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6 POLLUTION CONTROL HEARINGS BOARD
FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

?
AIRPORT COMMUNITIES COALITION,

8

Appellant, PCHB No. 01-1609

10 v. ACC'S FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL
RESPONSE TO RESPONDENT PORT

11 STATE OF WASHINGTON OF SEATTLE'S REQUEST FOR
DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY,and THE PRODUCTION NO. 2 AND

12 PORT OF SEATTLE, INTERROGATORY NO. 5 DIRECTED

_3 TO APPELLANT AIRPORT
Respondents. COMMUNITIES COALITION

14

15 FIRST SUPPLEMF-NTAL RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO 2:

16
Listed below are documents relied upon by ACC's expert witnesses, to the extent we

I7

,_- have received such information from the experts to date. This Response will be supplem_w,d
18

furtheras we receive furtherresponses.
19

1. Northwest Hydraulic Consultants (Bill Rozeboom and Dr. Malcolm20

z) Leytham): See Attachment A hereto.

22 2. Dr. John Strand, Columbia Biological Assessments:

23 Angelovic, J.W., W,F. Sigler, andJ.M. Neuhold. 1961, Temperatureand fluomsis in
rainbow trout. Journal of the Water Pollution Control Federation 33: 371-381.24

25
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! Seed.R.B. and Harder. L.F. (1990)"'SPT-BasedAnalysisof CyclicPore PressureGeneration
and Undrained Residual Strength." Proceedings of the H. BoRon Seed Memorial

2 Symposium,Volume2. BiTechPublishersLtd.
3

•"GeotechnicalSummaryReport.Third RunwayEmbankmentandMSE RetainingWalls.
4 SeattleTacomaInternationalAirport."Preparedby HartCrowserforThe Portof Seattle.

November2. 2001,ReportNo. 4978-06
5

"RecommendedLP,FD GuidelinesforSeismic Desigtiof HighwayBridges;basedon NCHRP
s Project 12-49.FY '98 'ComprehensiveSpecificationfor theSeismicDesignof Bridges'."
7 preparedunderMCEERHighwayProject094,TaskF3-1,April9, 2001

e "CompetingAgainstTime," reporttoGovernorGeorgeDeukmejianfromtheGovernor's
Boardof Inquiryon the 1989LomaPfieta Earthquake,Stateof CaliforniaDepartmentof._

9 GeneralServicesPublicationsServices,May,1990

10 Inel,S., W.H.Roth,and C. deRubertis,1993. "NonlinearDynamicEffectiveStressAnalysis
II of Two CaseHistories,"Proceedingsof theThirdInternationalConferenceon Case

Histories inGeotechicalEngineeringpp 1735-1741.
12

Makdisi,F.I.,Z-LWang,andW.D.Edwards,2000. "SeismicStabilityof NewExchequer
13 Dam andGatedSpillwayStructure,"Proceedingsof the TwentiethAnnualUSCOLD

LectureSeries:DamO&MIssues- TheChallengeof the 21stCentury,pp.437-458.14

15 Bathurst,R.J.and K. Hatami,1998."SeismicResponseAnalysisofa Geosynthetic-
ReinforcedSoil RetainingWall",OeosyntheticsInternational,V, 5 Nos. 1-2,pp. 127-166.

16
Bathurst,R. J.,and K. Hatami,1999. "EarthquakeResponseAnalysisof Reinforced-soil

17 WailsUsing FLAC,"Proceedingsof theInternationalFLACSymposiumon Numerical
"¢ Modelingin Geomechanics,pp.40%415.18

ls Roth,W.H..et al. 1993. "UpperSan Femando Dam1971Revisited".AnnualConference
Proceedingsof theAssociationof StateDamSafetyOfficials. D.W,Damtonand S.C.

20 Plathbyeds.Lexington,KY.pp.49-60,

21

22
FIRSTSUPPLEMENTALRESPONSETOINTERROGATORYNO 5:

I. Dr. Pat Lucia,GeoSyntecConsultants:
24

25
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i A. TESTIMONY IN TRIAL

2

Case: Park County, Montana v. Burlington Northern and Santa Fe (BNSF)3
Attom¢ys: Mayer Brown and Plait, Chicago, Illinois

4
Provided expert testimony in trial for BNSF in Montana on the causes, extent and cost of

5 remediation of a contaminated groundwater plume at a landfill site in Park County Montana.

6

Case: Catellus Development Company v. NL industries7
Attorneys: Kirkland& Ellis, Chicago Illinois

8
Provided expert testimony in trial for NL Industries in federal court in San Francisco,

s California on the causes of lead contaminated soil at a site in Richmond, California.

I0

Case: State of Illinois v. KerrMcGeell
Attorneys: Covington & Burling, Washington D.C.

12
Provided expert testimony in trial for Kerr McGee in West Chicago, Illinois, on the

la engineering aspects of the design of a landfill to close a low level radioactivewaste site.

14

Case: Rancho Solano Homeowners Association voPeter Kiewit Construction et. al.15
Attorneys: Sedwick, DeteR, Moran & Arnold, San Francisco,California.

16
Provide expert testimony in trial for Kiewit in Fairfield, California on the stability of slopes

17 and the cost of repairof landslides.
.d"

18

Case: Davest Construction Company v. Klienfelder Engineers and City of Santa19
,.Rosa

2o Attorneys. : _- J. Michael Pisias, San Francisco California

21 Provided expert testimony in trialin Contra Costa County, California for Davest on design
errorsin constructionof an earthworksproject.22

23
Case: Ferrarisv. BART

24 Attorneys: Aherne, Rosin & Leonidou, San Francisco, California

25
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1 Provided expert testimony in trial for Ferrads in San Marco, California on causes of
settlement era building during the construction of railway extension.

2

3 C/lse: Discovery Bay Home Owners Association v, Klienfelder Engineers et.al.
Attorneys: Severson & Werson, San Francisco, California

4
Provided expert testimony in trial on the causes of slope failures and the likely cost of repairs.

5

5 Depositions in Cases that did not go to Trial
7

Case: Underground Construction v Geysers Development Company
s Attorneys: Mclnemey & Dillon, Oakland California

9 Provided expert testimony in deposition and arbitrationon the causes of failure of reinforced
earth walls at the Geysers in Northern Californial0

11
Case: Developer (no recordof parties name) v. NL Industries

12 Attorneys: Kirkland & Ellis, Chicago Illinois

t3 Provided expert testimony in deposition on the compliance with the National Contingency
Plan for the remediation of a lead contaminated site in San Francisco, California.

14

15
Case: Landfill owner v. Previous Landfill Owner (no record ofpa.qies names)

le Attorneys: Price Postel & Parma,Santa Barbara,California

17. Provided expert testimony in deposition on causes, extent and cost of remediationof
contaminated groundwaterin VenturaCalifornia.18

19
Case: Developer (no recordof parties name) v. NL Industries
Attorneys: Kirkland & Ellis, Chicago Illinois

21 Provided expert testimony in deposition and mediation on the potential sources and cost of
remediation of lead contaminated soils at a site in Sacramento, California.

22

23
Case: Group (no recordof parties name) v El Dorado County,California.

24 Attorneys: Bruen & Gordon,Walnut Creek, California

25
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1 Providedexpert testimony in deposition on groundwater contamination and potential impacts
to a stream at a landfill site in E1Dorado County.2

I

3
Case: Developer (no recordofparties name) v. HardingLawson Associates

4 Attorneys: Gordon & Rees. San Francisco, California-

5 Providedexperttestimonyindepositiononthecauseoffailureofaslopeandtheengineer's

6 compliancewith the standardof care.

7
Case: MJB Pipelinev.CityofPleasanton

S Attorneys: Mclnerney& Dillon, Oakland, California.

9 Provided expert testimony in deposition andarbitrationand the causes of settlement of a

10 pipeline.

11
Case: Ebert Constructionv. Santa Clara Valley WaterDistrict

12 Attorneys: Aheme,Rosin& Lconidou,SanFrancisco,California.

t3 Provided experttestimony in deposition and arbitrationon a changed condition claim for

14 pipelineconstruction.

15
2. Dr. Edward Kavazanjian, GeoSyntee Consultants:

18

In April 2000, Dr. Kavazanjian gave a declarationin the case of Montrose Chemical
17 Company of California et al. vs. the U.S. Government. It was aNaturalResource Damage._..

Assessment case regarding the PalosVerdes Superfund Site in the waters offof Los Angeles18
County, CA. The substance of declarationwas that the underwatercapproposed by the

ts governmenl=(EPA)to isolate contaminatedsediments would notbe seismically stable and that
the government.analyses that indicated it would be stablewere flawed. He was retainedby

20 three law firms-representingthe defendants- Skadden, Arps, etc.; Ropes and Gray;and
Lathamand_Watkins.

21

Sometime in or around1994, Dr. Kavazanjian testified in a case in Reading,22
Pennsylvania regardinga construction claim over the rehabilitation of Trout Run Dam in

23 Boyertown, Pennsylvania. The contractor, Ground ImprovementTechniques, Inc., sued the
owner, the City (or borough?) of Boyertown. He was the projectengineer for the

24 investigation, design, and remedial construction in the 1985-I987 period. He testified on
issues regardingthe condition of the dam before construction began and about the substance

25 ofseveralconversations with thecontractor during construction.

ACCS ISTSUPPLEMENTALRESPONSETO H E L5ELL
PORT'SHRST SETOF INTERROGATORIESAND FET T ER M A N
REQUESTSFOR PRODUCTION-17 .l_,,_t_,_ e,,_w,_,

_SOOpUGErSOUNDPLAZAP.OBOX216416
,._.ATrLE.WA MII].3M.,6 px.l_12-1l_

AR 022836



t

I

In Summer / Spring 1992, Dr. Kavazanjian gave a deposition in a breach of contract
2 suit involving apiece of property called the Aiamitos Bay Property in Long Beach, CA. He

3 does not r_all the names ofthe plaintiff or defendant. He worked for the law finn of
Lichtman andBmnlngrepresenting the plaintiff. The defendant claimed that no harmwas

4 done when it reneged on a contract to soil the propertyto the plaintiffbecause there was an
active earthquake fault running through the property that prevented it from being developed
economically (i.e.. at a profit). Dr, Kavazanjian's deposition stated that only a small portion
of the property was excluded from development due to seismicconstraints.6

7 Sometime in the early 1980's (1982-1984), while he was a Professor at Stanford, Dr.
Kavazanjian gave a deposition in a constructiondefect case involving some condominiumsin

8 the Crystal Springsarea on the San Francisco peninsula. He can't recall any of the parties
involved in the litigation. He does remember that Woodward-Clyde Consultants had been but

9 was no longer involved, because his testimony pointed at their responsibility but the insurance
company had already settled with them for a relativelysmall amount. The case involved large

10 sink holes that were opening up is some deep fills beneathsome condominiums andhadto be

11 grouted. Iris deposition indicated it was an engineering oversight by the designer that resulted
in intemai erosion of the fill soil into subdrains at the bottom ofthe fill.

12
He has also testified numerous times atpublic hearings and before regulatory

13 agencies, including the California Coastal Commission, the California State Water Resources
Control Board, and the California Integrated Waste Management Board. In some cases he has

14 submitted written testimony to these agencies. Inmost cases, this testimony has concerned
15 seismic design and performance of landfills and hazardous waste sites, including numerous

Superfund sites.
is

17 3. Amanda Azous, Azous Environmental Sciences: See AttachmentB hereto.

18

19

20 - .

21

22

23

24
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