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PROCEEDI NGS STENOGRAPHI CALLY REPORTED REMOTELY
VEEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 11, 2026

9:33 A M

THE REPORTER: M nane is Anber Castaneda. |
ama California Certified Shorthand Reporter, license
nunber 7640.

M. Runyan, please raise your right hand.

STEVEN D. RUNYAN, P.E.
PERSON MOST KNOW.EDGEABLE FOR GEOTEK, | NC.
havi ng been first duly sworn,

was exam ned and testified as foll ows:

EXAM NATI ON
BY MR ALEXANDER:
Q Good norning, M. Runyan.

"' m Vasko Al exander, plaintiff's attorney. W
i ntroduced ourselves off the record, but here we are.

" mgoing to ask you whet her or not you've been
deposed before, because that m ght shortcut sonme of the
adnoni tions that we have to give.

A. | have not.
Q kay. Have you ever offered trial testinony?

A. | have not.

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
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PWK for Geotek, Inc.

Q Okay. The deposition that we're sitting in
today has the same weight and effect as if you are
testifying in trial. O course, it's a lot nore
informal in its setting, but the deposition testinony
you're offering has the sane weight and effect as if you
were in trial.

I do not anticipate this deposition taking
| onger than 45 mnutes to an hour. So, fanopus | ast
wor ds by attorneys.

But if you need a break at any one tine, let ne
know. | just will ask you to finish answering ny
question, ny pendi ng question, and then we can take a
br eak.

Does that sound fair?

A.  Under st ood.

Q And you understand the difference between a
guess and an estimate.

Correct?

A. | do.

Q And let's keep doing what we're doing right
now, which is you wait for nme to finish ny question, and
then you provide ne with a verbal response. Qur court
reporter cannot take down body | anguage or uh-huhs, and
so forth.

Does that sound fair to you?

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
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PWK for Geotek, Inc.

A.  Under st ood.

Q And are you under the influence of any
substance that m ght prevent you from providi ng us your
best testinony today?

A.  Negative.

Q Negative. Perfect.

Let me mark Exhibit 1.

And the way we're going to do this, |I'm going
to share ny screen

(Wher eupon, the docunent referred to

was marked as Exhibit 1 by the court

reporter and is attached.)
BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q And this is a deposition subpoena in this

matter, which was served on CeoTek
You understand that you are here today based
off of this or in response to this deposition subpoena.
Correct?

A. Correct.

Q Wiat is your position with GeoTek?

A. | hold multiple positions. | amthe branch
manager of the Corona branch for GeoTek, as well as
currently the area manager of the Vista branch

Q And when you say you're the branch manager

what does that nean?

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
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PWK for Geotek, Inc.

A. | manage the personnel that operate out of this
branch.

Q And the Corona branch, what is -- what is the
physi cal boundary of the Corona branch?

A. The physical boundary of the Corona branch is
the state of California.

Q Oh, it's the entire state, it's not just
Cor ona.

Correct?

A. Correct.

Q GCkay. And what is the other position that you
ment i oned?

A. | amalso listed as the area manager of the
Vi sta branch.

Q And what is the difference between the branch
manager and area nanager ?

A. Area nmanager is nore of an oversight position
over the branch manager of that particular office.

Q GCkay. And the Vista branch, what is the
geographic footprint of that branch?

A. Also within the state of California, primrily.

Q So the two overl ap?

A. The two do overlap. Yes.

Q kay. ay. Geat.

You understand that you were desi gnhated today

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
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Steven D. Runyan, P.E. - February 11, 2026
PWK for Geotek, Inc.

as the person nost know edgeabl e regardi ng category two
of the deposition subpoena, which is GeoTek' s project
nunber 3912-SD related to the retention, engagenent, and
scope of services for Las Brisas Pacifica, Inc., and/or
the association relating to Lot/ Unit 139 |ocated at the
subj ect sl ope, including who retained GeoTek, when, the
pur pose of the work, and the scope/deliverables.

In addition, the categories are GeoTek's
observations, investigations, and conclusions related to
GeoTek project nunmber 3912-SD, including conmuni cati ons
and recommendations related to GeoTek project nunber
3912- SD.

A. | understand that is correct.

Q Okay. Are there any categories here that you
m ght not be the person nost qualified to offer us
testi nony?

A.  No.

Q Are you -- well, strike that.

What is project 3912-SD, from GeoTek's
per spective?

A. Project 3912 is a -- well, it's a numbering
systemin our internal system 3912 is a -- is the
nunber given to the work that was perforned at the
Las Brisas Pacifica project regarding the investigation,

observation, and testing during the slope repair and the

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
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final report.

Q

Did you do anything to prepare for your

deposition today?

i nt er nal

Did you review any docunents? Have any

di scussions relating to any of these

cat egori es?

MR COHEN. And I'll just object to the extent

it calls for attorney-client privilege.

But go ahead, Steve.

MR. ALEXANDER: And let ne put an asterisk on

t hat questi on.

Q

What ever question | ask you today, |'m never

seeki ng any conmuni cations with any of CGeoTek's |awers,

or your personal |awers for that matter.

So ot her than conmunications wth your

attorneys, have you discussed this project with anybody

el se in preparation for this deposition?

A.
Q

No.

Did you review any docunents in preparation for

this deposition?

A

Q
A
Q

Yes.

And what docunents did you review?
The docunents provided in discovery.
In response to deposition subpoenas.

Correct?

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
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A. Correct.
Q Would those docunents include proposals by

GeoTek to Las Brisas Pacificas?

A, Yes.

Q And how about prelimnary reports?

A. Correct.

Q And sane question with any final reports?
A. Al so correct.

Q Ckay. Let's do this.

I'"'mgoing to mark next in order Exhibit 2.

And we have as Exhibit 2 a docunent dated

May 1, 2023, titled Wrk Authorization and Agreenent.

(Wher eupon, the docunent referred to
was marked as Exhibit 2 by the court
reporter and is attached.)
BY MR ALEXANDER:
Q Do you see that docunment?

A. | do.

Q Was this one of the docunents that you revi ewed

in preparation for your deposition?

A, Yes.

Q Wio prepared this docunment on behal f of GeoTek?
A. Christopher Livesey.

Q And who is Christopher Livesey?

A. A former enpl oyee.

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
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Steven D. Runyan, P.E. - February 11, 2026
PWK for Geotek, Inc.

Q In the scope of your duties, do you normally
prepare these kind of docunents as well?
A |I'msorry, repeat that.

Q Do you --

Wthin the scope of your duties, do you prepare

t hese ki nd of documents?

A. Regularly.

Q GCkay. |Is this a docunent that was prepared by
GeoTek?

A.  Yes.

Q Is there a reason for you to believe that it
was not prepared by GeoTek?

A.  No.

Q Was this a docunent that was prepared in
GeoTek' s regul ar course of business?

A.  Yes.

Q And what was the purpose for this, for the
preparation of this docunment?

A. To obtain work authorization and define --
define paynent scope or paynent for scope of work.

Q And what is the scope of services proposed
her e?

A.  You would have to al so view the proposa
docunent that acconpanied it.

Q Okay. Do you have an understanding as to what

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com
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GeoTek's work was on this project?
A, Yes.
Q And what is your general understanding as to
t hat ?
A. W provided a geotechnical consultancy for the
client, and provided reconmendati ons, observation, and
testing during construction, followed by a summary
report or a final report.
Q Let's mark next in order -- and | appreciate
that. Let's mark next in order Exhibit 3.
(Wher eupon, the docunment referred to
was marked as Exhibit 3 by the court
reporter and is attached.)

BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q Are you famliar with this docunent that | have
pul l ed up on nmy screen now?

A | am

Q Didyou review Exhibit 3 in preparation for
your deposition today?

A | did.

Q Was Exhibit 3 prepared in the regular scope of
GeoTek' s wor k?

A |t was.

Q And what is Exhibit 3?

A. A Prelimnary Geotechnical Investigation.

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com
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Steven D. Runyan, P.E. - February 11, 2026
PWK for Geotek, Inc.

Q And the date of the report is July 7, 2023.
Correct?
Yes.
Q Wat does it nean -- strike that.
What does GeoTek nean by a prelimnary report?
A. Prelimnary, nore generally defined is before a

construction, construction happening.

Q. I[t's an initial investigation.

QOrrect?.

AvoThal J.s.correct..

Q Wen you reviewed this docunent in preparation
for your deposition, were any of the contents of the
docunent -- strike that.

When you reviewed this docunent in preparation
for your deposition, did you question any of the
contents of this docunent?

A. | did not.

Q Do you agree with all of the contents in this
docunent ?

A. | do.

Q Is it CeoTek's position that the docunent
reflects GeoTek's observations as presented in Exhibit 3
up to that date?

A. | don't believe observation is the correct

term

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
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Steven D. Runyan, P.E. - February 11, 2026
PWK for Geotek, Inc.

Q Okay. How would that --

What is the correct term in your mnd?

A. | believe this report is a summary of our
findings during the investigation with reconmendati ons
for repairs of the investigated sl ope.

Q Okay. Thank you for that clarification.

Do you, as you sit here today, agree with the
recommendati ons contained in this report?

A. | do.

Q Let's turn to page four of Exhibit 3.

We are | ooking at section 4.3.1 G oundwater.
And it states, perched groundwater was observed at the
geol ogi c contact of the engineered fill overlying the
Santi ago Formation in excavation TP-2.

Does that have any significance to you? Wat
does that nean, essentially?

A. Are you asking for the definition of perched
gr oundwat er ?

Q Yeah. Yeah. Let's start there.

A. Perched groundwater is groundwater that travels
upward t hrough the soil or is suspended within the soi
in a excavated hol e.

Q Okay. In this case, TP-2.

Correct?

A Correct.

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
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Steven D. Runyan, P.E. - February 11, 2026
PWK for Geotek, Inc.

Q And what is TP-2? Wat is that for?
A. TP stands for test pit. And that would be the
second test pit that was performed during this
i nvestigation.
Q Do you recall exactly where test pit two was
| ocat ed?
A. | don't recall, but there should be a figure
attached to this report.
Q If we turnto page -- it's 15 of 46 of the PDF
itself. W're |ooking at one of the references.
Correct?
Correct.
Q It's titled Geotechnical Mp, July 2023.
Correct?
Correct.
Q And it's Figure 2.
Correct?
A. Correct.
Q Looking at this figure, can you identify where
TP-2 is | ocated?
A. TP-2 appears to be at the base or the | ower
part of the slope behind Lot 139 or within Lot 139.
Q Let's turn to page five of Exhibit 3.
" m | ooking at section 5.1.2, and it's the

second full paragraph that reads, the node of sl ope

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com
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Steven D. Runyan, P.E. - February 11, 2026
PWK for Geotek, Inc.

failure appears to be a rotational slunp, based on the
eastern edge of the failure expressing novenent, the
bul ged toe, and the | ack of visible novenent al ong the
western portion of the failure.

Do you see that page?

A. Yes. | see that.

Q Do you question the conclusion in this | anguage
or the observations?

A. No, | do not.

Q The next statenment reads, cause of failure
appears to have been from saturation of the engi neered
fill in conmbination with the claystone geonetry of the
fill over cut slope condition.

Do you have reason to disagree with this
concl usi on?

A. | do not.

Q The next sentence reads, increased noisture
content adds weight to the fill and the claystone
contact probably also contributed to the slope failure.

Do you have a reason to question the veracity
of that | anguage?

A. | do not.

Q The next sentence reads, source of the water
was not clearly evident during the investigation and is

typically difficult to identify or |ocate.

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com
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Do you disagree with that | anguage?
A. | do not.
Q Cenerally, why woul d GeoTek reflect that the
source of water was not clearly evident?
A. Because | amnot a detective. W were

i nvestigating where the water cane from

Q Is it fair to say that the scope of work that
GeoTek was tasked for was with respect to -- well,
strike that.

What was the scope of work that GeoTek was
tasked to perforn®

A . To assess the hillside slope failure and
reconmend repairs.

Q... Not where the source of water was from

109 ARSI WA

A. | don't believe that was in the original scope

of work or scope of work.

Q And we have a note right after that reads, it
shoul d be noted that the rain season of 2022/2023 was,
approximately, 170 to 180 percent of a normal season.

Do you know why GeoTek reflected this note in
its report?

A. During that season, we did receive nore

rai nfall than nornmal seasons.

Q. Does t hat | anguage necessari | Y. i ndi cat e,

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com
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however, that it was the rainfall that caused the sloge

. Lailure?

AnJl.dees ot defing what.. caused. d ..

Q Let's turn to page six, which is the sl ope

repair reconmendation in this Exhibit 3, 5.2.3. And I'm

| ooki ng again at the second full paragraph here.

Upon excavation of the fill key, a drai nage
systemis recommended to be installed (heel drain) and
anot her drain along the backcut of the excavation.

Do you see that | anguage?

A Yes.

Q Does GeoTek stand by that slope repair
recommendat i on?

A It does.

Q Okay. Let's turn next to page eight, section
5.3, Post Construction Considerations.

And we have 5.3.1, saturated soils weaken the
i nherent strength of soil, and slope stability is
significantly reduced by overly wet conditions.
Positive surface drai nage away from graded sl opes shoul d
be mai ntained and only the anount of irrigation
necessary to sustain plant |ife should be provided for
pl ant ed sl opes.

Does CGeoTek stand by this statenent?

A. Yes.

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
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Steven D. Runyan, P.E. - February 11, 2026
PWK for Geotek, Inc.

Q And if we |ook at the second paragraph, the
| ast sentence, an abatenent programto control
ground- burrowi ng rodents shoul d be inpl enented and
mai ntained. This is critical as burrowi ng rodents can
decrease the | ong-term perfornmance of slopes.

Does CGeoTek stand by that recommendati on?

A Yes.

Q To your know edge, has the Las Brisas
Homeowners Associ ation inplenented this abatenent
program t hat was recommended by GeoTek?

MR. COHEN. Calls for specul ation.
I f you know.
BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q And if you don't know, you could indicate.

A.  I'"munaware of any programthat they've
provi ded.

Q And let's go next to section 5.3.2, Drainage,
page nine. It reads, the need to maintain proper
surface drai nage and subsurface systens cannot be overly
enphasi zed. Positive site drainage shoul d be maintained
at all tinmes.

What does GeoTek nean by positive site
dr ai nage?
A. The very next sentence, and so the rest of that

par agr aph, positive site drainage is referred to as

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
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drai nage away fromcritical elements, not flow ng
uncontroll ed down the hillside, should be flowed away

from foundati ons, should not pond or seep.

Q. And what is the danger of gondi ng,or seeQi ng of
water, if Qosi tive site drai nage i s not nmintained?
A. It would refer you back to your pr evi ous

guesti oni ng of it drasticall Y reduces the st rengt h of
L SQi ..

9 Q Coul d that be a contributi ng factor to sl ope
10 failurez

11 At is a major contributing factor to slope
12 failures..

13 Q I'mgoing to mark next in order Exhibit 4.
14 Exhibit 4 is titled As-G aded Report of Sl ope Repair,
15 date May 23, 2024.

16 (Wher eupon, the docunment referred to

17 was marked as Exhibit 4 by the court

18 reporter and is attached.)

19 BY MR ALEXANDER:

20 Q Correct?

21 A. Correct.

22 Q Is this a docunent that you reviewed in

23 preparation for your deposition today?

24 A1 did.

25 Q Is this a docunent that is prepared as part of

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
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GeoTek' s regul ar course of business?
A It is.
Q Okay. Are there any -- strike that.

As you sit here today, do you di sagree with any
of the contents of Exhibit 4?

A. | do not.

Q And let's do this. Let's turn to page three of
Exhi bit 4, subsection titled Concl usions and
Recomendat i ons.

And the | anguage | would like to focus on is
based on conversations with the Honmeowners Associ ation
Board, the existing drainpipe was installed and directly
connected to area drains along the top of the existing

retaining wall. The intent of the drains was said to

col |l ect surface water shedding fromthe sloge f ace and
transporting it away to reduce the gotential for the
surface water to fl ow over the existing retaining wal | .

However, as the systemis currently constructed wth
perforated drainpipe, surface water that is collected in
the area drains is being introduced into the subsurface,
directly behind the existing retaining wall.

S [R S e & [N {5

23
24

Do you see that | anguage?
A. | do.
- I by I . o
—respoct to how the curront system was panaging—the
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wat er ?

That was a terrible question.

Yeah.

Q Does -- strike it. Okay?

Does GeoTek --

As you sit here today, does GeoTek disagree
wth what was observed on the site with respect to this
perforated drainpipe?

MR COHEN. I'Il just object. It's vague.
Calls for specul ation.

BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q Let ne ask it a different way.

Does CeoTek stand by its observations, as |
just read thenf

A Yes.

Q And is this the type of danger that we were
just discussing with water being reintroduced back into
t he sl ope?

MR, COMBS: bjection. M scharacterizes and
m sst at es what the docunent says.

BY MR ALEXANDER

Q And you could answer, if you could.

Vell, let ne ask it in a different way.

This |l ast sentence that starts w th however,’

what is the condition that it is describing?

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
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1 ALt is describing the condition of the

2 l.constructed system

3 Q. . XKay. s it fair to say that it is describing
4 | .acondition where water that is supposed to be drained
S.l.away by this perforated drain is actually being

6.l reintroduced back into the slope?

z BrnYESn

8 Q And at page four, we have | anguage that starts
9 Wi th GeoTek recomrends the existing area drain system at

[
o

the top of the retaining wall cease the transm ssion of
11 surface water into the subsurface.
12 Do you have an understanding as to why GeoTek

13 woul d make that recomendati on?

14 A.  Yes, | do.
15 Q And why woul d GeoTek nake that recomrendati on?
16 A. The surface drain systemis collecting water

17 fromthe surface and introducing it into the subsurface
18 system which is counterproductive to what the

19 subsurface systemis designed to do.

20 Q Okay. And is it fair to say that the next two
21 full paragraphs provide two alternate ways of nmaking the
22 sl ope repair, or at |east disconnecting the surface area
23 drains fromthe subsurface?

24 A Yes.

25 Q And take a couple of mnutes to read those two
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par agraphs, and tell me what the first nethod is and
what the second nethod is.

A. The first nethod is to seal the area drains
behind the retaining wall with a watertight cap, which
woul d stop the introduction of surface water into the
wal | drai nage system which would all ow the wall
drai nage systemto work as intended.

Q \What is the second one?

A. The second paragraph is a second reconmendati on
for addressing surface drainage with a swale or ditch
commonl y used on sl opes for taking surface drai nage
|aterally to a acceptable area to be di scharged.

Q Essentially, what it says, right?

A. Exactly what it says.

Q | could have just read it. Ckay.

Do you di sagree with any of these
reconmendat i ons?

A. No, | do not.

Q Do you know if the HOA or anybody el se for that

matter has perforned either one of those repairs?

MR—COMBS— Ohjection—Cal-l s for—speculation-

MR—ESHEN—Jei-red—
H—you—know-
THE W TNESS: |' m unawar e.
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1 BY MR ALEXANDER

2 Q This portion of a swale or v-ditch constructed
3 behind the top of the wall, that's a recomendati on for
4 | future work.

5 Correct?

6 A. It's a reconmendation for possibilities to

7 redi rect surface drainage that has not taken -- yes,

8 it's to redirect surface water that has not taken pl ace
) yet.

10 Q In other words, the swale or a v-ditch were not
11 in place when GeoTek made its recomendati ons.

12 Correct?

13 A. Correct.

14 Q And let's take a | ook at section 3.2 Drai nage.
15 The need to maintain proper surface drai nage
16 | and subsurface systens cannot be overly enphasi zed.

17 Positive site drainage should be naintained at al

18 times. Drainage should not flow uncontrolled down any
19 descendi ng sl ope. Water should be directed away from
20 foundati ons and not allowed to pond or seep into the

21 ground adj acent to the footings.

22 Do you see that | anguage?

23 | do.

24 Q Does GeoTek stand by this reconmendati on?

25 A Yes.
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1 Q. A again, is this -- what is the reason for
2 | emphasi zing this kind of reconmendation?

3 A 1t s emphasized nultiple tinmes throughout this
4 | report to display its inportance.

5 Q. . And what is the inportance of keeping this

6.l positive site drainage as described here?

| A, Jo avoid future slope failures or other

8. r fail

9 Q Wiich are undesirable, of course.

10 Correct?

11 Correct.

12 Ckay. You know, at the top of the deposition,
13 | did not ask you. Wsat is the furthest fornal

14 education you' ve obtai ned?

15 A. | have a master's degree in geotechnical

16 engi neeri ng.

17 Q And do you have a current geotechnical engi neer
18 | certification?

19 A. I'ma licensed P.E., professional engineer.

20 Q And when did you obtain your |icense?

21 A, In May of 2015.

22 Q Okay. Well, congratulations. Ten years of
23 practice. There we go.

24 | appreciate your tine. | have no further

25 guestions. Thank you so nuch.

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com

27



Vasko Alexander
Highlight

Vasko Alexander
Squiggly Underline

Vasko Alexander
Rectangle

Vasko Alexander
Highlight


© 00 N o o0 b~ w N P

[N
o

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Steven D. Runyan, P.E. - February 11, 2026
PWK for Geotek, Inc.

MR. COMBS: | have sonme questions.

If we can go to | believe it was Exhibit 3,
Vasko, correct ne if |I'mwong, which was the July 7,
2023, Limted Geotechnical Investigation.

I's that Exhibit 37?

MR ALEXANDER: That is Exhibit 3.

EXAM NATI ON
BY MR COMVBS:

Q Ckay. And Steven, ny nane is Craig Conbs. |
represent Las Brisas Pacificas Honeowners Association in
this matter.

Okay. Looking at page two of the -- of
Exhibit 3, | see the signatures and stanps of
M. Livesey and M. Cunni ngham

Do you see that, sir?

A. It's not on this exhibit, but --

MR, ALEXANDER:. M. Conbs, I'mgoing to stop
sharing ny screen. |If you would like to share yours,
that will be nore efficient.

MR COMBS: Ch, sure.

Q kay. Can we see that now?

A.  Yes.

Q Okay. Let nme try to nove this over alittle

bit here.
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kay. You see the signatures of M. Livesey
and M. Cunni ngham
Correct?
A. | do.

Q Does M. Cunninghamstill work for or with

A. He does.
Q And M. Livesey, do you know where he is
wor ki ng now?
A. | do not.
Q Wy did he | eave GeoTek? Do you know?
MR COHEN: |'Ill just object to the extent --

and candidly, you know, | don't know if this invades

into any protected areas, but I'lIl defer to the wtness
her e.
BY MR COMBS:

Q If you know And if --

A. | -- his managenent style was not suited to
runni ng a branch.

Q Understood. Thank you.

Now, both of them have signed and affixed their
regi stered professional engineering stanps on this
docunent .

Correct?

A Yes.
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Q Wat is the purpose of affixing a stanp on a
docunent such as this?

A. They have both prepared and/or reviewed this
report.

Q So it has sone weight to it that they've
affixed their stanps to these reports?

A. Correct.

Q But if they hadn't, if they hadn't affixed
their stanps to the reports, would that nmean anyt hi ng
different?

A. It would nmake the report invalid.

Q Wiy would it nmake the report invalid?

A. Well, you're -- the report nust have a |icensed
geol ogi st and/or engi neer to be an engineer's or
geol ogi st' s opi ni on.

Q Gkay. Thank you.

kay. Was the purpose of this report at all to
make a determnation as to the cause of the slope
failure?

A.  No.

Q Okay. And looking at this page eight -- well,
it's page five of the docunent, and you see where it
says, it should be noted that the rain season was,
approximately, 170 to 180 percent of a normal season?

Okay. Why would they nention that, if it was
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not pertinent?

MR. ALEXANDER: Asked and answered. Vague.
BY MR COMVBS:

Q Do you understand ny question?

A.  Not exactly. No.

Q Wiy nmention this excessive rain at all in this
docunent ?

A. Because water is a contributing factor to sl ope
failures, and so all sources shoul d be consi dered.

Q Thank you.

And it says, in simlar conditions, upon repair
of a slope failure, perched groundwater is often
observed in the backscarp of the failure.

Can you tell us what the backscarp is with
respect to a slope failure?

A. The backscarp is -- it would be the -- to
simplify it, it is the back side of the failure, the
back underside of the failure.

Q So would that be upslope or downsl ope fromthe
failure?

A. Cenerally, on the |ower side.

Q So can you describe, if you can, what happens
in simlar conditions where there is excessive rain and
then there is a failure, and how does the water end up

in -- the perched groundwater, how does it end up in the
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backscarp of the failure?

A. Wen soil is saturated, it travels through
soil, generally vertically in a downward angle. Gavity
does its work. That water will eventually hit a | ayer

where it perches and it weakens that layer. Wth enough
weakening, it |lacks the cohesion and soil strength to

w t hstand the wei ght where a wedge, wedge but it's
generally a cupped wedge, failure occurs. That back end
or inside layer is considered the backscarp. That's
where the water will generally be noted or seen
post-failure.

Q Thank you. That was a great explanation, sir
Thank you. Just | appreciate you dunbing it down for us
| awyers. At |east for ne.

Ckay. So when -- I'mlooking at 5.3 here.
Do you see that on your screen?

A. | do.

Q Okay. So do any of these post-construction
considerations pertain to the cause of the slope failure
or are they just post-construction recomrendations?

MR. ALEXANDER: Argunentative.

BY MR COMVBS:
Q Do you understand ny question?

A.  No.

Q kay. For exanple, it says, positive surface
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dr ai nage away from graded sl opes shoul d be mai nt ai ned
and only the anount of irrigation necessary to sustain
plant |ife should be provided for planted sl opes.

Do you see that sentence?

A | do.

Q Does that in any way indicate the causation of
the slope failure at issue?

A. No. That is a recommendation to maintain slope
integrity.

Q And the next -- so that's -- that's generally
the gist of ny questions here. |'masking you, and I
wi || be asking you whether these recommendati ons here
are recomendati ons due to the cause of the failure.
Ckay?

So the next sentence says, controlling surface
dr ai nage runoff and mai ntaining a suitable vegetation
cover can mnimze erosion.

Does that in any way indicate what the cause of
the slope failure was?

A. No. These are recommendations to maintain
sl ope integrity.

Q Next sentence, plants selected for |andscaping
shoul d be |ightweight, deep-rooted types that require
little water and are capable of surviving the prevailing

climte.
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Does that in any way indicate that the plants
whi ch were on the slope at the tine of the slope failure
wer e i nappropriate?

A. No. It's a recomendation to maintain slope
integrity.

Q And I'mnot going to go through every single
sentence, but this next one says, overwatering should be
avoi ded.

Does that indicate that there was overwatering
prior to the slope failure?

MR, COHEN. Calls for speculation. Lacks
f oundat i on.

THE WTNESS: No. It is a reconmendation to
avoid overwatering to maintain slope integration.

BY MR COMBS:

Q Okay. And lastly, it says, an abatenent
programto control ground-burrow ng rodents should be
i mpl enmented and maintained. This is critical, as
burrowi ng rodents can decrease | ong-term perfornmance of
sl opes.

Does that indicate that GeoTek found burrow ng
rodents on the slope?

A. It does not.

Q Thank you.

And again with respect to drainage, if you can
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read section 5.3.2, and I'll just ask you generally.
When you' ve had a nonent to read that, |let ne know.

A. o ahead.

Q Okay. So does any of the recomendati ons here
i ndicate the cause of the slope failure at issue?

A.  No.

Q And it says, it is the owner's responsibility
to maintain and cl ean drai nage devi ces on or conti guous
to their lot.

Do you know who owns this lot, sir?

A. | do not.

Q Ckay. Thank you.

MR. COMBS: Al right. Let's nove on to the
next docunent, which | believe, Vasko, you marked as
Exhibit 4, which is the as-graded slope repair or report
of slope repair? 1Is that Exhibit 4?

THE REPORTER: | can't hear you, Vasko.

MR. ALEXANDER |'m agreeing with Counsel.

Yes, it's May 23rd, 2024.

MR, COMBS: (Ckay. Thank you. Just wanted to
confirm

Q Okay. Let's look at section three, Concl usions
and Recommendations. And | would like to focus on
plaintiff's counsel's very favorite sentence, which is

the | ast sentence in the third paragraph there, which

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com

35




© 00 N o o0 b~ w N P

[N
o

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Steven D. Runyan, P.E. - February 11, 2026
PWK for Geotek, Inc.

i's, however, as the systemis currently constructed with
perforated drainpi pe, surface water that is collected in
the area drains is being introduced into the subsurface,
directly behind the existing retaining wall.

Now, plaintiff counsel often likes to say it's
bei ng rei ntroduced, but it just says it's being
I nt roduced.

In your mnd, sir, would there be a difference

bet ween wat er being reintroduced and bei ng introduced?

MR COHEN. And I'll just -- hold on one
second. It's -- objection to the extent it's vague and
calls for speculation. It may call for an expert

opi nion and, potentially, an inconplete hypothetical as
wel | .
Go ahead, Steve.
THE WTNESS: In ny opinion, yes, there is a
di fference between introduced and reintroduced.
BY MR COWBS:
Q And what, in your opinion, would that
di fference be?
A. Reintroduced is water that's been collected and
is reintroduced back into the subsurface.
Q Very sensi bl e.
Okay. And does this sentence in any way

i ndicate the cause of the slope failure at issue in this
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case?

MR. ALEXANDER: [|'Il object that it calls for
an expert opinion.

THE REPORTER: Thank you.

THE WTNESS: Can you repeat that one nore tine
for ne, Craig?

BY MR COMBS:
Q Sure.

I''m 1l ooking at the |ast sentence of paragraph
three which we just discussed. And |I'm asking you --
and let ne rephrase it then.

Is this sentence intended to provide a reason
as to why the slope failure occurred?

MR. ALEXANDER  (Cbjection. Vague. Calls for
an expert opinion.

MR COHEN: And I'Il just join also to the
extent it may call for a |egal conclusion.

Go ahead, Steve.

THE WTNESS: That is not the intent of the
Concl usi ons and Recomendati ons. These are observations
and recomendati ons, not -- we were not contracted to
come up with a reason for the failure. W were
contracted to conme up with a repair for this failure.
BY MR COMBS:

Q Thank you.
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And again, this report is dated May 23, 2024.
And it's your understanding, sir, that the slope failure
occurred, approximtely, late April of 2023.

Correct?

A. Those dates seem appropri ate.

Q So nothing in this as-graded report is intended
to opine as to the cause of the slope failure nore than
a year prior, is it?

A. This report is conclusions and recomendati ons
of the observation and testing perforned during the
repair.

Q So no, this report was not intended to provide
an opinion as to the causation of the slope failure.

Is that correct?
Correct.

Q Ckay. Thank you.

MR. COMBS: | have no further questions.
MR. ALEXANDER: | have one for clarification.
| f counsel can stop sharing the screen, I'll share m ne.

MR COVBS: No.

"' mjust Kkidding.

FURTHER EXAM NATI ON
BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q And again, we're |looking at Exhibit 4.
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And Counsel is right, this is ny favorite
sentence in all of these reports.

The condition that GeoTek observed with respect
to the perforated drainpipes that were installed -- and
they were not installed by GeoTek.

Correct?

A. CGeoTek does not performconstruction
activities.

Q Ckay. The condition that is being described
here is the collection of surface water by those
perforated drainpi pes.

Correct?

A. That is my understandi ng.

Q And it is the introduction of that surface
water into the subsurface.

Correct?

That is al so ny understandi ng.

Q Okay. | have no further questions.

Thank you so much

THE REPORTER: All right. Shall | get copy
orders?

MR, ALEXANDER: Well, | would Iike a copy, yes.

MR COMBS: | would |ike a copy too, please.

MR. ALEXANDER: And if | could get a rough

Anber, as wel|.
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THE REPORTER:  Sure.

How about you, Craig? Do you want a rough?
MR. COMBS: No, no need. Thank you.
THE REPORTER: Am | expediting?

MR COMBS: | don't need it expedited.
MR, ALEXANDER:  No.

How | ong do you expect it to take?
THE REPORTER: Two to three weeks.

MR. ALEXANDER:  That shoul d be okay.
MR. COVMBS: That's fine.

THE REPORTER: Ckay. Thank you.

"' mgoing off the record.

(Wher eupon, the proceedi ngs
concluded at 10:26 a.m)

---000-- -
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DECLARATI ON UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY

| declare under penalty of perjury that the
foregoing is true and correct to the best of ny
know edge and bel i ef.
EXECUTED t hi s day of

, 2026,

at )

(Gty) (State)

STEVEN D. RUNYAN, P.E.,
PERSON MOST KNOW.EDGEABLE FOR
GEOTEK, | NC.
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REPORTER S CERTI FI CATE

STATE OF CALI FORNI A )
) ss.

COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDI NO )

|, AVMBER DAWN CASTANEDA, RPR, CRR, a Certified
Short hand Reporter within and for the County of
San Bernardino, State of California, do hereby certify:

That prior to being exam ned, the w tness naned
in the foregoing deposition was sworn by nme to testify
to the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the
truth;

That the said deposition was taken down by ne
in shorthand at the tine and place therein stated and
was thereafter reduced to print by Conputer-A ded
Transcription under ny direction;

| further certify that I am not of counsel or
attorney for any of the parties hereto or in any way
interested in the event of this cause, and that |I am not
related to any of the parties thereto.

Dated this 25th day of February, 2026.

Wa@[&cm Wzm

AMBER DAWN CASTANEDA, RPR CRR,
CSR No. 7640
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