys for Plaintiff 
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF 

P 1 3 2018 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MOHAMED A. HADID, 

Defendant. 

Case No.: 5PY03637 

PEOPLE'S NOTICE OF MOTION AND 
MOTION FOR PROBATION VIOLATION 
HEARING PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE 
SECTION 1203 ET SEQ; DECLARATION 
OF ERIC JAKEMAN; DECLARATION 
OF SHAKEN AKELYAN; EXHIBITS 

Date: September 13, 2018 
Time: 10:30 a.m. 
Dept.: 113 

| TO DEFENDANT AND DEFENDANT'S COUNSEL OF RECORD: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on September .13, 2018 at 10:30 a.m. or as soon thereafter as 

counsel may be heard in Department 113 of the Los Angeles County Superior Court located at 14400 

Erwin Street, Van Nuys, California, the People of the State of California will and hereby do move the 

court to revoke Defendant's probation and set a probation violation hearing. 

PEOPLE'S MOTION FOR PROBATION VIOLATION HEARING 
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This Motion is made and based on this Notice, the attached Memorandum of Points and 

Authorities, the papers, pleading and records on file in this criminal action, and on such further 

evidence and oral argument as may be presented at the hearing. 

Date: September 12, 2018 Respectfully submitted, 

MICHAEL N. FEUER, City Attorney 
WILFREDOJIIVERA, Assistant City Attorney 
MICI lELLJE MCGINN 1 S^Supv. Deputy City Attorney 

GR^^^vrfiE, Deputy City Attorney 
AttAmeys for Plaintiff 
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

PEOPLE'S MOTION FOR PROBATION VIOLATION HEARING 
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. FACTUAL AND PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND 

Defendant was charged on December 9, 2015 with three violations of the Los Angeles 

Municipal Code ("LAMC"): one count of LAMC section 12.21(A)(1)(a) (unlawful construction 

without a permit or license); one count of LAMC section 91.8105 (building constructed without a 
i 

building permit); and one count of LAMC section 91.103.3 (failure to comply with order issued 

pursuant to the Building Code). These incidents occurred at the property located at 901 Strada 

Vecchia Road, Los Angeles, California ("901 Strada Vecchia") on or about January 7, 2015. On May 

30, 2017, Defendant pleaded no contest to all counts. (See TCIS Docket for Case # 5PY03637-03, 

attached hereto as Exhibit A, pp. 9-10.) On July 20, 2017, Defendant was conditionally sentenced to 

three years of summary probation, which included: obeying all laws and orders of the court; serving 

200 hours of community service by July 20, 2018; developing a slope stabilization design and plan 

("SSDP") approved by the Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety ("LADBS"); and either 

completing construction of 901 Strada Vecchia in accordance with all LADBS orders and directives, 

or demolishing the existing structure and stabilizing the slope pursuant to the SSDP. (See Exhibit A, 

pp. 11-16.) 

On July 19, 2018, the court issued an order directing Defendant to submit architectural, 

structural, and grading plans with corrections for 901 Strada Vecchia to LADBS by August 10, 2018. 

(See Court Reporter's Transcript of Proceedings on July 19, 2018, attached hereto as Exhibit B, pp. 

50-51.) On that date, Defendant's architect, Ignacio Rodriguez, testified and agreed to submit all three 

plans to LADBS by that date. (See Exhibit B, p. 51.) 

PEOPLE'S MOTION FOR PROBATION VIOLATION HEARING 
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II. ARGUMENT 

1. Defendant's grant of probation is subject to fulfilment of the terms of the plea agreement. 

"Probation is an act of clemency and may be withdrawn if the privilege is abused." {In re Bine 

(1957) 47 Cal.2d 814, 817.) Defendant accepted a grant of leniency from the court, pursuant to Penal 

Code section 1203(a), and was conditionally sentenced by the court upon the fulfilment of the terms of 

his plea agreement with the People. Penal Code section 1203(a) states in part: "As used in this code, 

'probation' means the suspension of the imposition or execution of a sentence and the order of 

conditional and revocable release in the community subject to conditions established by the court..." 

Should Defendant violate any of the terms or conditions imposed by the court, the court "shall have 

the authority to modify and change any and all of the terms and conditions" and hold Defendant 

subject to the limitations of the offenses for which Defendant is liable. (Pen. Code, § 1203.1, subd. 

0)0 

2. Defendant has violated the terms of his probation by failing to submit corrected plans to 

LADBS by August 10,2018, thereby failing to obey all laws and orders of the court. 

As noted above. Defendant was ordered to obey all laws and orders of the court, including the 

court's July 19, 2018 order that required Defendant to submit corrected plans for 901 Strada Vecchia 

to LADBS by August 10, 2018. (See Exhibit B, pp. 50-51.) Defendant did not comply with this 

order. Neither Defendant, Defendant's counsel, nor Defendant's architect submitted updated or 

corrected plans of any kind to LADBS by August 10, 2018. In fact, as of September 5, 2018, 26 days 

past the agreed-upon August 10, 2018 deadline, no one representing Defendant had even contacted 

LADBS regarding the plans. (See Declaration of Eric Jakeman.) 

On September 5, 2018, Defendant's counsel admitted that no plans for 901 Strada Vecchia had 

been submitted by the August 10, 2018 deadline, leading the court to set a probation violation hearing 

PEOPLE'S MOTION FOR PROBATION VIOLATION HEARING 
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setting for September 13, 2018. (See Exhibit A, pp. 18-19.) Defendant's counsel additionally stated 

that the plans for 901 Strada Vecchia would be submitted to LADBS on September 6, 2018. Although 

Defendant's design team did provide an updated set of plans to LADBS on September 6, 2018, the 

plans were not complete, failing LADBS's requirements for submission. (See Declaration of Shahen 

Akelyan.) On September 11, 2018, Defendant's design team made another submission attempt and 

provided an updated set of plans to LADBS. Once again, the plans were not complete, failing 

LADBS's requirements for submission. (See Declaration of Shahen Akelyan.) 

By failing to provide the updated plans for 901 Strada Vecchia by the court-ordered date of 

August 10, 2018, Defendant violated the terms of his probation. Defendant's attempts to submit plans 

on September 6, 2018 and September 11, 2018 were not successful. There is no possibility that 

Defendant will have successfully submitted plans by September 13, 2018. (See Declaration of Shahen 

Akelyan.) 

3. The People request a probation violation hearing at which to present witnesses and other 

evidence of Defendant's failure to comply with the terms of his probation. 

The People request a hearing at to call witnesses to testify to the Defendant's failure to comply 

with his probation obligations. The People intend to call Eric Jakeman, Assistant Bureau Chief of the 

LADBS Inspection Bureau, and Shahen Akelyan, Assistant Chief of the LADBS Permit and 

Engineering Bureau, to testify about Defendant's failure to timely submit corrected plans to LADBS, 

in violation of the court's July 19, 2018 order. 

The burden of proof at a probation violation hearing is by a preponderance of the evidence. 

(People v. Rodriguez (1990) 51 Cal.3d 437, 447.) Upon the People's prima facie showing of a 

probation violation, it is then Defendant's burden to rebut those claims. 

PEOPLE'S MOTION FOR PROBATION VIOLATION HEARING 
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III. PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

For the foregoing reasons, the People respectfully move the court to revoke probation and hold 

a probation violation hearing, through which the court may find the Defendant guilty of violating the 

terms of his probation. Defendant made a promise to the court and he must fulfill all of his obligations 

or be sentenced forthwith. 

Dated: September 12, 2018 

Respectfully submitted, 

MICHAEL N. FEUER, City Attorney 
WILFREDO RIVERA, Assistant City Attorney 
MICHELLE MCGINNIS, Supv. Deputy City Attorney 

GRAJ2E y LEE, Deputy City Attorney 
Attdmey/for Plaintiff 
PEOPfcE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

PEOPLE'S MOTION FOR PROBATION VIOLATION HEARING 
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DECLARATION OF ERIC JAKEMAN 

I, ERIC JAKEMAN, am over 18 years old and if called upon to testify I could and would attest 

to the following: 

1. I work for the City of Los Angeles as Assistant Bureau Chief of the Los Angeles 

Department of Building and Safety ("LADBS") Inspection Bureau. 

California ("901 Strada Vecchia"), and the case People v. Mohamed A. Hadid, case number 

3. On September 5, 2018,1 conducted a search of LADBS files pertaining to 901 Strada 

Vecchia. I found that no updated or corrected plans had been submitted to LADBS between July 19, 

2018 and September 5, 2018. 

4. To the best of my knowledge, between July 19, 2018 and September 5, 2018, there had 

been no contact from the Defendant, or anyone representing Defendant, with this office, regarding 901 

Strada Vecchia. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is 

true and correct. 

2. I am familiar with the property located at 901 Strada Vecchia Road, Los Angeles, 

5PY03637. 

Dated: September 12, 2018 

DECLARATION OF ERIC JAKEMAN 
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DECLARATION OF SHAKEN AKELYAN 

I, SHAKEN AKELYAN, am over 18 years old and if called upon to testify I could and would 

attest to the following: 

1. I work for the City of Los Angeles as Assistant Chief of the Los Angeles Department of 

Building and Safety ("LADBS") Permit and Engineering Bureau. 

2. The LADBS Permit and Engineering Bureau conducts plan checks for compliance with 

Zoning Code and Building Code requirements. 

3. As part of the plan check process for a typical project, the LADBS Permit and 

Engineering Bureau specifies the information that must be included for successful plans submission. 

4. I am familiar with the property located at 901 Strada Vecchia Road, Los Angeles, 

California ("901 Strada Vecchia"), and the case People v. Mohamed A. Hadid, case number 

5PY03637. 

5. Prior to July 19, 2018, LADBS provided the Defendant, through Defendant's design 

team, with written, detailed corrections for all plans previously submitted by Defendant for 901 Strada 

Vecchia. 

6. As part of the corrections, LADBS specified what information would be required for 

successful plans submission on 901 Strada Vecchia. 

7. On September 6, 2018, members of Defendant's design team met with LADBS and 

provided updated architectural, structural, and grading plans for 901 Strada Vecchia. 

8. The set of plans provided by Defendant's design team on September 6, 2018 did not 

meet all of LADBS's requirements for submission. 

9. LADBS communicated to Defendant's design team that September 6, 2018 set of plans 

were missing the following: 

DECLARATION OF SHAKEN AKELYAN 
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a. Complete grading plans and grading quantity calculations 

b. Complete structural calculations for all of the structural elements 

c. Complete design of all of the structural connections 

d. Complete design of all of the earthquake resisting elements 

e. Complete design of the roof deck and the lower deck 

f. Complete design of the shear walls at the lower level 

g. Complete input/output of the computer-based calculations 

h. Design of the "media room" wall and foundation 

i. Plans and calculations for the pool deck and their support 

j. Design of all of the retaining walls 

10. On September 11, 2018, members of Defendant's design team met with LADBS and 

again provided updated architectural, structural, and grading plans for 901 Strada Vecchia. 

11. The set of plans provided by Defendant's design team on September 11, 2018 still did 

not meet all of LADBS's requirements for submission. 

12. LADBS communicated to Defendant's design team that the September 11, 2018 set of 

plans were still missing the following: 

a. Complete input/output of the computer-based calculations 

b. Design of the "media room" wall and foundation 

c. Plans and calculations for the pool deck and their support 

13. Following the September 11, 2018 meeting, Defendant's design team informed LADBS 

that they planned to provide another set of updated plans for 901 Strada Vecchia by 9:00 a.m. on 

September 13, 2018. 

// 

DECLARATION OF SHAKEN AKELYAN 

2 

0111

Case 2:21-bk-10335-BB    Doc 105-3    Filed 06/28/21    Entered 06/28/21 19:04:01    Desc
Exhibit C    Page 90 of 170



14. On September 12, 2018, Defendant's design team informed LABDS that they would 

not be able to complete the outstanding elements of the plans on September 13, 2018, as previously 

communicated. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is 

true and correct. 

Dated: September 12, 2018 

DECLARATION OF SHAHEN AKELYAN 
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02 91.8105 LAM MB NC 053017 CON S036M 
03 91.103.3 LAM MB NC 053017 CON S036M 

DPT 113 
DPT 113 
10260.00 

FINE SCH LC 
00001000 
00001000 
00001000 

FOR DETAIL DOCKET PRESS ENTER 
PRINT DOCKET NXT CASE# 

ADDTL CHARGES PRESS PA1 
DEF# 01 * MCA1 * 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

NO. 8VW04059 PAGE NO. 1 
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA VS. CURRENT DATE 09/04/18 
DEFENDANT 01: ALEXANDRA MORGAN PRICE 
LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY EFFECTING ARREST: LAPD - TOPANGA 

BAIL: APPEARANCE AMOUNT DATE RECEIPT OR SURETY COMPANY REGISTER 
DATE OF BAIL POSTED BOND NO. NUMBER 

06/07/18 $30,000.00 05/14/18 2018DD009964 LEXNGTON NAT INS COR 

CASE FILED ON 06/07/18. 
COMPLAINT FILED, DECLARED OR SWORN TO CHARGING DEFENDANT WITH HAVING 
COMMITTED, ON OR ABOUT 05/11/18 IN THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, THE FOLLOWING 
OFFENSE(S) OF: 

COUNT 01: 11350 H&S MISD 
COUNT 02: 11375(B)(2) H&S MISD 
COUNT 03: 11364(A) H&S MISD 

NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
06/07/18 830 AM ARRAIGNMENT DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 100 

ON 06/07/18 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 100 

CASE CALLED FOR ARRAIGNMENT 
PARTIES: NEETU S. BADHAN-SMITH (JUDGE) SHELLEY BUTZ (CLERK) 

DIANNA D. GOMEZ (REP) LISA C. MARKARIAN (CA) 
DEFENDANT DEMANDS COUNSEL. 
COURT REFERS DEFENDANT TO THE PUBLIC DEFENDER. 
PUBLIC DEFENDER APPOINTED. MEREDITH SCHENSUL - P.D. 
DEFENDANT IS PRESENT IN COURT, AND REPRESENTED BY MEREDITH SCHENSUL DEPUTY 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 

DEFENDANT STATES HIS/HER TRUE NAME AS CHARGED. 
A COPY OF THE COMPLAINT AND THE ARREST REPORT GIVEN TO DEFENDANTS COUNSEL. 
DEFENDANT ADVISED OF AND PERSONALLY AND EXPLICITLY WAIVES THE FOLLOWING RIGHTS: 
TRIAL BY JURY 
COUNT (01) : DISPOSITION: DIVERSION 
COUNT (02) : DISPOSITION: DIVERSION 
COUNT (03) : DISPOSITION: DIVERSION 
COURT ORDERS AND FINDINGS: 
-PRETRIAL DIVERSION IS GRANTED. 

WAIVES TIME FOR SENTENCE. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
SENTENCING 

AS TO COUNT (01), (02), (03): 
COURT ORDERS CHARGE DIVERTED AS FOLLOWS: 

FOR A PERIOD OF 018 MONTHS UNDER THE FOLLOWING TERMS AND CONDITIONS: 
SERVE 001 DAYS IN LOS ANGELES COUNTY JAIL 

LESS CREDIT FOR 1 DAYS 
IN ADDITION: 
-DO NOT USE OR POSSESS ANY NARCOTICS, DANGEROUS OR RESTRICTED 
DRUGS OR ASSOCIATED PARAPHERNALIA, EXCEPT WITH A VALID 
PRESCRIPTION AND STAY AWAY FROM PLACES WHERE USERS OR SELLERS 
CONGREGATE. DO NOT ASSOCIATE WITH DRUG USERS OR SELLERS 
UNLESS ATTENDING A DRUG TREATMENT PROGRAM. 

-PARTICIPATE IN A PROGRAM OF EDUCATION, TREATMENT OR 
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CASE NO. 8VW04059 
DEF NO. 01 

PAGE NO. 2 
DATE PRINTED 09/04/18 

REHABILITATION AIMED AT DRUG ABUSE, AS DIRECTED BY PROBATION 
OFFICER. 

-ENROLL IN AND COMPLETE A PLAN FOR DRUG ABUSE COUNSELING, 
TREATMENT AND REHAB 

-DEFENDANT TO BE RELEASED ONLY TO AN AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE 
OF THAT PROGRAM AND IS TO COMPLY WITH ALL PROGRAM TERMS AND 
CONDITIONS. IF THE DEFENDANT LEAVES OR IS DISCHARGED FROM THE 
PROGRAM FOR ANY REASON PRIOR TO COMPLETION, DEFENDANT IS TO 
REPORT TO COURT ON THE NEXT DAY COURT IS IN.SESSION. 

-ATTEND AT LEAST 5 NA/AA MEETINGS PER WEEK UNTIL ENROLLED 
-DO NOT DRIVE A MOTOR VEHICLE WITHOUT PUBLIC LIABILITY AND 
PROPERTY DAMAGE AUTO INSURANCE. 

-IF YOU ARE DEPORTED FROM OR OTHERWISE LEAVE THE UNITED STATES, 
NOTIFY THE COURT (AND PROBATION) IN WRITING OF YOUR ADDRESS 
AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES WITHIN 72 HOURS 
OF DEPORTATION OR DEPARTURE. CONTINUE TO PAY ALL OF YOUR 
FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS TO THE COURT (AND TO PROBATION) WHILE 
OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES. 

-OBEY ALL LAWS AND ORDERS OF THE COURT. 

DEFENDANT IS TO SHOW PROGRESS OF THE DRUG TREATMENT PROGRAM ON 
07-19-18 DEPT 100. 

ALL FINE/FEES WAIVED. 

JURY TRIAL WAIVER HEARD. 

DEFENDANT ACKNOWLEDGES THAT HE/SHE UNDERSTANDS AND ACCEPTS 
THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF DEJ. 

MINUTES BY MSOTELO 
COUNT (01): DISPOSITION: DIVERSION 
COUNT (02).: DISPOSITION: DIVERSION 
COUNT (03): DISPOSITION: DIVERSION 
DEFENDANT WAIVES STATUTORY TIME. 
DMV ABSTRACT NOT REQUIRED 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
07/19/18 830 AM DISPOSITION AND RESETTING DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 

100 

06/07/18 EXONERATED, # 2018DD009964 

CUSTODY STATUS: BAIL EXONERATED 
CUSTODY STATUS: ON DIVERSION 

ON 07/19/18 AT '830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 100 

CASE CALLED FOR DISPOSITION AND RESETTING . 
PARTIES: NEETU S. BADHAN-SMITH (JUDGE) ARMINE AGESIAN (CLERK) 

ENEDINA GONZALES (REP) LISA C. MARKARIAN (DA) 
DEFENDANT IS PRESENT IN COURT, AND REPRESENTED BY MEREDITH SCHENSUL DEPUTY 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 
THE COURT READS AND CONSIDERS THE CLIENT ENGAGEMENT AND 
NAVIGATION SERVICES REPORT FILED THIS DATE. 

LETTER FROM AEGIS TREATMENT CENTER AND ADP TREATMENT PROGRAM 
INTAKE NOTICE ARE BOTH FILED THIS DATE. 
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CASE NO. 8VW04059 
DEF NO. 01 

PAGE NO. 3 
DATE PRINTED 09/04/18 

THE MATTER IS CONTINUED TO AUGUST 23, 2018, AT 8:30 A.M., IN 
DEPARTMENT 100 FOR DISPOSITION AND RESETTING/PROGRESS REPORT 
ON DIVERSION AS DAY 0 OF45. 
COURT ORDERS AND FINDINGS: 
-THE COURT ORDERS THE DEFENDANT TO APPEAR ON THE NEXT COURT DATE. 

WAIVES STATUTORY TIME. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
08/23/18 830 AM DISPOSITION AND RESETTING' DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 

100 
DAY 0 0 OF 4 5 

CUSTODY STATUS: ON DIVERSION 

ON 08/23/18 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 100 

CASE CALLED FOR DISPOSITION AND RESETTING 
PARTIES: NEETU S. BADHAN-SMITH (JUDGE) TATEVIK MKITARYAN (CLERK) 

ALISIA LEWIS (REP) LISAC. MARKARIAN (CA) 
THE DEFENDANT FAILS TO APPEAR, WITHOUT SUFFICIENT EXCUSE AND NOT REPRESENTED BY 

COUNSEL 
DIVERSION TERMINATED FOR COUNT (01), (02), (03) AND CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS 

REINSTATED. 
AS TO COUNT (01), (02), (03): 
DEFENDANT FAILS TO APPEAR FOR PROGRESS REPORT. 

PRETRIAL DIVERSION PROGRAM TERMINATED AND CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS 
REINSTATED. 

BENCH WARRANT IN THE AMOUNT OF $26,000.00(TWENTY SIX THOUSAND) 
DOLLARS IS ORDERED AND ISSUED. 

DMV ABSTRACT NOT REQUIRED 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
BENCH/WARRANT TO ISSUE 

08/23/18 BENCH WARRANT IN THE AMOUNT OF $26,000.00 BY ORDER OF JUDGE NEETU S. 
BADHAN-SMITH ORDERED/ISSUED. (08/23/18). 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

NO. 5PY03 63 7 PAGE NO. 1 
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA VS. CURRENT DATE 09/12/18 
DEFENDANT 03: MOHAMED ANWAR HADID 
LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY EFFECTING ARREST: DEPT OF BUILDING AND SAFETY 

BAIL: APPEARANCE AMOUNT DATE RECEIPT OR SURETY COMPANY REGISTER 
DATE OF BAIL POSTED BOND NO. NUMBER 

CASE FILED ON 12/09/15. 
COMPLAINT FILED, DECLARED OR SWORN TO CHARGING DEFENDANT WITH HAVING 
COMMITTED, ON OR ABOUT 01/07/15 IN THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, THE FOLLOWING 
OFFENSE(S) OF: 

COUNT 01: 12.21A1(A) LAM MISD 
COUNT 02: 91.8105 LAM MISD 
COUNT 03: 91.103.3 LAM MISD 

NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
12/09/15 830 AM ARRAIGNMENT DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 101 

ON 12/09/15 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 101 

CASE CALLED FOR ARRAIGNMENT 
PARTIES: BERNARD J. KAMINS (JUDGE) HARUT YEDALYAN (CLERK) 

DEBBIE WOLLMAN (REP) KENNETH D. TSO (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS PRESENT IN COURT, AND REPRESENTED BY NONE PRIVATE COUNSEL 
DEFENDANT STATES HIS/HER TRUE NAME AS CHARGED. 
DEFENDANT ADVISED OF THE FOLLOWING RIGHTS ORALLY: 
DEFENDANT ADVISED OF THE FOLLOWING RIGHTS VIA AUDIO CASSETTE: 
A COPY OF THE COMPLAINT AND THE ARREST REPORT GIVEN TO DEFENDANTS COUNSEL. 
DEFENDANT WAIVES FURTHER ARRAIGNMENT. 
DEFENDANT PLEADS NOT GUILTY TO COUNT 01, 12.21A1(A) LAM. 
DEFENDANT PLEADS NOT GUILTY TO COUNT 02, 91.8105 LAM. 
DEFENDANT PLEADS NOT GUILTY TO COUNT 03, 91.103.3 LAM. 
COURT ORDERS AND FINDINGS: 
-OBEY ALL LAWS AND ORDERS OF THE COURT. 
-THE COURT ORDERS THE DEFENDANT TO APPEAR ON THE NEXT COURT DATE. 
MATTER IS SET IN DEPARTMENT 113 FOR ALL PURPOSES. 
LAST DAY FOR TRIAL: 01/25/16. 

MINUTE ORDER IS PREPARED BY AGREEN 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
12/14/15 830 AM PRETRIAL HEARING DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

ON 12/14/15 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PRETRIAL HEARING 
PARTIES: LAWRENCE P. RIFF (JUDGE) THERESE ZAVALA (CLERK) 

ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY DONALD RE PRIVATE 
COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 97 7 ET SEQ, BY 
DONALD RE PRIVATE COUNSEL 
PRETRIAL HEARING IS CONTINUED TO JANUARY 20, 2016 IN THIS 
DEPARTMENT AS DAY 0 OF 30. 

WAIVES STATUTORY TIME. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 

0118

Case 2:21-bk-10335-BB    Doc 105-3    Filed 06/28/21    Entered 06/28/21 19:04:01    Desc
Exhibit C    Page 97 of 170



CASE NO. 5PY0 363 7 
DEF NO. 03 

01/20/16 830 AM PRETRIAL HEARING 
DAY 00 OF 3 0 

PAGE NO. 2 
DATE PRINTED 09/12/18 

DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

ON 01/20/16 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PRETRIAL HEARING 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) HEDY EVANGELISTA (CLERK) 

ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY DONALD RE PRIVATE 
COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 97 7 ET SEQ, BY 
DONALD RE PRIVATE COUNSEL 
COURT AND COUNSEL CONFER IN CHAMBERS. 
PRETRIAL HEARING IS CONTINUED ON MARCH 15, 2016 IN THIS 
DEPARTMENT. DAY 0/3 0 

WAIVES STATUTORY TIME. 

NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
03/15/16 830 AM PRETRIAL HEARING DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

DAY 0 0 OF 3 0 

CUSTODY STATUS: DEFENDANT REMAINS ON OWN RECOGNIZANCE 

ON 03/15/16 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PRETRIAL HEARING 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) HEDY EVANGELISTA (CLERK) 

ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY DONALD RE PRIVATE 
COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 977 ET SEQ, BY 
DONALD RE PRIVATE COUNSEL 
COURT AND COUNSEL CONFER IN CHAMBERS. . 
PRETRIAL HEARING IS CONTINUED ON JUNE 17, 2016 IN THIS 
DEPARTMENT. DAY 0/3 0 

WAIVES STATUTORY TIME. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 

UPON MOTION OF DEFENDANT 
06/17/16 830 AM PRETRIAL HEARING DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

DAY 0 0 OF 3 0 

CUSTODY STATUS: DEFENDANT REMAINS ON OWN RECOGNIZANCE 

ON 06/17/16 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

NUNC PRO TUNC ORDER PREPARED. IT APPEARING TO THE COURT THAT THE MINUTE ORDER 
IN THE ABOVE ENTITLED ACTION DOES NOT PROPERLY REFLECT THE COURT'S ORDER. SAID 
MINUTE ORDER IS AMENDED NUNC PRO TUNC AS OF THAT DATE. ALL OTHER ORDERS ARE 
TO REMAIN IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT. DETAILS LISTED AT END OF THIS MINUTE ORDER. 
CASE CALLED FOR PRETRIAL HEARING 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) THERESE ZAVALA (CLERK) 

ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY DONALD RE PRIVATE 
COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 977 ET SEQ, BY 
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CASE NO. 5PY03637 
DEF NO. 03 

PAGE NO. 3 
DATE PRINTED 09/12/18 

DONALD RE PRIVATE COUNSEL 
PRETRIAL HEARING IS CONTINUED TO SEPTEMBER 8, 2016 IN THIS 
DEPARTMENT AS DAY 0 OF 30. 

WAIVES STATUTORY TIME. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
09/08/16 830 AM PRETRIAL HEARING DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

DAY 0 0 OF 3 0 

CUSTODY STATUS: DEFENDANT REMAINS ON OWN RECOGNIZANCE 

ON 09/08/16 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PRETRIAL HEARING 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) THERESE ZAVALA (CLERK) 

ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY DONALD RE PRIVATE 
COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 977 ET SEQ, BY 
DONALD RE PRIVATE COUNSEL 
PURSUANT TO THE STIPULATION OF THE PARTIES, PRETRIAL HEARING IS 
CONTINUED TO OCTOBER 13, 2016, AT 8:30 A.M. IN THIS DEPARTMENT 
AS DAY 0 OF 3 0. 

WAIVES STATUTORY TIME. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
10/13/16 830 AM PRETRIAL HEARING DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

DAY 00 OF 3 0 

CUSTODY STATUS: DEFENDANT REMAINS ON OWN RECOGNIZANCE 

ON 10/13/16 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PRETRIAL HEARING 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) THERESE ZAVALA (CLERK) 

JENNIFER HOLMES (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY DONALD RE PRIVATE 
COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 97 7 ET SEQ, BY 

DONALD RE PRIVATE COUNSEL 
PRETRIAL HEARING IS CONTINUED TO NOVEMBER 4, 2016, AT 8:30 A.M. 
IN THIS DEPARTMENT AS DAY 0 OF 30. 

WAIVES STATUTORY TIME. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
UPON MOTION OF DEFENDANT 
11/04/16 830 AM PRETRIAL HEARING DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

DAY 0 0 OF 3 0 

CUSTODY STATUS: DEFENDANT REMAINS ON OWN RECOGNIZANCE 

ON 11/04/16 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PRETRIAL HEARING 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) THERESE ZAVALA (CLERK) 

ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY DONALD RE PRIVATE 
COUNSEL 
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CASE NO. 5PY03 6 3 7 
DEF NO. 03 

PAGE NO. 4 
DATE PRINTED 09/12/18 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 97 7 ET SEQ, BY 
DONALD RE PRIVATE COUNSEL 
ROBERT L. SHAPIRO IS PRESENT REPRESENTING THE DEFENDANT. 

COURT AND COUNSEL CONFER REGARDING OUTSTANDING DISCOVERY AND 
MOTIONS. 

PRETRIAL HEARING AND MOTION FOR SEVERANCE ARE CONTINUED TO 
NOVEMBER 16, 2016, AT 8:30 A.M. IN THIS DEPARTMENT AS DAY 
12 OF 30. 

A BODY ATTACHMENT FOR RUSSELL ALLEN LINCH IS ORDERED ISSUED IN 
THE AMOUNT OF $26,000 (TWENTY-SIX THOUSAND) AND HELD TO 
NOVEMBER 16, 2016. LOS ANGELES CITY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE SUBPOENA 
IS FILED THIS DATE. 

NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
11/16/16 830 AM PRETRIAL HEARING DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

DAY 12 OF 3 0 

CUSTODY STATUS: DEFENDANT REMAINS ON OWN RECOGNIZANCE 

ON 11/16/16 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 , 

CASE CALLED FOR PRETRIAL HEARING 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) THERESE ZAVALA (CLERK) 

. ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY DONALD RE PRIVATE 
COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 97 7 ET SEQ, BY 
DONALD RE PRIVATE COUNSEL 
DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY, DAVID SHEPHARD, IS PRESENT. 

PRETRIAL HEARING AND MOTION FOR SEVERANCE ARE CONTINUED TO 
NOVEMBER 30, 2016, AT 8:30 A.M. IN THIS DEPARTMENT AS DAY 
0 OF 30. 

WAIVES STATUTORY TIME. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
11/30/16 830 AM PRETRIAL HEARING DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

DAY 0 0 OF 3 0 

CUSTODY STATUS: DEFENDANT REMAINS ON OWN RECOGNIZANCE 

ON 11/30/16 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PRETRIAL HEARING 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) THERESE ZAVALA (CLERK) 

ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY DONALD RE PRIVATE 
COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 977 ET SEQ, BY 
DONALD RE PRIVATE COUNSEL 
DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY, DAVID SHEPHERD, IS PRESENT TO ARGUE THE 
MOTION. 

MOTION FOR SEVERANCE IS CALLED FOR HEARING. 
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CASE NO. 5PY03 63 7 
DBF NO. 03 

PAGE NO. 5 
DATE PRINTED 09/12/18 

THE COURT HAS READ AND CONSIDERED DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR 
SEVERANCE OF DEFENDANTS FILED OCTOBER 25, 2016, PEOPLE'S POINTS 
AND AUTHORITIES IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR 
SEVERANCE OF DEFENDANTS FILED NOVEMBER 10, 2016, AND PEOPLE'S 
AMENDED POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION FOR SEVERANCE OF DEFENDANTS FILED NOVEMBER 16, 2016. 

DEFENDANT'S MOTION IS HEARD, ARGUED AND DENIED. 

PRETRIAL HEARING IS CONTINUED TO JANUARY 09, 2017, AT 8:30 A.M. 
IN THIS DEPARTMENT AS DAY 0 OF 10. 

WAIVES STATUTORY TIME. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
01/09/17 830 AM PRETRIAL HEARING DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

DAY 0 0 OF 10 

CUSTODY STATUS: DEFENDANT REMAINS ON OWN RECOGNIZANCE 

ON 01/09/17 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PRETRIAL HEARING 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) THERESE ZAVALA (CLERK) 

ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY DONALD RE PRIVATE 
COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 977 ET SEQ, BY 
DONALD RE PRIVATE COUNSEL 
PRETRIAL HEARING IS CONTINUED TO JANUARY 24, 2 017, AT 8:30 A.M. 

, IN THIS DEPARTMENT AS DAY 0 OF 10. 

A BODY ATTACHMENT IN THE AMOUNT OF $26,00 IS ORDERED ISSUED AND 
HELD AGAINST RUSSELL LINCH. 

WAIVES STATUTORY TIME. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
01/24/17 830 AM PRETRIAL HEARING DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

DAY 0 0 OF 10 

CUSTODY STATUS: DEFENDANT REMAINS ON OWN RECOGNIZANCE 

ON 01/24/17 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PRETRIAL HEARING 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) THERESE ZAVALA (CLERK) 

ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY DONALD RE PRIVATE 
COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 977 ET SEQ, BY 
DONALD RE PRIVATE COUNSEL 
PRETRIAL HEARING IS CONTINUED TO FEBRUARY 6, 2017, AT 8:30 A.M. 
IN THIS DEPARTMENT AS DAY 0 OF 10. 

BODY ATTACHMENT IS ORDERED ISSUED AND HELD AGAINST RUSSELL YNCH 
LYNCH TO FEBRUARY 6, 2 017. 

MARYLINE FOSTER IS ORDERED TO RETURN. 
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CASE NO. 5PY03 63 7 
DEF NO. 03 

PAGE NO. 6 
DATE PRINTED 09/12/18 

WAIVES STATUTORY TIME. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
02/06/17 830 AM PRETRIAL HEARING DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

DAY 0 0 OF 10 

CUSTODY STATUS: DEFENDANT REMAINS ON OWN RECOGNIZANCE 

ON 02/06/17 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PRETRIAL HEARING 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) THERESE ZAVALA (CLERK) 

ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY DONALD RE PRIVATE 
COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 977 ET SEQ, BY 
DONALD RE PRIVATE COUNSEL 
DAVID SHEPHERD, SCOTT MARCUS, TINA HESS, AND GABRIEL DERMER ARE 

PRESENT REPRESENTING THE OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY. 

THE COURT HAS READ AND CONSIDERED DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO RECUSE 
THE OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY FOR THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
FILED JANUARY 26, 2017; PEOPLE'S POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN 
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO RECUSE THE OFFICE OF THE 
CITY ATTORNEY FOR THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES FILED FEBRUARY 3, 
2 017; PEOPLE'S MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN 
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR PRETRIAL DISCOVERY; AND 
PEOPLE'S EX PARTE MOTION TO QUASH THE SUBPOENA/SUBPOENA DUCES 
TECUM TO THE CITY ATTORNEY FOR THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES FILED 
FEBRUARY 6, 2017. 

COUNSEL FOR THE DEFENDANT'S ORAL REQUEST FOR A CONTINUANCE OF 
THE MOTION TO RECUSE IS HEARD AND DENIED. 

COURT'S EXHIBITS A (ONE PAGE EMAIL DATED OCTOBER 16, 2016) AND 
B (EIGHT PAGE DOCUMENT TITLED "PROPOSED SENTENCING ORDER") ARE 
MARKED FOR IDENTIFICATION. 

DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO RECUSE THE OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY 

IS HEARD, ARGUED AND DENIED. 

PEOPLE'S EX PARTE MOTION TO QUASH THE SUBPOENA/SUBPOENA DUCES 
TECUM TO THE CITY ATTORNEY FOR THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES IS 
HEARD, ARGUED AND GRANTED. 

COUNSEL FOR THE DEFENDANT STIPULATES TO TIME QUALIFYING A PANEL 
OF PROSPECTIVE JURORS. 

PRETRIAL HEARING IS CONTINUED TO FEBRUARY 28, 2017, AT 8:30 A.M. 
IN THIS DEPARTMENT AS DAY 0 OF 10. 

BODY ATTACHMENT FOR RUSSELL LYNCH IS HELD TO FEBRUARY 28, 2 017. 
WAIVES STATUTORY TIME. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
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02/28/17 830 AM PRETRIAL HEARING DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 
DAY 00 OF 10 

CUSTODY STATUS: DEFENDANT REMAINS ON OWN RECOGNIZANCE 

ON 02/28/17 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PRETRIAL HEARING 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) JADE LAVERTY (CLERK) 

ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY DONALD RE PRIVATE 
COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 977 ET SEQ, BY 
DONALD RE PRIVATE COUNSEL 
COURT AND COUNSEL CONFER IN CHAMBERS. 

THE MATTER IS CONTINUED TO MARCH 21, 2017 AT 8:30 A.M. IN 

DEPARTMENT 113 FOR PRETRIAL HEARING. 

BODY ATTACHMENT FOR RUSSEL LYNCH IS HELD TO MARCH 21, 2017. 
COURT ORDERS AND FINDINGS: 
-THE COURT ORDERS THE DEFENDANT TO APPEAR ON THE NEXT COURT DATE. 

WAIVES STATUTORY TIME. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
03/21/17 830 AM PRETRIAL HEARING DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

DAY 00 OF 2 0 

CUSTODY STATUS: DEFENDANT REMAINS ON OWN RECOGNIZANCE 

ON 03/21/17 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PRETRIAL HEARING 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) THERESE ZAVALA (CLERK) 

ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY DONALD RE PRIVATE 
COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 977 ET SEQ, BY 

DONALD RE PRIVATE COUNSEL 
ROBERT SHAPIRO IS PRESENT REPRESENTING THE DEFENDANT. 

PRETRIAL HEARING IS CONTINUED TO APRIL 11, 2017, AT 8:30 A.M. 
IN THIS DEPARTMENT AS DAY 0 OF 30. 

BODY ATTACHMENT REMAINS HELD. . 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
04/11/17 830 AM PRETRIAL HEARING DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CUSTODY STATUS: DEFENDANT REMAINS ON OWN RECOGNIZANCE 

ON 04/11/17 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PRETRIAL HEARING 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) THERESE ZAVALA (CLERK) 

CHERYL D. FRANCK (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY DONALD RE PRIVATE 
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COUNSEL 
DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 97 7 ET SEQ, BY 
DONALD RE PRIVATE COUNSEL 
ROBERT SHAPIRO IS PRESENT REPRESENTING THE DEFENDANT. 

PRETRIAL HEARING IS CONTINUED TO APRIL 20, 2017, AT 8:30 A.M. IN 
THIS DEPARTMENT AS DAY 9 OF 30. 

NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
04/20/17 830 AM PRETRIAL HEARING DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

DAY 0 9 OF 3 0 

CUSTODY STATUS: DEFENDANT REMAINS ON OWN RECOGNIZANCE 

ON 04/20/17 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PRETRIAL HEARING 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) THERESE ZAVALA (CLERK) 

ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY DONALD RE PRIVATE 
COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 977 ET SEQ, BY 
DONALD RE PRIVATE COUNSEL 
ROBERT SHAPIRO IS APPEARING ON BEHALF OF THE DEFENDANT. 

PRETRIAL HEARING IS CONTINUED TO MAY 09, 2017, AT 8:30 A.M. IN 
THIS DEPARTMENT AS DAY 0 OF 10. 

WAIVES STATUTORY TIME. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
05/09/17 830 AM PRETRIAL HEARING DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

DAY 00 OF 10 

ON 05/09/17 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PRETRIAL HEARING 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) THERESE ZAVALA (CLERK) 

ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 

DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY DONALD RE PRIVATE 
COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 977 ET SEQ, BY 
DONALD RE PRIVATE COUNSEL 
TINA HESS IS PRESENT WITH DON COCEK REPRESENTING THE OFFICE OF 
THE CITY ATTORNEY. 

ROBERT SHAPIRO IS PRESENT WITH DONALD RE REPRESENTING THE 
DEFENDANT. 

PRETRIAL HEARING IS CONTINUED TO MAY 30, 2017, AT 8:30 A.M. IN 
THIS DEPARTMENT AS A STIPULATED DAY 7 OF 10. 

BODY ATTACHMENT IN THE AMOUNT OF $26,000 IS ORDERED ISSUED AND 
HELD AGAINST RUSSELL A. LYNCH. 
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BIBI HORCHEK IS ORDERED TO RETURN. 

MEDIA REQUESTS TO PHOTOGRAPH, RECORD, OR BROADCAST ARE SIGNED 
AND FILED THIS DATE. 

WAIVES STATUTORY TIME. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
05/30/17 830 AM PRETRIAL HEARING DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

DAY 07 OF 10 

ON 05/25/17 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR ADVANCEMENT 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) THERESE ZAVALA (CLERK) 

ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY DONALD RE PRIVATE 

COUNSEL 
DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 977 ET SEQ, BY 
DONALD RE PRIVATE COUNSEL 
ROBERT SHAPIRO IS APPEARING ON BEHALF OF THE DEFENDANT. 

COUNSEL FOR THE DEFENDANT'S REQUEST TO ADVANCE THIS MATTER 
FROM MAY 30, 2017 TO THIS DATE IS HEARD AND DENIED. 

NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
MATTER PREV SET/REMAIN ON CLDR 

ON 05/30/17 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PRETRIAL HEARING 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) THERESE ZAVALA (CLERK) 

ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY DONALD RE PRIVATE COUNSEL 
DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 977 ET SEQ, BY 
DONALD RE PRIVATE COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT ADVISED OF AND PERSONALLY AND EXPLICITLY WAIVES THE FOLLOWING RIGHTS: 

WRITTEN ADVISEMENT OF RIGHTS AND WAIVERS FILED, INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE 
HEREIN 
TRIAL BY COURT AND TRIAL BY JURY 

CONFRONTATION AND CROSS-EXAMINATION OF WITNESSES; 
SUBPOENA OF WITNESSES INTO COURT TO TESTIFY IN YOUR DEFENSE; 
AGAINST SELF-INCRIMINATION; 

DEFENDANT ADVISED OF THE FOLLOWING: 
THE NATURE OF THE CHARGES AGAINST HIM, THE ELEMENTS OF THE OFFENSE IN THE 
COMPLAINT, AND POSSIBLE DEFENSES TO SUCH CHARGES; 

THE POSSIBLE CONSEQUENCES OF A PLEA OF GUILTY OR NOLO CONTENDERE, INCLUDING 
THE MAXIMUM PENALTY AND ADMINISTRATIVE SANCTIONS AND THE POSSIBLE LEGAL 
EFFECTS AND MAXIMUM PENALTIES INCIDENT TO SUBSEQUENT CONVICTIONS FOR THE 
SAME OR SIMILAR OFFENSES; ' 

THE EFFECTS OF PROBATION; 
IF YOU ARE NOT A CITIZEN, YOU ARE HEREBY ADVISED THAT A CONVICTION OF THE 

0126

Case 2:21-bk-10335-BB    Doc 105-3    Filed 06/28/21    Entered 06/28/21 19:04:01    Desc
Exhibit C    Page 105 of 170



CASE NO. 5PY0363 7 
DEF NO. 03 

PAGE NO. 10 
DATE PRINTED 09/12/18 

OFFENSE FOR WHICH YOU HAVE BEEN CHARGED WILL HAVE THE CONSEQUENCES OF 
DEPORTATION, EXCLUSION FROM ADMISSION TO THE UNITED STATES, OR DENIAL OF 
NATURALIZATION PURSUANT TO THE LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

COUNSEL FOR THE DEFENDANT JOINS IN THE WAIVERS AND CONCURS IN THE PLEA. 
COURT FINDS THAT EACH SUCH WAIVER IS KNOWINGLY, UNDERSTANDINGLY, AND EXPLICITLY 

MADE; 
THE DEFENDANT PERSONALLY WITHDRAWS PLEA OF NOT GUILTY TO COUNT 01 AND PLEADS 
NOLO CONTENDERE WITH THE APPROVAL OF THE COURT TO A VIOLATION OF SECTION 
12.21A1(A) LAM IN COUNT 01. THE COURT FINDS THE DEFENDANT GUILTY. 

COUNT (01) : DISPOSITION: CONVICTED 
THE DEFENDANT PERSONALLY WITHDRAWS PLEA OF NOT GUILTY TO COUNT 02 AND PLEADS 
NOLO CONTENDERE WITH THE APPROVAL OF THE COURT TO A VIOLATION OF SECTION 
91.8105 LAM IN COUNT 02. THE COURT FINDS THE DEFENDANT GUILTY. 

COUNT (02) : DISPOSITION: CONVICTED 
THE DEFENDANT PERSONALLY WITHDRAWS PLEA OF NOT GUILTY TO COUNT 03 AND PLEADS 
NOLO CONTENDERE WITH THE APPROVAL OF THE COURT TO A VIOLATION OF SECTION 
91.103.3 LAM IN COUNT 03. THE COURT FINDS THE DEFENDANT GUILTY. 

COUNT (03) : DISPOSITION: CONVICTED 

COURT ORDERS AND FINDINGS: 
-TAHL WAIVER IS ORDERED FILED. 

COURT FINDS THAT THERE IS A FACTUAL BASIS FOR DEFENDANT'S PLEA, AND COURT 
ACCEPTS PLEA. 
TINA HESS IS PRESENT REPRESENTING THE OFFICE OF THE CITY 
ATTORNEY. 

ROBERT SHAPIRO IS PRESENT REPRESENTING THE DEFENDANT. 

THE COURT HAS READ AND CONSIDERED MEDIA REQUEST TO PHOTOGRAPH, 
RECORD, OR BROADCAST FILED BY DAILYMAIL.COM. 

THERE BEING NO OBJECTIONS, THE ORDER ON MEDIA REQUEST TO PERMIT 
COVERAGE IS SIGNED AND FILED THIS DATE. 

NOTARIZED TAHL WAIVER IS FILED THIS DATE. 

PROBATION AND SENTENCING IS SET JUNE 27, 2017, AT 8:30 A.M. IN 
THIS DEPARTMENT AS DAY 0 OF 5. 

DEFENDANT REMAINS ON HIS OWN RECOGNIZANCE. . 

WAIVES STATUTORY TIME. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
06/27/17 830 AM PROBATION AND SENTENCE HEARING DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE 
DEPT 113 

ON 06/27/17 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PROBATION AND SENTENCE HEARING 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) THERESE ZAVALA (CLERK) 

ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY DONALD RE PRIVATE 
COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 977 ET SEQ, BY 
DONALD RE PRIVATE COUNSEL 
ROBERT SHAPIRO IS PRESENT REPRESENTING THE DEFENDANT. 

PROBATION AND SENTENCING IS CONTINUED TO JULY 20, 2017, AT 

0127

Case 2:21-bk-10335-BB    Doc 105-3    Filed 06/28/21    Entered 06/28/21 19:04:01    Desc
Exhibit C    Page 106 of 170



CASE NO. 5PY03637 
DEF NO. 0 3 

PAGE NO. 11 
DATE PRINTED 09/12/18 

8:30 A.M. IN THIS DEPARTMENT AS DAY 0 OF 5. 

ORDER ON MEDIA REQUEST FOR KTLA-NEWS AND DAILYMAIL.COM ARE 
SIGNED AND FILED THIS DATE. 

WAIVES STATUTORY TIME. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
07/20/17 830 AM PROBATION AND SENTENCE HEARING DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE 
DEPT 113 

ON 07/20/17 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PROBATION AND SENTENCE HEARING 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) TATEVIK MKITARYAN (CLERK) 

ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY ROBERT L. SHAPIRO 
PRIVATE COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 977 ET SEQ, BY 
ROBERT L. SHAPIRO PRIVATE COUNSEL 
DEFENDANT WAIVES ARRAIGNMENT FOR JUDGMENT AND STATES THERE IS NO LEGAL CAUSE 
WHY SENTENCE SHOULD NOT BE PRONOUNCED. THE COURT ORDERED THE FOLLOWING 
JUDGMENT: 

AS TO COUNT (01): 
IMPOSITION OF SENTENCE SUSPENDED 
DEFENDANT PLACED ON SUMMARY PROBATION 

FOR A PERIOD OF 03 6 MONTHS UNDER THE FOLLOWING TERMS AND CONDITIONS: 
PAY A FINE OF $1,000.00 ' 

PLUS A STATE PENALTY FUND ASSESSMENT OF $2,900.00 
PLUS $40.00 COURT OPERATIONS ASSESSMENT (PURSUANT TO 1465.8(A)(1) P.C.) 
$30.00 CRIMINAL CONVICTION ASSESSMENT (PURSUANT TO 70373 G.C.) 
$600.00 CRIMINAL FINE SURCHARGE (PURSUANT TO 1465.7 P.C.) 

DEFENDANT TO PAY FINE TO THE COURT CLERK 
PERFORM 200 HOURS OF COMMUNITY SERVICE 
DEFENDANT SHALL PAY A RESTITUTION FINE IN THE AMOUNT OF $150.00 TO THE COURT 

TOTAL DUE: $4,720.00 
-MAKE RESTITUTION TO VICTIM AS STATED IN THE SENTENCING ORDER: 
MOHAMED HADID (FILED JUNE 23, 2017) ITEM NUMBER 7 PURSUANT TO 
PC SECTION 1202.4(F). 

IN THE STIPULATED SUM OF $ 14,191.00 . 
-DEFENDANT IS ORDERED TO PAY A PROBATION REVOCATION RESTITUTION 
FINE PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 12 02.44, IN THE AMOUNT OF 
$ 150.00. THIS FINE SHALL BECOME EFFECTIVE UPON THE REVOCATION 
OF PROBATION. 

COURT ORDERS AND FINDINGS: 
-OBEY ALL LAWS AND ORDERS OF THE COURT. 
-DEFENDANT ACKNOWLEDGES TO THE COURT THAT THE DEFENDANT 
UNDERSTANDS AND ACCEPTS ALL THE PROBATION CONDITIONS, AND 
DEFENDANT AGREES TO ABIDE BY SAME. 

ANY MANDATORY AND NON-PUNITIVE FEES OR ASSESSMENTS ORDERED IN THIS CASE ARE NOT 
CONDITIONS OF PROBATION 
COUNT (01): DISPOSITION: CONVICTED 
DMV ABSTRACT NOT REQUIRED 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
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SENTENCING 
DEFENDANT WAIVES ARRAIGNMENT FOR JUDGMENT AND STATES THERE IS NO LEGAL CAUSE 
WHY SENTENCE SHOULD NOT BE PRONOUNCED. THE COURT ORDERED THE FOLLOWING 
JUDGMENT: 

AS TO COUNT (02): 
IMPOSITION OF SENTENCE SUSPENDED 
DEFENDANT PLACED ON SUMMARY PROBATION 
FOR A PERIOD OF 036 MONTHS UNDER THE FOLLOWING TERMS AND CONDITIONS: 
PAY A FINE OF $1,000.00 

PLUS A STATE PENALTY FUND ASSESSMENT OF $2,900.00 
PLUS $40.00 COURT OPERATIONS ASSESSMENT (PURSUANT TO 1465.8(A)(1) P.C.) 
$30.00 CRIMINAL CONVICTION ASSESSMENT (PURSUANT TO 70373 G.C.) 

DEFENDANT TO PAY FINE TO THE COURT CLERK 
TOTAL DUE: $3,970.00 

IN ADDITION: 
-MAKE RESTITUTION TO VICTIM AS STATED IN THE SENTENCING ORDER: 
MOHAMED HADID (FILED JUNE 23, 2 017) ITEM NUMBER 7 PURSUANT TO M • 
PC SECTION 1202.4(F). 

IN THE STIPULATED SUM OF $ 14,191.00 . 
ANY MANDATORY AND NON-PUNITIVE FEES OR ASSESSMENTS ORDERED IN THIS CASE ARE NOT 
CONDITIONS OF PROBATION 
COUNT (02): DISPOSITION: CONVICTED 
DMV ABSTRACT NOT REQUIRED 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
PROBATION AND SENTENCE HEARING 
DEFENDANT WAIVES ARRAIGNMENT FOR JUDGMENT AND STATES THERE IS NO LEGAL CAUSE 
WHY SENTENCE SHOULD NOT BE PRONOUNCED. THE COURT ORDERED THE FOLLOWING 
JUDGMENT: 

AS TO COUNT (03): 
IMPOSITION OF SENTENCE SUSPENDED 
DEFENDANT PLACED ON SUMMARY PROBATION 
FOR A PERIOD OF 03 6 MONTHS UNDER THE FOLLOWING TERMS AND CONDITIONS: 
PAY A FINE OF $1,000.00 

PLUS A STATE PENALTY FUND ASSESSMENT OF $2,900.00 
PLUS $40.00 COURT OPERATIONS ASSESSMENT (PURSUANT TO 1465.8(A)(1) P.C.) 
$30.00 CRIMINAL CONVICTION ASSESSMENT (PURSUANT TO 70373 G.C.) 

DEFENDANT TO PAY FINE TO THE COURT CLERK 
TOTAL DUE: $3,970.00 

IN ADDITION: 

-MAKE RESTITUTION TO VICTIM AS STATED IN THE SENTENCING ORDER: 
MOHAMED HADID (FILED JUNE 23, 2 017) ITEM NUMBER 7 PURSUANT TO M 
PC SECTION 1202.4(F). 
IN THE STIPULATED SUM OF $ 14,191.00 . 

COURT ORDERS AND FINDINGS: 
-OBEY ALL LAWS AND ORDERS OF THE COURT. 
-DEFENDANT ACKNOWLEDGES TO THE COURT THAT THE DEFENDANT 
UNDERSTANDS AND ACCEPTS ALL THE PROBATION CONDITIONS, AND 
DEFENDANT AGREES TO ABIDE BY SAME. 

ANY MANDATORY AND NON-PUNITIVE FEES OR ASSESSMENTS ORDERED IN THIS CASE ARE NOT 
CONDITIONS OF PROBATION 
TINA HESS IS PRESENT REPRESENTING THE OFFICE OF THE CITY 
ATTORNEY. 

DONALD RE IS PRESENT REPRESENTING THE DEFENDANT. 
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THE COURT HAS READ AND CONSIDERED PEOPLE'S VICTIM IMPACT 
STATEMENTS; SENTENCING MEMORANDUM: MOHAMED HADID; SENTENCING 
ORDER: MOHAMED HADID; AND DECLARATION OF SR. ASSISTANT CITY 
ATTORNEY TINA HESS FILED JUNE 23, 2 017; DEFENDANT'S SENTENCING 
MEMORANDUM OF MOHAMED HADID; AND SOCIAL HISTORY OF MOHAMED HADID 
FILED JULY 14, 2017. 

THE MEDIA ORDERS FOR KTLA-NEWS; LOS ANGELES TIMES; 
DAILYMAIL.COM; KABC TV; AND KCAL 9/CBS 2 NEWS OR RTNA ARE 
SIGNED AND FILED THIS DATE. 

SHAEN AKELYAN IS PLACED UNDER OATH AND TESTIFIES ON BEHALF OF 
THE PEOPLE. 

THE COURT MAKES ITS ORDER REGARDING SENTENCING AS FOLLOWS AND 
AS INDICATED IN THE SENTENCING ORDER: MOHAMED HADID FILED 
JUNE 23, 2 017, AND INCORPORATED HEREIN BY REFERENCE: 

-DEFENDANT, OR IN HIS CAPACITY AS SOLE MANAGING MEMBER OF 901 
STRADA LLC, IS ORDERED NOT TO TRANSFER ANY OWNERSHIP INTEREST IN 
THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 901 STRADA VECCHIA, LOS ANGELES WITHOUT 
PROVIDING AT LEAST 3 0 DAYS WRITTEN NOTICE TO THE COURT AND TO 
THE OFFICE OF THE LOS ANGELES CITY ATTORNEY, (ATTN: DCA DON 
COCEK) SUPERVISOR CODE ENFORCEMENT UNIT, UNTIL A CERTIFICATE OF 
OCCUPANCY IS ISSUED. 

-DEFENDANT IS ORDERED TO ADVISE THE LOS ANGELES CITY ATTORNEY'S 
OFFICE, CODE ENFORCEMENT SECTION (ATTENTION: DCA DON COCEK) AND 
THE LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING AND SAFETY (ATTENTION: 
CHIEF INSPECTOR LUKE ZAMPERINI) OF ANY RESIDENTIAL OR COMMERCIAL 
PROJECT LOCATED IN THE CITY OF LOG ANGELES IN WHICH DEFENDANT 
HOLDS ANY INTEREST IN OR PARTICIPATED IN DURING THE TERM OF 
PROBATION. 

FOR PURPOSE OF SENTENCING, "PARTICIPATE" SHALL INCLUDE, BUT IS 
NOT LIMITED TO: DESIGN, MANAGE, OVERSEE, OR SECURE FUNDING FOR. 
FOR PURPOSE OF THIS TERM, "ANY INTEREST" SHALL INCLUDE, BUT IS 
NOT LIMITED TO: ANY MANAGERIAL, OWNERSHIP OR FINANCIAL INTEREST. 

-THE COURT ORDERS DEFENDANT LIABLE FOR COSTS OF THE LOS ANGELES 
DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING AND SAFETY, FOR THE AMOUNT OF $14,191 AND 
THE LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWER, IN AN AMOUNT TO 
BE DETERMINED, FOR THE INSPECTION, INVESTIGATION, AND EMERGENCY 
RESPONSE RELATED TO THE CONSTRUCTION PROJECT LOCATED AT 901 
STRADA VECCIA AND THE RELATED CRIMINAL CASE, LOS ANGELES 
SUPERIOR COURT CASE NUMBER 5PY03637. 

PAYMENT OF COSTS TO DATE SHALL BE MADE TO EACH DEPARTMENT WITHIN 
FIVE WORKING DAYS OF IMPOSITION OF SENTENCE. PROOF OF PAYMENT 
SHALL BE PROVIDED TO THIS COURT AND TO THE OFFICE OF THE LOS 
ANGELES CITY ATTORNEY, ATTENTION: DCA DON COCEK, WITHIN TEN 
BUSINESS DAYS OF IMPOSITION OF SENTENCE. 
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ANY ADDITIONAL COSTS INCURRED BY THE LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF 
BUILDING AND SAFETY, THE LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND 
POWER, OR ANY OTHER CITY DEPARTMENT AS A RESULT OF THE ILLEGAL 
GRADING AND CONSTRUCTION AT THE PROPERTY SHALL BE PAID WITHIN 
TEN DAYS OF RECEIPT OF BILLING. 

-DEFENDANT IS ORDERED TO REIMBURSE THE LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF 
OF BUILDING AND SAFETY FOR THE SALARY AND RELATED COSTS INCURRED 
BY LADBS TO MAINTAIN A BUILDING AND SAFETY FOR THE SALARY AND 
RELATED COSTS INCURRED BY LADBS TO MAINTAIN A BUILDING INSPECTOR 
ON SITE AT THE PROPERTY AT ALL TIMES AFTER THE ISSUANCE OF A 
BUILDING PERMIT UP TO AND UNTIL THE PROPERTY IS BROUGHT INTO 
COMPLIANCE WITH THE LOS ANGELES MUNICIPAL CODE AND THE LADBS HAS 
ISSUED A CERTIFICATE OF OCCUPANCY. 

PAYMENT SHALL BE MADE ON A MONTHLY BASIS (FOR THE PRIOR MONTH) 
AND SHALL BE DUE ON THE 15TH OF EACH MONTH. 

-WITHIN SEVEN (7) DAYS, DEFENDANT IS ORDERED TO RETAIN THE 
SERVICES OF A LICENSED GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEER TO DEVELOP A SLOPE 
STABILIZATION DESIGN AND PLAN ("SSDP"). THE SELECTION 
GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEER SHALL BE SUBJECT OF THE APPROVAL BY THE 
LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING AND SAFETY. 

-DEFENDANT IS ORDERED TO DELIVER TO LADBS, THE GEOTECHNICAL 
ENGINEER'S PROPOSED SLOPE STABILIZATION DESIGNED AND PLAN 
REPORT. THE SSDP SHALL INCLUDE THE SLOPE AND SOILS ANALYSIS, 
PROPOSED DESIGN, AND COST ESTIMATE TO STABILIZE THE HILLSIDE OF 
THE PROPERTY. THE SSDP SHALL BE DELIVERED TO LADBS NO LATER THAN 
6 0 DAYS FROM TODAY'S DATE. 

IN THE EVENT THE SINGLE FAMILY HOME IS COMPLETED, IT SHALL BE 
COMPLETED IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE SSDP AND ALL ORDERS AND 
DIRECTIVES OF THE LADBS. 

IN THE EVENT THE SINGLE FAMILY HOME IS NOT COMPLETED, THE 
EXISTING STRUCTURE SHALL BE DEMOLISHED AND THE SLOPE TO BE 
STABILIZED PURSUANT TO THE SSDP AS DETERMINED BY THE CITY. 

(THE TERMS OF THE SENTENCE ARE CONTINUED TO JULY 20, 2 017 AT 
9:00 A.M.) 

COUNT (03): DISPOSITION: CONVICTED 
DMV ABSTRACT NOT REQUIRED 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
09/18/17 830 AM PROGRESS REPORT DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
07/20/18 900 AM PROOF OF COMPLETION/FINE DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 
CLK 

CUSTODY STATUS: ON PROBATION 
CUSTODY STATUS: ON PROBATION 
CUSTODY STATUS: ON PROBATION 

ON 07/20/17 AT 900 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PROBATION AND SENTENCE HEARING 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) TATEVIK MKITARYAN (CLERK) 

ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 

0131

Case 2:21-bk-10335-BB    Doc 105-3    Filed 06/28/21    Entered 06/28/21 19:04:01    Desc
Exhibit C    Page 110 of 170



CASE NO. 5PY03 63 7 
DEF NO. 03 

PAGE NO. 15 
DATE PRINTED 09/12/18 

DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY ROBERT L. SHAPIRO 
PRIVATE COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 97 7 ET SEQ, BY 
ROBERT L. SHAPIRO PRIVATE COUNSEL 
(SENTENCING IS CONTINUED FROM JULY 20, 2017 AT 8:30 A.M.) 

-WITHIN 60 DAYS OF LADBS' APPROVAL OF SSDP, THE DEFENDANT IS 
ORDERED TO SUBMIT CORRECTED PLANS TO MAKE ALL NECESSARY REPAIRS 
AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED PURSUANT TO THE SSDP. DEFENDANT 
IS ORDERED TO OBTAIN TIMELY INSPECTIONS AND APPROVALS TO COMPLY 
WITH THE SSDP. DEFENDANT IS ORDERED TO COMMENCE WORK TO 
STABILIZE THE HILLSIDE PURSUANT TO THE SSDP. 

DEFENDANT IS ORDERED TO SUBMIT PLANS, OBTAIN PERMITS TO MAKE ALL 
NECESSARY REPAIRS AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS, OBTAIN TIMELY 
INSPECTIONS AND APPROVALS TO COMPLETE A SINGLE-FAMILY HOME AT 
THE PROPERTY. 

ALTERNATIVELY, THE DEFENDANT IS ORDERED TO SUBMIT PLANS, OBTAIN 
PERMITS, INSPECTIONS AND APPROVALS FOR ALL WORK TO STABILIZE THE 
SLOPE AND DEMOLISH AND REMOVE THE SINGLE FAMILY HOME CURRENTLY 
UNDER CONSTRUCTION AT THE PROPERTY. 

-IF THE DEFENDANT FAILS TO COMPLETE THE WORK DESCRIBED IN THE 
SSDP WITHIN THE PERIOD DETERMINED BY LADBS OR FAILS TO COMPLETE 
THE TIMELY CONSTRUCTION OR DEMOLITION OF THE STRUCTURE AT THE 
PROPERTY AS DETERMINED BY LADBS, DEFENDANT WILL AGREE TO THE 
APPOINTMENT OF A RECEIVER FOR THE PROPERTY. 

-DEFENDANT IS ORDERED TO COMPLY WITH ALL DIRECTIVES AND ORDERS 
ISSUED BY LADBS WITHIN TIME FRAMES SET BY LADBS WITH RESPECT TO 
THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 901 STRADA VECCHIA, LOS ANGELES OR ANY 
OTHER PROJECT THAT THE DEFENDANT MAY BE INVOLVED WITH LOCATED IN 
THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES. 

-DEFENDANT IS ORDERED TO ALLOW LADBS ACCESS TO THE PROPERTY 
WITHOUT ADVANCE NOTICE AT ANY TIME. DEFENDANT IS ORDERED TO 
INSTRUCT HIS CONTRACTORS, EMPLOYEES, SECURITY PERSONNEL, AND ANY 
OF HIS AGENTS TO ALLOW LADBS PERSONNEL TO ACCESS THE PROPERTY AT 

ANY TIME. 

-DEFENDANT IS ORDERED TO OBEY ALL LAWS, RULES, AND ORDERS OF THE 
COURT. 

THE COURT SHALL CONSIDER THE FOLLOWING AT A LATER DATE: 

PEOPLE'S REQUEST THAT THE DEFENDANT SHALL RETAIN A LICENSED 
CONTRACTOR WHO MUST SECURE A COMPLETION BOND TO COMPLETE THE 
SSDP AND THE DEMOLITION OF ANY STRUCTURES ON THE PROPERTY, 
INCLUDING THE INCOMPLETE SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENCE; THE AMOUNT OF 
THE BOND SHALL INCLUDE THE COSTS FOR COMPLETING THE SSDP AND 
DEMOLITION OF THE EXISTING STRUCTURE IN THE EVENT DEFENDANT IS 
UNABLE OR UNWILLING TO COMPLY WITH THE SSDP AND COMPLETE 
CONSTRUCTION OF THE SINGLE-FAMILY HOME AT THE PROPERTY; AND IN 
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THE EVENT THE DEFENDANT IS UNABLE TO OR FAILS TO COMPLETE WORK 
DESCRIBED IN THE SSDP WITHIN A PERIOD AS DETERMINED BY LADBS, 
DEFENDANT SHALL NOTIY THE BOND SURETY OF ITS REQUIREMENT TO 
COMPLETE THE OWRK REQUIRED BY THE SSDP TO STABILIZE THE HILLSIDE 
AND DEMOLISH THE EXISTING STRUCTURE AT THE PROPERTY. 

PROGRESS REPORT IS DUE ON SEPTEMBER 18, 2017, AT 8:30 A.M. IN 
THIS DEPARTMENT. 

PROOF OF COMPLETION OF 2 00 HOURS COMMUNITY SERVICE AND PAYMENT 
OF COURT FINE/FEES IN THE AMOUNT OF $12,660.00 ARE DUE 
JULY 20, 2 018 AT THE CLERK'S OFFICE. 

PROBATION IS IN EFFECT. 

MINUTE ORDER IS PREPARED BY T. ZAVALA. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
MATTER PREV SET/REMAIN ON CLDR 

08/04/17 ARREST DISPOSITION REPORT SENT VIA FILE TRANSFER TO DEPARTMENT OF 
JUSTICE 

ON 09/18/17 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PROGRESS REPORT 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) THERESE ZAVALA (CLERK) 

ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY ROBERT L. SHAPIRO 
PRIVATE COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 977 ET SEQ, BY 
ROBERT L. SHAPIRO PRIVATE COUNSEL 
DONALD RE IS PRESENT REPRESENTING THE DEFENDANT. 

PROGRESS IS STATED ON THE RECORD AND AS MORE FULLY REFLECTED IN 
THE NOTES OF THE OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER. 

THE COURT FINDS THAT A SURETY BOND IS NOT NEEDED AT THIS TIME. 

MATTER IS CONTINUED FOR FURTHER PROGRESS TO DECEMBER 04, 2 017, 
AT 8:30 A.M. IN THIS DEPARTMENT. 

PROBATION REMAINS IN EFFECT. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
12/04/17 83 0 AM PROGRESS REPORT DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

ON 12/04/17 AT 83 0 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PROGRESS REPORT 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) ANNALEAH DOMIN (CLERK) 

ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY ROBERT L. SHAPIRO 
PRIVATE COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 977 ET SEQ, BY 
ROBERT L. SHAPIRO PRIVATE COUNSEL 
PROOF OF 200 HOURS OF COMMUNITY SERVICE FILED THIS DATE. 
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MATTER IS CONTINUED FOR FURTHER PROGRESS REPORT ON THE DATE 
BELOW. 
COURT ORDERS AND FINDINGS: 
-ORIGINAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF PROBATION TO REMAIN IN FULL 
FORCE AND EFFECT. 

NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
04/05/18 830 AM PROGRESS REPORT DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CUSTODY STATUS: ON PROBATION 

ON 04/05/18 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PROGRESS REPORT 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) THERESE ZAVALA (CLERK) 

DOMINICA HOTCHKISS (REP) DON COCEK (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY ROBERT L. SHAPIRO 

PRIVATE COUNSEL 
DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 977 ET SEQ, BY 
ROBERT L. SHAPIRO PRIVATE COUNSEL 
DONALD RE IS PRESENT REPRESENTING THE DEFENDANT. 

MATTER IS CONTINUED FOR PROGRESS REPORT TO MAY 24, 2018, AT 
8:30 A.M. IN THIS DEPARTMENT. . 

PROBATION IS IN EFFECT. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
05/24/18 830 AM PROGRESS REPORT DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

ON 05/24/18 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PROGRESS REPORT 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) THERESE ZAVALA (CLERK) 

HILDA GUTIERREZ (REP) MICHELLE MCGINNIS (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY ROBERT L. SHAPIRO 
PRIVATE COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 97 7 ET SEQ, BY 
ROBERT L. SHAPIRO PRIVATE COUNSEL 
PROGRESS REPORT IS DUE JULY 19, 2 018, AT 8:30 A.M. IN THIS 
DEPARTMENT. 

PROBATION REMAINS IN EFFECT. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
07/19/18 830 AM PROGRESS REPORT DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

ON 07/19/18 AT 800 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PROGRESS REPORT 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) ANNALEAH DOMIN (CLERK) 

DOMINICA HOTCHKISS (REP) MICHELLE MCGINNIS (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY ROBERT L. SHAPIRO 
PRIVATE COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 977 ET SEQ, BY 

0134

Case 2:21-bk-10335-BB    Doc 105-3    Filed 06/28/21    Entered 06/28/21 19:04:01    Desc
Exhibit C    Page 113 of 170



CASE NO. 5PY03 6 3 7 
DEF NO. 03 

PAGE NO. 18 
DATE PRINTED 09/12/18 

ROBERT L. SHAPIRO PRIVATE COUNSEL 

APPEARING IN COURT FOR TODAY'S PROCEEDINGS ARE AS FOLLOWS: 
ATTORNEY SONEFF, IGNACIO RODRIGUEZ (ARCHITECT), MR. FRANK BUSH 
{GENERAL MANAGER OF LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING AND 
SAFETY), MR. RE AND SHAHEN AKELYAN. 

MATTER IS CALLED FOR PROGRESS REPORT. 

THE COURT IS IN RECEIPT OF SUPPLEMENTAL STATEMENT SUBMITTED BY 
HOMEOWNERS JOHN AND JUDITH BEDROSIAN AND JOSEPH AND 
BEATRIZ HORACEK, FILED JULY 16, 2018. 

MR. SONEFF, COUNSEL FOR THE HOMEOWNERS JOHN AND JUDITH BEDROSIAN 
AND HORACEK ADDRESSES THE COURT. 

COURT'S EXHIBIT A (BLOWN-UP PHOTO OF THE BUILDING STRUCTURE), 
COURT'S EXHIBIT B(BLOWN-UP PHOTO OF HORACEK'S RESIDENCE) ARE 

MARKED FOR IDENTIFICATION BY REFERENCE ONLY AND ARE TO BE 
RETAINED BY SUBMITTING PARTY. . 

FRANK BUSH AND IGNACIO RODRIGUEZ AND SHAHEN AKELYAN ARE PLACED 
UNDER OATH AND ARE EXAMINED. 

THE COURT STATES THAT IT IS LOOKING FOR IS TO FIND OUT IF 
DEFENDANT IS WITH THE CITY'S ORDERS. IN THE EVENT HE IS NOT IN 
COMPLIANCE, THE CITY SHOULD NOTIFY THE COURT EITHER BY WAY OF 
TESTIMONY OR SWORN AFFIDAVIT. ONLY THEN WILL THE COURT MAKE A 
DETERMINATION IF DEFENDANT IS IN VIOLATION OF PROBATION OR NOT. 

AS STIPULATED BY ALL PARTIES, THIS MATTER IS CONTINUED FOR • 
FURTHER HEARING ON DEFENDANT'S PROGRESS ON HIS PROBATION TO THE 
DATE OF SEPTEMBER 5, 2018, AT 10:30 A.M. IN THIS DEPARTMENT. 
COURT ORDERS AND FINDINGS: 
-ORIGINAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF PROBATION TO REMAIN IN FULL 
FORCE AND EFFECT. 

NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
MATTER PREV SET/REMAIN ON CLDR 

CUSTODY STATUS: ON PROBATION 

ON 07/19/18 AT 830 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PROGRESS REPORT 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) ANNALEAH DOMIN (CLERK) 

HILDA GUTIERREZ (REP) MICHELLE MCGINNIS (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY ROBERT L. SHAPIRO 
PRIVATE COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 977 ET SEQ, BY 
ROBERT L. SHAPIRO PRIVATE COUNSEL 
MATTER IS CONTINUED TO SEPTEMBER 05, 2 018, AT 10:30 A.M. IN THIS 
DEPARTMENT. 

MINUTE ORDER ENTERED BY T. ZAVALA. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
09/05/18 1030 AM PROGRESS REPORT DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 • 
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ON 09/05/18 AT 1030 AM IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 113 

CASE CALLED FOR PROGRESS REPORT 
PARTIES: ERIC P. HARMON (JUDGE) THERESE ZAVALA (CLERK) 

ANN MARIE CIZIN (REP) MICHELLE MCGINNIS (CA) 
DEFENDANT IS NOT PRESENT IN COURT, BUT REPRESENTED BY ROBERT L. SHAPIRO 
PRIVATE COUNSEL 

DEFENDANT APPEARING BY COUNSEL PURSUANT TO PENAL CODE SECTION 977 ET SEQ, BY 
ROBERT L. SHAPIRO PRIVATE COUNSEL 
DONALD RE IS PRESENT REPRESENTING THE DEFENDANT. 

FURTHER PROCEEDINGS REGARDING PROBATION VIOLATION HEARING 
SETTING IS CONTINUED TO SEPTEMBER 13, 2 018, AT 10:30 A.M. IN 
THIS DEPARTMENT. 

PROBATION REMAINS IN EFFECT. 
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT: 
09/13/18 1030 AM POSSIBLE VIOL. OF PROBATION DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE 
DEPT 113 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

DEPARTMENT 113 HON. ERIC HARMON, JUDGE 

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 

PLAINTIFF, 

VS . 

MOHAMED A. HADID, 

• DEFENDANT. 

CASE SPY03637-03 

•/A": W 

REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS 

JULY 19, 2018 

APPEARANCES: 

FOR PLAINTIFF: 

FOR RESPONDENT 

FOR THIRD PARTIES; 

OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY 
BY: MICHELLE H. MCGINNIS, DEPUTY 
CITY HALL EAST 
200 NORTH MAIN STREET, 5TH FLOOR 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012 

GLASER WEIL 
BY: ROBERT L. SHAPIRO 
10250 CONSTELLATION BOULEVARD 
19TH FLOOR 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 

LAW OFFICES OF DONALD M, 
BY: DONALD M. RE 
624 SOUTH GRAND AVENUE 
TWENTY SECOND FLOOR 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 

90067 

RE 

90 01.7 

MANATT, PHELPS & PHILLIPS, LLC 
BY: GEORGE M. SONEFF 

JORDAN FERGUSON 
11355 WEST OLYMPIC BOULEVARD 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90064 

HILDA GUTIERREZ, CSR 12714, RPR 
OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER 
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1 CASE NUMBER: 

2 CASE NAME: 

3 VAN NUYS, CALIFORNIA 

1 DEPARTMENT 113 

j REPORTER: 

5 APPEARANCES: 

TIME: 

5PY03637-03 

PEOPLE VS. MOHAMED A. HADID 

THURSDAY, JULY 19, 2018 

HON. ERIC HARMON, JUDGE 

HILDA GUTIERREZ, CSR 12714, RPR 

(AS HERETOFORE MENTIONED) 

9:34 A.M. 

(THE FOLLOWING PROCEEDINGS WERE 

HELD IN OPEN COURT:) 

THE COURT: THIS IS NUMBER 22, MOHAMED HADID, 

5PY03637. HE'S NOT HERE BUT HIS ATTORNEY IS HERE 

977(A) . 

' ONE MOMENT. 

HIS ATTORNEY IS NOW PRESENT; MR. SHAPIRO. 

MS. SHAPIRO: AND MR. Re. 

THE COURT: AND MR. Re. 

MS. SHAPIRO: YES. HE IS PRESENT. 

THE COURT: AND FOR THE PEOPLE? 

MS. MCGINNIS: MICHELLE MCGINNIS FOR THE PEOPLE, 

YOUR HONOR. 

THE COURT: ALL RIGHT. SO TODAY IS SET FOR A 

PROGRESS REPORT. I WOULD LIKE TO HEAR THAT PROGRESS 

REPORT. 

AND THE COURT IS IN RECEIPT OF -- OF WHAT 

IS ENTITLED, "SUPPLEMENTAL STATEMENT SUBMITTED BY 

HOMEOWNERS JOHN AND JUDITH BEDROSIAN AND JOSEPH AND 
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BEATRIZ HORACEK." THAT WAS FILED JULY 16, 2018. I HAVE 

NOT READ IT IN ITS ENTIRETY. • 

DO BOTH SIDES HAVE THIS? 

MS. SHAPIRO: WE DO, YOUR HONOR. 

MS. MCGINNIS: YES, YOUR HONOR. 

ATTORNEY SONEFF IS PRESENT IN COURT TODAY, 

AND HE IS ASKING TO BE HEARD. HE CAN PROBABLY WALK THE 

COURT THROUGH THAT DOCUMENT IN LESS THAN TEN MINUTES. 

THE COURT: WHAT OTHER PROGRESS REPORTS ARE 

NECESSARY BEFORE WE GET TO THAT? 

MS. SHAPIRO: I -- I THINK WE CAN BRING YOU UP TO 

DATE AS TO THE PROGRESS THAT WE'RE TRYING TO DO TO BRING 

THIS BUILDING INTO COMPLIANCE PURSUANT TO THE COURT 

ORDER. WE HAVE IGNACIO RODRIGUEZ HERE WHO IS THE 

ARCHITECT. 

MS. MCGINNIS: YOUR HONOR, I -

I 1M SORRY. 

MS. SHAPIRO: AND THE BUILDING AND SAFETY PEOPLE 

ARE HERE. 

MS. MCGINNIS: YOUR HONOR, I HAVE THE GENERAL 

MANAGER OF BUILDING AND SAFETY HERE, MR. FRANK BUSH. 

HE'S PREPARED TO GIVE THE COURT AN UPDATE AS WELL. 

I HAVE BEEN MADE AWARE OF THE CURRENT 

STATUS, AND I CAN DELIVER THAT TO THE COURT IN 

RELATIVELY SHORT'ORDER. 

THE ̂ COURT: IN SHORT, IS THE CITY SATISFIED WITH 

THE PROGRESS BEING MADE? 

MS. SHAPIRO: NO. NO. HERE IS WHAT'S HAPPENED. 
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THE CITY IS NOT SATISFIED. AND THERE IS A 

REASON FOR IT. AND THAT IS WHY WE NEED MR. RODRIGUEZ TO 

ADDRESS THE COURT. 

THEY GAVE MR. RODRIGUEZ A WEEK TO SUBMIT A 

PLAN FOR REMOVING AN ENORMOUS AMOUNT OF DIRT AND 

REPLACING AN ENORMOUS AMOUNT OF DIRT ON THE SLOPE BEFORE 

ANYTHING CAN BE EVEN DISCUSSED ABOUT THE BUILDING. AND 

HE IS WORKING DILIGENTLY ON THAT, BUT HE WILL NOT HAVE 

THAT FOR ABOUT ANOTHER WEEK TO GET A PROPOSAL. 

BUT BEYOND THAT, HERE IS WHAT IS REALLY 

GOING TO HAPPEN, YOUR HONOR. AND I DON'T THINK MR. BUSH 

OR ANYBODY ELSE IN THIS BUILDING IS GOING TO DISAGREE. 

NO MATTER WHAT COMES UP FROM THAT REPORT, NO MATTER WHAT 

THE CITY DOES, A VARIANCE IS GOING TO BE NEEDED. IN 

ORDER TO GET A VARIANCE, THERE HAS TO BE A HEARING. 

WHOEVER WINS THAT HEARING IS GOING TO APPEAL. WHICHEVER 

SIDE — IF MR. HADID'S SIDE WINS, THE OTHER SIDE WILL 

APPEAL. IF THE OTHER SIDE WINS, MR. HADID WILL APPEAL. 

WE ARE THEN GOING OUT FOR ANOTHER THREE, FOUR -- FIVE 

YEARS OF APPELLATE LITIGATION. 

THE STATUS OF THIS CASE, YOUR HONOR, IS -

IS THIS. YOU HAVE DONE EVERYTHING IMAGINABLE. THE CITY 

HAS DONE EVERYTHING IMAGINABLE. WE BELIEVE MR. HADID 

HAS DONE EVERYTHING IMAGINABLE TO BRING EVERYTHING 

TOGETHER AND TO TRY TO GET THIS INTO COMPLIANCE. ALL 

THAT HAS HAPPENED IS EXACTLY WHAT I PREDICTED WHEN HIS 

PLEA WAS ENTERED: THIS MATTER IS GOING TO END UP IN 

CIVIL LITIGATION, THAT BOTH MR. HADID AND THE CITY ARE 
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GOING TO BE SUED, AND THAT'S WHAT HAPPENED. LAWSUITS 

HAVE BEEN FILED AGAINST MR. HADID AND THE CITY. 

IT'S CLEAR TO ME AND IT'S ALMOST CLEAR 

FROM THE PAPERS THAT HAVE BEEN FILED ON BEHALF OF THE 

SUPPOSED VICTIMS IN THIS CASE OR ACTUALLY PARTIES IN 

INTEREST THAT THIS CASE IS NOT GOING TO GET RESOLVED BY 

YOU NO MATTER HOW HARD YOU TRY, NO MATTER HOW MANY TIMES 

WE COME BACK, NO MATTER WHAT YOU TRY TO DO. IT CAN'T 

GET DONE. THIS THING IS ONLY GOING TO BE RESOLVED IN 

THE CIVIL COURTS OVER A LENGTHY LITIGATION TO COME TO 

SOME CONCLUSION AS TO WHETHER OR NOT SOME TYPE OF 

COMPLIANCE CAN BE MADE OR WHETHER OR NOT THE CITY IS 

WILLING TO GIVE PERMITS TO DESTROY THE BUILDING. AND 

THAT IS NOTHING THAT YOU CAN DO, YOUR HONOR. 

THE COURT: I FIND YOUR LACK OF FAITH DISTURBING. 

IT'S A CRIMINAL COURT. AND SO HE'S ON PROBATION TO ME. 

AND WE WOULD, OF COURSE, HAVE HEARINGS WHERE THE 

STANDARD OF PROOF IS A LITTLE BIT DIFFERENT AND THE 

ISSUE IS DIFFERENT. 

HE'S AGREED TO BE ON PROBATION AND DO . 

CERTAIN THINGS. IF THE PEOPLE FEEL AS THOUGH HE'S NOT 

DOING THOSE THINGS IN GOOD FAITH, THEY CAN FILE A 

REQUEST TO HAVE A HEARING. AT WHICH TIME WE WOULD TAKE 

TESTIMONY, AND I WOULD FIGURE OUT WHETHER HE'S 

PROCEEDING IN GOOD FAITH OR WHETHER HE'S WILLFULLY 

FAILING TO LIVE UP TO HIS PART OF THE BARGAIN. IF, AT 

THE END OF THAT, HE IS FOUND TO BE IN VIOLATION OF 

PROBATION, THEN HE WOULD GO TO JAIL. 
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MS. SHAPIRO: I UNDERSTAND THAT. 

THE COURT: SO IT JUST DEPENDS ON HOW WE DEFINE 

"SOLVING THE THING." IF THE THING IS THE PROPERTY 

ITSELF, YOU ARE RIGHT. I HAVE VERY LITTLE ABILITY TO 

WAVE A MAGIC WAND AND MAKE THAT GO AWAY, BUT I DO HAVE 

POWER OVER HIM TO MAKE HIM DO THOSE THINGS THAT HE HAS 

AGREED TO DO. 

I AM NOT PREJUDGING IT BECAUSE I DON'T 

KNOW THE STATE OF THIS RIGHT NOW, AND I WOULD LIKE TO 

HEAR FROM THE RELEVANT WITNESSES. AND I WOULD LIKE TO 

READ THROUGH THIS. 

IT'S ABOUT 9:45 RIGHT NOW. I THINK I CAN 

READ THROUGH THIS. AND THEN, IF YOU WOULD LIKE, YOU CAN 

CALL WITNESSES. IT WOULDN'T BE A VIOLATION OF PROBATION 

HEARING TODAY. ' 

MS. SHAPIRO: OKAY. 

THE COURT: IT WOULD JUST BE THE WITNESSES, UNDER 

OATH, GIVING ME AN IDEA OF WHAT THE STATUS IS. 

IF THE PEOPLE ALLEGE THAT THAT IS A 

VIOLATION, THEN HE WOULD BE ON NOTICE. AND WE WOULD 

HAVE A FULL-BLOWN PROBATION VIOLATION HEARING. IT CAN'T 

BE DONE RIGHT NOW BECAUSE I HAVE 30 OTHER CASES AND I 

HAVE A JURY TRIAL THAT IS ONGOING. BUT -- AND HE 

DESERVES NOTICE AS TO EXACTLY -- PRECISELY WHAT IT IS 

THAT HE'S -- HOW IT IS THAT HE'S IN VIOLATION OF 

PROBATION. 

SO THE OTHER MINOR PROCEDURAL ISSUE IS 

THAT IT'S UNUSUAL FOR THE ATTORNEY FOR THIRD PARTIES TO 
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FILE SOMETHING FOR THE COURT TO CONSIDER. I AM HAPPY TO 

CONSIDER IT IF ALL PARTIES HAVE NOTICE. THEY DO. IF 

NOBODY IS OBJECTING, I WILL CONSIDER IT. I DON'T HAVE A 

PROBLEM WITH PEOPLE BEING HEARD AT ALL. I MIGHT BE ABLE 

TO CLEAR THE DECKS IN -- IN THE CALENDAR AREA, AND THEN 

HEAR FROM ALL THE LAWYERS AND THE WITNESSES. 

MS. SHAPIRO: YOUR HONOR, BECAUSE OF THE 

RELATIVELY COMPLEX NATURE OF WHAT WOULD BE REQUIRED TO 

PUT ON A REASONABLE HEARING FOR YOU TO MAKE A 

DETERMINATION, WE WOULD SUGGEST THAT WE PUT THIS OVER TO 

ANOTHER DAY TO GET OUR WITNESSES TOGETHER, THE PEOPLE 

CAN GET THEIR WITNESSES TOGETHER, AND YOU CAN HEAR FROM 

EVERYONE AS TO WHAT THE STATUS IS AND WHAT EVERYBODY IS 

TRYING TO DO. 

MS. MCGINNIS: IF I MAY, YOUR HONOR? 

THE COURT: SURE. 

MS. MCGINNIS: THE PEOPLE ARE READY. THE 

WITNESSES ARE HERE. IT WOULD TAKE ABOUT 15 MINUTES OF 

THE COURT'S TIME. IN RELATIVELY SHORT ORDER, BUILDING 

AND SAFETY WILL' EXPLAIN. WE'RE A LOT MORE OPTIMISTIC 

AND, WE FELT, MUCH MORE CLOSER TO COMPLIANCE THAN 

DEFENSE COUNSEL FEELS. 

AFTER THE MAY 23RD COURT DATE, THERE HAVE 

BEEN NO CORRECTED PLANS SUBMITTED. PRIOR TO THAT, THERE 

WERE THREE. IF THOSE PLAN CORRECTIONS ARE MADE AND THE 

SQUARE FOOTAGE IS, IN FACT, CUT DOWN TO 11,500 

APPROXIMATELY, THERE IS A COUPLE OF VARIANCES THAT ARE 

REQUIRED. BUT IF THOSE THINGS WERE ORDERED BY THE COURT 
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PROGRESS IN THIS CASE. IT'S JUST THAT NOTHING HAS BEEN 

SUBMITTED SINCE MAY 23RD, 

THE COURT: I AM WILLING TO HEAR, ON A 

PRELIMINARY LEVEL, FROM PEOPLE RIGHT NOW. BUT I 

DON'T -- I DON'T WANT EVERYONE TO BELIEVE THAT ANY 

DECISION IS GOING TO BE MADE TODAY BECAUSE THE -- IN 

ORDER TO HAVE A FULL AND COMPLETE HEARING, IT'S 

NECESSARY THAT THE PEOPLE, REPRESENTED BY THE CITY 

ATTORNEY'S OFFICE, FILE A PROBATION VIOLATION HEARING 

SETTING. SO THEN ON THAT DATE I CAN BUDGET ENOUGH TIME 

TO ACTUALLY HEAR EVERYBODY. 

SO WE MIGHT BE REPEATING OURSELVES IF WE 

TAKE A LITTLE BIT OF TESTIMONY TODAY, IF I HEAR FROM THE 

LAWYERS TODAY. I AM WILLING TO DO THAT SO LONG AS 

EVERYONE UNDERSTANDS THAT -- IT MIGHT NARROW DOWN THE 

ISSUES TOO AND IT MIGHT GET -- IT MIGHT HELP THE PARTIES 

UNDERSTAND WHAT MR. HADID NEEDS TO DO TO REMAIN IN GOOD 

STANDING WITH THE COURT. 

WHY DON'T I HEAR FROM MR. SONEFF, IS IT? 

MR. SONEFF: YES, YOUR HONOR. 

THE COURT: GO AHEAD, SIR. 

MR. SONEFF: THANK YOU. 

I REPRESENT THE HOMEOWNERS WHO LIVE BELOW 

THIS, JOHN AND JUDITH BEDROSIAN AND JOHN AND BEATRIZ 

HORACEK IN THE BACK ROW THERE. 

WE SUBMITTED THIS STATEMENT TO YOU BECAUSE 

I FELT THAT, AFTER REVIEWING THE ENTIRE CRIMINAL FILE, 
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MEETING WITH THE CITY ATTORNEY, AND GETTING ALL THE 

FACTS I COULD GET MY HANDS ON, THAT THIS COURT WAS NOT 

FULLY INFORMED A YEAR AGO TOMORROW -- IT WAS JULY 20 OF 

LAST YEAR -- WHERE YOU HAD A FAIRLY EXTENSIVE SENTENCING 

HEARING. 

AND I READ THAT TRANSCRIPT. AND I FELT 

THAT -- I SAW THAT YOU HAD TWO PRIMARY CONCERNS: FIRST 

WAS FOR THE SAFETY OF THE RESIDENTS AND SECONDLY WAS TO 

BRING THIS PROPERTY INTO COMPLIANCE. AND THEN YOU ALSO 

NOTED THAT PUNISHMENT WAS SOMETHING THAT YOU HAD TO 

ADDRESS. PERFECTLY UNDERSTANDABLE. AND I APPRECIATE 

IT. I UNDERSTAND THAT. 

AND I READ THE TRANSCRIPT. AND I KNOW 

THAT, AT THE TIME YOU ENTERED WHAT IS A FAIRLY EXTENSIVE 

SET OF TERMS FOR PROBATION THAT ARE REFLECTED IN THE 

DOCKET, THAT YOU WERE NOT PRESENTED WITH THE FACTS AS TO 

WHAT HAD HAPPENED THERE, WHAT FORMAL ACTIONS LA 

DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING AND SAFETY HAD ALREADY TAKEN. 

AND SO I FILED THIS SUPPLEMENT TO -- TO, 

FIRST OF ALL, TO BRING THAT TO YOUR ATTENTION. I WOULD 

LIKE TO WALK THROUGH THAT BRIEFLY, AND THEN A COUPLE OF 

OTHER FACTS I HAVE ALSO LEARNED, AND THEY ARE THAT ON 

MARCH 23RD OF THIS YEAR, SO ROUGHLY EIGHT MONTHS AFTER 

YOU SENTENCED -- YOU IMPOSED SENTENCE, THE DEPARTMENT OF 

BUILDING AND SAFETY ISSUED AN ORDER TO COMPLY BECAUSE 

MR. HADID OR SOMEBODY ON HIS BEHALF HAD BEEN DOING 

UNPERMITTED FILL, MOVING IT INTO THE THEATER AREA, THE 

ILLEGAL THEATER AREA. AND THAT IS EXHIBIT A OF WHAT WE 
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HAVE ATTACHED HERE WHICH IS A MARCH 23, 2018, ORDER TO 

COMPLY, STATING THAT ON MARCH 21, 2018, IT WAS REVEALED 

TO THE DEPARTMENT THAT UNAUTHORIZED EXCAVATIONS AND 

REMOVAL OF PREVIOUSLY PLACED FILL IN THE UNPERMITTED 

THEATER AREA HAD COMMENCED. 

AND THIS IS EMBLEMATIC OF BOTH INACTION 

AND MISACTION THAT'S BEEN TAKING PLACE WITH REGARD TO 

THIS SITE. 

MY CLIENTS LIVE BELOW WHAT IS CONTINUING 

TO BE A VERY THREATENING AND DANGEROUS SITE. THE 

MAILMAN AND THE FEDEX MAN ARE AFRAID TO COME TO 

MR. HORACEK'S DOORSTEP BECAUSE OF WHAT IS EXISTING OUT 

THERE. 

AND NOTHING HAS HAPPENED IN THE YEARS 

SINCE THE PERMITS HAVE BEEN PULLED. 

THE SECOND THING I WOULD LIKE TO BRING TO 

YOUR ATTENTION IS EXHIBIT E IN THIS PACKAGE WHICH IS AN 

APRIL 8, 2015, ORDER TO COMPLY ISSUED BY THE CITY OF 

LOS ANGELES, DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING AND SAFETY. AND 

IF YOU CAN TURN TO THE SECOND PAGE OF THAT, YOU SEE IN 

SECTION 2 THERE IS WHERE THE BUILDING -- THIS WAS ISSUED 

TO MR. HADID. IT SAYS, "THE FOLLOWING UNAPPROVED, 

UNPERMITTED CONSTRUCTION WAS OBSERVED ON APRIL 6, 2015." 

AND THEY LIST IT. AND I WOULD LIKE TO JUST BRIEFLY SHOW 

YOU WHAT THAT IS. 

IF I CAN ASK MR. FERGUSON TO BRING SOME 

PHOTOS UP HERE. 

NOTE TO REPORTER: FERGUSON 
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1 I BELIEVE THE COURT HAS SEEN THIS 

2 PHOTOGRAPH BEFORE. 

3 THE COURT: WHY DON'T WE DO THIS. WE CAN MARK 

3 THEM FOR REFERENCE ONLY. WE WILL SAY THAT ONE THAT YOU 

5 HAVE IN YOUR HAND IS -

5 ONE MOMENT. 

(CONVERSATION BETWEEN THE COURT AND THE CLERK.) 

THE COURT: ALL RIGHT. WE WILL CALL IT COURT'S 

EXHIBIT A. IF YOU WILL JUST NOTE THAT SOMEWHERE ON 

THERE SO THAT GOING FORWARD .... THESE WILL BE RETAINED 

BY YOU. 

GO AHEAD. 

MR. SONEFF: THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR. 

• COURT'S EXHIBIT A, I BELIEVE THE COURT HAS 

SEEN THIS BEFORE. THIS IS THE STRUCTURE THAT MR. HADID 

BUILT, MUCH OF WHICH IS ILLEGAL. THIS IS MR. HORACEK'S 

HOME, MY CLIENT. MR. AND MRS. HORACEK LIVE RIGHT HERE. 

SO WHEN YOU WALK OUT THEIR FRONT DOOR, THERE IS A ROAD 

THAT COMES HERE, THE PLACE WHERE THEY LIVE. IF YOU WALK 

OUT THEIR FRONT DOOR AND TURN TO THE LEFT, THIS WILL -

WE WILL MARK THIS AS EXHIBIT B, COURT'S EXHIBIT B 

THIS IS WHAT YOU SEE. THERE IS THIS HILLSIDE. 

NOW SOME TARPS HAVE BEEN REMOVED, BUT THIS 

IS ALL STILL THERE. AND IT IS ENORMOUS -- TO GO OUT 

THERE -- THE PICTURES DON'T DO IT JUSTICE. THIS IS 

THREATENING. IT'S THREATENING TO ANYONE WHO -- WHO IS 
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THERE. ' 

BUT I WOULD LIKE TO SPECIFICALLY WALK 

THROUGH THIS ORDER TO COMPLY AND WHAT WAS DEEMED TO BE 

ILLEGAL AND UNAUTHORIZED. AND THE REASON, TO WALK 

THROUGH THAT BRIEFLY, IS -- THERE IS THIS QUESTION ABOUT 

HOW DOES HE BRING THIS INTO COMPLIANCE. RIGHT? SO THE 

ORDER, EXHIBIT E, LISTS UNAUTHORIZED -- THIS 

UNAUTHORIZED CONSTRUCTION. AND THEN ON THE NEXT PAGE, 

IT SAYS, "YOU ARE HEREBY ORDERED TO COMPLY WITH THE 

FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS ON OR BEFORE APRIL 22ND, 2015." 

AND THIS IS PAGE 3 OF 4 OF THIS ORDER. 

IF YOU LOOK THERE, "STOP ALL WORK," 

"SUBMIT PLANS," "COMPLY WITH ORDERS." AND THEN ROMAN 

NUMERAL 6: "IF NO PERMITS OR APPROVALS ARE OBTAINED FOR 

THE UNAUTHORIZED, UNAPPROVED CONSTRUCTION AS MENTIONED 

IN THIS ORDER, THEN DEMOLISH AND REMOVE ALL 

UNAUTHORIZED, UNAPPROVED CONSTRUCTION AND RESTORE THE 

SITE TO ITS APPROVED STATE." SO THIS IS THE ORDER FROM 

THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES. 

NOW THIS WAS APPEALED BY MR. HADID IN 2015 

SAYING THAT, "WELL, I DON'T" -- "YOU DON'T GIVE ME' 

ENOUGH TIME. YOU ONLY GAVE ME A COUPLE OF WEEKS TO GET 

THE PERMITS OR TO DEMOLISH. THAT CAN'T BE RIGHT." AND 

HE APPEALED. AND THE APPEALS GO TO THE BOARD OF SAFETY 

COMMISSIONERS WITH THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES. AND 

EXHIBIT F IS THE DECISION OF THE BOARD OF SAFETY 

COMMISSIONERS DATED JUNE 10, 2015. 

MS. SHAPIRO: YOUR HONOR, MAY I JUST CALL TO THE 
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COURT'S ATTENTION THIS IS THE REASON WE'RE IN COURT. 

THIS IS THE BASIS OF THE VIOLATION. 

THE COURT: I UNDERSTAND YOU MIGHT HAVE SOMETHING 

TO SAY ABOUT WHAT HE'S REFERRING TO. I WILL GIVE YOU A 

CHANCE IN A MOMENT. 

AND I AM KEEPING IT IN PROPER CONTEXT. 

THESE ARE THINGS THAT WERE -- WERE ORDERED TO HAVE BEEN 

DONE THREE YEARS AGO. AND HIS POINT IS THEY HAVE NOT 

YET BEEN DONE. 

MR. SONEFF: THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR. 

EXHIBIT F IS THE APPEAL DECISION OF 

MR. HADID'S APPEAL. YOU CAN SEE IT WAS — ITEM 2 THERE, 

ON EXHIBIT F, IS "DENY THE REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 

TO COMPLY. WITH PREJUDICE." AND THEY MADE ONE FINDING 

WHICH IS ON THE SECOND PAGE OF THE APPEAL. 

"FINDING: THE REQUEST DOES NOT 

MEET THE SPIRIT AND INTENT OF THE 

CODE INASMUCH AS THIS IS A 

SELF-IMPOSED HARDSHIP DUE TO THE FACT 

THAT ALL OF THE WORK IN QUESTION WAS • 

DONE OUTSIDE THE BOUNDS OF THE PERMIT 

AND APPROVED PLANS." 

SO THAT'S THE STATUS OF THE LA DEPARTMENT 

OF BUILDING AND SAFETY OFFICIAL ACTION. IT WAS TO 

DEMOLISH BY APRIL 22, 2015, AND THE APPEAL WAS DENIED. 

AND I WOULD LIKE MR. FERGUSON TO BRIEFLY 

POINT OUT WHAT IT IS THAT WAS ILLEGAL ABOUT IT, AS 

REFLECTED IN EXHIBIT E, BECAUSE THERE SEEMS TO BE --
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THIS SEEMS TO BE MISSING FROM ANY DISCUSSION IN THIS 

CASE . 

IF YOU LOOK AT PAGE 2, THE FIRST ITEM THAT 

WAS DEEMED TO BE UNAPPROVED, UNPERMITTED CONSTRUCTION IS 

TWO LEVELS OF APPROXIMATELY 20 BY 200 IRREGULAR-SHAPED 

CONCRETE DECKS THAT WERE ADDED BELOW THE ACCESSORY POOL 

STRUCTURE. 

MR. FERGUSON: I THINK BOTH ARE HELPFUL. 

MR. SONEFF: TWO LEVELS OF 20 BY 200-FOOT 

CONCRETE DECKS. 

MR. FERGUSON: WE HAVE THESE TWO LEVELS -

THE COURT: HOLD ON A SECOND. 

THE PERSON ADDRESSING THE COURT NOW IS? 

MR. FERGUSON: JORDAN FERGUSON, YOUR HONOR. 

MR. SONEFF: HE'S MY COLLEAGUE. 

THE COURT: ALL RIGHT. GO AHEAD, SIR. 

MR. FERGUSON: SO YOU CAN SEE HERE THE TWO LEVELS 

OF CONCRETE DECKS THAT WERE ORDERED TO BE REMOVED. 

MR. SONEFF: THE NEXT ITEM -

THE COURT: THAT WAS WHAT — THAT WAS -

MR. SONEFF: EXHIBIT B. • 

MR. FERGUSON: THIS IS COURT'S EXHIBIT B. 

MR. SONEFF: OKAY. I AM GOING TO SKIP TO ITEM 3. 

IT SAYS,' "AN ENTIRE STORY HAS BEEN CREATED BELOW 

BASEMENT LEVEL." 

WHERE IS THAT, MR. FERGUSON? 

MR. FERGUSON: RIGHT HERE. 

MR. SONEFF: POINTING TO EXHIBIT A. 
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MS. MCGINNIS: MICHELLE MCGINNIS, FOR THE RECORD. 

COURT'S EXHIBIT A. 

MR. SONEFF: THANK YOU, MS. MCGINNIS. 

TWO APPROXIMATE 10-FOOT HIGH BY 40 LINEAR 

FOOT AND 10-FOOT BY 30 LINEAR FEET OF RETAINING WALLS ON 

THE NORTHEAST SIDE OF THE PROPERTY. ' 

CAN YOU POINT THOSE TO US. 

MR. FERGUSON: YES. RIGHT DOWN HERE, AND RIGHT 

DOWN HERE. 

MS. MCGINNIS: FOR THE RECORD, THE WITNESS 

IS TESTIFYING AND POINTING TO THE CENTER OF COURT'S 

EXHIBIT A. 

MR. SONEFF: AND THEN A 12-FOOT HIGH BY 40-FOOT, 

LINEAR FOOT RETAINING WALL THAT WAS ATTACHED TO THE 

BUILDING AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER, WHICH BLOCKS ACCESS TO 

THE REQUIRED COVERED PARKING. IT'S THAT WALL UP THERE 

ON EXHIBIT A. 

ITEM 6, APPROXIMATELY 75-BY-125-FOOT 

IRREGULAR-SHAPED BASEMENT ADDITION AT THE EAST OF THE 

BUILDING, UNDER THE MOTOR COURT, FOR AN UNAUTHORIZED 

THEATER. 

MR. FERGUSON: THIS IS A LITTLE DIFFICULT TO 

SEE HERE, BUT IT'S BEHIND THIS AREA OF THE HOME, 

BACK TOWARD THE -- THE MOTOR COURT COMES IN HERE, IN 

FRONT OF THE HOUSE. ' 

MS. MCGINNIS: MICHELLE MCGINNIS, FOR THE RECORD. 

THE WITNESS IS POINTING TO THE UPPER THIRD 

PORTION OF COURT'S EXHIBIT A. 
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MR. SONEFF: OKAY. AND APPROXIMATELY -- ITEM 7 

IS APPROXIMATELY 8-FOOT BY 25-FOOT TWO-STORY ADDITION 

ADDED TO THE FIRST AND SECOND FLOOR OF THE SOUTHWEST 

CORNER OF THE BUILDING. 

MR. FERGUSON: YOU CAN SEE IT HERE ON COURT'S 

EXHIBIT A, BUT IT'S EASIER TO POINT OUT OVER HERE. 

MR. SONEFF: ON EXHIBIT B. 

MR. FERGUSON: ON EXHIBIT B. YOU CAN SEE RIGHT 

HERE. THIS AREA. 

MR. SONEFF: THERE ARE -- THERE ARE A FEW OTHER 

ITEMS HERE, YOUR HONOR. 

AND THE POINT BEING THAT TO BRING THIS 

INTO COMPLIANCE WITH THE CODE AND THE LA DEPARTMENT OF 

BUILDING AND SAFETY ORDERS REQUIRES DEMOLITION OF 

STORIES OF THIS STRUCTURE, ENTIRE STORIES. NOT FILLING 

IT IN WITH DIRT. IT REQUIRES DEMOLITION. AND THAT HAS 

NOT BEEN -- NO PROGRESS HAS BEEN MADE TOWARD DEMOLITION. 

I READ THE TRANSCRIPT WHERE SOMEONE 

SAID -- I THINK IT WAS MR. SHAPIRO WHO SAID, "WELL, IT 

WOULD BE DIFFICULT TO ACQUIRE A PERMIT AND THE HAUL 

ROUTE." I THINK WE CAN GET THOSE PERMITS. I THINK THE 

CITY CAN PROMPTLY COME UP WITH A DEMOLITION PLAN TO 

COMPLY WITH ITS ORDERS. AND THAT IS THE WAY TO BRING 

THIS INTO COMPLIANCE. 

I ALSO READ THE DISCUSSION, RATHER LENGTHY 

DISCUSSION THAT YOU HAD ON THE RECORD ABOUT A BOND AND 

THE APPOINTMENT OF A RECEIVER. BOTH OF THOSE THINGS 

ARE -- MAKE A LOT OF SENSE HERE. AND I WOULD ASK AT THE 
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APPROPRIATE TIME, WHETHER THIS MORNING OR MAYBE ON 

NOTICE AND FURTHER HEARING, THAT THE COURT CONSIDER 

REQUIRING THE DEFENDANT TO POST A BOND IN THE AMOUNT 

OF -- NECESSARY FOR DEMOLITION. HE'S CLAIMED IN HIS 

PAPERS THAT HE KNOWS WHAT THAT AMOUNT IS IN SUBMISSIONS 

TO. THIS COURT, THAT HE'S CHECKED INTO DEMOLITION, AND 

THAT HE KNOWS WHAT THE AMOUNT IS. I WOULD LIKE THE 

COURT TO RECONSIDER AGAIN REQUIRING A BOND FOR 

DEMOLITION AND THE APPOINTMENT OF A RECEIVER TO OVERSEE 

THE ISSUANCE OF -- THE DEMOLITION PROCESS. 

IN ADDITION, I THINK WHAT WOULD BE VERY 

USEFUL WOULD BE A SITE VISIT, IF THE COURT HAS ANY 

INCLINATION TO DO THAT. MY CLIENTS -- THE THING THAT I 

HEAR THE MOST IS "BOY, I WISH THE JUDGE COULD SEE WHAT 

WE LIVE UNDER." I DON'T KNOW IF THAT IS POSSIBLE. I AM 

NOT A CRIMINAL ATTORNEY. BUT IF IT WERE, WE WOULD DO 

WHATEVER WE COULD TO FACILITATE IT. • 

. THE LAST POINT I WANT TO RAISE IS THE 

MATERIALS THAT WE HAVE SUBMITTED UNDER EXHIBITS B 

AND C. 

MR. HADID CONTENDS THAT HE HAS FULFILLED 

HIS 200 HOURS OF COMMUNITY SERVICE. EXHIBIT B ARE THE 

LOGS FROM THE ASSISTANCE LEAGUE OF LOS ANGELES THAT 

PURPORT TO SET FORTH THE DATES ON WHICH HE PERFORMED 

THIS 200 HOURS OF COMMUNITY SERVICE IN ABOUT FOUR MONTHS 

AT THE COCHRAN AVENUE BAPTIST CHURCH IN SOUTH L.A. 

EXHIBIT C ARE MR. HADID'S INSTAGRAM 

POSTINGS SHOWING HIS TRIP TO LUXEMBOURG AND PHOTOS OF 
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HIS EXCURSIONS IN LUXEMBOURG THAT TOOK PLACE BETWEEN 

OCTOBER 4 AND OCTOBER 6, 2017. AND THOSE ARE DATES ON 

WHICH HE PURPORTS TO HAVE BEEN AT THE COCHRAN AVENUE 

BAPTIST CHURCH PERFORMING COMMUNITY SERVICE ON THOSE 

VERY DATES, OCTOBER 5, 6, AND 1, 2017. WE SUBMIT 

THAT YOU CAN'T BE IN LUXEMBOURG AND SOUTH LA AT THE 

COCHRAN AVENUE BAPTIST' CHURCH AT THE SAME TIME. 

THE COURT: WHAT -- WHAT IS THAT ABOUT? 

MS. SHAPIRO: ARE WE READY -

THE COURT: ADDRESS THAT FIRST. THAT'S -

MS. SHAPIRO: THAT'S -

THE COURT: -- CONCERNING. 

MS. SHAPIRO: THOSE POSTINGS WERE DONE BY 

MR. HADID FOR A VERY SIMPLE REASON. 

ON OCTOBER 9, IT WAS BELLA HADID'S 

BIRTHDAY PARTY. MR. HADID WANTED TO SURPRISE HIS ' 

DAUGHTER. IN ORDER TO SURPRISE HER, HE TOLD HER, 

"UNFORTUNATELY, I WILL NOT BE ABLE TO ATTEND BECAUSE I 

WILL BE OUT OF THE COUNTRY FOR YOUR BIRTHDAY." HE 

POSTED OLD PICTURES WHERE HE HAD BEEN IN OTHER PLACES ON 

HIS INSTAGRAM WHERE HE KNOWS HIS DAUGHTER FOLLOWS HIM. 

AND SHE RESPONDED, "I AM SO SORRY YOU ARE NOT GOING TO 

BE ABLE TO BE HERE." 

IN FACT, MR. HADID WAS AT BELLA HADID'S 

BIRTHDAY PARTY. SHE WROTE HIM A LOVING NOTE, "THANK YOU 

SO MUCH. WHAT A SURPRISE. I DIDN'T THINK YOU WERE 

GOING TO BE ABLE TO BE HERE." 

SO WE ALSO HAVE A CONFIRMING LETTER FROM 
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THE CHURCH CONFIRMING THAT THE TIME SHEETS ARE, IN FACT, 

ACCURATE AS TO THE DATES AND TIMES MR. HADID WAS THERE. 

I HAVE GIVEN THAT TO THE CITY ATTORNEY, AND I HAVE A 

COPY FOR THE COURT. 

THE COURT: AS TO THE OTHER ISSUES THAT 

MR. SONEFF BROUGHT UP? 

MS. SHAPIRO: THE FIRST ISSUE IS, SINCE HE SAID 

THAT A PERMIT CAN EASILY BE MADE FOR THE REMOVAL OF THE 

DIRT AND FOR A HAULING PERMIT, I ASK MR. BUSH, "IF YOU 

WILL GIVE US THAT PERMIT, WE WILL START TOMORROW." 

MR. SONEFF: FOR DEMOLITION? 

MS. SHAPIRO: NO. TO START TO GET INTO 

COMPLIANCE. 

THE COURT: I THINK HIS POINT WAS THAT HIS 

CLIENTS WANT DEMOLITION OF THAT AREA. PREVIOUSLY, IT 

WAS INDICATED THAT THAT WOULD BE DIFFICULT BECAUSE THE 

PERMITS WOULDN'T BE READILY AVAILABLE. AND I THINK 

THAT'S WHAT HE'S REFERRING TO, DEMOLITION. 

MS. MCGINNIS: YOUR HONOR, AT THE APPROPRIATE 

TIME, MR. BUSH WOULD LIKE TO BE HEARD. HE CAN CLARIFY 

MUCH OF WHAT HAS BEEN SAID RELATIVELY QUICKLY. IT'S A 

THREE-STEP MOVE FROM THIS POINT. 

THE COURT: THAT IS FINE. IF HE IS A WITNESS, 

THEN HE NEEDS TO BE CALLED AND BE SWORN IF YOU WANT TO 

CALL HIM AT THIS TIME. 

LET ME LET MR. SHAPIRO FINISH. AND WE CAN 

LET THE ARCHITECT TOO. 

MR. SHAPIRO: OKAY. 
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THE COURT: I CAN'T DO THIS ALL MORNING THIS 

MORNING. WHAT I AM WILLING TO DO IS HEAR FROM EVERYBODY 

NOW, SET THE ISSUES FOR THE NEXT TIME, AND THEN. LITIGATE 

THEM FULLY AT THAT TIME. 

THE -- THE DIFFICULT ASPECT OF THIS IS 

THAT WE HAVE FOUR DIFFERENT PARTIES: WE HAVE THE 

DEFENSE. WE HAVE THE CITY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE. WE HAVE 

THE PEOPLE WHO ARE ORDERING THE DEFENDANT TO COMPLY, 

BUILDING AND SAFETY. AND THEN WE HAVE NOW MR. SONEFF 

AND HIS CLIENTS. 

IDEALLY, THE ENTITY THAT WOULD SPEAK ON 

BEHALF OF THE PEOPLE WOULD BE THE CITY ATTORNEY'S 

OFFICE. THEIR INTEREST DO NOT APPEAR TO BE TOTALLY 

ALIGNED WITH THE OTHER TWO PEOPLE WHO THEY ARE THE 

MOUTHPIECE FOR. SO I NEED TO HEAR FROM THEM. 

IDEALLY GOING FORWARD, IF MR. SONEFF AND 

HIS CLIENTS HAD AN ISSUE WITH EITHER COMPLIANCE OR 

COMMUNITY SERVICE, THAT WOULD BE SOMETHING THAT THE CITY 

ATTORNEY WOULD BRING TO MY ATTENTION. THEY'RE THE 

PROSECUTORIAL AGENCY INVOLVED IN THIS. 

SIMILARLY, IF THE PEOPLE ARE NOT SATISFIED 

THAT BUILDING AND SAFETY IS DOING THEIR JOB, THEN THEY 

WOULD TELL ME THAT. IF -- I KNOW THAT MR. SONEFF'S 

CLIENTS ARE NOT SATISFIED THAT BUILDING AND SAFETY ARE 

DOING THEIR JOB, FROM WHAT I AM HEARING. AND I KNOW 

THEY'RE NOT SATISFIED WITH THE CITY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 

FOR FAILING TO HOLD HIS FEET TO THE FIRE, SO TO SPEAK, 

ON THE THINGS THAT HE HAS AGREED TO. 
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BY THE BOOK, WHICH IS HOW I FUNCTION, HOW 

I RUN THIS COURT, THERE IS NO OTHER WAY BECAUSE THAT'S 

THE WAY IT IS, IF YOU ARE ASKING ME TO REVOKE HIS 

PROBATION AND TO TAKE ACTION AND ORDER HIM TO DO 

SOMETHING FURTHER, IT SHOULD BE A WRITTEN MOTION THAT 

SAYS "ONE OF THE TERMS HE AGREED TO LAST.YEAR WAS X. 

IT'S COME TO OUR ATTENTION THAT HE HAS NOT DONE X. AND 

WE FIND THIS TO BE A WILLFUL VIOLATION. AND WE, 

THEREFORE, RESPECTFULLY REQUEST THAT HIS PROBATION BE 

REVOKED, THAT SENTENCE BE IMPOSED OR MODIFIED." AND 

PART OF THAT IS -

LET ME JUST LEAVE IT AT THAT. 

MR. RE: YOUR HONOR, THE COURT IS SPEAKING ABOUT 

WHAT THE CITY ATTORNEY WOULD BE DOING? 

THE COURT: RIGHT. 

• M R .  R E :  T H E  T H I R D  P A R T I E S .  

THE COURT: NO. THE THIRD PARTY CANNOT ASK ME TO 

REVOKE PROBATION. THEY DON'T HAVE STANDING. 

MR. RE: I UNDERSTAND. 

' THE COURT: THEY'RE A REAL PARTY IN INTEREST. 

ARGUABLY, THEY MAY BE A VICTIM UNDER MARCI'S LAW AND 

UNDER THE INTERPRETATION OF THE CALIFORNIA CONSTITUTION. 

MAYBE. I AM NOT SURE. I WILL HEAR FROM THEM. IT'S 

ONLY FAIR. 

BUT IF YOU ARE ASKING ME TO USE MY POWER, 

IT HAS TO COME AFTER A NOTICE AND FULLY LITIGATED 

HEARING. 

SO WHO -- YOU WANT TO CALL THE PERSON --
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1 MS. MCGINNIS: I DO, YOUR HONOR, BUT I WOULD LIKE 

2 THE OPPORTUNITY TO RESPOND TO THAT. 

3, THE PEOPLE RECEIVED THE DOCUMENT THE COURT 

i WAS PRESENTED A DAY OR SO AGO. THAT DOCUMENT REQUIRES 

3 AN INVESTIGATION BY AN INVESTIGATION -- INVESTIGATIVE 

5 AGENCY. THE PEOPLE STARTED THAT PROCESS TO FIND OUT WHO 

1 WOULD INVESTIGATE A POTENTIALLY PENAL CODE 115 VIOLATION 

3 IF THESE DOCUMENTS HAVE BEEN SUBMITTED TO THE COURT. 

> AND IT TAKES SOME TIME, ENERGY AND --

) THE COURT: NOT -- I AM NOT FAULTING. 

. MS. MCGINNIS: WE'RE NOT PREPARED TODAY AT ALL TO 

! MOVE FORWARD WITH THAT. 

' THE COURT: I WOULDN'T EXPECT YOU TO BE 

MS. MCGINNIS: IF THE COURT WERE INCLINED -- AND 

WE WERE, FRANKLY, LOOKING FOR AN INDICATION FROM THE 

COURT. AFTER HEARING WHAT MR. .SONEFF PRESENTED AND 

MR. SHAPIRO PRESENTED, IF THE COURT WERE INCLINED TO 

HEAR MORE ABOUT THAT OR BELIEVE THAT THERE IS AN ISSUE 

THERE THAT WE NEED TO INVESTIGATE AFTER HEARING THAT, 

THE PEOPLE STAND READY TO DO THAT. 

THE COURT: THE COMMUNITY SERVICE PART? 

MS. MCGINNIS: THE COMMUNITY SERVICE PART. 

THE COURT: YOU MEAN TODAY OR AT A DIFFERENT 

TIME? 

MS. MCGINNIS: AT A DIFFERENT TIME. IF THE 

COURT 

THE COURT: YEAH. 

MS. MCGINNIS: IF THE COURT WANTS TO HEAR MORE 
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ABOUT THAT, WE CAN REFER -

THE COURT: IT SEEMS AS THOUGH THERE'S BEEN, AT 

LEAST, A PRIMA FACIE SHOWING THAT THERE IS AN 

INCONSISTENCY. THE -- THE EXPLANATION GIVEN BY 

MR. SHAPIRO MIGHT BE SATISFACTORY IN THE END IF THAT CAN 

BE -- IF THAT'S WHAT HE'S ALLEGING. BUT ON ITS FACE IT 

LOOKS FISHY. PICTURES OF HIM AT LUXEMBOURG AT THE TIME 

HE SAID HE WAS IN SOUTH LA? THAT LOOKS FISHY. BUT I 

DON'T KNOW. I AM NOT AN INVESTIGATOR. I ONLY MAKE 

THESE CALLS AFTER A FULLY LITIGATED HEARING. 

IT'S IMPORTANT THAT I NOT JUMP TO ANY 

CONCLUSIONS BECAUSE THERE MIGHT BE A TOTALLY INNOCUOUS 

REASON FOR IT. 

MS. MCGINNIS: FOR THE RECORD, YOUR HONOR, THE 

PEOPLE HAVE -

THE COURT: I HAVE SEEN A LOT OF THINGS IN MY 

TIME . 

MS. MCGINNIS: RIGHT. . 

FOR THE RECORD, YOUR HONOR, THE PEOPLE, 

ONCE WE RECEIVED THE INFORMATION FROM MR. SONEFF, WE 

REACHED OUT TO FIND OUT WHO THE INVESTIGATIVE AGENCY IS 

AND HOW THEY WORK, AND WE DID REFER IT TO THE 

INVESTIGATIVE AGENCY. WE JUST DON'T HAVE ANY 

CONCLUSIONS. WE'RE IN A SIMILAR POSITION TO THE COURT. 

THE COURT: SO NOTED. 

IF YOU BELIEVE HE'S IN VIOLATION OF 

PROBATION FOR THAT REASON OR THAT HE'S COMMITTED A NEW 

OFFENSE, THEN I WILL LET YOU DO WHAT YOU NEED TO DO IN 
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TERMS OF NOTICE AND FURTHER PROSECUTION. 

LET'S GET DOWN TO WHAT I THINK PEOPLE CARE 

ABOUT WHICH IS THE PROPERTY ITSELF AND IS IT SAFE AND IS 

HE DOING THE THINGS HE NEEDS TO DO. 

RIGHT NOW, YOU WANT TO CALL A WITNESS? 

MS. SHAPIRO: YOUR HONOR, CAN I MAKE A 

SUGGESTION? SINCE -- SINCE WE'RE NOT HAVING A FORMAL 

HEARING, WE HAVE NO OBJECTION TO MR. BUSH OR ANY OF THE 

OTHER PEOPLE FROM BUILDING AND SAFETY TO ADDRESS THE 

COURT, MR. IGNACIO TO ADDRESS THE COURT WITHOUT THE 

FORMALITY OF CROSS-EXAMINATION. 

THE COURT: THEY DON'T HAVE TO TAKE THE STAND. 

BUT IF THEY DO ADDRESS THE COURT WITH A FACTUAL 

ASSERTION, THEN I WOULD JUST HAVE THE JUDICIAL ASSISTANT 

PLACE THEM UNDER-OATH. 

MR. SHAPIRO: OKAY. THAT IS FINE. 

MR. RE: WE JUST THOUGHT IT MIGHT BE A LITTLE 

QUICKER IF THEY JUST MADE A PRESENTATION TO THE COURT. 

THE COURT: YES. LET'S HAVE THEM MAKE A 

PRESENTATION, BUT THEY SHOULD TAKE THE OATH. 

MS. MCGINNIS: THE PEOPLE WOULD CALL MR. FRANK 

BUSH, THE GENERAL MANAGER OF THE LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT 

OF BUILDING AND SAFETY. 

. THE COURT: LET ME ASK THE PARTIES THIS. DO YOU 

BELIEVE THAT THE SEQUENCE OF THE WITNESSES MATTERS? 

MR. SHAPIRO: YES. 

THE COURT: WHY? 

MR. SHAPIRO: I BELIEVE THAT WE CAN VERY QUICKLY 
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PUT INTO PERSPECTIVE OUR POSITION WITH -- WITHIN THE 

NEXT THREE OR FOUR MINUTES. 

MS. MCGINNIS: BUT THE PEOPLE ARE CALLING FRANK 

BUSH . 

MR. SHAPIRO: FINE. 

THE COURT: LET'S SEE. MR. BUSH CAN TESTIFY. 

WHERE ARE YOU, SIR? YOU WANT TO COME 

AROUND HERE AND -- YOU CAN STAND AT THE PODIUM. 

PLEASE RAISE YOUR RIGHT HAND AND BE SWORN. 

THE CLERK: DO YOU SOLEMNLY STATE THAT THE ' 

TESTIMONY YOU MAY GIVE IN THE MATTER NOW PENDING BEFORE 

THIS COURT SHALL BE THE TRUTH, THE WHOLE TRUTH, AND 

NOTHING BUT THE TRUTH, SO HELP YOU GOD? 

MR. BUSH: I DO. 

THE CLERK: THANK YOU. 

PLEASE STATE AND SPELL YOUR FULL NAME FOR 

THE RECORD. 

MR. BUSH: MY NAME IS FRANK BUSH. IT'S 

F-R-A-N-K, B-U-S-H. 

THE COURT: ALL RIGHT. YOU WANT TO DO A QUESTION 

AND ANSWER, OR DO YOU WANT HIM TO JUST DO A NARRATIVE? 

MS. MCGINNIS: HE JUST WANTS TO MAKE A NARRATIVE 

STATEMENT. 

THE COURT:. OKAY. GO AHEAD. 

MR. BUSH: GOOD MORNING. THANK YOU FOR THE 

OPPORTUNITY TO BE HERE THIS MORNING. 

ONE OF THE THINGS I WANTED TO MENTION 

ABOUT THE PERMITS -- WE HAVE BEEN WORKING ALONG WITH 
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THEM SINCE THEY SUBMITTED THEIR PLANS. THEY HAVE 

SUBMITTED THREE PLANS TO US. WE HAVEN'T SEEN ANYTHING 

SINCE, I BELIEVE, MAY 23RD. IT WAS THE LAST ONE. 

INITIALLY, THEIR IDEA WAS TO KEEP THE 

HOUSE LIKE IT WAS FROM THE VERY BEGINNING. WE'VE HELD 

THE POSITION THAT IT'S NOT GOING TO BE ABLE TO STAY THAT 

WAY. 

THE LAST TIME WE HAD -- THE LAST PLANS 

THAT WE REVIEWED IN MAY ARE SHOWING THE HOUSE BEING 

REDUCED WITH THE TOP FLOOR BEING REMOVED AND PART OF THE 

SECOND FLOOR. IT WAS DOWN TO APPROXIMATE 11,500 SQUARE 

FEET . 

SOME OF THE REQUIREMENTS ARE GOING TO BE 

HERE. WE HAVE BEEN VERY OPEN WITH THEM ABOUT. WE TOLD 

THEM DIRECTLY IN ALL OF OUR MEETINGS WITH THEM. THEY 

ARE GOING -- IT APPEARS THEY ARE GOING TO HAVE TO OBTAIN 

A VARIANCE FOR THE GRADING, AND THEY WILL HAVE TO APPLY 

FOR HAUL-OUTS. THEY MAY OR MAY NOT, DEPENDING ON THE 

FINAL VERSION THAT COMES TO US, HAVE TO APPLY FOR SOME 

OTHER VARIANCES THROUGH THE DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING. 

WE HAVE BEEN VERY CLEAR ABOUT THAT. 

WE HAVE TAKEN THIS CASE VERY SERIOUSLY. 

WE HAVE HANDLED THIS CASE ON WRITE AND ORDER. IF THEY 

DON'T COMPLY, OUR MOVE IS TO GET IT TO THE CITY ATTORNEY 

WHICH THEY THEN FILE A CRIMINAL CASE. WE DEAL WITH 

HUNDREDS OF THESE AND HANDLE THEM THIS WAY EVERY YEAR. 

THIS ONE HAS BEEN OF PARTICULAR IMPORTANCE 

AND A PROBLEM IN THERE. AND SO I HAVE HAD TWO 
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HIGH-LEVEL MANAGERS WHO HAVE BEEN DEALING DIRECTLY. ONE 

IS FOR PLAN CHECKS AND ONE FOR INSPECTIONS SPECIFICALLY. 

AND WE DON'T NATURALLY DO THAT. BEEN VERY INVOLVED IN 

IT AND STAYING ON TOP OF IT. 

AND THE LAST PLAN THAT WE SAW, WHEN WE 

GAVE CORRECTIONS TO, IF THEY RETURN TO US WITH THEIR 

FINAL DECISIONS -- SOME DECISIONS THAT NEED TO BE MADE 

ARE ON THEM, NOT ON THE CITY. SO THEY MAKE SOME 

DECISIONS BASED ON THE LAST SET OF PLANS THAT WE SEE, 

WHAT THEY WANT TO DO AND HOW THEY WANT TO DO IT. THAT 

WILL DETERMINE WHAT ACTIONS THEY WILL HAVE TO TAKE. 

WE'RE AT THIS POINT. 

RIGHT NOW, AS FAR AS BUILDING AND SAFETY 

IS CONCERNED, WE'RE WAITING FOR THEM TO MAKE THE 

DECISIONS, COME BACK WITH THEIR FINAL VERSION, AND SAY 

"THIS IS WHAT WE'RE GOING TO." 

WE HAVE BEEN VERY CLEAR WITH THE 

ARCHITECT. WE'VE HAD A LOT OF CONVERSATIONS WITH THE 

ARCHITECT AND EVERYBODY INVOLVED IN THIS CASE. 

WE WILL EXPEDITIOUSLY ISSUE THE PERMIT 

ONCE WE GET TO THAT POINT, ONCE WE'RE THERE AND 

EVERYTHING IS READY TO GO. 

SO WE -- WE HAVE EXHAUSTED A LOT OF TIME 

AND EFFORTS IN THIS CASE, IN PARTICULAR GIVING OUR 

ADVICE AND WHAT NEEDS TO BE DONE IN HERE. THIS HOUSE IS 

WAY TOO BIG. THERE ARE A LOT OF THINGS THAT NEED TO BE 

DONE . 

ONE OF THE THINGS I WANTED TO CLEAR UP I 
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1 HEARD IN TESTIMONY HERE A FEW MINUTES AGO, THAT WE WERE 

2 NOTICED ABOUT THEM REMOVING SOME GRADING OR SOME SOIL 

3 OFF THERE AND WE HAD TO TAKE ACTION. WE ACTUALLY WERE A 

1 PART OF THE MOVEMENT OF THAT. WHEN THEY DUG THE 

5 FOUNDATIONS FOR THIS CONSTRUCTION AND SOME OF IT THAT 

5 ISN'T APPROVED, THEY LAID SOME — I CALL IT "FLUFF.". 

1 THEY LAID LOOSE DIRT ON TOP OF THE HILLSIDE. THERE WERE 

S CONCERNS FROM THE NEIGHBORS FOR THE LAST COUPLE OF YEARS 

) IN THE RAINY SEASON, IN OCTOBER TO APRIL. WE REQUIRE 

) THAT THEY DO CONTROL, WHICH IS PUT PLASTIC ON THE HILL. 

. THEY DID THAT THE FIRST YEAR. 

! PRIOR TO DOING THAT, WE THOUGHT IT WOULD 

; BE SAFER TO MOVE SOME OF THAT LOOSE DEBRIS AND PUT IT IN 

A HOLE THAT IS THERE. WE'RE NOT ALLOWING THEM TO KEEP 

IT THERE. THEY DON'T GET TO KEEP IT THERE. THEY'RE NOT 

GETTING ANY CREDIT FOR ANYTHING. BUT IT WOULD MAKE IT 

SAFER FOR THE PROPERTIES DOWN BELOW. THAT WAS DONE AT 

OUR REQUEST. IT DIDN'T REQUIRE A PERMIT TO DO WHAT WE 

WERE DOING. 

THERE WAS AN APPEAL FILED TO OUR BOARD OF 

BUILDING AND SAFETY COMMISSIONER. THEY DETERMINED THE 

SAME THING, WE DIDN'T ABUSE, ON AN APPEAL THAT WAS 

FILED. THAT WAS FOR SAFETY FACTOR. THEN THE PLASTIC 

WAS PUT ON IT. NOTHING ELSE HAS HAPPENED. 

ANOTHER ORDER THAT YOU HEARD ABOUT THAT 

THEY TALKED ABOUT, BECAUSE THEY WERE DOING SOME WORK ON 

THE HOLE, THE DIRT THAT THEY -- WE TOLD THEM TO FILL IN, 

THEY WERE DIGGING IT TO TEST IT FOR SOME REASON. THAT'S 
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1 WHAT THEY SAID. WE DON'T KNOW. BUT THAT HASN'T 

2 STOPPED. WE'RE NOT AWARE OF WORK THAT'S BEING DONE. 

3 AND WE HAVE PEOPLE GOING BY THIS PROPERTY ON A REGULAR 

3 BASIS, KEEPING AN EYE ON IT TO INSURE THEY'RE NOT. AND 

3 IF THEY DO, WE WILL IMMEDIATELY REPORT IT TO THE CITY 

5 ATTORNEY SO WE CAN DO WHAT NEEDS TO BE DONE. 

' BUT WE'RE READY TO WORK WITH THEM AND 

i ISSUE -- WE'RE WAITING FOR THE PLANS TO COME BACK. THEY 

> HAVE TO MAKE SOME DETERMINATIONS ON WHAT -- WHAT 

) DIRECTION THEY'RE GOING TO GO. ONCE THAT IS DONE AND 

. IT'S IN COMPLIANCE, WE WILL ISSUE A PERMIT. BEING IN 

COMPLIANCE MEANS THEY HAVE TO GO TO CITY PLANNING AND 

GET VARIANCES. 

THE COURT: DO YOU BELIEVE THEY ARE WORKING IN 

GOOD FAITH TO BRING THE PROPERTY INTO COMPLIANCE? 

MR. BUSH: BASED ON THE CORRECTIONS AND THE 

INFORMATION THAT I HAVE RECEIVED FROM MY STAFF, WE ARE 

SURPRISED THAT WE HAVEN'T SEEN SOME DECISION MADE SINCE 

MAY 23RD. SO I -- I THINK IF WE -- IF WE CAN GET THE 

DECISIONS MADE, WE CAN SIT DOWN AND WORK ON GETTING THE 

PERMITS ISSUED. 

THE COURT: DO YOU BELIEVE THAT THERE IS A -

THAT THE PROPERTY, AS IT IS RIGHT NOW, POSES A THREAT TO 

THE NEIGHBORS PHYSICALLY? 

MR. BUSH: I KNOW IT'S VISUALLY, BUT WE HAVE NOT 

OBSERVE ANY STRUCTURAL HAZARDS THAT ARE THERE. IF SO, 

WE WOULD HAVE DEALT WITH THEM. 

THE POSSIBLE ISSUES OF THE LOOSE FLUFF AS 
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I CALLED IT THAT WAS ON TOP OF WHAT WE WANTED TO REMOVE 

AND PUT IN THE HOLE IS SECURED. THERE IS STILL SOME OF 

IT LAYING THERE. WE STOPPED THEM AND MADE THEM PUT THE 

PLASTIC ON IT WHEN IT GOT TO THE RAINY SEASON. SO WE'RE 

NOT LETTING THEM DO ANY MORE OF THAT UNTIL WE GET 

PERMITS. 

THE COURT: YOU ARE THE HEAD OF THE WHOLE THING? 

MR. BUSH: I AM THE GENERAL MANAGER OF THE 

DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING AND SAFETY. YES. 

THE COURT: THIS HAS BEEN -- IT'S ON YOUR DESK. 

YOU ARE PAYING ATTENTION TO THIS? 

MR. BUSH: VERY CLOSELY. . 

THE COURT: AND IS THERE A LIST OF THINGS THAT 

NEED TO BE DONE, IN WRITING, THAT CAN BE GIVEN TO THE 

COURT SO THAT I KNOW, WITHOUT GETTING TOO TECHNICAL 

RIGHT NOW, XYZ NEEDS TO BE DONE? 

MR. BUSH: WE HAVE A CORRECTION LIST THAT WAS 

ISSUED DURING THE LAST PLAN CHECK MEETING. 

THE COURT: HAS THAT BEEN GIVEN TO MR. SONEFF, 

MS. MCGINNIS, AND MR. SHAPIRO? 

MR. BUSH: I DON'T KNOW. 

MR. SONEFF: NO. 

THE COURT: LET'S MAKE SURE 

MS. BUSH: I KNOW IT'S BEEN GIVEN TO THE 

ARCHITECT. ' 

MR. SONEFF: NO. 

MR. RODRIGUEZ: I CAN COMMENT ON THAT. 

THE COURT: HOLD ON A SECOND. 
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ANYTHING ELSE, SIR? 

MR. BUSH: THAT'S IT. 

THE COURT: ANY QUESTIONS FROM EITHER SIDE? 

MR. SHAPIRO: NO. 

MR. SONEFF: YOUR HONOR, I HAVE A COUPLE OF 

QUESTIONS, IF I MAY. ' 

THE COURT: OKAY. GO AHEAD. 

MR. SHAPIRO: WAIT. WAIT. YOUR HONOR, HE HAS NO 

STANDING WHATSOEVER. 

THE COURT: I WILL TELL YOU WHAT. ASK ME WHAT IT 

IS THAT YOU WANT TO ASK, AND I WILL DETERMINE IF IT'S 

RELEVANT. • 

MR. SONEFF: THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR. 

I WANTED TO ASK HIM ABOUT THE DEMOLITION 

ORDER THAT I SHOWED THAT IS EXHIBIT E, IF THAT IS 

STILL -- IF THAT'S BEEN MODIFIED, IF THAT IS STILL IN 

EXISTENCE, IF IN FACT THE -- ANY PLANS THAT ARE GOING 

TO BE APPROVED OR EVALUATED WILL NEED TO BE IN 

COMPLIANCE WITH THE REQUIREMENT THAT.THAT LIST OF 

THINGS IN SECTION 2 BE DEMOLISHED. IS THAT STILL 

EXTANT? 

THE COURT: THAT IS PROPER. 

GO AHEAD. 

MR. BUSH: THE ORDER TO COMPLY ADDRESSES ALL OF 

THE UNAPPROVED CONSTRUCTION THAT WAS ON THERE. WHATEVER 

CAN'T BE LEGALIZED WILL HAVE TO BE DEMOLISHED. I THINK 

I EXPLAINED THAT A MINUTE AGO WHEN I SAID IT APPEARS 

THAT THE WHOLE TOP FLOOR IS COMING OFF, PORTIONS OF THE 
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SECOND. 

I AM NOT FAMILIAR WITH ALL THE PLANS, 

MYSELF, IN DETAIL. BUT THERE IS DEMOLITION THAT WILL 

HAVE TO TAKE PLACE. YES. 

THE COURT: I EXPECT YOU ARE A BUSY PERSON, BUT 

IS IT POSSIBLE THAT YOU CAN APPEAR THE NEXT TIME WE HAVE 

A HEARING ON THE MATTER? 

MR. BUSH: YES. 

THE COURT: GREAT. THANK YOU VERY MUCH. 

ANYTHING ELSE THAT YOU WANTED TO ADD FROM 

BUILDING AND SAFETY? ' 

MR. BUSH: NO. THAT'S IT. 

THE COURT: THANK YOU. 

MS. MCGINNIS: THE PEOPLE DO HAVE A REQUEST OF 

THE COURT. IF POSSIBLE, THAT WE MAKE A 30-DAY 

COMPLIANCE WITH JUST SUBMITTING THE CORRECTED PLANS THAT 

HAVEN'T BEEN SUBMITTED SINCE MAY 23RD. THAT IS THE 

FIRST STEP IN GETTING THIS THING IN COMPLIANCE. 

MR. RE: COULD THE COURT HEAR FROM -

THE COURT: I WILL -- I WILL — BEFORE I MAKE ANY 

ORDER, WE NEED TO HAVE A HEARING. AND THEN AT THAT TIME 

I CAN DETERMINE -

MR. RE: I AM JUST SAYING HEAR FROM MR. IGNACIO. 

THE COURT: LET ME FINISH MY THOUGHT. 

WHATEVER REQUESTS IN TERMS OF TIMETABLE, I 

WOULD DEFINITELY ENTERTAIN. BUT I NEED TO BE CLEAR ON 

WHAT NEEDS TO BE DONE AND THE REASONABLE AMOUNT OF TIME 

IT CAN BE DONE IN, SO THAT AT THE CONCLUSION OF THAT, IF 
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IT'S NOT DONE, I CAN TAKE ACTION BECAUSE THAT'S WHAT 

EVERYBODY WANTS. 

ALL RIGHT. GO AHEAD. 

MR. SHAPIRO: MR. IGNACIO RODRIGUEZ. 

THE COURT: ALL RIGHT, SIR. IF YOU WANT TO COME 

TO THE PODIUM AND RAISE YOUR RIGHT HAND. 

THE CLERK: RAISE YOUR RIGHT HAND. 

DO YOU SOLEMNLY STATE THAT THE TESTIMONY 

YOU MAY GIVE IN THE MATTER NOW PENDING BEFORE THIS COURT 

SHALL BE THE TRUTH, THE WHOLE TRUTH, AND NOTHING BUT THE 

TRUTH, SO HELP YOU GOD? 

MR. RODRIGUEZ: YES. 

THE CLERK: THANK YOU. 

KINDLY STATE AND SPELL YOUR FULL NAME FOR 

THE RECORD. 

THE WITNESS: SURE. 

MY NAME IS IGNACIO RODRIGUEZ. I-G — 

I'M SORRY. LET ME TAKE OUT MY RETAINER. 

MY NAME IS IGNACIO RODRIGUEZ. 

I-G-N-A-C-I-0; LAST NAME, R-O-D-R-I-G-U-E-Z. I AM THE 

ARCHITECT THAT 901 STRADA VECCHIA LLC HIRED TO BRING THE 

PROPERTY INTO COMPLIANCE. 

SO TO ELABORATE A LITTLE MORE ABOUT WHAT 

MR. FRANK BUSH SAID, THE LAST MEETING WE HAD AT THE 

BUILDING DEPARTMENT WAS NOT IN MAY. IT WAS ACTUALLY ON 

JUNE 5TH. AND ON JUNE 5TH WE BROUGHT IN WHAT WE 

BELIEVED TO BE ALL OF OUR DRAWINGS IN COMPLIANCE, BOTH 

ARCHITECTURALLY AND CIVIL. AT THE MEETING AND IN 
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WORKING WITH SHAHEN, THEY WANTED US TO REDO OUR GRADING 

ANALYSIS BASED ON THEIR -- THEIR DEFINITION OF HOW WE 

WERE — WE WERE BREAKING DOWN THE CALCULATIONS. IN 

THAT, THEY ASKED US TO ACCOUNT FOR THE QUANTITIES THAT 

WERE PREVIOUSLY APPROVED IN THE PREVIOUS PERMIT. 

THAT IS EXTREMELY COMPLICATED BECAUSE THE 

PREVIOUS PERMIT THAT WAS ISSUED WAS ISSUED WITHOUT AN 

APPROVED SURVEY. SO BECAUSE WE DON'T HAVE AN APPROVED 

SURVEY, IT MAKES IT EXTREMELY COMPLICATED TO RESOLVE 

THIS DELTA. BUT IN DOING SO -- BUT WE'RE DOING IT. AND 

THIS WAS ONE OF THE REASONS, WHEN THEY BROUGHT ME ON 

BOARD I THINK END OF 2016, WAS TO TRY TO ESTABLISH THAT 

APPROVED SURVEY AND THOSE BENCHMARKS ON HOW WE WERE 

GOING TO MEASURE THAT. 

WE NEVER REALLY RESOLVED THE CONVERSATION. 

WE JUST DEFAULTED TO THE 2006 SURVEY THAT WAS DONE 

BEFORE ANY WORK WAS DONE THERE. BUT IN THAT MEETING, 

WE — WE WENT BACKWARDS AND WENT BACK TO GO BACK AND 

LOOK AT THE OLD PERMIT. 

WELL, THAT PROCESS -- SO YOU UNDERSTAND, 

JUDGE, WHEN I CAME ON BOARD, I REPLACED THE ENTIRE 

CONSULTANTS THAT WERE ON THE PROJECT. SO I REPLACED THE 

SURVEYOR. I REPLACED THE SOILS ENGINEER. I REPLACED 

THE CIVIL ENGINEER. BECAUSE I WANTED TO BRING IN A 

FRESH SET OF EYES TO MAKE SURE WE WERE GOING TO BE IN 

COMPLIANCE AND WE WEREN'T CARRYING ANY LUGGAGE FROM THE 

PREVIOUS CONSULTANTS. BUT AFTER WE GOT -- AFTER THAT 

JUNE 5TH PLAN CHECK MEETING, IT NOW REQUIRED ME TO GO 
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BACK AND DEAL WITH ALL OF THE OLD CONSULTANTS BECAUSE 

NONE OF US ON MY ENTIRE TEAM WAS NOT PART OF THE 

ORIGINAL PERMIT. SO THAT'S WHAT WE HAVE BEEN DOING FOR 

THE LAST MONTH AND A HALF. ' 

SO MY CIVIL ENGINEER HAS BASICALLY BEEN 

REBUILDING THE ENTIRE SITE, NOT JUST AS IT WAS IN 2006, 

NOT AS IT IS RIGHT NOW, OR NOT AS IT'S GOING TO BE WHICH 

IS WHAT WE WERE PREVIOUSLY ASKED TO DO, BUT WHAT WAS 

ACTUALLY DONE DURING THE COURSE OF CONSTRUCTION. AND 

THAT IS EXTREMELY COMPLICATED. THAT IS SOMETHING THAT 

WE'RE DOING FORENSICS, BASICALLY, TO FIGURE IT OUT. 

SO IT'S NOT THAT WE HAVEN'T TRIED TO 

COMPLY OR WE'RE NOT TRYING TO COMPLY. WE ARE. BUT 

WE'RE TRYING TO DO IT AS ACCURATE AS POSSIBLE BECAUSE -

I MEAN, IN ALL OF OUR PLAN CHECK MEETINGS, WE UNDERSTAND 

THAT ALL OF OUR WORK IS GOING TO BE SCRUTINIZED. AND SO 

IT'S BEEN -- WE ALL -- WE ALL KNOW THAT EVERYTHING HAS 

TO BE DEFENDABLE BECAUSE THE NEIGHBORS ARE GOING TO SUE 

WHOEVER GETS THIS APPROVED, WHETHER LADBS OR MOHAMED. 

SO WE ARE TAKING THE NECESSARY STEPS TO MAKE SURE THAT 

EVERYTHING HAS BEEN REVIEWED AND PEER REVIEWED SO WE'RE 

ACCURATE. 

AND TO GIVE YOU AN EXAMPLE, I WASN'T HERE 

FOR THE LAST COURT HEARING, BUT I WAS ASKED TO FILE A 

HAUL ROUTE APPLICATION. I DON'T KNOW IF YOU REMEMBER 

THAT. THEY ASKED ME TO FILE A HAUL ROUTE APPLICATION. 

SO WE STARTED THE PROCESS. WE FILED IT WITH THE 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT. 
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BUT MY FIRST-COMMENT WAS HOW DO WE FILE A 

HAUL ROUTE APPLICATION IF WE DON'T KNOW HOW MUCH DIRT 

WE'RE MOVING. AND LIKE RIGHT NOW -- RIGHT? -- EVERYBODY 

KEEPS SAYING, "WELL, WHY YOU DON'T FILE A VARIANCE?" 

WELL, HOW DO WE FILE A VARIANCE IF WE DON'T KNOW HOW 

MUCH GRADING WE'RE ASKING? SO BASICALLY WHAT I AM 

SAYING, JUDGE, WE CAN FILE A VARIANCE TOMORROW FOR 7000 

CUBIC YARDS OR 5000, WHATEVER ARBITRARY NUMBER, BUT IT'S 

A MOOT POINT BECAUSE WE NEED TO ACTUALLY HAVE THE FACTS. 

WE NEED TO HAVE THE NUMBERS FIRST BEFORE WE FILE THE 

VARIANCE. 

SO WE FILED OUR HAUL ROUTE. WE STARTED 

THE APPLICATION WITH THE PLANNING DEPARTMENT. WE GOT 

AIR REPORTS. WE GOT ALL OF THESE REPORTS THAT WE PAID 

FOR THAT ARE BASICALLY GOING TO NOW HAVE TO GET 

COMPLETELY AMENDED AND REDONE BECAUSE THE GRADING HASN'T 

BEEN FINISHED. THE GRADING PLAN CHECK HASN'T BEEN 

FINISHED. SO WE'RE STILL GOING TO GO PROBABLY TWO MORE 

MEETINGS TO GO THROUGH THAT TO MAKE SURE THEY'RE OKAY 

WITH THE NUMBER WE'RE PROPOSING. 

SO WHAT I AM SAYING, JUDGE, IS THIS ISN'T 

SOMETHING THAT IS GOING TO GET DONE OVERNIGHT OR IN A 

WEEK. IF MY LAST MEETING WAS JUNE 5, WE'VE HAD ABOUT 

SIX WEEKS. IN TALKING TO MY CONSULTANTS, THEY THINK 

WE'RE PROBABLY ANOTHER WEEK AWAY. I WOULD SAY TWO. 

BUT HERE IS THE BIGGEST -- HERE IS WHERE 

THE CHALLENGE IS GOING TO COME WHEN WE SIT DOWN TO MEET 

WITH LADBS. WE'RE CREATING A SURVEY THAT WASN'T PART OF 
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i 

1 

3 

)  

) 

THE PERMIT SETS, THAT WE'RE EXTRAPOLATING DATA ON, THAT 

SOMEBODY WILL HAVE TO TAKE RESPONSIBILITY FOR BECAUSE 

THAT IS A -- THAT IS A DRAWING THAT BASIC -- THAT'S A 

CRITICAL DRAWING THAT'S MIXED FROM THE APPROVED SET OF 

DRAWINGS. BECAUSE OF THAT, THERE IS GOING TO BE A 

COUPLE OF MEETINGS BEFORE WE GET THAT APPROVED. BUT 

WE'RE WORKING ON IT. AND WE WANT TO MAKE SURE THAT THE 

CITY DOESN'T ISSUE A PERMIT IN ERROR, AND WE'RE BACK IN 

THIS COURT OR WE'RE BACK BEFORE THE BOARD OF 

COMMISSIONERS DISPUTING SOMETHING THAT WAS APPROVED 

THAT -- THAT IS NOT. 

SO THAT IS WHY WE ARE WHERE WE ARE. 

THAT'S -- THAT'S THE PROCESS THAT WE'RE TAKING. AND 

THAT'S WHAT WAS REVEALED TO US ON JUNE 5TH. AND THIS IS 

WHY I EXPLAINED TO -- TO BOB, AT LEAST MY PERSPECTIVE IN 

WATCHING -- I MEAN, WE'VE REDESIGNED THREE HOUSES. 

THESE ARE THREE BIG HOUSES THAT ARE ROUGHLY -- THE FIRST 

HOUSE, I THINK, WAS 24,000. THE SECOND HOUSE WAS 18-. 

WE'RE NOW DOWN TO LIKE, I THINK, 13- OR SOMETHING LIKE 

THAT . 

JUST FOR THE RECORD, EACH HOUSE TAKES ME 

ABOUT A THOUSAND HOURS TO DO ROUGHLY, A THOUSAND AND 

SOME CHANGE. SO WE HAVE ALREADY LOGGED, ON OUR END, 

THOUSANDS OF HOURS TO TRY TO BRING THIS INTO COMPLIANCE 

WHICH MOHAMMED WILL HAVE TO PAY MY FIRM TO DO. 

SO WE'RE TRYING OUR VERY BEST, AND THIS 

NEXT ITERATION HAS SPENT ANOTHER 4-, 500 HOURS BETWEEN 

ALL OUR CONSULTANTS TO TRY TO RESOLVE IT, TO TRY TO 
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1 PRESENT A PLAN THAT IS IN COMPLIANCE. BECAUSE IN THE 

2 END, WE ARE THE ONES WHO HAVE TO DEFEND OUR WORK. LADBS 

3 IS APPROVING PLANS BASED ON OUR DRAWINGS. 

4 SO THAT'S -- THAT'S -- THAT'S AT LEAST 

5 FROM MY PERSPECTIVE. THAT'S WHAT WE HAVE BEEN DOING FOR 

5 THE LAST SIX — FIVE AND A HALF WEEKS, SIX WEEKS, JUST 

7 TRYING TO PRESENT AN ACCURATE PLAN WITH LADBS' LATEST 

i REQUIREMENTS. 

) MR. SHAPIRO: CAN I ASK A FEW QUICK QUESTIONS? 

) THE COURT: SURE. GO AHEAD. 

. MR. SHAPIRO: WHEN I HEARD MR. BUSH SPEAK, HE WAS 

: NOT TALKING DIRECTLY ABOUT THE SOIL ISSUE. HE WAS 

, TALKING ABOUT THE BUILDING ITSELF AND THE FACT THAT 

CHOICES HAVE NOT BEEN MADE AND SUBMITTING PLANS FOR THE 

BUILDING. ARE YOU SUGGESTING THAT THE EARTH ISSUE, THE 

SOIL ISSUE HAS TO BE ADDRESSED BEFORE THE BUILDING 

ISSUE? 

MR. RODRIGUEZ: WELL -- YES. SO WHAT I AM SAYING 

IS THE EARTH ISSUE IS -- IS A ZONING CODE ISSUE THAT 

WAS -- IT HAS TO CONFORM TO THE NEWEST ZONING CODE. AND 

THE EARTH ISSUE ISN'T RELEVANT TO SQUARE FOOTAGE, TO 

HEIGHT, TO ANY OF IT. 

SO SHAHEN AND I HAVE MET. MY PLAN CHECK 

COMMENTS AND MY ARCHITECTURE ARE DONE. I CAN -- WE CAN 

MEET AFTER THIS MEETING AND GO OVER THOSE COMMENTS. MY 

COMMENTS ARE DONE. BUT MY COMMENTS ARE SOMEWHAT 

IRRELEVANT BECAUSE WE HAVE TO SOLVE THE GRADING ISSUE. 

AND TO DO THAT, IT'S -- IT DOESN'T MATTER HOW THE HOUSE 
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1 LOOKS. THE HOUSE COULD BE ONE STORY. JUDGE, YOU CAN 

ASK US TO BUILD A lOOO-SQUARE-FOOT HOUSE. IT WOULDN'T 

MATTER BECAUSE THE AMOUNT OF GRADING THAT WE'RE HAVING 

TO ACCOUNT FOR, IT'S LOOKING LIKE WE'RE GOING TO HAVE TO 

FILE A VARIANCE. 

SO IF WE ARE GOING TO MAKE THE SITE 

COMPLY, WE ARE GOING TO HAVE TO GO THROUGH A VARIANCE 

PROCESS REGARDLESS UNLESS SOMEHOW THE -- LADBS HAS 

AUTHORITY TO GO BEYOND THE ZONING CODE WITHOUT A 

VARIANCE. I DON'T KNOW. MAYBE THEY DO. I DON'T HAVE 

THAT EXPERIENCE. 

BUT WHAT I AM SAYING, JUDGE, IS THAT'S WHY 

SHAHEN GOING OVER MY ARCHITECTURE COMMENTS AT THIS POINT 

IS SOMEWHAT IRRELEVANT. WE HAVE TO RESOLVE THE GRADING 

PROBLEMS FIRST. 

WE HAVE ALREADY -- MOHAMED HAS GIVEN ME 

CLEAR INSTRUCTIONS, ON MY SIDE, IN THE CONVERSATIONS 

THAT I HAVE HAD WITH HIM: MAKE IT COMPLY. WHATEVER. 

JUST MAKE IT COMPLY. 

I HAVE REDUCED THE HOUSE TO BASICALLY WHAT 

YOU ARE -- WHAT YOU ARE ALLOWED TO BUILD ON SITE. SO WE 

ARE REMOVING -- FOR THE RECORD, WE ARE REMOVING THE 

ENTIRE SECOND FLOOR. WE ARE REMOVING ALL OF THOSE 

FLOORS UNDER THE POOL. WE ARE REMOVING ALL THE -- THE 

SIDES OF THE PROPERTY THAT ARE OUT OF COMPLIANCE. WE -

WE ARE REMOVING ALL OF THAT SQUARE FOOTAGE. THAT 

IS PROPOSED. I THINK WHAT IS ALLOWED IS 13, 500;, 

SOMETHING LIKE THAT. WHATEVER THE MAXIMUM RFA IS. IT'S 
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BEEN SUBMITTED. IT'S ON THE DRAWINGS. 

BUT WE ARE WE ARE REMOVING ANYTHING AND 

EVERYTHING TO GET THIS EXPEDITIOUSLY TO THE FINISH LINE. 

AND THAT'S WHY -- I MEAN, ME AND SHAHEN CAN GO OVER MY 

ARCHITECTURE COMMENTS. THEY WILL FLY BY. I REMOVED ALL 

OF THAT. IT'S DONE. THE PROBLEM NOW IS THE GRADING. 

AND I NEED TO PROVIDE NOT JUST A GRADING PLAN THAT 

COMPLIES, BUT A GRADING PLAN THAT IS DEFENDABLE. AND TO 

DO THAT, IT'S GOING TO REQUIRE FORENSICS. 

MS. MCGINNIS: YOUR HONOR -

MR. SHAPIRO: IGNACIO, MR. BUSH MADE A VERY 

SIMPLE COMMENT, VERY SIMPLE PROPOSAL. HE SAID HE WOULD 

LIKE TO SEE THE PLANS FOR THE BUILDING, FOR DECISIONS TO 

BE MADE ON THE BUILDING. HOW SOON CAN YOU DO THAT AND 

COMPLY WITH MR. BUSH? 

MR. BUSH: IT'S ALL TIED TOGETHER. 

MR. SHAPIRO: SO THE JUDGE IS CLEAR, WHICH COMES 

FIRST? THAT IS THE ISSUE WE'RE HAVING. 

MS. MCGINNIS: BOB, IF I MAY, SHAHEN IS HERE. 

MR. SHAPIRO: OH, GOOD. 

MS. MCGINNIS: HE CAN RESPOND IN SHORT ORDER. 

MR'. SHAPIRO: GOOD. 

MS. MCGINNIS: SHAHEN AKELYAN. 

THE COURT: ALL RIGHT, SIR. YOU CAN STEP 

FORWARD. 

MS. MCGINNIS: HE IS THE ASSISTANT BUREAU CHIEF 

OF PERMIT AND ENGINEERING. HE IS THE PERSON THAT 

APPROVES THE PLANS AND WHO HAS BEEN MEETING WITH THE 
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DEFENDANT'S ARCHITECT. 

THE COURT: SIR, YOU WANT TO RAISE YOUR RIGHT 

HAND TO BE SWORN. 

' DO YOU SOLEMNLY STATE, UNDER PENALTY OF 

PERJURY, THAT THE TESTIMONY YOU ARE ABOUT TO GIVE IN THE 

MATTER NOW PENDING BEFORE THIS COURT SHALL BE THE TRUTH, 

THE WHOLE TRUTH, AND NOTHING BUT THE TRUTH, SO HELP YOU 

GOD? 

MR. AKELYAN: I DO. 

THE COURT: DID YOU TESTIFY HERE BEFORE ONE TIME? 

MR. AKELYAN: YES, I HAVE. 

THE COURT: PLEASE STATE AND SPELL YOUR NAME FOR 

THE RECORD. 

MR. AKELYAN: SHAKEN AKELYAN. S-H-A-H-E-N. LAST 

NAME A-K-E-L-Y-A-N. 

THE COURT: ALL RIGHT. WHAT WOULD YOU LIKE TO 

SAY, SIR? 

MR. AKELYAN: I JUST WANTED TO CLARIFY A FEW 

THINGS. THIS PROJECT HAS BEEN SUBMITTED TO US, I THINK, 

THREE TIMES. THREE DIFFERENT REVISIONS, AT LEAST THE 

ARCHITECTURAL PART OF IT. ORIGINALLY, IT LOOKS LIKE 

MR. HADID, BASED ON HIS DIRECTION, THE ARCHITECT WAS 

TRYING TO KEEP MUCH OF THE BUILDING AS IT IS. AND OUR 

CORRECTIONS WERE MADE TO COMPLY WITH THE CODE. SO THEY 

WENT THROUGH TWO MORE REVISIONS TO SUBMIT TO US. ALL OF 

THOSE SUBMITTAL OF THE PLANS WERE A MATTER OF PUBLIC 

RECORD WHERE THE NEIGHBORS WERE -- HAD AN OPPORTUNITY TO 

COME AND SEE IT. AND I THINK THEY HAVE. I BELIEVE THEY 

0178

Case 2:21-bk-10335-BB    Doc 105-3    Filed 06/28/21    Entered 06/28/21 19:04:01    Desc
Exhibit C    Page 157 of 170



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 

41 

DID COME AND REVIEW ALL OF THOSE CORRECTIONS THAT WERE 

REFERENCED ON THE PLANS AND ON THE CORRECTION SHEET THAT 

WE KEEP. 

WE DO HAVE CORRECTION SHEETS THAT ARE A 

PART OF THE WHOLE CORRECTIONS THAT WE DO BECAUSE WE 

WRITE CORRECTIONS ON THE PLANS, AND ALSO WE KEEP SETS OF 

WRITTEN CORRECTIONS. WE CAN PROVIDE THOSE TO THE COURT, 

IF NEEDED, FOR ALL OF THE CORRECTIONS. I THINK IN 

COMPLIANCE, EVERYTHING GOES TOGETHER. 

AFTER EVERY SUBMITTAL THAT WAS DONE, OUR 

INSTRUCTIONS WERE CLEAR: COMPLY WITH THE CODE. SO AS A 

PART OF THAT IS THE COMPLYING WITH THE AREA, IT'S 

COMPLYING WITH THE HEIGHT, IT'S COMPLYING WITH THE 

GRADING. 

SO THIS INFORMATION OR DISCUSSIONS THAT WE 

HAD IN JUNE, WE WERE TALKING ABOUT THE GRADING AMOUNTS 

AND WHAT ARE INCLUDED AND NOT. IT'S NOT A NEW DIRECTION 

THAT WE GIVE. IT'S EVERYTHING THAT WAS DONE ON THE SITE 

NEEDS TO BE INCLUDED. AND WE MADE IT CLEAR FROM DAY 1 

THAT WE HAVE TO INCLUDE ALL THE ILLEGAL GRADING THAT WAS 

DONE. FOR EXAMPLE, EXCAVATION OF THAT BASEMENT MEDIA 

ROOM. IT HAS TO BE INCLUDED. SO WE HAVE GIVEN THE 

INSTRUCTIONS FROM DAY 1 TO COMPLY WITH THE CODE. 

I THINK INITIALLY, MR. HADID, I AM 

ASSUMING, WAS TRYING TO RETAIN PART OF HIS CONSTRUCTION 

THAT HE DID. AND NOW, LATER ON, HE CAME OUT WITH THE 

DETERMINATION OR DIRECTION THAT HE DID THAT HE CANNOT 

MAINTAIN WHAT IS THERE, AND NOW HE HAS TO REDUCE IT. 
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AND IT SEEMS LIKE IT'S GOING TO THE RIGHT DIRECTION TO 

REDUCE IT.. 

BUT BECAUSE OF WAITING THIS LONG TO TRY TO 

PRESERVE WHAT WAS THERE OVER THE PAST OVER A YEAR NOW, 

IT DELAYED THE TIME THAT WOULD HAVE NEEDED TO APPLY FOR 

A VARIANCE. AND I AGREE. YOU NEED TO FIND OUT HOW MUCH 

GRADING YOU NEED. 

BUT I CAN SAY THERE HASN'T BEEN PROGRESS 

MADE IN THE LAST MONTH OR SO AS FAR AS THE PLANS. AND 

PLANS -- JUST TO CLARIFY, NOT THE COMPLETE PLANS WERE 

SUBMITTED TO US, EVEN IN MAY. STRUCTURAL -- PART OF THE 

STRUCTURAL WAS MISSING. RETAINING WALLS WERE MISSING. 

SO THERE'S A LOT OF OTHER COMPONENTS THAT ARE NOT 

COMPLETED YET. AND THEY WERE NOT PRESENTED IN THE JUNE 

MEETING EITHER. 

THE COURT: HOW FREQUENTLY WOULD BE, IN YOUR 

OPINION, IS IT NECESSARY TO RETURN TO THIS COURT TO GIVE 

ME A PROGRESS REPORT? 

MR. AKELYAN: I THINK WHAT WE HAVE BEEN DOING 

LATELY, LIKE A MONTH OR SO, IS REASONABLE. HONESTLY, I 

WOULD HAVE HOPED THAT WE HAD MORE PROGRESS. 

THE COURT: ARE YOU CONFUSED AS TO WHAT THE 

EXPECTATION IS OF YOU FROM THE OTHER SIDE? 

MR. AKELYAN: I -- I KNOW WHAT MY JOB IS, WHICH 

IS TO CHECK THE PLANS FOR COMPLIANCE WITH THE CODE. 

THAT'S WHAT BUILDING AND SAFETY DOES. 

THE COURT: ARE YOU -- . 

MR. AKELYAN: WE DON'T REVISE THE PLANS. WE 
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DON'T CHANGE THE PLANS. WE DON'T DO ANYTHING THAT -- WE 

DON'T MAKE DECISIONS HOW BIG WE WANT THE BUILDING TO BE. 

WE ONLY CHECK AND MAKE CORRECTIONS. 

SO I CAN REPORT THAT EVEN THE LATEST PLANS 

THAT WERE SUBMITTED, THE ARCHITECTURAL PLANS DO NOT 

COMPLY WITH THE CODE. THEY ARE OVER-AREA, THE GRADING 

IS OVER. BECAUSE OF THAT, WE HAVEN'T ISSUED THE PERMIT. 

THE COURT: HOW LONG FROM TODAY'S DATE IS IT 

REASONABLE TO EXPECT THE REVISIONS SO THAT WE CAN MAKE A 

DETERMINATION? 

MR. AKELYAN: THE LAST TIME, WHEN I WAS UNDER 

OATH DURING THE INITIAL TRIAL, YOU HAD ASKED ME THAT 

QUESTION. AND I THOUGHT THAT, YOU KNOW, HAVING 18 

MONTHS BECAUSE THERE WAS -- THERE WAS STATEMENTS MADE BY 

MR. HADID'S TEAM THAT THEY CAN MAKE THIS COMPLY TO CODE. 

I /ANSWERED, UNDER OATH, THAT 18 MONTHS SHOULD BE 

REASONABLE TO GET THE PERMIT. BECAUSE OUR PERMITS ARE 

GOOD FOR 18 MONTHS. WHEN THEY SUBMITTED IN MAY 

--ACTUALLY IT'S SET TO EXPIRE IN OCTOBER, THE 18 MONTHS. 

THE COURT: ALL RIGHT. 

MR. AKELYAN: IT WOULD HAVE BEEN ENOUGH TIME IF 

THEY DIDN'T NEED TO GET A VARIANCE. RIGHT NOW, THEY ' 

NEED TO GET A VARIANCE. I DON'T KNOW HOW LONG IT WILL 

TAKE FOR THEM TO GET THAT. 

THE COURT: I THINK — I HEAR WHAT YOU ARE 

SAYING. IT'S ONLY FAIR THAT THE COURT KEEPS A 

RELATIVELY SHORT LEASH ON THIS MATTER. I DON'T THINK -

I AM NOT SATISFIED THAT THE PARTIES ARE ALL WORKING 
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TOGETHER HARMONIOUSLY TO THE EXTENT THAT IT WOULD BE 

NECESSARY TO COME BACK ONLY EVERY FOUR, FIVE MONTHS. SO 

LET'S COME BACK EVERY 30, 4 5 DAYS AND JUST CHECK IN. 

MS. MCGINNIS: YOUR HONOR -

THE COURT: IF THERE IS AN ALLEGED VIOLATION OF 

PROBATION BASED ON COMMUNITY SERVICE, FRAUD AS YOU ARE 

ALLEGING, PLEAD THAT OUT AND SUBMIT IT TO ME. 

IF MR. SONEFF HAS AN ISSUE THAT HE WANTS 

TO BRING TO THE COURT, HE CAN NOTICE ALL PARTIES AND 

THEN FILE SOMETHING WITH THE COURT. 

IF THE CITY, SAME WAY, CAN SPEAK THROUGH 

THE CITY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE, THE AGENCY CAN. 

AND WE WILL JUST KEEP COMING BACK. 

MS. MCGINNIS: CAN WE SET THIS FOR SEPTEMBER 5TH, 

YOUR HONOR? 

THE COURT: SEPTEMBER 5TH IS 48 DAYS FROM TODAY. 

IS THAT A GOOD DAY FOR YOU? 

MR. SHAPIRO: CAN I CHECK? 

THE COURT: YES. 

MR. SHAPIRO: MAY I JUST ASK ONE QUESTION? 

THE COURT: SURE. GO AHEAD. 

MR. SHAPIRO: MR. IGNACIO -

MR. RODRIGUEZ: YES. 

MR. SHAPIRO: OKAY. IN THE MEETINGS I HAVE BEEN 

IN EVERYBODY HAS BEEN VERY COOPERATIVE. IS -- IS THERE 

ANYTHING THAT SHAHEN HAS SAID THAT YOU CAN'T DO OR WON'T 

DO? 

MR. RODRIGUEZ: NO. NOT AT ALL. NO. 
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1 I'M SORRY. LET ME STAND UP. 

2 • SO THE WAY -- THE WAY -- IN SIMPLE 

3 BLACK-AND-WHITE TERMS, WE JUST -- WE TAKE THE CODE, AND ' 

3 WE APPLY IT TO OUR DESIGN. IN SIMPLE TERMS. BUT, ONE, 

j THIS PROJECT IS EXTREMELY COMPLEX. AND, TWO, WE'RE 

) TAKING THE MOST CONSERVATIVE POSITION ON THIS PROJECT 

' THAT WE CAN TO MAKE SURE THIS IS DEFENDABLE. SO FOR 

THIS REASON, WE HAVE DONE A SLURRY OF CORRECTIONS, AND 

i WE HAVE HAD TWO MEETINGS, I BELIEVE, WITH LADBS TO 

CLARIFY THOSE CORRECTIONS. "CAN YOU PLEASE DEFINE WHAT 

YOU MEAN BY X." "CAN YOU PLEASE DEFINE WHAT YOU MEAN BY 

Y." THROUGH THAT PROCESS IS WHERE THE DISCOVERY HAS 

COME ABOUT. 

YES. IT'S EASY TO JUST DO A BLANKET 

STATEMENT. "JUST COMPLY WITH THE CODE." THAT IS SUPER 

EASY. BUT THE CODE IS WRITTEN — IT'S A -- IT'S A 

DESCRIPTIVE CODE, MEANING THAT IT'S WORDS THAT DESCRIBE 

IT, AND IT'S UP TO PLAN CHECK TO INTERPRET THAT CODE, 

AND IT'S UP TO MYSELF TO INTERPRET IT, AND SUBMIT A SET 

OF PLANS THAT I THINK ARE COMPLIANT. . 

SO THE 30 TO 45 DAYS IS FINE. AND I 

CAN — I CAN BRING THE COMMENTS TO THE --'I CAN BRING 

THE PLAN CHECK COMMENTS TO THE MEETINGS. WE CAN MAKE IT 

OPEN SO YOU ARE A PART OF THE DISCUSSION. 

LADBS HAS HELPED US TREMENDOUSLY THROUGH 

THIS PROCESS. WE SCHEDULE A MEETING. THEY SCHEDULE IT 

IN TWO, THREE DAYS. THAT HAS NEVER BEEN THE ISSUE. 

THE --
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TO BE CLEAR, IT'S NOT LADBS' FAULT. IT'S 

JUST WHAT THEY ASKED OF US IN THE LAST MEETING NEEDS TO 

BE DONE CORRECTLY, AND IT TAKES TIME BECAUSE I AM DOING 

FORENSICS TO ANALYZE EVERYTHING THAT WAS DONE ON THE 

PROPERTY. AND THAT WAS NOT ONE OF THE ORIGINAL RED 

LINES IN THE SET OF DRAWINGS. 

THE COURT: GO AHEAD. 

MR. AKELYAN: MAY I MAKE A COMMENT? 

THE COURT: SURE. . 

MR. AKELYAN: I JUST WANT TO CLARIFY THAT WE 

DON'T JUST WRITE A COMMENT, "COMPLY WITH THE CODE." THE 

SPECIFIC CODE SECTION AND RELEVANCES -- THIS IS NOT 

ENOUGH OR THE HEIGHT IS OVER OR IT'S NOT MEASURED 

CORRECTLY. IT DETAILS REFERENCES TO CODE SECTIONS. 

AND ONE OF THE THINGS THAT WE ARE -- OUR 

JOB IS TO DO IS TO MAKE SURE IT COMPLIES WITH THE CODE 

BEFORE WE ISSUE A PERMIT. AND THIS IS THE COMMITMENT 

THAT WE HAVE MADE EVEN TO THE -- TO THE NEIGHBORS. WE 

WILL NOT ISSUE A PERMIT UNTIL IT COMPLIES WITH THE CODE. 

SO THE REASON WE WRITE CORRECTIONS IS 

BECAUSE IT DOESN'T. 

THE COURT: I SEE. 

MR. AKELYAN: AND WE NEED THEM TO DISCUSS WHAT 

PART -- WHAT CAN BE CHANGED OR -- THEY SAY, "OKAY. WHAT 

IF WE CHANGE THIS? -WILL THAT WORK?" AND THEY CHANGE 

IT, AND WE SAY "YES. THAT WORKS." 

SO WE ARE CHECKING FOR COMPLIANCE WITH THE 

CODE. AND THE REASON WE HAVEN'T ISSUED THE PERMIT IS 
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BECAUSE IT DOESN'T COMPLY WITH THE CODE YET. 

MS. MCGINNIS: YOUR HONOR, IF I MAY ASK ONE 

QUESTION. 

IS IT UNREASONABLE FROM EITHER PARTY TO 

SAY THAT WE -- CAN YOU HAVE CORRECTED PLANS SUBMITTED TO 

BUILDING AND SAFETY IN TWO WEEKS? 

MR. RODRIGUEZ: MY ARCHITECTURAL, ABSOLUTELY. 

MR. AKELYAN: HOW ABOUT STRUCTURAL AND GRADING? 

MR. RODRIGUEZ: STRUCTURAL FOR THE HOUSE, YES. 

BUT FOR THE RETAINING WALLS, THEY'RE ATTACHED TO MY 

GRADING PLANS. • 

MR. SONEFF: DOES THAT INCLUDE DEMOLITION PLANS 

AS WELL? 

MR. RODRIGUEZ: OF COURSE. 

MS. MCGINNIS: HOW LONG DO YOU NEED FOR THE 

GRADING? 

MR. RODRIGUEZ: ABSOLUTELY. 

MY CONSULTANTS PROMISED ME A SET OF 

DRAWINGS NEXT WEEK. BUT I HAVEN'T REVIEWED THEM. AND I 

NEED TO REVIEW THEM TO MAKE SURE.BECAUSE I AM A PART OF 

EVERY MEETING AT LADBS. I NEED TO MAKE SURE THEIR 

RESPONSES ARE IN LINE WITH THE COMMENTS THAT WERE MADE. 

SO I WOULD SAY CONSERVATIVELY THREE WEEKS. 

SO I GET THEM NEXT WEEK, I REVIEW THEM, AND THEN WE TAKE 

THEM BACK. 

THE COURT: SEPTEMBER 5TH THE PARTIES WANT TO 

RETURN? 

MS. MCGINNIS: WE WANT TO RETURN, BUT IT SOUNDS 
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LIKE WE HAVE A COMMITMENT TO MEET IN THREE WEEKS WITH 

BUILDING AND SAFETY AND MR. IGNACIO, THE ARCHITECT FOR 

THE DEFENSE. SO WHEN WE RETURN TO THE COURT, WE HAVE AN 

APPROVED PAIR OF PLANS. 

• THE CORRECTIONS ARE SPECIFIC. THEY REDUCE 

THE FOOTPRINT TO APPROXIMATELY 11,500 SQUARE FEET. . 

THOSE WERE THE ONES THAT WERE SUBMITTED BEFORE MAY 23RD. 

JUST NOTHING HAS BEEN SUBMITTED AFTER MAY 23RD FOR THE 

REASONS GIVEN. 

THE COURT: WHAT I AM LOOKING FOR, BECAUSE IT WAS 

AN ORIGINAL TERM OF PROBATION, TO COMPLY WITH THE CITY'S 

ORDERS. AND IF THERE IS A CITY'ORDER THAT HAS NOT BEEN 

COMPLIED WITH, WRITE IT OUT AND TELL ME SPECIFICALLY, 

EITHER BY WAY OF TESTIMONY OR BY WAY OF SWORN AFFIDAVIT, 

HOW IT HAS NOT BEEN DONE. AND I WILL DETERMINE WHETHER 

IT'S A VIOLATION OF PROBATION TO NOT HAVE DONE THAT. 

AND TO NOT HAVE DONE THAT DOESN'T MEAN IT DIDN'T GET 

DONE. BUT THERE IS ALSO A COMPONENT THERE AS TO WHETHER 

IT CAN BE REASONABLY EXPECTED THAT IT COULD HAVE BEEN 

DONE IN THIS PERIOD OF TIME. 

IN SHORT, IN LAYMAN'S TERMS, I AM LOOKING 

TO SEE WHETHER THERE IS ANY SORT FOOT DRAGGING, ANY SORT 

OF TRYING TO, YOU KNOW, HIDE THE BALL OR ANY SORT OF -

WHETHER THERE IS GOOD FAITH OR NOT. 

MS. MCGINNIS: YES, YOUR HONOR. 

THE COURT: AS LONG AS THERE IS GOOD FAITH AND I 

MAKE THAT DETERMINATION, HE WOULD NOT BE IN VIOLATION OF 

PROBATION. 
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IF I DETERMINE AT A CERTAIN POINT THAT 

THIS IS ALL GAMESMANSHIP OR A SIGNIFICANT PART OF IT, 

THEN WE ARE TALKING ABOUT A DIFFERENT DISCUSSION. 

MS. MCGINNIS: YOUR HONOR, THAT'S WHY IF I HAD 

THE OPPORTUNITY, RIGHT NOW, TO SEE FROM THE DEFENSE SIDE 

HOW MUCH TIME THEY SAY THEY NEED TO SUPPLY CORRECTIONS, 

THE PLANS THEY HAD BEFORE MAY 23RD. AND I AM HEARING 

THREE WEEKS. SO I AM TRYING TO ADD SOME PARAMETERS AND 

BOUNDARIES FOR THE COURT. 

THE COURT: THREE WEEKS. IS THAT AGREEABLE? 

MR. SHAPIRO: YES. 

THE COURT: OKAY. THEN THAT IS THE ORDER. 

' MR. SHAPIRO: AND I WILL SAY THAT I WILL WORK 

CLOSELY WITH MR. Re AND MICHELLE. 

AND THE DEPARTMENT HAS BEEN EXTREMELY 

COOPERATIVE. I HAVE BEEN TO LOTS OF MEETINGS, AND I 

THINK EVERYBODY IS TRYING TO GET ON THE SAME PAGE. 

THE COURT: GOOD TO HEAR. 

MR. SHAPIRO: I HAVE ONLY SEEN GOOD FAITH FROM 

EVERYBODY. 

MR. SONEFF: YOUR HONOR, I WANT TO THANK YOU FOR 

ALLOWING US TO ADDRESS THE COURT, FOR YOUR PATIENCE 

TODAY. 

THE COURT: YOU ARE WELCOME. 

MR. SONEFF: I DO HAVE ONE QUESTION. I HEAR 

ABOUT THE PLANS BEING SUBMITTED. AND I DON'T WANT US TO 

BE SHIPS PASSING IN THE NIGHT. IN OTHER WORDS, WHERE MY 

CLIENTS THINK ONE THING IS GOING ON AND ACTUALLY PLANS 
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ARE BEING SUBMITTED THAT WOULD COMPLY. AND SO MY 

REQUEST IS THAT WE BE ALLOWED TO HAVE A COPY OF THOSE 

PLANS WHEN SUBMITTED AND THE CORRECTION ORDERS. 

AND THE REASON THAT IT 1S A LEGAL QUESTION 

THAT I ADDRESS THE COURT WITH IS BECAUSE THERE IS A 

HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE. MS. MCGINNIS PROBABLY KNOWS. 

MR. RODRIGUEZ PROBABLY KNOWS. I THINK IT'S 11798 THAT 

SAYS THAT YOU CAN'T JUST GO DOWN TO THE CITY -- TO THE 

BUILDING AND SAFETY AND GET PLANS BECAUSE IT'S A -- IT'S 

A COPYRIGHT ISSUE FOR ARCHITECTS, SO PEOPLE CAN JUST GO 

GET PLANS. IT'S VERY LABORIOUS FOR US TO HAVE TO GO 

DOWN. WE'RE ALLOWED TO LOOK AT THEM ON A CERTAIN TIME 

FRAME AND JUST -- AND NOT TAKE NOTES ABOUT THEM AND NOT 

COPY THEM. 

AND WHAT I WOULD LIKE IS FOR US TO BE ABLE 

TO GET THESE WITH WHATEVER PROTECTIVE ORDER PROVISO TO 

PROTECT HIS -- HIS TRADEMARK, HIS WORK PRODUCT. WE JUST 

WANT TO KNOW WHAT IS SUBMITTED AND WHAT THE CORRECTIONS 

ARE SO THAT IF IT'S PROCEEDING AS THEY SAY, WE DON'T 

NEED TO COME INTO THE COURT AND MAKE NOISE ABOUT IT. 

THE COURT: ANY OBJECTION TO THAT? 

MR. SHAPIRO: YES. I MEAN, THERE ARE -

THE COURT: I UNDERSTAND. I UNDERSTAND. I AM 

NOT PREPARED TO MAKE THAT ORDER AT THIS TIME. 

MR. SONEFF: OKAY. THANK YOU. 

MS. MCGINNIS: BEFORE AUGUST 10, YOUR HONOR, THE 

ARCHITECT HAS AGREED THAT THEY WILL HAVE THE PLANS 

SUBMITTED WITH ALL OF THE CORRECTION BY AUGUST 10, 2018. 
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HE SHOULD HAVE THEM BACK FROM HIS CONSULTANT AND TO 

BUILDING AND SAFETY. 

THE COURT: OKAY. THAT IS THE COURT'S ORDER. 

ANYTHING ELSE? 

MR. RE: YES, YOUR HONOR. JUST TO BE SURE. I 

THINK WE'RE TALKING ABOUT CERTAIN PLANS, BUT I AM NOT 

S U R E  T H A T  W E ' R E  S A Y I N G  T H A T  T H E  G R A D I N G  P L A N S  W I L L  B E -

DONE BY THAT TIME. 

MS. MCGINNIS: THE ARCHITECT SAID ALL THREE. 

MR. RODRIGUEZ: ALL THREE. 

MS. MCGINNIS: HE SAID ALL THREE. THOSE WERE HIS 

WORDS. 

YOUR HONOR, CAN WE HAVE A 10:30 CALL ON 

SEPTEMBER -

MR. SHAPIRO: FIFTH. 

MS. MCGINNIS: -- SEPTEMBER 5TH? 

THE COURT: WHY IS THAT IMPORTANT? 

MS. MCGINNIS: BECAUSE I HAVE A FULL CASELOAD 

DOWNTOWN AND IN 101. 

THE COURT: IS THERE A DAY THAT YOU CAN BE HERE 

AT 8:30? IF YOU SHOW UP HERE AT 10:30 -

MS. MCGINNIS: YES. 

THE COURT: 10:30 IS FINE. 10:30 ON 

SEPTEMBER 5TH. 

MS. MCGINNIS: OKAY. 

MR. SHAPIRO: THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR. 

MR. RE: THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR. ' 

MS. MCGINNIS: THANK YOU. 
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THE COURT: SEE EVERYBODY THEN. 

MR. SONEFF: THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR. 

(THE PROCEEDINGS WERE CONCLUDED.) 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

DEPARTMENT 113 HON. ERIC HARMON, JUDGE 

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ) 
' ) 

PLAINTIFF, } CASE 5PYQ3637-03 
) 

VS. ) 
) 

MOHAMED A. MADID, • ) 
) 

DEFENDANT. ) 

I, HILDA GUTIERREZ, OFFICIAL REPORTER OF 

THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, FOR 

THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, DO HEREBY CERTIFY THAT 

THE FOREGOING PAGES 1 THROUGH 53 COMPRISE A FULL, TRUE, 

AND CORRECT TRANSCRIPT OF THE PROCEEDINGS HELD IN THE 

ABOVE-ENTITLED MATTER ON JULY 19, 2018. 

DATED THIS 23RD DAY OF JULY, 2018. 

HILDÂ U''ilERREẐ ) CSjk 12 714, RPR 
0 F FICIA L **'" 'COUffiF-- 'FrE1?0 R T E R 
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THEODORA ORINGHER PC

535 Anton Boulevard, Ninth Floor
Costa Mesa, California 92626-7109
T (714) 549-6200 • F (714) 549-6201
www.tocounsel.com

JEFFREY H. REEVES
jreeves@tocounsel.com
(714) 549-6155

June 16, 2021

VIA E-MAIL AND FEDERAL EXPRESS

Steven L. Weinberg
Wein Law Group
1925 Century Park E Ste 1990
Los Angeles, CA 90067
Steven@WeinLawGroup.com

Steven L. Weinberg
2022 Coldwater Canyon Dr.
Beverly Hills, CA 90210
info@hillsidesagainsthadid.org

Re: Defamatory Statements About Mohamed Hadid – CEASE AND DESIST

Dear Mr. Weinberg:

This firm represents Mohamed Hadid. I write regarding your knowingly baseless and
false accusations about Mr. Hadid with regard to 107 acres of currently undeveloped private
property near the Beverly Hills and Beverly Park communities, situated adjacent to Franklin
Canyon (the “Property”). We refer specifically to signs posted by you or at your direction over
the past few months, including as recently as this week, at and near the entrance to the
Property, and your willful republication of those signs on your website,
www.hillsidesagainsthadid.org.
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Mr. Steven Weinberg
June 16, 2021

Page 2

The signs first falsely claim that the public has access to hike on the Property. They
then malign Mr. Hadid for taking steps to deny the public’s access to the Property. Specifically,
the signs state that due to development plans supposedly to be pursued someday by Mr.
Hadid, “THE PUBLIC’S ACCESS TO THE PLATEAU OF HASTAIN TRAIL WILL
TERMINATE.” The statement that there is any public right of access at all to a so-called
“plateau of Hastain Trail”, or any other location anywhere on the Property, is provably false.
And you know that statement to be false beyond all doubt because you have personally been
following the Hastain Trail litigation yourself for more than ten years.

Besides these signs, we are aware of other defamatory statements about Mr. Hadid that
you have posted or allowed to be posted on www.hillsidesagainsthadid.org and other social
media, including but not limited to Facebook and NextDoor. Indeed, the Save Hastain Trail
Facebook page has become a virtual meeting place for members of the public – who have
become embittered due to your repeated false statements – to discuss and plan trespass upon
the Property, destruction of Mr. Hadid’s fences at the Property, and to otherwise foment
outrage against Mr. Hadid, a few examples of which are shown below.
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June 16, 2021

Page 4

Let me be clear. Absent the retractions and corrections we request in this letter (below),
we can and will prove in court that you published these statements even though you knew all
along that they were false. The Property is private property, owned by two LLCs that are in
turn owned by Mr. Hadid; the public most definitely does not enjoy free right of access to that
land. The California Court of Appeal studied that very question in great detail and issued a
decision on July 17, 2016 in the case styled as Friends of the Hastain Trail v. Coldwater
Development LLC, Case Nos. B249841, B251814, 1 Cal. 5th 1013 (2016). The Court held in
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Mr. Steven Weinberg
June 16, 2021

Page 5

no uncertain terms that the Property is privately owned by Mr. Hadid and that the public has no
right of access to the Property.

There can be no doubt that you are aware of this reality because you posted this very
appellate court decision on www.hillsidesagainsthadid.org. Thus, there will be no disputed
facts at trial, not only on the question of whether you posted and therefore published knowingly
false statements, but also on the question of whether you did so with malice.

Your malicious campaign against Mr. Hadid has caused him substantial financial,
reputational and emotional harm. First, you have unjustifiably inflamed public anger and
contempt against Mr. Hadid. He has tried to post notices at the Property advising hikers that
the land is private. With your encouragement, and due to the lies contained in your signs and
on your websites, his notices have been torn down. The fences and gates Mr. Hadid has tried
to maintain at the entrance to the Property have been vandalized, destroyed and cast aside –
all with your encouragement and blessing – so trespassers can enter the Property without
obstruction.
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Mr. Steven Weinberg
June 16, 2021

Page 7

Of course, this must have been your intent all along. Naturally members of the public
would be outraged if they were led to believe that the fire road that runs through Mr. Hadid’s
private property was actually a public hiking trail, and that Mr. Hadid was going to close that
trail. Yet you told them that very thing – that they had every legal right to hike all the way on
and through the Property, and that Mr. Hadid is terminating their rights of public access to the
Property. The general public does not, and never did have, that right. But because of your
repeated false statements to the contrary, people trespass daily upon the Property believing
they have the legal right to be there.

Your misinformation campaign -- designed to convince the public that they have the
legal right to traipse about the Property at will, and then doubling down on that lie by claiming
that Mr. Hadid personally is denying them that right – is calculated to harm if not destroy Mr.
Hadid’s personal and professional reputation in the Beverly Hills and Beverly Park
communities, indeed in the greater Los Angeles area and beyond. But the harms Mr. Hadid is
suffering go beyond harm to his reputation. You are also intentionally impeding his business
interests, blocking his ability to secure financing and investors, by creating turmoil, chaos and
uncertainty as to who has what rights to access the Property, even though that question has
been definitively settled by the Court of Appeal. Buyers and investors have repeatedly been
turned off by the prospect of becoming financially connected in any way with the Property due
specifically to your years-long smear campaign. The financial damages Mr. Hadid has suffered
due to the postings on hillsidesagainsthadid.org, on the Save Hastain Trail Facebook page,
and other social media you control and access, are in the many millions of dollars. You are
directly responsible for those damages, and the amounts can and will be quantified.

As a lawyer yourself, I trust that you have at least a passing familiarity with the law of
defamation in California. But to avoid any confusion about that, let me explain a few principles.
Defamatory falsehoods are actionable in court, and the U.S. Supreme Court has made clear
that “there is no constitutional value in false statements of fact”. Gertz v. Welch, Inc., 418 U.S.
323, 340 (1974); see also Milkovich v. Lorain Journal Co., 497 U.S. 1 (1990) (holding that a
statement or publication containing provably false factual assertions constitutes defamation);
RESTATEMENT (SECOND) OF TORTS, § 559 (“A communication is defamatory if it tends so to
harm the reputation of another as to lower him in the estimation of the community or to deter
third persons from associating or dealing with him.”).

Not only are the elements of a defamation claim easily met here, there is also clear
evidence that you acted with actual malice in accusing Mr. Hadid of terminating the non-
existent “public access” to the Property. Grenier v. Taylor, 234 Cal. App. 4th 471, 476 (2015)
(actual malice is shown where the defamatory statements were made with knowledge of their
falsity or with reckless disregard of their truth or falsity). The public record reflects that the
Court of Appeal ruled that the public has and had no right to access Mr. Hadid’s private
property at the time you posted these signs, and myriad indisputable facts show that you were
aware of the Court of Appeal’s decision when you posted the signs. Mr. Hadid welcomes
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transparency and a full investigation of the relevant facts in a court of law, where he is
confident the truth will prevail.

In light of the foregoing, Mr. Hadid hereby politely, yet earnestly, requests that
you and your associates cease and desist from posting signs or notices on the Property, or
from making any statements on your website, Facebook, NextDoor, or other social media
accounts, or in any other medium at all, that in any way insinuate that the public has any rights
of access to the Property, or that Mr. Hadid is in any way responsible for terminating the
public’s access to the Property. We also demand that you correct your past false assertions by
posting a retraction on your website, www.hillsidesagainsthadid.org, and on your Facebook
page, Save Hastain Trail. For us to consider the retractions to be effective, you must provide a
link to the holding of the Hastain Trail Court of Appeal decision, and include a prominent
statement on the sites stating unequivocally (1) that the Property is private, (2) that it belongs
to LLCs that in turn are owned by Mr. Hadid, (3) that the Court of Appeal has ruled that the
public has no right of access to the Property, and (4) that, therefore, Mr. Hadid is not and
cannot “terminate” any public right of access there since none exists in the first place. If you
refuse to issue this retraction, make these corrections, and cease and desist, and instead
choose to stand by your defamatory falsehoods, that will be viewed as additional evidence of
actual malice. See Burnett v. National Enquirer, Inc., 144 Cal. App. 3d 991, 1012 (1982)
(finding that lack of a retraction constitutes circumstantial evidence of malice).

This shall serve as a pre-suit letter. As such, we demand that within five calendar days
from the date of this letter you (1) provide me with written assurance that you will cease and
desist from making further factually untrue statements, and (2) provide me with written proof of
your compliance with the demands contained in this letter, including the retractions and
postings on www.hillsidesagaisnthadid.org and your Facebook page Save Hastain Trail. These
notices should be sent to my attention by email. If you do not comply with this cease and desist
letter then a lawsuit may be filed in the proper jurisdiction seeking monetary damages as well
as pursuing all available legal remedies for your defamation, intentional infliction of emotional
distress, trespass, and other claims. Ignore this letter at your peril.

Until these claims are resolved, please ensure that you, your principals, and all your
sources are preserving and retaining all emails, text messages, audiovisual recordings, voice
mails, drafts, notes, communications, documents, data, and electronically stored information
(collectively, “Communications”) of any kind that relates in any way to these matters. Without
limitation, this requires you to preserve all Communications with:

All persons regarding Mohamed Hadid, including but not limited to, your
associates, business partners, co-founders, donors, members of the public,
members of the media, Geoffrey Long, members of Give Back LLC, Alex Von
Furstenburg, and Ronald Richards
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All persons regarding any entities controlled by Mohamed Hadid, including but
not limited to, your associates, business partners, co-founders, donors, members
of the public, members of the media, Geoffrey Long, members of Give Back LLC,
Alex Von Furstenburg, and Ronald Richards

All persons regarding any land or property owned by Mohamed Hadid, including
but not limited to, your associates, business partners, co-founders, donors,
members of the public, members of the media, Geoffrey Long, members of Give
Back LLC, Alex Von Furstenburg, and Ronald Richards.

Your document preservation obligations, including your duties to preserve
Communications, apply both to you individually, as well as to any entities you control, including
but not limited to, www.hillsidesagainsthadid.org and Save Hastain Trail Facebook page.

This letter is not intended as a full or complete statement of all relevant facts or
applicable law, and nothing herein is intended as, nor should it be deemed to constitute, a
waiver or relinquishment of any of my client’s rights, remedies, claims or causes of action, all
of which are hereby expressly reserved.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey H. Reeves

1231126.1/81894.05002
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W E I N  L A W  G R O U P
C O U N S E L O R S  A T  L A W

1925 Century Park East, Suite 1990 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90067 

(310) 598-7005  E-mail: Steven@WeinLawGroup.com  
 

June 25, 2021 

Jeffrey Reeves, Esq. 
Theodora Oringher PC  
535 Anton Blvd, Ninth Floor 
Costa Mesa, CA 92626-7109 

  Re: Mohamed Hadid – Retraction Demands
    Hillsides Against Hadid.Org

Dear Jeff:

Thank you for your email correspondence dated June 21, 2021 setting forth five 
demands for retraction (plus an apology) that Hillsides Against Hadid.org (“HAH”) 
must apparently post to avoid the expense of being sued for defamation by Mr. Hadid.

As an initial matter, you have still not identified a single fact published that is false, 
much less defamatory. Nor, have you explained how Mr. Hadid intends to produce clear 
and convincing evidence of malice given his public figure status.  Nevertheless, and 
notwithstanding the obvious lack of merit of Mr. Hadid’s claims, we have repeatedly 
stated we are willing to resolve the matter by a negotiated public statement. This because 
HAH is a small neighborhood group and has no money for an expensive legal battle with 
a wealthy celebrity land developer. 

In that spirit, I was hoping that our discussions would result in us meeting somewhere in 
the middle between your June 16, 2021 proposal and mine offered the same day. Instead
of meeting in the middle, the five new retraction demands (and new demand for 
apology) in your June 21, 2021 correspondence are a complete departure from our 
previous discussion and unfortunately, a non-starter.  Our response to the five new 
retraction demands is set forth below. 

Retraction Demand No. 1: 
Mr. Hadid pled nolo-contendere to three misdemeanor charges stemming from repeated 
building code violations and was sentenced by a Superior Court for these crimes.  The 
plea of nolo-contendere results in a criminal conviction in California.  These are facts 
known world-wide through widely circulated (and still publicly available) copies of the 
misdemeanor complaint, sentencing memorandum and subsequent motion for probation 
violations.  As also widely reported, Mr. Hadid (supposedly) performed community 
service as his punishment for breaking the law and committing those crimes.   

As much as Mr. Hadid would like sweep all of this under the rug and make it disappear, 
these facts have been reported in the worldwide press, are true and did not originate with 
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HAH.  Accordingly, HAH's statements are neither false, nor defamatory. Retraction 
Demand No.1 is respectfully rejected. 

Thank you for informing us that Mr. Hadid quietly got his three convictions for building 
code crimes expunged by way of performing community service and completing 
probation as per the sentence imposed to punish him.  We were not unaware of those 
facts.  As a courtesy, HAH will reference the expungement of the court record if HAH 
publishes anything about Mr. Hadid's criminal convictions, sentence or punishment in 
the future as historical facts.

Retraction Demand No. 2:
You appear to have a flawed understanding of the Friends of Hastain Trail decision 
which you have cited repeatedly and upon which Mr. Hadid’s defamation case rests 
entirely. 

First, HAH did not coin the term “Hastain Trail.”  To the contrary, the name Hastain 
Trail has been used for decades to describe the hiking trail in Franklin Canyon Park and 
the name has been used and published worldwide.  See. e.g. 
https://www.alltrails.com/trail/us/california/hastain-trail.  Even the Court of Appeal in 
the Friends of Hastain Trail case observed that it was “undisputed the Hastain Trail 
[runs] atop the Hastain Fire Road.”  Thus, the Hastain Fire Road (and Hastain Trail 
“atop” of it) do in fact run through Mr. Hadid’s property. 

Second, the Court ruled the Hastain Fire Road is a “public easement” and at the time it 
was created: “the property owners and the public could reasonably contemplate it would 
be used by hikers.”  Since its creation, nothing has altered the status of it being a public 
easement and indeed, the Court ruled that when Mr. Hadid purchased the property, he 
“took [the land] subject to whatever easements and encumbrances had been created by 
prior owners . . . ‘[T]he public easement must be respected.’”  Whether Mr. Hadid likes 
it or not, a public easement for hiking presently runs through his property. 

Third, the Court ruled that the public easement marked by the Hastain Fire Road could 
and would “enlarge” by way of “development” over time.   As an example, in 2004, Mr. 
Hadid inadvertently enlarged the public easement over his land by development, even 
though an enlargement of the easement was never his intention. 
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This occurred when Mr. Hadid illegally graded a road from Coldwater Canyon Drive (at 
Royalton) to the plateau of what was formerly known as the Peak Trail.  Mr. Hadid did 
this to gain access to the top for heavy construction equipment.   

In 2011, Hadid then illegally flattened the top of the plateau of the Peak Trail to develop 
the site building pad, prompting the Friends of Hastain Trail lawsuit.  This later work 
enhanced and embellished the connected Hastain Fire Road and thereafter enabled the 
Fire Department to gain access to areas of his property which were not previously 
accessible, thus, enlarging the existing public easement to include the plateau area and 
opening it to the Fire Department, as well as to hikers. 

Fourth, according to the two Justices deciding the case, the Hastain Fire Road (inclusive 
of the public easement) and the Hastain Trail (which runs “atop” of it) may be removed 
by the owner.  However, the Court stated removal is limited to “when [the Fire Road] is 
no longer needed for fire protection.” Arguably, that decision rests within the sole and 
exclusive discretion of the Los Angeles Fire Department, not the whim of Mr. Hadid. 

The bottom line is the Friends of Hastain Trail decision does not stand for the 
proposition that Mr. Hadid’s property is free of any public easement.  To the contrary,  
the Court ruled only that trial court erred by rendering the existing public easement, 
permanent.  The entire reasoning of the Court makes no sense in absence of an existing 
public easement which cannot be terminated until the Fire Department deems the 
Hastain Fire Road no longer necessary for fire protection.   

Accordingly, HAH's statements are neither false nor defamatory.  Retraction Demand 
No. 2 is therefore respectfully rejected.1

Retraction Demand No. 3:
See our remarks above regarding the Court of Appeal decision in Friends of Hastain 
Trail.  Those remarks apply equally here. 

                                                      
1 With regard to bulldozing, Hadid has asserted in court documents that he intends to develop all six of 
his parcels into homes.  Such work has already involved bulldozers (i.e. grading at the plateau) and it is 
reasonable to assume will involve bulldozers again.  Additionally, when Hadid states in court papers that 
he intends to turn his undeveloped land into homes, it also reasonable to assume that he intends to 
commence that activity when he installs gates to block the public easement.  This is especially true 
because Mr. Hadid has a history of doing this, including grading without proper permits and/or 
exceeding the scope of permits and he has even been criminally prosecuted for breaking laws regulating 
such things.  You should also be aware that within days of Hadid erecting fences on Hastain Trail, Hadid 
had a bulldozer and construction crew working at the Royalton site.
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Curiously, you were not wrong about one thing.  Having now reviewed the Friends of 
Hastain Trail decision again, HAH was definitely mistaken when it posted that Mr. 
Hadid could put up gates and terminate public access to his property any time he 
desired.  He cannot because it would interfere with Fire Department access and the 
inextricably intertwined public easement for hiking. 

Instead, Mr. Hadid must first obtain permission from the Fire Department which must 
make an independent finding that the Hastain Fire Road is no longer “necessary” for fire 
protection.  Given the heightened wildfire danger due to years-long drought conditions, 
climate change effects and the absence of any burn in Franklin Canyon for decades, I 
believe the Fire Department will closely guard its fulltime access to these very high risk 
hillsides, ridgelines and undeveloped brush covered lands. 

HAH’s statements are neither false nor defamatory. Accordingly, Retraction Demand 
No. 3 is respectfully rejected.

Retraction Demand No. 4:
See our remarks above regarding the Court of Appeal decision in Friends of Hastain 
Trail which are applicable here.  HAH’s statements are neither false nor defamatory. 
Retraction Demand No. 4 is therefore respectfully rejected.

Retraction Demand No. 5:
HAH’s response to the hiker included in your June 16, 2021 cease and desist letter (and 
published on Facebook prior to the receipt of your letter) suffices as a publication of 
HAH’s unprompted position on the matter of trespass and vandalism.  Your letter 
(including HAH’s timely response) has also been published on the HAH web portal.  
HAH’s statements are neither false nor defamatory.  Retraction Demand No. 5 is 
therefore respectfully rejected.

Jeff, apart from failing to identify a single false, much less defamatory statement made 
by HAH (and never explaining how Mr. Hadid intends to show malice), you have also 
not stated how you intend to avoid the application of Civil Code Section 47b which 
clearly bars any claim, even if HAH published defamatory statements. As such, a 
complaint filed against HAH at this time would lack any objective legal merit or 
probable cause. 
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You and your client have already wasted many hours of my time responding to these far-
fetched and baseless allegations against HAH. This time could have been spent on 
HAH’s core mission; namely, stopping Mr. Hadid from destroying our hillsides, 
ridgelines and animal habitat by way of his illegally constructed and out-of-scale mega-
mansions. You and your client’s baseless attacks on me and HAH are therefore 
improper attempts to chill our Constitutionally protected speech and text-book SLAPP,
justifying the harshest of sanctions: 

“The paradigm SLAPP is a suit filed by a large land developer against environmental 
activists or a neighborhood association intended to chill the defendants’ continued 
political or legal opposition to the developers’ plans.”  

Wilcox v. Superior Court (1994) 27 Cal.App.4th 809, 815.   

Until these claims are resolved, this letter shall serve as notice that you and your client  
are required to preserve and retain all documents and communications which relate to 
these matters.  This letter and all statements made herein are written under threat of, or 
in contemplation of eminent litigation.  Nothing in the foregoing shall constitute a 
waiver of any rights, claims, defenses or causes of action which are hereby expressly 
reserved. 

Thank you.

          Sincerely, 

          WEIN LAW GROUP 

          Steven L. Weinberg 
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From: Steven L.  Weinberg
To: Jeffrey H. Reeves
Cc: "Christopher L. Pitet"; Rachael Schiffman; Christopher J. Harney; Samuel G. Fogas; "Kimberly Spake"
Subject: RE: Defamatory Statements About Mohamed Hadid – CEASE AND DESIST
Date: Wednesday, June 16, 2021 6:36:00 PM

Hi Jeff:

Thank you for your letter.   I think you are mistaken.   I have never once stated that the public had a
right of access to any of Mr. Hadid's properties.  Rather, my communications have only asserted
facts that the public had access to Mr. Hadid's properties and that access would be ending by way of
Mr. Hadid's development plans, including pending applications for building permits.   There is
nothing false nor defamatory in those assertions.  As for statements made on various social media
by third parties, we disagree they are defamatory but in any event, they are neither endorsed nor
approved by me and you are welcome to pursue those individuals as you see fit.

As for Mr. Hadid's reputation in the community, that has been self-made.  Mr. Hadid's folly at Strada
Vecchia (including criminal convictions for building code violations) has been reported worldwide
and is well known.  Thus, Mr. Hadid's reputation is not of my making or breaking. 
 
The same holds true for Mr. Hadid's present business circumstances and apparent difficulty in
attracting new partners for his grand ventures; those stem from a series of risky business
maneuvers, public bankruptcies and a breathtaking portfolio of unpaid judgments and liens
(including tax liens) in the tens of millions of dollars.  Given this background, I don't think anyone will
be convinced that a couple of (truthful) yard signs had any effect on Mr. Hadid's eventual fate. 
 
The stated goal of my grassroots organization (and all related social media) is to raise awareness of
the circumstances and work with elected public officials to encourage meaningful changes in zoning
regulations to better serve the public and to protect the environment.  I have never encouraged nor
condoned lawlessness.   Notably, even in the cherry-picked screen captures you included in your
letter, as soon as a visitor mentioned or encouraged trespass or vandalism of Mr. Hadid's private
property, I specifically warned them:  "To be crystal clear, Hadid owns all of the land and can put
up gates anytime he desires.  As much as we oppose this (and are working with officials to
restore access) bypassing the gates is at your own risk."  
 
Jeff, I have nothing against Mr. Hadid nor reasonable development in this community that preserves
the natural beauty of the hillsides and ridgelines for generations to come and enjoy.  My agenda is
to use the democratic process to make meaningful change through legislation.  Having said that, in
addition to already posting a copy of the Friends of Hastain Trail Court of Appeal decision for visitors
of my social media to review and consider when deciding what to do for themselves, I am happy to
discuss with you posting an additional statement further clarifying that the property is private
property owned by Mr. Hadid and that while the public had access to hike and recreate upon it for
decades prior to Mr. Hadid's ownership (and Mr. Hadid has allowed access since purchasing it), it
has always been with the caveat that Mr. Hadid could end access anytime he desired.
 
Please call me if you wish to discuss.  Thank you very much.
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Best regards,

Steven

S t e v e n L. W e i n b e r g 

1925 Century Park East, Suite 1990
Los Angeles, CA 90067
310-598-7005 (office)
310-497-6862 (cell)
Steven@WeinLawGroup.com
The information transmitted herein is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may
contain confidential and/or privileged material.  If you have received this email in error, please notify us
immediately by reply email and then delete.

From: Kimberly Spake [mailto:kspake@tocounsel.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 16, 2021 4:57 PM
To: Steven L. Weinberg; 'info@hillsidesagainsthadid.org'
Cc: Jeffrey H. Reeves; 'Christopher L. Pitet'; Rachael Schiffman; Christopher J. Harney; Samuel G. Fogas
Subject: Defamatory Statements About Mohamed Hadid – CEASE AND DESIST

Please see attached correspondence, sent on behalf of Jeff Reeves.  Original to follow via
FedEx.

Thank you,

Kimberly

Kimberly Spake
Assistant to Robert C. Briseño, Jessica Hernandez Diotalevi, Jeff Reeves and Kevin Royer.

THEODORA ORINGHER PC

535 Anton Blvd, Ninth Floor
Costa Mesa, CA 92626-7109
Main: 714.549.6200 Direct: 714.549.6228
Fax: 714.549.6201

Email: kspake@tocounsel.com
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From: Jeffrey H. Reeves
To: Steven L.  Weinberg
Cc: "Christopher L. Pitet"; Rachael Schiffman; Christopher J. Harney; Samuel G. Fogas; Kimberly Spake
Subject: RE: Defamatory Statements About Mohamed Hadid – CEASE AND DESIST
Date: Thursday, June 17, 2021 12:07:01 PM

Steven,

While I appreciate your prompt reply, and sincerely appreciate the proposal at the end of
your email to make a public statement in an effort to try to resolve this dispute, I feel
compelled to respond to some elements of your email to point out how unpersuasive your
arguments are.

First, you dismissively refer to the signs you have posted at Mr. Hadid’s property as mere
“yard signs”.  But you personally have repeatedly published and republished the false and
misleading statements contained in those signs to hundreds of thousands of followers,
accessible by potentially millions of viewers, on your various social media platforms. This is
no trivial matter, and for you to assume otherwise would be a mistake.
 
Second, your efforts to downplay the clear import of your statements are unconvincing. The
signs state that “the public’s access” to a supposed hiking trail running through Mr. Hadid’s
property “will terminate”. You apparently intend to argue to the judge and jury in this case
that your references to “public access” to Mr. Hadid’s property were merely intended to
refer to the continuing unlawful trespassing upon that property (that you were not only
aware of, but also condoned), not a statement of fact that the public had a legal right to
access the property. Okay, if that’s your defense, so be it. But I think there is little doubt
that objective observers of these statements, including a judge, will understand them as you
intended them to be understood – that the public had a continuing right to roam the
property freely and now Mr. Hadid is somehow wrongly putting an end to that practice.
 
Put another way, that the public regularly unlawfully entered upon the property does not
change the reality that you knew that access was unlawful, yet you perpetuated the
misunderstanding that such access was ongoing (thereby at least implying that it was indeed
permitted), and that you promoted the false narrative that Mr. Hadid was somehow acting
inappropriately by bringing that access to his private property to an end.  Your signs also
intentionally perpetuate another falsehood, which is that there is a hiking “trail” at all
running through the property, or that there is some “destination” to be reached by hikers
trespassing through the property.  As you well know, there is a fire road running through the
property, not a public trail or easement. But you intentionally omit this fact from your
posted signs and other published messages. The incomplete presentation of facts can imply
an actionable false assertion of fact. Milkovich, 497 U.S. at 19.  It is well established that
“defamation by implication stems not from what is literally stated, but what is implied.” 
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White v. Fraternal Order of Police, 909 F.2d 512, 518 (D.C. Cir. 1990)(emphasis added).

Third, your statement in your June 16 email to me “that access would be ending by way of
Mr. Hadid's development plans, including pending applications for building permits”, is also
false. The unlawful access to Mr. Hadid’s property is ending – if he exercises his rights to end
it – solely because he chooses for it to end, not because of any current plans to develop
anything. 
 
Fourth, that you would seek to use the “democratic process” to end a land-owner’s lawful
right to develop property that was bought and paid for with the understanding that it could
be developed belies your self-serving statements that you have nothing against Mr. Hadid.
You mean to harm him, and to harm him specifically. And you have succeeded. He has been
the sole target of your “grass roots movement” for many years now, despite the permitting
and building of dozens of homes by other builders and owners along that same ridgeline
over the past 15 years. Other elements of your email also clearly illustrate your personal
animosity toward my client. For example, you claim as though it is a matter of fact that Mr.
Hadid has “multiple criminal convictions”. That is simply not true. The single criminal case
that was brought against him in 2015 was dismissed in September of 2020.  He does not
have and never had “multiple criminal convictions”. I would strongly caution you against
ever repeating that allegation publicly.
 
In sum, we are not moved by your email.  But as I said at the outset, I do sincerely
appreciate your professed willingness to try to clarify your position for the public. I think my
letter was clear as to the content of the retraction and statements that you would need to
post in order to avoid litigation. If you would like to send me a draft of a proposed public
statement (within the time parameters set forth in my letter), we would be more than be
happy to consider it and discuss any concerns or comments we may have regarding the
statement.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff
 
 

Jeffrey Reeves
Attorney at Law

THEODORA ORINGHER PC

535 Anton Blvd, Ninth Floor
Costa Mesa, CA 92626-7109
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From: Steven L.  Weinberg
To: "Jeffrey H. Reeves"
Cc: "Christopher L. Pitet"; Rachael Schiffman; Christopher J. Harney; Samuel G. Fogas; Kimberly Spake
Subject: RE: Defamatory Statements About Mohamed Hadid – CEASE AND DESIST
Date: Thursday, June 17, 2021 12:48:00 PM

Hi Jeff:

Thanks for your email.  Suffice it to say, I disagree.  Let's be very clear; access to your client's
property has never been "unlawful" since your client freely allowed it.   At any time, he could have
put up signs that said "Greetings!  I am Mohamid Hadid.  This is my private property.  Feel free to
hike and enjoy for now but please be advised that since this is my private property, I can end your
access at anytime without notice.  Have fun and be kind."  Apart from something like that, people
hiking the Hastain Trail (as it has been marked on maps and known for decades) could reasonably
assume they were not trespassing on anyone's land or breaking any law by using it, having zero to do
with me or my yard signs.

You and your client are now attempting to chill my protected speech which is lawfully aimed at
educating the public and changing existing laws for the public good.  The statement I proposed to
post as a compromise is still on the table and I'm happy to discuss it further and work with you
together to fashion something acceptable to all.  
 
Apart from that, if you want to serve a complaint on me by email (I am HillsidesAgainstHadid.org) it
will be accepted without your client incurring the expense of a process server.  I strongly discourage
that course of action because, among other things, I will be seeking attorneys' fees on the Anti-
SLAPP motion which I believe will be granted without much fanfare.

Candidly, instead of bullying me and a grassroots organization with a lawsuit, your client should
focus on more redeeming things at this moment in time.  I am willing to help there too.

Happy to talk further Jeff.

Best regards,

Steven

S t e v e n L. W e i n b e r g 

1925 Century Park East, Suite 1990
Los Angeles, CA 90067
310-598-7005 (office)
310-497-6862 (cell)
Steven@WeinLawGroup.com
The information transmitted herein is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may
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From: Jeffrey H. Reeves
To: Steven L.  Weinberg
Cc: "Christopher L.  Pitet"; Rachael Schiffman
Subject: RE: Defamatory Statements About Mohamed Hadid – CEASE AND DESIST
Date: Monday, June 21, 2021 4:25:31 PM
Attachments: image002.png

Steven,
 
Your accusation that Mr. Hadid is trying to “chill your protected speech” is off base.  Libel, slander and
defamation are not forms of protected speech, as you know.  We will be happy to adjudicate that in
connection with your threatened anti-SLAPP motion.
 
Of course, we have no interest in chilling your truthful speech, and to that end, I write now to take you up
on your “compromise” offer below.  Specifically, you have offered to post a statement clarifying your prior
posts regarding Mr. Hadid’s property rights.  While I have my doubts about your genuine willingness to set
the record straight -- given all of your past disparagement of my client, and even your very recent posts
accusing him of lying to the Bankruptcy Court – my client is willing to give you that chance.
 
Here is a statement that, if posted, would dissuade Mr. Hadid from pursuing a defamation case against you
at this time based on the facts as he now understands them:

 
RETRACTION AND CORRECTION OF PRIOR FALSE OR MISLEADING STATEMENTS BY STEVEN
WEINBERG AND HILLSIDES AGAINST HADID:
 
Following receipt of a June 16, 2021 cease and desist letter from Mr. Hadid’s counsel, which I
posted here that same day, I have come to understand that some of my prior posts on this site and
other social media have been misunderstood, and may have been misleading.  I therefore make this
post now to try to set the record straight.

1. I asserted in my June 16 email to Mr. Hadid’s counsel, which I republished that same day on
this site, that Mr. Hadid had “multiple criminal convictions for building code violations”.  In
fact, that is not true. One criminal case that was brought against Mr. Hadid; that was in
2015.  All charges were dismissed in September of 2020.  He does not have, and never had,
“multiple criminal convictions”.

2. I have on more than one occasion posted statements here saying that “Hadid closed Hastain
Trail”, and stated that he did so to “begin bulldozing Franklin Canyon Park”.  Here is one
example:

In fact, those statements are not true.  Let me explain.  The trail referred to by me and some
as the “Hastain Trail” does not run through Mr. Hadid’s property.  No public hiking trail at all
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runs through Mr. Hadid’s property.  There is a fire road that runs through Mr. Hadid’s
property that some refer to as the “Hastain Trail”, but in fact, that road is not a public
easement and the public has no right of access to that road or any part of Mr. Hadid’s
property.  This fact was made clear by the Court of Appeals decision on July 17, 2016 in the
case styled as Friends of the Hastain Trail v. Coldwater Development LLC, Case Nos. B249841,

B251814, 1 Cal. 5th 1013 (2016).  The Court held in that case that Mr. Hadid’s property is
privately owned and that the public has no right of access to the Property.  Any statements
posted on this website or other social media suggesting otherwise have been misunderstood
or misinterpreted.  If Mr. Hadid chooses to close the gates to his property, that is not the
equivalent of him “closing Hastain Trail”, and it was incorrect for me to say or suggest that
he had done that.

I also said that Mr. Hadid had begun “bulldozing Franklin Canyon Park”.  That statement was
false.  Mr. Hadid does not own “Franklin Canyon Park”.  No part of Franklin Canyon Park
overlaps with any of Mr. Hadid’s property.  Therefore, Mr. Hadid has no rights to “bulldoze”
the park, nor has he bulldozed it.
 

3. I am aware that the following “Notice” has been posted at or near Mr. Hadid’s property,
with my knowledge and consent, on numerous occasions: 

The signs state that “the public’s access” to a supposed hiking trail running through Mr.
Hadid’s property “will terminate”.  I did not intend by these statements to suggest or imply
that members of the public had any legal right to access the property, only that I was aware
that people were in fact entering Mr. Hadid’s property absent a legal right to do so.  They do
not have that right.  There is no public right to access Mr. Hadid’s property.  These signs also
perpetuate a misunderstanding that there is a hiking “trail” running through Mr. Hadid’s
property, or that there is some “destination” to be reached by hikers who choose to walk
through that property.  That is not accurate.  There is a fire road running through the
property, not a public trail or easement.  This fact was conclusively decided by the
California Court of Appeal in the Hastain Trail Litigation.

4. I also stated in my June 16 email to Mr. Hadid’s counsel, which I republished on social
media, “that access would be ending by way of Mr. Hadid's development plans, including
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pending applications for building permits”.  That is not accurate.  The public’s access to Mr.
Hadid’s property is ending – if he exercises his rights to end it – solely because he chooses
for it to end, not because of any current plans to develop anything. 
 

5. Finally, I am aware that users of this website have discussed specific ways to access Mr.
Hadid’s property, including by crawling under fences and gates, and by using bolt cutters
and otherwise taking steps to damage or destroy the gates and fences he has erected at
entrances to his property.  Please understand that no one has the right to access or roam on
Mr. Hadid’s private property without his consent, much less to vandalize or destroy his
fences, gates and “No Trespassing” signs, and I and Hillsides Against Hadid not only do not
condone such behavior, but we actively encourage all who follow this site to refrain from
engaging in such behavior in the future.

 
I want to offer my sincere apologies to Mohamed Hadid for any misunderstandings or unlawful
conduct caused or encouraged by my and Hillsides Against Hadid’s prior statements about him.

 
Please let me know whether you are willing to post this retraction, and if so, when we can expect to see it.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff
 

Jeffrey Reeves
Attorney at Law

THEODORA ORINGHER PC
535 Anton Blvd, Ninth Floor
Costa Mesa, CA 92626-7109
Main: 714.549.6200 Direct: 714.549.6155
Fax: 714.549.6201

Email: jreeves@tocounsel.com
Bio: Jeffrey H. Reeves
Website: www.tocounsel.com

From: Steven L. Weinberg [mailto:steven@weinlawgroup.com] 
Sent: Thursday, June 17, 2021 12:49 PM
To: Jeffrey H. Reeves
Cc: 'Christopher L. Pitet'; Rachael Schiffman; Christopher J. Harney; Samuel G. Fogas; Kimberly Spake
Subject: RE: Defamatory Statements About Mohamed Hadid – CEASE AND DESIST
 
[EXTERNAL: This message originated outside your organization.]

Hi Jeff:
 
Thanks for your email.  Suffice it to say, I disagree.  Let's be very clear; access to your client's property has never
been "unlawful" since your client freely allowed it.   At any time, he could have put up signs that said "Greetings!  I
am Mohamid Hadid.  This is my private property.  Feel free to hike and enjoy for now but please be advised that
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W E I N  L A W  G R O U P
C O U N S E L O R S  A T  L A W

1925 Century Park East, Suite 1990 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90067 

(310) 598-7005  E-mail: Steven@WeinLawGroup.com  
 

June 25, 2021 

Jeffrey Reeves, Esq. 
Theodora Oringher PC  
535 Anton Blvd, Ninth Floor 
Costa Mesa, CA 92626-7109 

  Re: Mohamed Hadid – Retraction Demands
    Hillsides Against Hadid.Org

Dear Jeff:

Thank you for your email correspondence dated June 21, 2021 setting forth five 
demands for retraction (plus an apology) that Hillsides Against Hadid.org (“HAH”) 
must apparently post to avoid the expense of being sued for defamation by Mr. Hadid.

As an initial matter, you have still not identified a single fact published that is false, 
much less defamatory. Nor, have you explained how Mr. Hadid intends to produce clear 
and convincing evidence of malice given his public figure status.  Nevertheless, and 
notwithstanding the obvious lack of merit of Mr. Hadid’s claims, we have repeatedly 
stated we are willing to resolve the matter by a negotiated public statement. This because 
HAH is a small neighborhood group and has no money for an expensive legal battle with 
a wealthy celebrity land developer. 

In that spirit, I was hoping that our discussions would result in us meeting somewhere in 
the middle between your June 16, 2021 proposal and mine offered the same day. Instead
of meeting in the middle, the five new retraction demands (and new demand for 
apology) in your June 21, 2021 correspondence are a complete departure from our 
previous discussion and unfortunately, a non-starter.  Our response to the five new 
retraction demands is set forth below. 

Retraction Demand No. 1: 
Mr. Hadid pled nolo-contendere to three misdemeanor charges stemming from repeated 
building code violations and was sentenced by a Superior Court for these crimes.  The 
plea of nolo-contendere results in a criminal conviction in California.  These are facts 
known world-wide through widely circulated (and still publicly available) copies of the 
misdemeanor complaint, sentencing memorandum and subsequent motion for probation 
violations.  As also widely reported, Mr. Hadid (supposedly) performed community 
service as his punishment for breaking the law and committing those crimes.   

As much as Mr. Hadid would like sweep all of this under the rug and make it disappear, 
these facts have been reported in the worldwide press, are true and did not originate with 
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HAH.  Accordingly, HAH's statements are neither false, nor defamatory. Retraction 
Demand No.1 is respectfully rejected. 

Thank you for informing us that Mr. Hadid quietly got his three convictions for building 
code crimes expunged by way of performing community service and completing 
probation as per the sentence imposed to punish him.  We were not unaware of those 
facts.  As a courtesy, HAH will reference the expungement of the court record if HAH 
publishes anything about Mr. Hadid's criminal convictions, sentence or punishment in 
the future as historical facts.

Retraction Demand No. 2:
You appear to have a flawed understanding of the Friends of Hastain Trail decision 
which you have cited repeatedly and upon which Mr. Hadid’s defamation case rests 
entirely. 

First, HAH did not coin the term “Hastain Trail.”  To the contrary, the name Hastain 
Trail has been used for decades to describe the hiking trail in Franklin Canyon Park and 
the name has been used and published worldwide.  See. e.g. 
https://www.alltrails.com/trail/us/california/hastain-trail.  Even the Court of Appeal in 
the Friends of Hastain Trail case observed that it was “undisputed the Hastain Trail 
[runs] atop the Hastain Fire Road.”  Thus, the Hastain Fire Road (and Hastain Trail 
“atop” of it) do in fact run through Mr. Hadid’s property. 

Second, the Court ruled the Hastain Fire Road is a “public easement” and at the time it 
was created: “the property owners and the public could reasonably contemplate it would 
be used by hikers.”  Since its creation, nothing has altered the status of it being a public 
easement and indeed, the Court ruled that when Mr. Hadid purchased the property, he 
“took [the land] subject to whatever easements and encumbrances had been created by 
prior owners . . . ‘[T]he public easement must be respected.’”  Whether Mr. Hadid likes 
it or not, a public easement for hiking presently runs through his property. 

Third, the Court ruled that the public easement marked by the Hastain Fire Road could 
and would “enlarge” by way of “development” over time.   As an example, in 2004, Mr. 
Hadid inadvertently enlarged the public easement over his land by development, even 
though an enlargement of the easement was never his intention. 
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This occurred when Mr. Hadid illegally graded a road from Coldwater Canyon Drive (at 
Royalton) to the plateau of what was formerly known as the Peak Trail.  Mr. Hadid did 
this to gain access to the top for heavy construction equipment.   

In 2011, Hadid then illegally flattened the top of the plateau of the Peak Trail to develop 
the site building pad, prompting the Friends of Hastain Trail lawsuit.  This later work 
enhanced and embellished the connected Hastain Fire Road and thereafter enabled the 
Fire Department to gain access to areas of his property which were not previously 
accessible, thus, enlarging the existing public easement to include the plateau area and 
opening it to the Fire Department, as well as to hikers. 

Fourth, according to the two Justices deciding the case, the Hastain Fire Road (inclusive 
of the public easement) and the Hastain Trail (which runs “atop” of it) may be removed 
by the owner.  However, the Court stated removal is limited to “when [the Fire Road] is 
no longer needed for fire protection.” Arguably, that decision rests within the sole and 
exclusive discretion of the Los Angeles Fire Department, not the whim of Mr. Hadid. 

The bottom line is the Friends of Hastain Trail decision does not stand for the 
proposition that Mr. Hadid’s property is free of any public easement.  To the contrary,  
the Court ruled only that trial court erred by rendering the existing public easement, 
permanent.  The entire reasoning of the Court makes no sense in absence of an existing 
public easement which cannot be terminated until the Fire Department deems the 
Hastain Fire Road no longer necessary for fire protection.   

Accordingly, HAH's statements are neither false nor defamatory.  Retraction Demand 
No. 2 is therefore respectfully rejected.1

Retraction Demand No. 3:
See our remarks above regarding the Court of Appeal decision in Friends of Hastain 
Trail.  Those remarks apply equally here. 

                                                      
1 With regard to bulldozing, Hadid has asserted in court documents that he intends to develop all six of 
his parcels into homes.  Such work has already involved bulldozers (i.e. grading at the plateau) and it is 
reasonable to assume will involve bulldozers again.  Additionally, when Hadid states in court papers that 
he intends to turn his undeveloped land into homes, it also reasonable to assume that he intends to 
commence that activity when he installs gates to block the public easement.  This is especially true 
because Mr. Hadid has a history of doing this, including grading without proper permits and/or 
exceeding the scope of permits and he has even been criminally prosecuted for breaking laws regulating 
such things.  You should also be aware that within days of Hadid erecting fences on Hastain Trail, Hadid 
had a bulldozer and construction crew working at the Royalton site.
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Curiously, you were not wrong about one thing.  Having now reviewed the Friends of 
Hastain Trail decision again, HAH was definitely mistaken when it posted that Mr. 
Hadid could put up gates and terminate public access to his property any time he 
desired.  He cannot because it would interfere with Fire Department access and the 
inextricably intertwined public easement for hiking. 

Instead, Mr. Hadid must first obtain permission from the Fire Department which must 
make an independent finding that the Hastain Fire Road is no longer “necessary” for fire 
protection.  Given the heightened wildfire danger due to years-long drought conditions, 
climate change effects and the absence of any burn in Franklin Canyon for decades, I 
believe the Fire Department will closely guard its fulltime access to these very high risk 
hillsides, ridgelines and undeveloped brush covered lands. 

HAH’s statements are neither false nor defamatory. Accordingly, Retraction Demand 
No. 3 is respectfully rejected.

Retraction Demand No. 4:
See our remarks above regarding the Court of Appeal decision in Friends of Hastain 
Trail which are applicable here.  HAH’s statements are neither false nor defamatory. 
Retraction Demand No. 4 is therefore respectfully rejected.

Retraction Demand No. 5:
HAH’s response to the hiker included in your June 16, 2021 cease and desist letter (and 
published on Facebook prior to the receipt of your letter) suffices as a publication of 
HAH’s unprompted position on the matter of trespass and vandalism.  Your letter 
(including HAH’s timely response) has also been published on the HAH web portal.  
HAH’s statements are neither false nor defamatory.  Retraction Demand No. 5 is 
therefore respectfully rejected.

Jeff, apart from failing to identify a single false, much less defamatory statement made 
by HAH (and never explaining how Mr. Hadid intends to show malice), you have also 
not stated how you intend to avoid the application of Civil Code Section 47b which 
clearly bars any claim, even if HAH published defamatory statements. As such, a 
complaint filed against HAH at this time would lack any objective legal merit or 
probable cause. 

0255

Case 2:21-bk-10335-BB    Doc 105-7    Filed 06/28/21    Entered 06/28/21 19:04:01    Desc
Exhibit G    Page 27 of 29



 

You and your client have already wasted many hours of my time responding to these far-
fetched and baseless allegations against HAH. This time could have been spent on 
HAH’s core mission; namely, stopping Mr. Hadid from destroying our hillsides, 
ridgelines and animal habitat by way of his illegally constructed and out-of-scale mega-
mansions. You and your client’s baseless attacks on me and HAH are therefore 
improper attempts to chill our Constitutionally protected speech and text-book SLAPP,
justifying the harshest of sanctions: 

“The paradigm SLAPP is a suit filed by a large land developer against environmental 
activists or a neighborhood association intended to chill the defendants’ continued 
political or legal opposition to the developers’ plans.”  

Wilcox v. Superior Court (1994) 27 Cal.App.4th 809, 815.   

Until these claims are resolved, this letter shall serve as notice that you and your client  
are required to preserve and retain all documents and communications which relate to 
these matters.  This letter and all statements made herein are written under threat of, or 
in contemplation of eminent litigation.  Nothing in the foregoing shall constitute a 
waiver of any rights, claims, defenses or causes of action which are hereby expressly 
reserved. 

Thank you.

          Sincerely, 

          WEIN LAW GROUP 

          Steven L. Weinberg 
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mansions. You and your client’s baseless attacks on me and HAH are therefore 
improper attempts to chill our Constitutionally protected speech and text-book SLAPP,
justifying the harshest of sanctions: 

“The paradigm SLAPP is a suit filed by a large land developer against environmental 
activists or a neighborhood association intended to chill the defendants’ continued 
political or legal opposition to the developers’ plans.”  

Wilcox v. Superior Court (1994) 27 Cal.App.4th 809, 815.   

Until these claims are resolved, this letter shall serve as notice that you and your client  
are required to preserve and retain all documents and communications which relate to 
these matters.  This letter and all statements made herein are written under threat of, or 
in contemplation of eminent litigation.  Nothing in the foregoing shall constitute a 
waiver of any rights, claims, defenses or causes of action which are hereby expressly 
reserved. 
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          WEIN LAW GROUP 

          Steven L. Weinberg 
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CC 2709475v1 This form is mandatory. It has been approved for use by the United States Bankruptcy Court for the Central District of California. 

June 2012 F 9013-3.1.PROOF.SERVICE 

PROOF OF SERVICE OF DOCUMENT 
 
I am over the age of 18 and not a party to this bankruptcy case or adversary proceeding. My business address is 333 
South Grand Avenue, Suite 3400, Los Angeles, CA 90071. 
 
A true and correct copy of the foregoing document entitled (specify): DECLARATION OF STEVEN L. WEINBERG IN 
RESPONSE TO DECLARATION OF MOHAMED HADID IN SUPPORT OF DEBTORS AND DEBTORS IN 
POSSESSION’S RESPONSE TO THE COURT’S ORDER (I) DENYING APPLICATION FOR ORDER SETTING 
HEARING ON SHORTENED TIME AND (II) DIRECTING DEBTOR TO DISCLOSE ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 
CONCERNING PROPOSED BUYER will be served or was served (a) on the judge in chambers in the form and manner 
required by LBR 5005-2(d); and (b) in the manner stated below: 

1. TO BE SERVED BY THE COURT VIA NOTICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING (NEF):  Pursuant to controlling General 
Orders and LBR, the foregoing document will be served by the court via NEF and hyperlink to the document. On (date) 
 June 28, 2021  I checked the CM/ECF docket for this bankruptcy case or adversary proceeding and determined that the 
following persons are on the Electronic Mail Notice List to receive NEF transmission at the email addresses stated below: 

 Eryk R Escobar     eryk.r.escobar@usdoj.gov 
 M Douglas Flahaut     flahaut.douglas@arentfox.com 
 Eric J Fromme     efromme@tocounsel.com, stena@tocounsel.com 
 Asa S Hami     ahami@sulmeyerlaw.com, 

pdillamar@sulmeyerlaw.com;pdillamar@ecf.inforuptcy.com;cblair@sulmeyerlaw.com;ahami@ecf.inforuptcy.com 
 Christopher J Harney     charney@tocounsel.com, stena@tocounsel.com 
 Daniel A Lev     dlev@sulmeyerlaw.com, ccaldwell@sulmeyerlaw.com;dlev@ecf.inforuptcy.com 
 Aram Ordubegian     ordubegian.aram@arentfox.com 
 Ronald N Richards     ron@ronaldrichards.com, morani@ronaldrichards.com 
 Annie Y Stoops     annie.stoops@arentfox.com, yvonne.li@arentfox.com 
 United States Trustee (LA)     ustpregion16.la.ecf@usdoj.gov 
 Dylan J Yamamoto     dylan.yamamoto@arentfox.com 

 Service information continued on attached page. 

2.  SERVED BY UNITED STATES MAIL: 
On (date)  June 28, 2021 , I served the following persons and/or entities at the last known addresses in this bankruptcy 
case or adversary proceeding by placing a true and correct copy thereof in a sealed envelope in the United States mail, 
first class, postage prepaid, and addressed as follows. Listing the judge here constitutes a declaration that mailing to the 
judge will be completed no later than 24 hours after the document is filed. 

 Service information continued on attached page. 

3. SERVED BY PERSONAL DELIVERY, OVERNIGHT MAIL, FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION OR EMAIL (state method 
for each person or entity served): Pursuant to F.R.Civ.P. 5 and/or controlling LBR, on (date)             , I served the 
following persons and/or entities by personal delivery, overnight mail service, or (for those who consented in writing to 
such service method), by facsimile transmission and/or email as follows.  Listing the judge here constitutes a declaration 
that personal delivery on, or overnight mail to, the judge will be completed no later than 24 hours after the document is 
filed. 

 Service information continued on attached page. 

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

June 28, 2021  Cheryl Caldwell  /s/Cheryl Caldwell 

Date  Printed Name  Signature 
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ADDITIONAL SERVICE INFORMATION (if needed): 

 
2.  Served U.S. Mail 
 
 
The Honorable Sheri Bluebond 
U.S. Bankruptcy Court 
Roybal Federal Building 
255 E. Temple Street, Suite 1534 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
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