
City of Los Angeles 
200 North Spring Street #395 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

3478 NIFloyd Terrace, Los Angeles 90068 

MUNICIPAL CODE VIOLATION ENFORCEMENT HEARING 

Municipal Code Section 98.0411 Sect 98.0402, Section 91.103 

Notice Pending Lien I APN 5579-005-012 

Please herewith receive notice of opposition to Los Angeles Building and Safety Lien 
Enforcement on the above mentioned property on the following grounds; 

I. I have been deprived of due process as to an overly broad "violation" statute; 
2. I have been deprived of due process (evidentiary hearing) as to a determination of fact in 

accordance with the violation notice; 
3. I have been deprived of due process as to an incomplete Los Angeles Building and Safety 

Appeals Commission; 
4. I have been deprived of due process due to an incomplete petition (copy appended) to Mr 

Wooden, Senior Grading Inspector LADBS (Mr Wooden went into retirement% through 
the review process) 

5. I have been deprived of due process due to arbitrary penalty I punishment assessments; 
6. The slope has not been impounded in a material fashion (other that prudent means of 

erosion abatement) (photo's enclosed); 
7. The construction work was completed and signed off by the LADBS and a certificate of 

occupancy issued concurrent with prior to the slated violation. 

I'm nonetheless agreeable to dispensing $1,000 in $100 payments per month as a 
consequence of hardship PLUS interest to settle the matter. 

Sincerely 

ke (PE) 
yd Terrace 

Los Ailg es CA 90068 

Octl22 2012 

Encl; 
(1) NOTICE OF A HEARING (Sept/21 2012 
(2) ORDER TO COMPLY (Mayl19 2009) 
(3) WOODEN REPORT (Junel9 2009) 
(4) PICTURES (Oct2004) 
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NOTICE OF HEARING 

DEPARTI!IENT CP" 
BUILDING Mil SAFETY 
2~ N~TilFlGUEA.OJ\&Yrit:=l!r 

LOBJ\NGELE~ MW012: 
-.~ 

RAYMOND S. cHAN, O.E., S.E. 
!::XEC!JTrvE (11l'r.iCEA. 

DA.TE: September 21, 2(112 
APN: 5579-005-012 
Council District: II 4 

Regarding the _Rroperty knoV'Illas: 

3478 NORTH FLOYD TERRACE, LOS ANGELES, CA 
AKA: 3209 N(>RTH CRAI(; DRIVE, LOS ANGELES,:CA 

. Under the Authority oftl•e provisions of 
Chapier !X, Articles I and 8, :ofth.e Los Angeles Munici]lal Code 

i nnd 
DiVision 7, Chapter !, Article 4.6 pfthe Los Angeles A<lniinistrative Code 

' 
Pursuant to tho provisions of Seqtion 98.0411, s'e;,~ion 98.0402 and Sootion 9l.Hl3 of tl10 Loo Angeles 
Municipal Code, il1e Depru1ment of Building m\d Safety filed a Notice of Pending Lien with the Loo 
Angeles· County Recocde1·'s Oftico to w:over a po11ion ofthe inspootion and administrative eo~ts ineurroo 
by the PepartmCllt while identifying, inve8tigatil\fl an!! securing compliance of oodo vlolalionii and/or 
perfonning annual ilispections at the propert,y loc)lloo !it; 3478 Nurtll Floyd Terrace, (aka:. 3209 Nort11 
Crnlg Driv~>), Los Angeles, Cnlifornia , (the "Property"). A CC>j)y of the title iep01t containing a full 
leaal description of tbe property is attached M P,j.hibit "A». A list of code violallons is alsO nttachoo •• 
Exhibit ~D''. . 

The Department h.a~ advised the Los Angoles Cit~ Co~ neil (th" "City Council") of the code :enf~reement 
costs incurred in ldentifjring and investigattUJt th0 .oode vio!fttions and/or perfurming the a!lllual 
in~pections r0fereJiood above, These cosis i~tclude; any relevant late cllmge.• or collection fees and interest 
at ~% pormonth ~fter 60 days <!If nonpayment. TJ)0 total amount due is S4,622.14. It i~ the Department's 
re.:ommondalion th.at a-lien in this amount be rec<.rded against the pl'Operty pursuant to.Section 7.35.3 of 
lh0 Los Angeles Administrative Code. · .: · i · · 

) The pr(!perty owner and nil interested parties refer!onood in the allached list (Exl~lbit "B") nre hereby given 
notice that the City Council will co~$ider the J Department's report on the code enforCement 'costs 
referenced abC>ve and decide who!her to approve tlio prOJl<l•ed lien, The hcildng will :be held on 
Tuesday, November 6, 2012 at 10:60 a.m. in tloe Los Angeles City Cnuneil Chamber H!!lllocaled at 
201) North Spring Street; Ronm 340, Los Augeles, California, Tho property owner and all interest}d 
parties shaU nave 4S days from .the date 9fthis nptice to pqy the above rererenced feo before the lien ts 
recorded. . : · 

The owner and all intorested parties may appear at the City Couueil He•ring to object to the confirmation 
of tho proposed lien in the amount S!'eoified. Fa1lj1re to appear at the City Council Hearing may resnlt in 
tbe recordation of the prOjl<lsoo lien again~! the P\'<>Perf:)l and tho placement of this Direct Assessment on 
the Secured Tax Roll fer the County ofLos Angel<JS withoul further notice. · . 

' . 

AN £QUAL EMPLOYMENT OPP0RTUNITY- AFP!RMAriVc ACTION EMPWYE:!l 

i 



CHARL E. JANEKB 
1>3(} INGRAHAM, #114 
l.OS ANGELES, CA. 90017 

' NOTICE PF BEARING 

Regarding the P,roperty known as: 

DATE: Sopromber 21, Z91Z 

A fiN#:. 5579-1105-012 

3478 NORTH FLOYD T~RRACE, LOS ANGELES, CA 
AKA: 3209 NORTH CRAm DRIVE, LOS ANGELES, CA 

oooo•o••••UHO•Ott<o•<.o••'"''''"~''''"''noooo ••••••••••••••oonooo••••••+Upt>lO>OI•••><'""~+• •••••••~~•••••••••n•O" '''''''''"''''''''''"''•'-''''"' ... UOOOI<O 

If you are platUiing ro file a written protest, plbase provide 15 copies not Iuter tlmn ten (10) days in 
advance of the l1earittg dale to the Office r>f ih¢ City Clerk, 200 North Spring Strc0t, Room 395, Los <.' 

· Angeles, CA 90012, Attention; Clerk of the Couhcil. · 

For additiQnal infutmation, .oontaot Charles Kali~bala atle!apbonc number (213) 202-9829. : 

'l'his Nolic0 of Hearing is being served pursuant 1\J Division 7, Chapter l, Article 4.6, Scctio~7.35.~ (f) of 
the Los. Augoloo Adminislrative Cooe. ; 

j 

DEI'AR'l'MENT OF BUIU>JNG AND.SAFE~ 

·.·~~ 
• l,AR:A, 

rmcipallnll]l()ctor 



~0~ 
BUILDING AND SAFolY 

COMMISSIOIIE!ru! 

MA~SliA L. BROWN 
J>t'E$1bl';tff 

·' 

PEDRO SIRBA 
VIC:!..ffifSRm' :1 t"l ') r r- 1: 

VAN AMMTI;;I.Oil 
Ha.EHI\ JUIWN 

. EI..elORE A. WilliAMS 

May 19', 20()9 

Cl!arl B. Janeke 
1330 Ingrnham St #U4 
Los ,>\ngeles, CA 90017 

CiTY OF !Los ANGELES 
cAI.IFORt-I!A 
! 

ORDER~OCOM.PLY 
i 

Violation !,.ddress: ·3478 Floyd Terrace 

(AKA 3Zll~ Craig Dr·) 

Plif'MTME!fi'QF 
~UIUliNG AJ,lD SA!'e'fY 
201. NORTR~SlRS='f 

. t.OiB:AlfhB.ES.c:A~U1:J 

ANDREw A- AtJEl..iiW>I, P.E; 
G!a'{Ejlo\1.~ 

RAi'MCNO OHAN' 
~mo~ts\ 

Order# MS-34 78·9-1 

An illspecl~(m of ihe site refereneed 11bove on A~ Z7, 1007 reveals ihat retllining :wall{s) have b~.en 
cti!lBtructe~ of unaPProved mate.rials and wiih<!ut ihe requjred permits, illspecti011. and approval!!. 

' I 

Ther<)fureyon oro hereby orde:reil to wmplywlth tlieto!lomng l'<oqv:lmnent~ of the U.s Angele.• Mnnlclpal Code 
I· - ! 

(LAlll:C) ani'! other Jaws on or boioro October HI., Z007. . ~ : , . 

St?p ~~~ wsrk on the ronstroolion c;f (a) retaining wal~s} willi!M !he requ~ed p~l!a and bene.1it Of {n$pectlon. 
. 91.10.t.2.4 LAM.C. 

No: P"f""" s~ali 9!Jillmjii'IC'e' or parf<>mJ a1fi grading, ani! no person shan im)JI>It or expl>lt any ear1t> matarlals to or from 
any grading ~ile, wilhou! ftrsl h .... Jng oblalnad a perm~ ~ereforfrom the Papartmeot, 9MOS.1.2 L.A.M.C. 

' : ' 

S4l:ltn~lh~S) ~pi as ofa.foundetion lllvestigation repo~by~ regislaradgem.echnica!englneerand Stl\lln!l$rlng gt!>ologlst 
to !ha pradiQ DIVIsion for!'eV)gw and approval end, Oblilln all required permits to consttumwall(s) in accordancewllh lha 
Lol!Apg~leS:, unlcipa!Cotie. ' 91.1011.1.1, 91.10&.1.2, 91,1819.1 L.A.M.C. 

Th,e }qb sit& ~ lflca!ed in an area da!llgna!ad by !he d'*'artment as a Hillside Grading Area. PJWido a elie plat whloh 
lr>C~Icaje& lhe pr~posad J~onof !11e f>ltuotun!> or grad(ng a"'"' pay tho r<oqulre<l fee and arrnnga for lhe aaparlme<1t to 
co~dyi:lta!l~Jdi'!lJ pre-inspeolion. ! . 91.107.3.1.4 LA.M.C. 

Obtain lhe rt;qutred perm*s and do not resume work u~m aulhorJzed kl dl) so by lhe Dislric! Gradillg hispoo:tor. 
.. ' 91.106.1.2; 91.106,1.2; 91.10$.9 L.A.M.C. 



The pennittee or the perml!tee's "'l'l"t shell notify lhe ~pllftmentwhan the grading operation kl readyfr:>r each inspect!C>l'l. 
. 91.1 OU LA.M.C. 

Work ;hall not bl> done beyond the point Indicated in eo Ph successive inspedlon Wi!hOI.ltftrs! obtaining the approval e>flhs 
Superlt>tendent.of l:lulltllog. · 91.100.4 L.A.M.O. 

Sltbmit the r"'!nired fuv~tion Fee for the wo~ ciJmnlonced witlront a perm.!~ 
' 

t.A.M.c. !Js.o4oz 
1ll\s' 

Order I!> comply lnoorporales Orn9rto Comply nu~ber MS-3->18·9 aoted Aug. so, 200'! ant! MiiM~476·9·1 Dated 
Oct 05,2ll07.is addendum thereto except for tha OOfnpliane~ dat9& . 

. : ' : 
i'lo P"""'" sholllilll, rO!u!l<l OO'n"'llod fuoompi;'~h sf "'de!s loouo<!.l:o/tbo"""'"""on\ pu,..,anttoUlo Jll'l'i'ls;""' ofth!s dl\>iolon. Anypm;on vlolaliog 
lhlo ~n 'hal!beiJilltyo!a -meooor~"h-bo punlB)JOt;o )>y • m&olrnn """"'""" $1,000.!1\)00' by,,.,.,..;,...,. ltrlilo Go~ Jol 
fur a PWi:<f <>1 ~ momlllan •~>< lll<lfllh<, or by bolh. Tim ~t shol r:oloc! """"'9_, f•"'· LAMO.SI.7DDil.B.1 ; 1l.OD {m) & 91.107.5.1 

This Order I<J"Jil!ld l"""""nl fu11a l"oVls!o""ol' U\MC 91.7!11!5.7 { I! litis !JIJbsiamlmti 1:011dlnon Ill Ot>l e!lmlna'-"" ""'"'" lli•.~od flme limit; tl~s 
~·- \Ylll :-u • "Ce<lili- of S!J!>s1amla.O P1opel1)i"wlh I!" Offir:eof!loe C<>l!oty Reconlor. 

Appaals to. this fdcil' ~ be made PlJ.Ili~11tto S':ldioo 9!.C4a'U ~nne los Ang~ fil:lmTcipa! Codr.. l'l'l~ 5nqtilre 2b:M. procst!~.~m:S. 

If you fW-lo ~Pr!Wnn UR!: o!d!v. ~~ 1&~ clii!Na II o/ of any ~~nsbn otttme ~d by1he ~ttm~1 you fil!':!ri may ~sUbJel1 
fu a IUI!)COft!Pl~~ce~OO. LAMO 98:.0411{8) 

. ~~ 

~boo 
Bu!i~ hfec!umir:al Inspect.or 
Grading Dlviskm, Van Nuys District Office 

: ~ ' 

(818) 3'Z4-f356 



Mr. Charles E. Janeke 
Mr. Steven Chu 
Respective owners of property situated at; 
3478 Floyd Terrace, and 3474 Floyd Terrace, Los Angeles, Ca 90068 

June 10, 2008 

RE: Order to Comply- 3478 Floyd Terrace (AKA 3209 Craig Dr.), And 3474 Floyd Terrace 
Los Angeles, CA 90068 

TO: Mr. Ray Wooden 
Senior Grading Inspector 
LA Department Building & Safety 

Dear Mr. Wooden 

This Jetter is directed in response to the questions pertaining go the block wall fence constructed at 
the properties listed above. Having deliberated the matter with Geoxx, the geotechnical consultants 
appointed in accordance with the letter to comply, we will be addressing the respective issues with 
the ensuing report. The services of Geoxx ware retained shortly after the initial letter of comply. 
Geoxx conducted a provisionary investigation late 2007 and determined that 1) the slope at task is 
inherently stable and 2) that neither landscaping NOR the stack-block wall affected the slope 
adversely. Geoxx was however not in a position as geologists to certify the stack blocks as stack 
blocks do not confonn to their field of expertise. We have hence conducted an investigation into 
the use/acceptance of stack blocks in the industry and found some compelling examples executed 
by reputable agencies. The conclusion is that the (stack) walls in question are safe and should 
remain as is. Once the stack-block issues has been formalized Geoxx will prepare and present a 
formal report to the Department Building & Safety to fmalize the matter. 

A. OVERVIEW; 

A block wall was constructed at 3478 Floyd Terrace (AKA 3209 Craig Dr.), and 3474 Floyd 
Terrace Los Angeles, CA 90068 within the height allowed for a fence without a permit from the 
Building and Safety in September of2006. A construction/grading permit was however in affect at 
the time over the property at 3478 Floyd Terrace. The construction/grading permits were signed 
off August 2007 without recourse. The block wall was constructed open and notoriously and was 

· noticed by the building inspector without objection. 

An "Order to Comply" demand, Dated August 30, 2007 from Los Angeles Building and safety 
Grading department. Having gone trough an extended ordeal we had this issue transferred to your 
office so that this matter could be resolved. Upon our many discussions you indicated that the wall 
could be kept as it stand upon a terminations that the wall is stable, does not create a danger to 
property of persons and that the ground above is stable within the Los Angeles Building and safety 
Grading department standards. You further indicated upon resolution of the questions addressed in 

3478 N/Fioyd Terrace, Los Angeles CA 90068: Fence II Order to Comply 



this report all that we need to seek in keeping the walls as they stand would a simple variance that 
would include the facts discussed below. 

On April 7'h 2008 you emailed me a list of eleven things that a geological report should include. 
The contents were discussed with Geoxx. Geoxx indicated that some of the question where outside 
of their field of practice and needed to be resolved via another route. Having shared this with you 
indicated that this was true and that the geological report should determine the slope stability and 
that other questions could be resolved outside of the report, as such we have compiled this letter 
seeking to address the eleven questions (Copy of your email is attached). 

This letter seeks to address the issues that are outside of the field the geologists. so that all that is 
to remain is the report addressing the slope stability. 

B. QUESTIONS and ANSWERS; 

I. Plot plan showing dwelling and retaining walls in question; 
The diagram will show the dwelling, as well as the side steps that are· located on the north side 
of the house. This diagram is provided for a general view of the location of the wall and other 
structures on the property. Please see fig I large, also Fig I on composite page below. 

2. Cross-sections through walls. The sections should show, if possible, the material the 
walls are founded on in (important); 

Please see Fig 2 and 3 as well as fig 2 and 3 on composite page below showing all three 
diagrams of block wall. 

3. Indicate the height of each wall: 
The height of the wall is 36 inches in one point, and 42 inches the other end. It should be noted 
that the block wall is low which further contributes to its stability. 

4. Discuss the intended use of.each wall; 
· The walls intent is to provide a clean looking fence esthetically pleasing and do not have any 

function otherwise. This is especially true since as will be shown in the geological report that 
the ground is stable and does not require retaining wall. 

5. Discuss the material used for backfill, and any compaction effort; 
(a) Back fill included no more then 20 inches at its greatest area, which were necessary 

to create a flat surface near the top ofthe wall. The reason for the flat surface was 
for small plant such as daisy's, and like, small plant that would have been planted 
absent the order to comply requiring a complete stop on further work. 

(b) Compacting effort was made manually with a compacting devise used to pound the 
ground. 

3478 N/Fioyd Terrace. Los Angeles CA 90068: Fence II Order to Comply 



6. What is the angle of the fill placed; 
In line with the stack blocks (approx 1:5) (fill varies 2-20 inches) 

7. Will the walls pose a danger to adjoining properties, including the public way. 
The wall will not pose a danger to adjoining properties for the following reasons; 

(a) The block wall is not abutting adjoining properties, as such it is not a danger to 
adjoining properties. 

(b) The wall has a leaning tilt that is againststable slope, again the stability of the 
slop can be found in the geological report. 

(c) Walls were constructed in conformance With the vendor's specifications, which 
has been determined safe by case study by the Department of transportation of 
the New Mexico. In its case study CASE STUDY: BARRIER APPLICATION, 
Key stone rock barrier helps save lives, CASE STUDY: LAND 
DEVELOPMENT, as well as CASE STUDY: WATER APPLICATION, Wall 
protects housing development from floodwaters. The later "Water application is 
particularly telling in that it provide a clear understanding that the key stone 
wall stability even with great pressures. 

(d) The wall as it stand has been in place for some (20 months) as such it is been 
time tested without any noticeable movement. The time-tested argument is true 
even thought a construction crew during construction in the area drove a forklift 
into the wall the only one block was effected leaving the rest of the wall 
unchanged. 

(e) Contained within l:I rule (See CASE STUDY: LAND DEVELOPMENT). 
Issue hence is if slope has been manufactured in accordance with City 
specifications or if the slope is preexisting/stable (See the prior construction 
Engineer/geology report in your files from Grover and Hollingsworth). 

8. What is the angle of the slope the waifs are built ou? 
The angle of the slope of the wall varies 1:1.5 to 1:2.5. See picture marked fig 4, provided 
below showing the end of the block wall as well as showing the slop the angle of the slop 
which was identical to the our slop before the wall was constructed. 

9. Are returns required at the ends of each wall, or do the walls require returns? 
No returns are required as the key stone design and tested application as shown in the last 20 
months of existence any noticeable movement as well as the case studies provides as 
supp Iemen! to in this report are self supporting - gravity. 

10. Sub-drains? Drainage devices? 

3478 N/Fioyd Terrace, Los Angeles CA 90068: Fence II Order to Comply 



As is indicated in the prior geological report used during the construction of the house structure 
and or construction plan house structure the property has a conforming central ducted storm 
water drainage system, also the key stone walls is self draining by virtue of its design and 
assembly. 

11. When were walls were constructed? 
As discussed above as indicating the stability for some 20 months, the wall was first 
constructed in September of2006 and was finished in October 2006. 

C. CONCLUSION; 

The block wall is conforming to its aesthetic function of a fence, and does not create a risk to 
persons or property. This is demonstrated with the fact of this report, which includes fmdings from 
the manufacturer, govemment agencies, as well as the 22 months that the wall has been there 
without any disturbance. Therefore we conclude that the City should allow a variance permit to 
have the wall to stand as is. The only outstanding item remaining is the soil stability report, which 
should be forthcoming, as soon as your office determines the matter on this letter acceptable. 

Sincerely 

June 9, 2008 

Enclosures; 

Figures, pictures and reports discussed above attached below. 

3478 N/Fioyd Terrace, Los Angeles CA 90068: Fence II Order to Comply 
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Subj: 
Date: 
From: 
To: 

FLOYD PICX WHEN 1 BOUGHT THE LOT July 2004 
9/25/2012 6:11:08 P.M. Pacific Daylight Time 
Cl@.!J.?.k~.@§!.Q.L.G.9JlJ. 
i!!?.&&-i!.P.P.§Q.@mnaH. CQffi 

Monday, October 22,2012 AOL: Cjaneke 
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