Remote Deposition of: Fei-Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E.
Jill Mann vs. Las Brisas Pacificas, Inc.

February 4, 2026

KAMRYN | WHITNEY

COURT REPORTING

18881 Von Karman Ave., #1175, Irvine, CA 92612
949.861.8680 | info@kwcourtreporting.com




Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

THE SUPERI OR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALI FORNI A

COUNTY OF SAN DI EGO

JILL MANN, an individual,

Plaintiff,

VS. CASE NO. 24CU015304N
LAS BRI SAS PACI FI CAS, |INC.,
a California nutual benefit
common i nterest devel opnent
corporation; and DCES 1-20,
I ncl usi ve,

Def endant s.

AND RELATED CRGOSS- ACTI ONS.

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

REMOTE DEPCSI TI ON OF EXPERT FEl - CH U HUANG, Ph.D., P.E.
CALI FORNI A

VEEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 4, 2026

Reported by: OLIVIA BUTELO CSR NO. 13651
Appearing renotely from Orange County,
California
Job No. 128617

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Fei - Chi u Huang, Ph.D.

P.E. - February 4, 2026
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taken on behalf of the Plaintiff, comrencing at

9:46 a.m, on Wdnesday, February 4, 2026, before

OLlI VI A BUTELO, CSR No. 13651, a Certified Shorthand
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CALI FORNI A - WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 4, 2026
9:46 AM - 3:19 P. M
- 00o-
COURT REPORTER. M nane is Oivia Butelo. I'ma
California Certified Shorthand Reporter, CSR |icense
nunber 13651. Today's date is Wdnesday, February 4,

2026.

FEI - CH U HUANG, Ph.D., P.E
the wi tness, having been adm nistered an oath in
accordance wth CCP Section 2094, testified as

foll ows:

EXAM NATI ON

BY MR ALEXANDER:
Q My nanme is Vasko Al exander. | am counsel for

Plaintiff Jill Mann, who is present with us today.
Before we get into the substance of the

deposition, I'd like to reflect on the record that

M. Huang and his counsel, M. Conbs, insisted that they

be prepaid for this deposition for an antici pated anount

of time, which | believe is going to be three hours.

And | want to confirmon the record that Ms. Mann has

Venno'd M. Conbs the ampbunt of $1620, reflecting three

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

hours of deposition.
And, M. Conbs, have you received that dollar
anount ?

MR. COMBS: | have.

MR. ALEXANDER: And are you prepared to continue
Wi th the deposition now?

MR COMBS: |'mprepared to conmence the
deposi tion.

BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q kay. M. Huang, as | said, |I'mcounsel for
plaintiff in this matter. You have been retained by the
association as its expert; correct?

A Yes.

Q And what is the scope of your retention?

A My scope of retention is to reviewthe site
review, review the -- any avail abl e background
i nformati on provided by M. Conbs, and to provide -- do
the -- performthe site visit, and provide prelimnary
opi nions regardi ng the concession of the surficial slope
failure that occurred on or around April 27 of 2023.

Q Did | hear you correctly that you were asked
to provide only prelimnary opinions?

A Well, basically, it's nmy opinions, okay? But
in nmy report, because | -- all | didis alimted

review, so it could be subject to change with further

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
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i nformati on or docunents provided to nme. And that may
change ny prelimnary opinions. But at this tine,
don't think that that there will be anything that wll
alter ny opinions.
Q So your opinions today are final; correct?
MR. COMBS: (bjection. Mscharacterizes his
t esti nony.
BY MR ALEXANDER:
Q Are you prepared to offer your final opinions

that you anticipate to provide at trial in this case,

M . Huang?
A Yes.
Q kay. I'mgoing to share nmy screen with you

and |'mgoing to mark as Exhibit 1, the HOA s expert
desi gnati on
(Exhibit 1 marked.)

A Ckay.

Q Can you see ny screen?

A Yes. |If you can zoomin a little bit, it
woul d be better.

Q Vell, let nme ask you this: Do you have your
job file in this matter in front of you?

A Yeah, | have ny job file, yes.

Q Ckay. So it mght be easier, as | open these

docunents, for you to open themfromyour job file.

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

kay?
A Ckay.
Q That way you can zoomin and out however you'd

li ke.
Exhibit 1, again, is the HOA's expert w tness
desi gnat i on.

A Ckay. Yeah, | can see it.

Q And 1'm | ooking at the declaration of
M. Conbs, which identifies you in paragraph 3; correct?

A Yes.

Q Did you review this declaration before it was
served on plaintiff?

A Yes, | did.

Q Do you agree with all the information that is
contained in this declaration?

A Yes.

Q What was the nethod of your review of this
declaration? |In other words, was it sent to you via
email or how did you review it?

A | believe this was sent to ne with an enail by

M. Conbs that he told ne that you' re going to depose

me. And so | will -- | -- not depose ne, | nean, send
me the -- he will retain nme as an expert for this cause.
Q That | would retain you as the expert for this

case, is that what you just testified?

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

A No, no, no. This notice of the -- you know,
is the one to let nme knowthat | will be retained as the
expert on half the HOA in this case. And that is the
detail described in this designation.

Q So prior to this docunent being served on or
about January 2, 2006, were you retained by the HOA as
the expert?

A Wl |, yeah, M. Conbs called ne. He said that
he has a case. He wanted to retain ne as the expert and
he wanted nme to be involved as the expert to eval uate
and investigate this case due to the surficial slope
failure that they have issues with the plaintiff.

Q kay. On page 3 at line 15, we have

subparagraph B. Do you see that |anguage?

A Yeah.

Q It agrees that Dr. Huang has agreed to testify
and provide his professional opinion -- which is
msspelled -- in this case with respect to the nature

and cause of the slope failure at issue in this action,
as well as the sufficiency of the repairs nmade to the
sl ope.

A Yes.

Q Is that the scope of your expert retention in
this matter?

A Wl |, yeah, basically concessions of the slope

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

failure and whether the slope repair perforned, are, you
know, to date, there was poor grade for this surficial
sl ope failure or not, yes.

Q So you're prepared to offer the follow ng two
opinions at trial: The causation of the slope failure
and the sufficiency of the repair conducted of the
sl ope; correct?

A Yes.

Q Those are the only two opinions you' re going
to be offering at trial; correct?

A Vell, that is the nmain opinions, yes. But
there may be other things that may be asked at the tine
of trial.

Q Such as what? What el se are you prepared to
offer opinions at trial?

A | don't know what kind of questions wll be
asked. | can't answer you at this tine.

Q Are you prepared to offer any opinions as to
the cost of the repair of the slope?

A Cost of repair? Not part of ny scope, |
believe. Al ny scope is basically those two things you
j ust naned.

Q Okay. Are you going to be preparing -- strike
t hat .

Are you going to be offering opinions to the

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
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hi stori cal maintenance of the slope at the Las Brisas
HOA?

A Not nmy part of the scope. | think that was
between the HOA and the plaintiff. Regarding whatever
CC&R and ot her things, that is beyond ny scope.

Q Are you going to be offering opinions at trial
Wth respect to the repairs of the slope other than the
incident that is the subject of this litigation?

A You nean the repair was observed and tested by
the GeoTek of that surficial slope repair?

Q No, no. And thank you for asking for that
clarification. Let ne rephrase ny question.

At trial, are you going to be offering any
expert opinion with respect to the historical repairs
performed on any slopes at Las Brisas Pacificas?

A My understanding is there was no sl ope
failure. Historically, there was, you know, a curve
before, according to ny recollections. But | never been
provi ded any slope repairs that has been done, either
surficially or deep seated or slope failure, within the
HOA comuni ty.

Q And | appreciate that, but my question was
nore specific.

Are you going to be providing any opinion with

respect to the historical repairs perforned on any sl ope

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

at Las Brisas Pacificas HOA?

A No.

MR. COMBS: To be clear, other than the repair on
Lot 139; correct?

MR. ALEXANDER: Correct, yeah, that's a good
clarification.

BY MR ALEXANDER

Q I's your answer still no?

Well, that's what M. Conbs said. It's only
limted to the repair behind the Lot 139.

Q Are you relying on M. Conbs' representations
as to what your scope is?

A Well, he provided nme all the background
I nformation, all the docunentations for nme to render ny
opinion. | trust him Ch, he did a very good job for
t his case.

Q kay. Did anyone else other than M. Conbs
provi de you with any information or data upon which
you' re prepared to offer opinions at trial in this case?

A Vell, his assistant provide ne with sone
record or water usage or record that was in ny, you
know, in the deposition docunentation in my job file,
yes.

Q QG her than M. Conbs and his assistant, has

anyone el se provided you with any information or

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

docunentation that you intend to rely on in fornul ating
your opinions and presenting themat trial?

A If there's any, it would be the emails from
the board nenbers, you know, that was between M. Conbs
and the board nenbers and | maybe was CC d in that enai
correspondence. That's about it. There's no other
persons or entities that I was in contact with regarding
t his case.

Q Has anyone el se from Aneri can Geot echni cal
performed work on this case other than yoursel f?

A Wth nmy -- for the research that ny geol ogi st
did the -- site geologist, did provide we wth sone
background i nformation regarding the regional site
geol ogy. And that would be in support of ny opinion
based on ny review of variable report by GeoTek and
ot her things which were produced by M. Conbs.

Q And who was that individual from Anerican

Geot echni cal that provided you with that geol ogy?

A H s nanme is Andrew Suarez.

Q How do you spell his |last name?

A Huh?

Q How do you spell his |last name?

A | think it's S-u-a-r-e-z.

Q Suarez?

A Suarez, yeah. It's just, you know, ask him

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

to, can you provide ne with the site geology so | have a
better understandi ng based on ny review of the GeoTek
report to make sure that whatever it says in the report
are in general consistence.

Q Vell, I'mnot asking about the reporting.

A Ckay.

Q What do you nean by "site geology"? Wat site
are --

A Well, it's just -- you know, overall, the site
geol ogy, typically if there's a job that's related to
subsurface information that I wll ask ny staff to
provide nme with what we call geology thunbnail that wll
go through all the public agency's website or in-house
research regarding the site geology. Hopefully, we can
get a better understanding of the regional site geol ogy
of the subsurface conditions.

Q kay. And where woul d that site geol ogy be?
Where would | find that site geol ogy?

A That woul d be under 04 anal ysis, you see the
site geol ogy.

Q Wiy don't we do this? 1'mgoing to put on ny
screen now what | believe is your job file that was
produced. And | --

A 04, anal ysis.

Q kay. |'mnot asking you about that right

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

NOW.
Il will represent to you that | added the Las
Bri sas expert designation to this folder, just for ny
ease of reference when | mark exhibits.
Ckay?
A Vell, | believe we included this in nmy job
file.
Q Let's go through these folders.
What is fol der nunber 17
A It's just job information |ike project
I nformati on sheet regarding this project, who is our
client, what the -- what are the project |ocation, and
so on and so forth.
Q Ckay. This is a docunent that was generated
by American Geotechnical; correct?
A Yes.
Q Did you prepare this docunent?

A No, ny admn did it, the one -- the NJB, she

pr epar ed.
Q What's folder 2, contracts, proposals?
A Pardon ne?
Q What is folder 2, contracts, proposals?
A It's just the authorization contract that for

any projects we work for M. Conbs or any other of our

client. California |law requires the authorization

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

contract to be signed and, you know, for our service.
Q And how about fol der 3?
A This is basically ny report.
Q This is the prelimnary report that you

referenced earlier; correct?

A Yes.

Q Is this going to be your final report?

A Maybe.

Q How about fol der 4, anal ysis?

A You can see there are three folders. The

first one is perspiration records that was al so included
In the report. That was provided to by M. Conbs.
Second one, the site geology we just tal k about that
I ncl udi ng the geol ogy thunbnail and other regional
geol ogy information, yeah. So this is the -- what we
call the geology thunbnail. It shows all the site
geology in the area.

Q Ckay. This is a broader geology than the
| ot -specific 139; correct?

A Yes.

Q |"mgoing to mark this as Exhibit 2.

You did not collect this report; correct?
(Exhibit 2 marked.)
A Pardon ne?

Q Thi s geol ogy thunmb which is Exhibit 2.

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

A It was the -- ny geologist that | nentioned,
he put together this information for ny review
Q W have depth -- well, there's sone notes in

the red box; correct?

A Yes.

Q Who inputted those notes?

A Andr ew.

Q They were not input by you; correct?
A No.

Q What does "a depth to bedrock |ikely surficial
to 1.5 feet BGS" nean?

A Bel ow ground surface. It is in the area. It
is not specifically for the site. It's based on history
research of the avail abl e geol ogi cal maps and the
i nformati on that he believes that the depth to bedrock
Is very shallow, likely surficial to maybe 1.5 bel ow
ground surface.

Q But he wites "likely surficial"; correct?

A Well, yeah, that's why he said it. It's
surficial --

Q He doesn't know what it actually is; correct?

A No, like I said, this is general site geol ogy.
It's nothing specific to Lot 139. The 139 site geol ogy
has been detail ed, discussed in the GeoTek's report.

Q Ckay.

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

A And this one is basically the information that
further supports whether GeoTek's, you know, description
of the site geol ogy based on their subsurface
I nvestigation would be consistent with what our research
performed here in the site geol ogy.

Q Ckay. And he also wites, Soil likely
gravelly silt. Do you see that |anguage?

A Yeah, yeah. It basically -- he thinks that
the soil type in this area based on the one Tsa, which
is Santiago Formation, is likely consist of the gravelly
silt or --

Q But he's speculating; right? The word --

A Oh, no, not specul ating, no.
(Crosstalk.)
A It's based on his research review of the area

and the information provided, he believes that it is

nost |ikely consist of gravelly silt. 1It's not
speculating at all. This is the facts that is based on
the evaluation of the site geology. | don't know why

you said it's, you know, specul ation.

Q M . Huang, you know, | assuned, perhaps
wrongly, that you have been deposed before. You have
experience as a retained expert.

A Yes.

Q | was apparently wong because your tendency

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

to interrupt nme suggests to ne you do not know how to
performa deposition. So let nme give you a couple of
adnonitions that | typically would not give to a
retai ned expert because ny assunption is you would know
how to properly conduct thenselves in a deposition.
And the first is going to be the foll ow ng:

You're going to wait for me to ask ny question and
conpl ete my question before you provide me with your
response. It's basic courtesy. But also, it allows our
court reporter to take a proper deposition transcript
and wite down everything w thout us interrupting each
other. Likewise, I'"'mgoing to provide you with the
courtesy of letting you finish your response before I
ask you a followup question.

MR. COMBS: Thank you, Counsel. You've interrupted
himas nmuch as he's interrupted you.

MR, ALEXANDER: Well, the record speaks for itself.
BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q But further -- and you' ve done this already
and | woul d encourage you to keep doing it -- if you do

not understand one of ny questions, ask ne for

clarification. 1'mhappy to rephrase it or ask it
agai n.
Ckay?
A Ckay.

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Q Does that sound fair to you?
A Yes.
Q And conti nue pl ease providing verbal

responses. Nonverbal responses are not going to be on
the record. So only verbal responses.
Ckay?

A Ckay.

Q Are you under the influence of any substances
that woul d not provide you with the opportunity or the
ability to give us your best testinony today?

A No.

Q Do you understand the difference between a

guess and an estimte?

A Yes.

Q And further, | will advise you or adnonish
you, | guess, that if you need a break, just let nme
know. But | will request that you finish answering ny

pendi ng question, and then we're going to take a brief
break. | will try to pace this at about one hour of
depositi on between breaks.
Ckay?
A Ckay.
Q Al right. So going back to Exhibit 2, your
assistant wites "soil likely gravelly silt"; is that

correct?

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

A Yes.

Q He uses the word "likely"; correct?

A Yes.

Q What does the word "likely" nmean to you?

A It just tells me that in the subsurface soil,

it likely consist of the gravelly silt material based on
his research of the site regional geology information.

Q But he's not concluding exactly that this soil
Is gravelly silt; correct?

A That's correct.

Q He's speculating that it is gravelly silt

because he's using the word "likely"; correct?
A | do not agree.
Q Wy ?
A Because like | said, this is overall site

geology. W call it the geology thunbnail to give ne
the information regarding the subsurface possible soi
site geology or the type of soil that can maybe exist at
the site. So he didn't go to the site. He doesn't know
what the site soil condition would be. Based on his
desktop research in our office, he provided based on the
avail able information that tells nme that the soil under
the site is likely consist of gravelly silt.

It is not -- what do you call the -- | nean

the -- it needs to be verified, but it was verified by

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
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t he GeoTek, the subsurface investigation, whatever soi
type has been described clearly in the report, okay? So
this is just the general infornmation.

Q M. Huang -- M. Huang --

MR. COMBS: See, you're interrupting him Counsel.

MR. ALEXANDER: He's going beyond the scope of ny
questi on.

MR. COMBS: Lodge your objection and ask hima
gquestion. You're interrupting him
BY MR ALEXANDER

Q M. Huang, | appreciate that narrative. But

M. Suarez is not designated as an expert for the HOA

correct?

A That's correct.

Q Did you i ndependently verify the conclusion to
M. Suarez' drawing here, that soil is likely gravelly

silt based off of Exhibit 2?

A Vel |, based on the information he provided,
yes, | agree with him
Q Where is the information that he provided in

your job file?
A In the sanme fol der
Q Wi ch one of these fol ders?
A Well, you open it up. You need to open it up.

You need to --

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com

23




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Q Vell, you tell nme which one | should open.

This is information that you verified; correct?

A Yeah -- well, not verify. | reviewed his data
and | confirnmed with the -- with the GeoTek's report.
Q Vel l, looking at Exhibit 2, you just testified

that you verified M. Suarez' conclusions that this was
likely gravelly silt; correct?

A Yes, yes.

Q Ckay. What did you reviewto verify
M. Suarez' concl usions?

A He provide ne with the suppl enental report or
open files, which was deposited in this folder. And
that is -- you know, | don't need to review every
details in those suppl enental docunentation provided to
me. | was -- whatever the geologist's thunbnail, he
provided to nme regarding the possible or the, quote,
unli kely, unquote, that, you know, gravelly silt.

That's all | can tell you. That information
in truth -- is true based on the background suppl enent al
report open file that he reviewed and the geol ogi cal nap
that he cane up to the concl usion.

Q Where are those reports that he revi ewed?

A As | told you, in this supplenental -- in this
folder. Everything was deposited, open file.

Q Okay. Point to ne which one of these
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

docunents --

A Ch, if --

Q -- contains the information -- |I'm not
finished.

Point to ne which one of these docunents in
subf ol der 4 anal ysis, site geology, contains the
I nformation that you reviewed to confirmthe concl usions
drawn by M. Suarez in Exhibit 2.
A Those information are contained in those three
docunents provided by M. Suarez, ny geologist, and to

come up with his brief geologist thunbnail.

Q Ckay. Wiich one should I open and we can
mark --

A You shoul d open every single one.

Q Okay. Let's start with geol ogy references.
What in this docunent infornms you -- and this is going

to be next Exhibit 3.
What in this docunent infornms you that

M. Suarez' conclusions are accurate?

(Exhi bit 3 marked.)

A Explaining fromthe -- related to geol ogy,

California Geol ogical Survey, the CGS Information
War ehouse that he clicked to review. And secondary, it
woul d be the Kennedy, MP., those two reports, the

geol ogi cal maps that contains all the subsurface soi
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

conditions, that it was showing in the geol ogy
thunbnail. And let ne see, there are other suppl enental
by the State Water Resource Control Board GeoTracker

that was al so nmentioned in his geol ogy thunbnail.

Q And M. Suarez provided you this information;
correct?
A Yes.

Q And what is this docunent called, Geologic Mp
of the Cceanside? Wat is this?

A This is a geological nmap, as it says, of the
area including Lot 139 inside sonewhere in this nmap.
And --

Q Where is Lot 139 in this map?

A | don't know where, but he didn't mark where
is the site but he reviewit. That's why in the
i nformati on, he zoomin and com ng up with the geol ogy
thunbnail. That cone up with the -- his brief
descri ption.

Q Ckay. So you do not know where Lot 139 is on
this geological map, which I'mgoing to mark as
Exhibit 3; is that correct?

A Vell, | knowthis is the --

Q Exhibit 4, I'msorry, Exhibit 4.

(Exhibit 4 marked.)

A This geol ogy map includes the site of Lot 139.
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Q Let's go back to Exhibit 4. Were is Lot 139
on Exhibit 4? Do you know?

A Vell, | have to | ook at the street, |ook at
the area, and zoomin and to locate. | could locate,
but | didn't |ocate because | rely on M. Suarez
research result.

Q Ckay. We're going to mark next in order,
Exhibit 5, RGMto Cceansi de 2007 Panphl et.

What is this docunent?
(Exhibit 5 marked.)

A It's a geological map of the ocean side 30 by
60 quadrangle that has a | ot of information that
descri bes the regional geology. If you scroll down --

Q What part -- what part of Exhibit 4 did you
rely on -- strike that.

What part of Exhibit 4 did M. Suarez rely on
in formul ating his opinions?

A He reviewed this docunent, provided his
opinion in the geology thunbnail. And | trust his

result findings fromthe review of this docunentation.

(Crosstalk.)
A | don't need to -- pardon ne. You interrupt
me. | haven't finished ny answer.
Q | was just going to say | that m sspoke. This

is Exhibit 5 that we're referring to, but go ahead and
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Fei -

Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

finish.

A

Yeah. |1'mjust trying to tell you that al

the information provided in this folder was researched,

revi ewed,

eval uated by ny geol ogi st, M. Suarez, based

on the available information. And he put it al

together -- we call it the geology thunbnail -- that

provi ded what ever information he gathered fromhis

research. That's about it. Watever he says in that
geol ogy thunbnail, I will trust himthat that would be
the best information that he can provide for the site.

Q Okay. And we're | ooking next at folder 4,
anal ysi s, subfol der water records; correct?

A Yes.

Q What are these docunent ?

A These are the water usage accounts or records

fromthe street sources for the 2022 and 2023, i ncluding

the chart that were provided by M. Conbs' office.

Q

We're | ooking at a docunment titled 2022/2023

Water Usage. This is going to be Exhibit 6.

o r»r O >r

Who prepared this docunent?
(Exhibit 6 marked.)

M. Conbs' assistant.

Wio is M. Conbs' assistant?

What ?

Who is M. Conbs' assistant who prepared this

28
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

docunent ?
A | forgot his nane.
Q Is M. Conbs' assistant identified as an

expert in the expert designation for the HOA?

A | don't think so.

Q You relied on Exhibit 6 in formul ati ng your
opi nions that you're prepared to provide at trial;
correct?

A Yes. | have data, supporting data in addition
to this chart.

Q But you did not prepare this chart, as you
just testified; correct?

A Vell, it's already prepared. | don't need to
repeat the sane thing.

Q Did you verify that the data that is contained
on this chart is actually correct?

A Vell, it's fromthe information provided, |
did reviewit and it appears to be consistent.

Q But you do not know today if it's consistent
because you're saying that it appears to be consistent;
correct?

A It is based on the information that
M. Conbs' assistant, the data fromthose records and
put together in the spreadsheet in the chart, provided

me with the chart.
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Q What is the water usage referenced here? Wat
Is the water usage for?

A | believe | say in ny report in nore detail.
But as you can see, there are three water agency or
water district. One is San Marcos, RES, | believe is
the resident, and San Marcos irrigation, IRR and is
Pal omar irrigation. That was the information regarding
the water usage that may run through the irrigation pipe
or through the residents regarding the water usage over
this time period.

Q Whose water usage over this tinme period?

A The water usage, it says different colors. It
is residents, RES, and irrigation.

Q And where on this chart do we see Ms. Mann's
wat er usage at this slope?

MR. COMBS: (bjection. Vague and anbi guous.

THE WTNESS: Can you repeat your question?

MR. ALEXANDER I'Il rephrase it.

BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q You referenced RES for residents; correct?

A Yes.

Q What residents are you referring to?

A | believe it's just residents. It does not
just include the plaintiffs, the residents. It is the

i nformati on provided by M. Conbs, tells me that there
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

are three different water usage record that he obtained.
And that is what his best description of the water
usage.
Q How many residents are you referring to in
this water usage record?
A | don't know.
You do not know?
vell, 1 --

Q
A
Q How many residents are at the Las Brisas HOA?
A

| think it's nore than one -- sonething like
159 or nore, the individual units. | described in ny
report, a little bit detail in the site description,

that Las Brisas Pacificas actually has two parts; one is
the west and one of the east part. And Ms. Mann, the
Lot 139, is located on the west part of that Las Brisas
Paci ficas conmunity.

Q Where on Exhibit 6 do we nake a determni nation
of how much water was introduced by the HOA on
Ms. Mann's specific Lot 139 between May of 2022 and
Novenber of 20237

A There's no way to just isolate. Wter goes
into Lot 139 or, you know, on the slope to tell you
exactly how nuch water go through that part. W
don't -- | don't know. Nobody knows. That's in their

information. The only thing the water agency provided
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

the water usage record is based on whatever the periods
that likely, you know, is for the purpose of residents
usage or the irrigation water usage. That's how to
differenti ate based on the three water usage records.

Q Who made the -- strike that.

Wio made the decision to focus on the date
range of May 2022 t hrough Novenber 20237

A Because that was the occurrence of the
surficial slope failure that occurred on before
April 27, 2023.

Q My question, however, was: Wo nmade the
decision to limt the data usage analysis to those two
dat es?

A | don't know who nmade that decision. But ny
under standi ng --

Q You didn't authorize that decision, did you?

A | did not nmake that decision. But ny
understanding is that because of the occurrence of the
surficial landslide was -- occurred on or before
April 27, 2023. So if we can get a water usage record
before and after that, we would be able to know the
di fference of whether that water usage could be a
contributing factor to the surficial slope failure
occurred on or before April 27, 2023.

And that is about the |ogical thinking that I
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

can inmagine. But | didn't nake that decision to just
put it off those two -- this period.

Q Thank you.

Do you know what the water usage of the

resi dents has been since Novenber of 20237

A What do you nean?

Q How much wat er usage has been used -- how nuch
wat er has been used by the residents in San Marcos since

Novenber of 2023? Do you know?

A No.
Q Do you have those records?
A | don't have the records, no. But based on

this chart after Novenber '23, the water usage, it |ooks
|'i ke, reduced.

Q As you sit here today, though, you don't have
a clue how nmuch water is being introduced into Lot 139
currently; correct?

A No.

Q What is subfolder 5 in your job file?

A Just enmmil correspondence.

Q Is this a totality of your email
correspondence on this file?

A "' mnot sure.

Q Did you verify whether these are all your

emuai | s?
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

A | don't verify those emails. But | asked ny
admn to pull all the file, which are -- for this
project to be included in nmy job file.

Q Have you ever texted M. Conbs via his cel
phone?

A No, | never text him

Q And what is subfol der 67

A That's ny site visit with ny site photos and a
description of each photo.

Q And when was your site visit?

A | forgot. | think -- let ne see, it should be
in nmy report. If you click the DM that fol der, you
open that folder, it will have a date stanp. |If you
click any one of them just click on the |ower right
portion, it should have the date printed.

Q And we're | ooking at 42 photographs; correct?

A Yes.

Q W thout |ooking at these or at the netadata
that you're asking ne to do, you don't recall when you
visited the site, do you?

A It was | ast year.

Q What did you do to prepare for your deposition
t oday?

A Review ny job file; review all the information

provided in the production, job file production; and al
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

t he background information, ny photos and reports.
Q On how many occasions did you visit the job?
A Just once.
Q But you don't know when?
A My recollectionis -- | have to | ook at ny
report to see when | did. But if you open this one, it

shoul d say which date.

Q Wl |, you have these in front of you; correct?

A Par don ne?

Q W established that you have your job file in
front of you on your conputer; correct?

A Yeah, | have the job file, yes.

Q So tell nme when you visited --

A May 21, 2025. WMay 21, 2025, is ny site visit.

You just did not want to click the photo to verify that
Is the correct date.

Q What did you do on May 21, 2025, during your
site inspection?

A Do ny site inspection.

Q WAs your site inspection limted to a visual
site inspection?

A Yes.

Q Had you perfornmed any destructive testing on
this site?

A No.
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Q Who t ook these photographs?

A Pardon ne?

Q Who took the photographs that are found in
subfol der 6, site inspection?

A Me. | took it.

Q Thank you. | appreciate that.

We have subfolder 7, reports, plans by others.
Do you see that?

A Yeah.

Q What is subfolder 7? What does this consist
of ?

A Well, the first subfolder is experts, the
background docunentation provided by M. Conbs. He's
sending ne the link in the email that | downl oaded and |
put into ny job file. Everything is all the background
i nformation that he did a very well organization of the
background docunentation for ny review

Q Okay. Did you review every single one of
these files?

A Yes.

Q Are you critical with the findings in any of
t hese files?

A Can you say that again?

Q Are you critical with the findings in any of

these fil es?
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

A Vell, | reviewed all these files and
formul ated ny opi nion based on ny review of the
background i nformation provided in this production. |
don't know what you nmean if | have critical or anything.
So basically, | did forrmulate nmy opi nion based on the
review of this avail abl e background information,
docunent ation, site photos, emails, and the like, to
provi de ny opi nion.

Q When you review these files in preparation for
your opinion, did you disagree with any statenents in
any of these files when you fornul ated your opinions?

A Yes and no. You know, there are several,

li ke, plaintiff conplaints. It's just, sone of them
just, it doesn't nmake sense to ne.

Q kay. O her than the plaintiff's conplaint,
what other files in the subfolder did you review that
you di sagreed with, the conclusions drawn in those
files?

A Not technically. But there's sonething, for
exanple, like, the GeoTek's report, you know, they did a
good job in the investigation. But for the presentation
of the report, that if they can provide, for exanple,
cross-section to illustrate, you know, the subsurface
conditions, which are the test pit, in addition to the

geol ogical map he provided, it will be rmuch better for
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

under st andi ng, instead of --

Q Your criticismwth the GeoTek report is that
there was no cross-section provided; correct?

A No, like I said, it's not technically -- but
it's just, you know, when they prepare the report, they
coul d, you know, think about that naybe a cross-section
may be very hel pful for the readers to better understand
what they are tal king about in the text, in the report.
But they did provide sufficient information in the text
report that these need to fornulate ny opinions.

Q O her than the fact that GeoTek did not report
a cross-section, is there anything else in your report
that you are critical of?

A Not technically speaking. Like |I say, it's

just -- for exanple, like in the earlier report, they
put in the one figure, | believe, that did not belong to
the project. So it looks |like there was -- when they

prepare the report, they should do the, you know, QA/ QC
to make sure that everything is consistent. That's
about it.

It's nothing to do with the -- technically
regarding the site, subsurface investigation or their
recommendat i on, per se.

Q But agree with their investigation and

recomendati ons; correct?
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

A Yes.

Q Did you ask M. Conbs or the HOA to set up
destructive testing for your benefit?

A No.

Q Why not ?

A Because | don't think that is necessary for
this case.

Q Wiy is it not necessary?

A Because the information, subsurface
i nvestigation, has been provided, conducted by CGeoTek.
And all the information are very well understand and is
consistent with nmy evaluation of the site geology. And
al so, the repair of the slope has been perforned very
well. Particularly at the tinme of construction, the
contractor, Muntain Mver, even recomends to put the
geogrid and with the back drain and the heel drain, and
all agreed by GeoTek.

As a matter of fact, this slope repair is nore
than needed to be repaired by installing the geogrid on
every bench, which is only a couple of feet, 2 or
3 feet, bench on every layer with the back drain on
every layer -- in the back drain of the bench. That is
nore t han enough.

THE COURT REPORTER |'msorry, are you saying --

okay. |'mhaving a hard tine understandi ng you.
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Are you saying back grade or bench?

THE W TNESS: Back drain and bench, b-e-n-c-h.

THE COURT REPORTER:  Thank you.

THE WTNESS: Oher than that, everything al
clear?

THE COURT REPORTER  Yes, thank you.

THE W TNESS: kay.

BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q What is the subfol der | egal docs?

A Yes, these are the conplaint, cross-conplaint,
and ot her things.

Q What are the other things?

A It was notice of deposition and the objection
of ny deposition for product docunentation.

Q And what is the subfolder for the rainfal
records?

A It's just rainfall record.

Q Who prepared these rainfall records?

A M. Conbs' office.

Q W have two docunments that 1'mgoing to mark
as Exhibit 7 collectively. W're going to | ook at the
first page of Exhibit 7. Tell me what this is.

(Exhibit 7 marked.)
A This is a well of the rainfall station |ocated

in Carl sbad McC ellan Pal omar Airport Station, and that
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

is the chart. 1It's showing the rainfall was recorded in
this -- at this station. And that is starting from
January 1, 2022, to Decenber 1, 2024.

Q And who prepared this chart?

A | told you, M. Conbs' office.

Q Who sel ected the date range for this chart?

A | don't know.

Q Have you checked the validity of this chart?

A Par don ne?

Q Have you i ndependently verified the rain
records?

A That was in the NOCC website. | don't need to

verify. It is whatever is produced that plot it.

Q And let's take a | ook at the second page of
Exhibit 7. What is the second page of Exhibit 7?

A This is another rainfall station |ocated at La
Costa Heights Elenentary Station. And the sane thing,
the sane range. The sane plot of the rainfal
precipitation recorded in that station

Q And who prepared this docunent?

A M. Conbs' office.

Q Are you relying on Exhibit 7 in fornul ating
your opinions at trial?

A Yes.

Q And we have under subfolder 7, water records,
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

anot her subfolder. Are these the sane water records we
di scussed before?

A Yes.

Q This is a duplicate subfolder; correct?

A Vell, I put it in-- it will be better when I
review the job file, it would be easier to go through
I nstead of going to pull the other folder |ooking for
t hese records.

Q But the docunents are duplicates of what we
di scussed earlier; correct?

A Yeah, it is duplicate. That it is for the
purpose for easy to locating the docunents for review

Q kay. So this is for convenience. It does

not introduce any new infornmation; correct?

A No.

Q That' s a doubl e negati ve.

A The sane records. That's your answer.
Q Ckay. Thank you.

And we have a docunent titled 20230706 SD
Geot echni cal Investigation, Las Brisas Pacificas.
A Yeah.
Q What is this docunent?
A | believe that is the GeoTek's report.
Q And you relied on this docunent in fornulating

your expert opinions for trial; correct?
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

A Yes.

Q And what is the next document, 20240523,
as- graded report?

A That is another GeoTek's report, whatever is
graded after slope repair. During the slope repair
operations, they produced us this graded report after
the sl ope was repaired.

Q And you relied, again, on this report to
formul ate your opinions for trial; correct?

A Yes.

Q Are these the two reports that we di scussed
earlier that were generated by GeoTek where your
criticismwas there was there's no cross-section, but no
other criticism

Is that an accurate sumrary?

A Again, | need to reiterate that GeoTek's
report, my criticisnms, are for not providing
cross-sections. |It's just a conveni ence of the
preparation of the report. Nothing to do with the
technical things, which is lead ne to criticize their
report.

Q Okay. But just for sake of clarity for the
record, these are the two GeoTek reports that we were
di scussing earlier; correct?

A Vell, | believe they have another report,
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initial report dated -- | would say June 22, 2024, and
| ater they provide the July 7, 2024, report, which is
suppl ement of nore informati on and maybe make sone
corrections of that, you know, m srepresentation in
their previous report. And so everything conme up with
the information provided in their report, which is
basically one of the sources of the information that
they need to formulate my opinions regarding the
concession and of the surficial slope failure and the
repair nethodol ogy and the repair recomrendati ons
provi ded by GeoTek.

Q Ckay. And we have subfolder 8, CV, rate
sheet, testinony, W9, and invoices.

Do you see that?
A Yes.
Q What does subfol der 8 consist of?

A Vell, this is per your docunentation for

production request. You wanted us to provide, you know,

fee schedule, ny CV, W9, anything related -- invoice,
everything would be put in this folder.
MR. ALEXANDER  Ckay. Let's take a five-mnute
break and we'll conme book to this folder.
kay?
THE W TNESS: kay.

(Brief recess.)
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MR. ALEXANDER  Back on the record.
BY MR ALEXANDER

Q M. Huang, you understand you're still under
oath; correct?

A Yes.

Q Let's | ook at subfol der 8 and di scuss your
qual i fications and background.

What is your highest |evel of formal

educati on?

A Ph. D.

Q I n what ?

A Geot echni cal

Q Does that make you a civil engineer also?

A Yeah.

Q When did you obtain your Ph.D. ?

A | got my Ph.D. degree in 1993.

Q Have you practiced as a civil engineer since
1993?

A Yes.

Q When was the first tinme that you were retained

to offer expert opinion on a case?

A In this case?

Q On any case. W're tal king about your
backgr ound.

A Vell, | have a list of the expert designations
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| was retained. You can pull it up if you want to.
Q And I'm | ooking at a |list depo trial
t esti nony.
A There's another one called List of Lawsuit,
Ret ai ned as an Expert.
Q Okay. Let's take a ook at the first one
first. W have a sunmary table; correct?
A Yeah.
Q It's a one-page docunent; correct?
A Correct.
Q Does this enconpass the |ist of deposition and
trial testinony that you have offered to date?
A That's the best -- best of my recollection.
It may be nore, but | can't recall it. That's why | put
all these together as nuch as | can.
Q Okay. And the first tinme we see here that you
were retained for deposition was June 1, 2018; correct?
A Yes.
Q And the nost recent is today?
A Yes.
Q February 4, 2026; correct?
A Yes.
Q But if this deposition had not gone forward
because of the insistence of you being prepaid your

fees, today's deposition would have not -- this |ist
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woul d be inaccurate; correct?

A Well, | would anticipate it's going to nove
forward, that's why | put it right there. And that
woul d be the part of the -- after this deposition, this
case would be -- remain in this list for ny future
deposition or for other cases.

Q And good thing that Ms. Mann had to Venno your
counsel ; correct? You don't need to answer that.

O her than today's deposition, I'm counting
one, two, three, four, five instances where you were
deposed. Is that an accurate summary of this list of
depo and trial testinony?

A Yeah. One of themis a trial.

Q Ckay. And you're referring to Goedhart versus
Hobbs; correct?

A Yes.

Q So you offered deposition testinony and tri al
deposition in this matter; correct?

A Yes.

Q So other than today's deposition, you have

been in one, two, three, four, five other cases;

correct?

A For deposition.

Q Ckay. And you have for project nane on the
first nane, "no residence.” \Wat does that nean?
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A That is the homeowner's nane, N-o. As you can
see, the legal case Ci ndy and Devin No.

Q kay. That is the last name, N-o, got it. |
under st and.

And on the second matter, Young v Tayl or
Morrison, you were deposed as a percipient wtness;
correct?

A Yeah. It is the construction defect case, but
| was not retained as an expert. But | was deposed as a
perci pi ent witness deposition for that case.

Q Were you involved in the construction of the
property involved in that matter?

A Not -- we are hel ping our client.

Q How were you a percipient witness on this
matter? \What was the scope of your testinony?

A The scope of testinony, just what we provided
for this case, how we did investigation, and so on and
so forth. That's it.

Q You did not offer an expert opinion; correct?

A No. It says clearly, "percipient wtness."

Q Okay. And how about the second to | ast, which
happened around this tinme |ast year, February 6, 2025,
Ventura Trust Land versus Nebroski matter? You're also
identified as a percipient witness; correct?

A Yes.
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Q What was the scope of your testinony as a
perci pi ent witness there?

A Is that we were involved in the fire danage
case that ny client honmeowner, Nebroski, was the --
agai nst his insurance carrier. So their |oan, that
Ventura Trust Land purchased properties and then sued ny
client Nebroski. And | was deposed for a previous case
agai nst the insurance carrier as a percipient wtness
regardi ng our evaluation of the site.

Q How about the Goedhart v Hobbs matter? What
was that case about?

A That was regarding the flooding in Jurupa
Val | ey that Vicky Goedhart purchased properties. And
during the Christmas Eve -- | forgot which years -- that
fl oodi ng occurred. That damage to her properties due to
the R C. Hobbs Conpany's construction site nearby that
built a 4-foot height fill with a 12-feet high retaining
wal I that brought drainage to go through the site and
causing the flooding to backflow. Even though they
provi ded their drai nage devices or the retention bases,
still flooding occurred on the Eve of Christnas.

Q Thank you.

|"mhaving a difficult time understanding the
word. Is it frauding? Wat word are --

A Par don ne?
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Q What caused t he damage there?
A Well, it's the drainage pipe was backflow into

the Goedhart's property causing the flooding.

Q Fl oodi ng, are you sayi ng fl oodi ng?

A Fl oodi ng, f-1-0-0-d, flooding.

Q Ckay. Thank you.

A Li ke, drai nage issues.

Q Do any of these cases, other than, of course,

the Mann versus Las Brisas Pacificas matter, do any of
them-- strike that.

Did any of those cases deal with slope
stability?

A No.

Q And we're going to go to the next file which
is titled List of Lawsuits Retained as Expert. Do you
see that?

A Yeah.

Q This is a slightly different list; correct?

A Yeah, it's basically about the sane except
there are several cases that | was not deposed. It was
settled prior to the -- to ny deposition or anything
nove forward.

Q Okay. And which one of these cases you were
not deposed?

A Second one, Villa Del WMar HOA.
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Q Ckay.

A Let nme see, Kraber, this is regarding the
| andslide case in Northern California. And I was
prepared for ny deposition, but it was settled before ny
deposition. And sane thing for Lee versus Xi and Huang.
We are the defendant expert, but was -- | was never
taken ny deposition because the case was settled prior
to my deposition.

Q And is it the sanme with Mrtenson because that
i ndication did not appear on your deposition list? Wre
there --

A There was no deposition. There was no
deposi tion.

Q And what was that case about?

A This one is regarding the -- this is
M. Conbs' project that involves with Mirtenson Industry
Par k Associ ation agai nst the State of California,
Caltrans, regarding the drai nage on the slope fromthe
| -8, that caused flooding of the street on that
Mortenson's property. So the sanme drai nage issues, the
sl ope issues that caused the drainage and the fl ooding
darmage to the inprovenent within the association
property.

Q And you said this is M. Conbs' project;

correct?
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A Yes.
What do you nean by that?

A Vell, he retained nme as an expert for this
case.

Q kay. M. Conbs is not a party to that
action; correct?

A Par don ne?

Q Is M. Conbs a party to that action?

A No. He's the attorney on behalf of the
associ ation.

Q Okay. On how many ot her occasions has
M. Conbs or, generally, his office, retained you to be
an expert on one of their cases other than Mrtenson and
Mann?

A There's an -- no, there's only two that

retained ne as an expert so far.

Q And, of course, we have your CV; correct?
A Yes.
Q Is there anything in this CV that you believe

needs to be updated or is this your nobst current?

A I[t's ny nost current about two years ago, but
| don't have anything that | need to update, per se.

Q Okay. Now, you've been discussing that you
have -- you prepared the prelimnary report in this

matter that is going to becone your final report and

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com

52




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

your opinions; correct?

A Yes.

Q Where is that found?

A In the O3, reports, letters.

Q Ckay.

A Yeah.

Q Let's go over this docunent. Wat -- did you
rely on -- strike that.

Where would we identify what you relied on --

what docunents you relied on in preparing this report?

A | believe | have a reference list that I
Included in ny report at the end of the report. |f you
can scroll down, you will see a list of reference -- oh,
before that, before that -- yeah, yeah, yeah, right

here. So it's basically nost of the background
i nformati on docunentation that -- fromny geol ogi st for
the site geology and all the production provided by
M. Conbs in the report by other folders, basically.

Q And we have Appendix A which is the site
phot ogr aphs taken on May 21, 2025; correct?

A Yes.

Q Are these all the photographs that we saw
earlier that you took on the date of your site
I nspection?

A Yes.
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Q Then we have Appendi x B, water usage records
anal ysis; correct?

A Yes.

Q I s Appendi x B the sane water usage sunmary
that was provided to you by M. Conbs' office?

A Yes.

Q And you relied, again, on this to fornmul ate
your opinions in your report; correct?

A Yes.

Q And we have Appendix C, which is the
precipitation records analysis; correct?

A Yes.

Q And those are two graphs that were provided to
you by M. Conbs' office; correct?

A Yes.

Q You did not attach any other docunents that

you relied on in this report; correct?

A No.
Q | would invite you to open this report on your
own screen, as well, so we could nove through it a

little bit quicker. But | would turn your attention
specifically to section 1.2.

Vel l, before we get there, did you personally
prepare this report?

A Yes.
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Q You typed it out?

A Wl |, yeah

Q You wite at section 1.2, background
i nformation, The owner of the Unit 139, M. Mann,
all eged that the surficial slope failure was the result
of the broken irrigation |ine on the slope maintained by
t he associ ati on.

Do you see that |anguage?

A Yes.

Q Where did you -- strike that.

How did you cone to the understanding that's
what Ms. Mann is alleging?

A | believe that is frommy review of the
plaintiff's conplaint.

Q Do you have an understanding that Ms. Mann is
al so alleging that other factors contributed and caused
the slope failure, such as the installation of the
French drain, gopher activity at the slope, as well as
irrigation and nai ntenance of the slope?

A Yes.

Q Way did you not reflect those allegations in
your report?

A Because this is the main reason that she
enphasi zed several tines in the conplaint that tw ce of

the broken irrigation line that occurred that she
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bel i eves that would be the major contributions to the
surficial |andslide.

Q Did you review any of the depositions taken to
date in this case in preparation for your deposition?

A No.

Q Are you aware that the HOA installed a French
drain on the slope in 20197

A Yes.

Q Are you aware that the HOA refers historically
to the west side of the Las Brisas conmunity as the,
guot e/ unquot e, gopher habitat?

A It was nentioned in the conplaint.

Q So you're aware of that?

A Yeah.

Q Are you critical of howthe HOA naintained its
gopher infestation at the Las Brisas community?

A | do not know the records nmai ntenance of the
gopher abatenent by the HOA.

Q What is your conclusions to why the slope
failed at 139?

A The slope failure is a result of the prol onged
heavy rains that was occurred between 2022 to 2023 that
caused -- due to the site soil conditions, that caused
saturation and reduced the strength -- shear strength of

the surface soil to cause the slope failure. And that

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com

56




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

was the verified by the GeoTek's, their subsurface
I nvestigation where the contact shows the perched
groundwat er condi tions.

And that was conpared to the other area beyond
the scope -- | nean, the limt of the slope failure. So
that is consistent with ny evaluation of the site
subsurface soil conditions and geol ogi cal information
provi ded by ny geol ogi st.

Q What standards did you rely on in formulating
your opinion that it was -- that rain record of 2022 to
2023 that caused the slope failure?

A The rainfall records, the data which is -- |
don't know how many tines -- twi ce, nore than the nornma
range, and there was prol onged heavy rain. And ny
understanding is that this period of rain, based on the
site subsurface conditions, due to the water mgrate
fromthe other slope along with the barrel contact down
to the slope and the weakened soil strength; therefore,
to occur to the surficial slope failure.

Q How nmuch rain was introduced on the slope that
caused this slope failure, according to your opinion?

A GeoTek says it's al nost, you know, 170,

180 percent normal -- higher than above the normal.
Q "' m not asking what GeoTek is concluding. |I'm

aski ng what your conclusion is with the anount of rain
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that was introduced on the slope that, in your opinion,
caused the slope failure?

A The anount of rain has been shown in the chart
that shows the period. That is the amount of rain
contributed to the slope failure.

Q What chart are you referring to?

A Precipitation data.

MR. ALEXANDER: And we have sonebody who j ust
j oi ned us.

MR. CASSIDY: Scott Cassidy.

MR. COMBS: Scott Cassidy is the board president
for Las Brisas.

MR. ALEXANDER: Thank you.

MR. CASSI DY: Thank you.

BY MR ALEXANDER

Q And, M. Huang --

MR. COMBS: Please mute yourself, M. Cassidy.
Sorry, Vasko.

BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q M . Huang, when you say the precipitation
data, are you referring to Appendix Cto your report?

A Yes.

Q But, again, this was prepared by M. Conbs'
of fice; correct?

A Yes.
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Q So you have not independently verified whether
this data is correct, isn't that true?

A | did. | actually go to the NOCC website and
trying to locate the nearest stations. | believe in ny
job file, there's a spreadsheet that shows very simlar

rainfall records that was occurred between 2022 and

2023.

Q Where in your job file is that |ocated?

A It should be in the analysis folder.

Q |"msorry, what did you say?

A Yeah, this one -- that folder, 04.

Q Ckay. And where in here do | --

A Preci pitation records.

Q Ckay. Now what ?

A You can see the first one. Yeah, you can see
this one, I pulled it out, and that is in San Marcos.

There is the location of the data starting from 2022 to
2023. That shows -- pretty nuch, you can see the
rainfall that's col ored showi ng how nuch record was
recorded on this station.

Q But you testified earlier that you did not
sel ect the date range for this?

A Wll, this one, | select, but not for those
two charts. As | told you, those were provided by

M. Conbs' office. And | have no control as to what is
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the range that they are going to provide to ne.

Q So M. Conbs' office provided the date range
for the precipitation records for you to review,
correct?

A Yes.

Q So when you pulled this report, the date range

you relied on is the one that M. Conbs provided you,;

correct?
A No, this is -- | select. Wwen | do ny own
eval uation of the records, | say, let's try to use the

sane period to see how nuch difference that we can see.
And that data, pretty nmuch consistent.

Q Are there any data points in M. Conbs'
summary that are inconsistent wth that record?

A No.

Q Are there any other records that you relied
on -- any other rain records that you relied on in
preparing your prelimnary report, which is going to be
your final report?

A No.

Q Way did you not include the rain records in
your report that we just | ooked at?

A This is are the one they provided to ne and |
i ncluded it.

Q So the only rain record that you are relying
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on your report is actually the summary of the rain
records that M. Conbs provided you; correct?

A It's not a sunmary, per se. |It's the actual
data plotted in the graphical formto present actual
data recorded by these two stations. It's not a
sunmmary.

Q Are you telling nme that Appendix C to your
report is not a summary of the data prepared by
M. Conbs' office?

A What I'mtelling you is that these two charts
Is the result of the plot data based on the avail abl e
data recorded by these two stations. And that was
prepared by M. Conbs' assistant and provided it to ne
for ny evaluation about the rainfall, as you can see the
difference or there's any a difference in these two
stations. They are pretty nuch the sane pattern in the
same peri od.

Q s M. Conbs' assistant, to your know edge, a
civil engineer?

A | don't know.

Q s M. Conbs' assistant, to your know edge, a
geot echni cal engi neer?

A | don't know.

Q Is M. Conbs' assistant, to your know edge, a

nmet eor ol ogi st ?
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A

| don't know. But | can tell you to do these

t hi ngs, produce a chart, it's just, they presented to

do. Anybody can do it. As long as you can downl oad the

data, you

can plot it. Everybody can do it if you have

sonme experience in office work using the spreadsheet and

produce the chart. There is no need for technical

background to understand how to produce this chart.

It's just
Q
section 1.
page 5 of
A
Q
see that?
A

Q
A

a graphical format, okay?

Let's go to section -- well, we're still on
2 of your report. And we here have, at

50, a map. Do you see that?

Yeah.

And there's a note that says "site." Do you

Yeah.
Who prepared this note?

It's just the site, ny drafting person asking

to put the site vicinity to map for the preparation of

my report.
Q

correct?

O > O

So you did not prepare this chart either

No.
Is that correct?
That's correct.

Okay. How about the next page, figure 2? It
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appears to be an aerial view of the community. Do you

see that?
A Yes.
Q And, again, we have a note saying "site." Dd

you prepare that note?
A As | told you, it's ny drafting person.
told himwhere is the site, to point it out to that

Unit 139 and put it on this one as the aerial view map

to -- for better illustration of the site. | did not
personal ly prepare this figure. |It's ny drafting person
prepared in assisting nme to prepare -- put together in

the report as figure 1 and 2.

Q kay. So earlier, you testified that you
prepared this report by yourself; correct?

MR, COMBS: (bjection. Msstates his testinony.

THE WTNESS: | -- yes, | prepare nyself, this
report. But |I'mnot necessary to prepare this figure 1
and 2 because | have the drafting person. He can put
toget her, based on ny instruction, to tell himhowto
prepare figure 1 and 2.
BY MR ALEXANDER:
And who was the drafting person on this case?
He's call ed Manny Si nbul an.

Manny what? |'m sorry.

> O » O

| don't know how to spell his last nane. It's
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Manuel . We call him Manny, Ma-n-n-y.

Q You don't know your assistant's |ast nane?

A | do, but I need to, you know, | ook around
there to tell -- do you need his |ast nane?

Q Yes, please.

A Let nme see, hold on. Let's see, his |ast nane

Is spelled S-i-mb-u-l-a-n. W call Mnuel
Ma-n-u-e-I. W call last name Sinbul an.
Q Ckay. Thank you. | have his | ast nane now.
On page 4 of your report, you wote this;
correct?
A Yes.
Q The Las Brisas Pacificas, Inc., the
associ ation, alleged that the surficial slope failure
that occurred on or around April 27, 2023, was the
result of prolonged heavy rain events that produced
above normal, nore than 20 inches, precipitation in the
rainy season from 2022 to 2023.
Do you see that | anguage?
A Yes.
Q What docunent did you rely on in order to nake
t hat concl usi on?
A Fromthe information provided by M. Conbs in
the -- on the cross-conplainant's conpl ai nts.

Q So M. Conbs inforned you that this was the
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HOA' s al |l egation; correct?

A Well, M. Conbs just send that the HOA is the
def endant and was sued by the plaintiff in this case
regarding the surficial slope failure.

Q Where does the association take that 20-inch

nunber fronf

A That was the information provided by
M. Conbs.
Q How was that infornation provided to you?
A | believe in email or sonething in that form

Q Okay. Let's go to your enmanil folder, and tel
me whi ch one of these emails --

A | don't know which one. You have to open up
every single one and go through.

Q Is it fair to say that if none of these
provide the information you just testified to, that
M. Conbs did not provide you the information via enail?

A Can you say that again?

Q Is it fair to say that if none of these ennils
in subfolder 5 provide the information we just discussed
relating to the 20-inch rainfall?

A | don't know it was included in this group of
emails or not. But | believe the information was -- was
given to ne in whatever the formof the information,

either in the production docunents or in the email,
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what soever. It was background docunentation that |
relied on.
Q So you have a docunent that you're prepared to

offer at trial that provides there was a 20-inch rain
precipitation in 2022 to 2023 that the HOA relied on in
drawi ng this conclusion, that that's what caused the

slope failure; is that correct?

A Yeah.

Q Where is that docunent?

A As | told you, those are infornmation provided.
Q Vell, it's your job file and I'"'mentitled to

know where exactly that docunent is.

A Vell, | have to take a | ook again. | nmean,
provide it to you to know where this information is
com ng from

Q Of the record when we take a lunch break, I
want you to identify that docunent.

kay?

A Al right.

Q We're going to continue.

You testified that you have not read any of
the deposition transcripts for this case that have taken
pl ace to date; correct?

A Correct.

Q Woul d your opinion change if you were to find
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out that the HOA's PMQ in this natter testified that the
HOA nmade the determ nation that it was excessive rain
precipitation that caused the slope failure and it was
based off of GeoTek's prelimnary report?

A So what's your question?

Q Wul d that change your analysis or any of your
opinions in this matter?

A No, ny conclusions still remain the sane.
It's caused by the prolonged heavy rain and the site
soil conditions as the contact, very shallow, that
allows water to mgrate downwards and saturate the soil,
causing the slope failure.

Q And you have not conducted any destructive
testing to nake that determ nation; correct?

MR, COMBS: (bjection. Asked and answered.

MR ALEXANDER: You nay answer.

THE WTNESS: | did not any destructive testing.
BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q Nor did you ask for destructive testing;
correct?

A As | told you, there's no need to do the
subsurface -- destructive testing.

Q And that's because you're relying on the
GeoTek report; correct?

A Not only GeoTek report -- not only GeoTek
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report, but also all the information gathered, provided,
that fornulate ny opinion. I'mnot just solely relying
on GeoTek's report.

Q Ckay. We're going to go to section 2.1 of
your report, the French drain installation, and I'|
focus your attention to the follow ng | anguage. The
previous owner built a tenporary retaining wall --
strike that. Let's start fromthe begi nning.

In 2019, the previous unit owner encountered a

very wet back wall, and water was soaki ng through the
back retaining wall. Mid was heavily spilled over the
wall. The previous owner built a tenporary retaining

wall with bricks to try and capture the nmud fromthe
sl ope. Paint was peeling off the wall as it was so wet.
Do you see that paragraph?

A Yes.

Q How did you obtain the information with
respect to the first sentence?

A | believe it's fromthe plaintiff's conplaint
or the email or the production docunents that talk about
all these back drain things. And there's photos that
are provided with the brief -- which, | believe, is
mentioned, extract fromM. Mann's enail to the HOA.

Q But you're speculating. You're --

A "' mnot speculating. I'msorry, |'mnot
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speculation. I'mreviewing the data and information
provided, and | just reiterate it in ny report.

Q kay. You state that nmud was heavily spilled
over the wall; correct?

A That was stated in the conplaint.

Q And the previous owner built a tenporary
retaining wall with bricks to try and capture the nud
fromthe sl ope.

You wote that; correct?

A That's also reiterate the information that |
gather fromthe conplaint or other docunentation I
reviewed. It is not ny word. | just repeated the
i nformati on presented here as background information.

Q Show ne where there's a statenment that the
previ ous owner built a tenporary retaining wall with
bricks to try and capture the nud fromthe sl ope.

A It's got to be sonewhere in the plaintiff's
conplaint or other emails, you know, in the production
that | reviewed and | put there together. 1| can't find
it for you. | nmean, there's so many docunentati ons.
have to go through, going to spend hours to try to get
all this information.

Q So as you sit here right, you don't know where
this information is comng from correct?

A | know where it's comng from It's coni ng
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from whatever information fromthe conplaint, fromthe
email, fromthe -- there was, |like, mandatory settl enent
or sonething and they tal k about the detail from
Ms. Mann's attorney and other things produced by
M. Conbs. All these things com ng together as one
pi ece of information that tal k about all these things.
| just reiterate, put it in as the background in ny
report.
"' m not specul ating anything regarding this

French drain. That's information provided to ne.

Q Are your opinions based on the factual
background that you relied on in your report?

A Yes.

Q And if that factual background is, in fact,

incorrect, would that also nmean that your opinions are

I ncorrect?
A What do you nean "incorrect"?
Q If the factual background that you have

alleged in this report is not accurate, if the
statenents are not consistent with the record, would
that affect your opinions in any way?

MR. COMBS: (bjection. Vague and anbi guous.

MR ALEXANDER: You nmy answer.

THE WTNESS: As | told you, all this information

i n the background docunentation review are based on ny

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com

70




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

review of the background information. | basically
review it and | put in nmy report just to reiterate the
background information. So when | review ny report, |
will get the information to be -- better understand what
was done during the 2019 the French drain installation.
That's about it.

BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q Are you relying on anybody el se's sunmmari es of
the allegations and the factual background in
formul ati ng your background understanding for this
matter?

A What ever was descri bed, information or actua
background that included in the plaintiff's conplaint
and the cross-defendant -- | mean cross-conpl ai nant
provi ded on behal f of HOA, are those infornmation
reviewed. |In addition to that, | also reviewed all the
docunent ations provided to ne by M. Conbs' office that
is included the mandatory settlenents, you know,
neetings or sonething, emails, photos, and the I|ike.

Al'l the information basically is -- | just
reiterate those factual information in ny report.

Q Did you review the HOA' s docunent production
in this case?

A | don't think I reviewed HOA production. But

what ever produced by HOA, which is M. Conbs believes |
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need to know, he put into that -- all the docunentation
sent to ne, | deposit in that report by other's folder
innmy job file submttal

Q Let's go to the next paragraph. The
association hired its | andscaping contractor, G een
Hori zons Landscapi ng & Mai ntenance, Inc., G een
Hori zons, to mtigate the reported drai nage issues.

What reported drai nage i ssues are you
referring to?

A That's the first paragraph tal king about.

Q In 2019; correct?

A Yes.

Q And you wite, Qur review of the proposal and
contract by Geen Horizons dated January 29, 2019,
reveal ed that Green Horizons's proposal, quote, for
French drain behind retaining wall at space 139.
Alternate provided to cut small section of concrete to
tie into existing drains, end quote. You continue, The
scope of work for G een Horizons' proposal included
material for installation of plus or mnus 75 feet of
French drain, perforated pipe wapped with filter sock
and covered with 1-inch of crushed rock. Depth of drain
to be plus or mnus 3 feet. Soil renoved to be
stockpiled on-site, protected, reinstall what is needed

to grade, and haul off the rest.
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Do you see that |anguage?

A Yes.

Q Is it your understanding that it was G een
Horizons who installed the French drain at issue in this
case?

A Wl l, as contract says.

Q That's not ny question.

A | believe it is the G een Horizons installed
the French drain.

Q Do you have an understandi ng of whet her or not
G een Horizons is a licensed civil engineer?

A | don't know.

Q Do you have an understandi ng of whether or not
G een Horizons is a geotechnical engineer?

A No.

Q Do you have an understanding as to who G een
Hori zons is?

A Vell, it says here | andscape contractor.

Q Well, how did you cone to understand that
Green Horizons is a | andscape contractor?

A That it says, Green Horizons Landscaping &

Mai nt enance, Inc. That's the HOA s | andscapi ng
contractor, the first sentence in this paragraph.

Q And how did you cone to the understandi ng that

Green Horizons is the association's | andscape
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contractor?

A It's the sane thing. | review all the
background i nformation, conplaints, cross-conplainant's
conpl aint, and the docunentation provided. That is
included in the Bates stanp nunmber | provided. That is
the contract provided by G een Horizons.

Q Ckay. Now, as a civil engineer, are you
prepared to offer an opinion as to what causes sl ope
destabilization?

A | al ready answered your question. Because of
the -- due to the prolonged heavy rain. It saturated
the soil.

Q That's not ny question, though. And I
appreci ate that.

But nmy question is: As a civil engineer, are
you prepared to offer opinion as to what could cause, in
general, slope failure destabilization?

A Yes.

Q O her than rain, what else can cause,
general ly, slope destabilization?

A So many factors.

Q kay. G ve ne three.

A For exanple, did excavation or sonething that
caused the destabilization of the resistant force,

causing the slope failure. O they did sonmething or
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they add water on top or adding nore structures or
building or retraining wall on top of a slope, that the
sl ope cannot -- it cannot -- causing the driving force
to increase that caused the slope failure. There are so
many things that is in between that could cause, you
know, failure.

Al so, nud flow, nudslide, |landslide. Al kind
of things could contribute to the slope failure.

Q Can insufficient ground cover contribute to
sl ope destabilization?

A Yeah, one cause -- factors is because the
sl ope was not covered by the vegetation. Wen it rains,
it could disintegrate easily than conpared to the other
area, which is full of vegetation

Q Let's go back to the gopher question. Wuld
gopher hol es destabilize a slope?

A Coul d be. It depends how frequent the gopher
hol es was present in the slope and how t he sl ope was
mai nt ai ned or abated for the gopher activities. It
coul d be one of the possible contributing factors, but
not for this case.

Q How | arge is the slope at 1397

A How | ar ge?

Q Yeah. How woul d you describe sl ope 139? Wat

is the degree of incline? What kind of soil? How many
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cubic feet of dirt are there?

MR COMBS: (bjection. Conpound.

Ask your question one at a tine, please,

Counsel .
BY MR ALEXANDER

Q Do you understand the question as a civil
engi neer, M. Huang?

A Yes.

Q Then pl ease provide nme with an answer.

A It's not howlarge. 1It's how high is the
sl ope based on the elevations. In --
(Crosstal k.)

Q How high is --

(Crosstalk.)
Q How high is the sl ope?
A About 25 feet.

THE COURT REPORTER:  You guys need to talk one at a

MR. COMBS: Counsel, you are continuing to
interrupt the witness, despite your adnoni shnent to him
to not interrupt you. So if you have an objection,
| odge your objection; otherwi se, |et himtalk.

MR. ALEXANDER: The objections are in your corner,
M. Conbs.

Il
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BY MR ALEXANDER:
Q M . Huang, you understood nmy question and I

believe you testified it's 25 feet; correct?

A Sonet hi ng on that order, yes.

Q Well, is there roomfor error in your opihnion?

A Vell, it was described in the soil tech's
report.

Q When you went on the site investigation on
May 21, 2025, did you personally take a neasurenent of
how hi gh the sl ope is?

A No, | don't need to do that.
Wy not ?
Because | have the information.

Okay. So how high is the sl ope?

> O » O

The slope is fromelevation 515 to el evation
of 494. That's roughly 25 feet plus/mnus, and it was
t wo-t o-one sl ope, horizontal to vertical.

Q And what does that nean, two-to-one sl ope?

A Two-t o0-one slope neans if you use the tech's
nmeasure of horizontally, you touch to the slope surface,
okay, and say you neasure 10 feet, all right, in
di stance. Where you stand, neasure the -- horizontally
to touch the sl ope surface, then you nake a vertical, go
down, to touch the slope surface, say, 5 feet, then the

ten-to-five is two-to-one. So that tells you the slope
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inclination ratio is roughly about two-to-one sl ope.

Q Is that a very conplex task to do?
A No.
Q But you did not performit when you were on

the sl ope; correct?

A No.
Q You relied on GeoTek in its findings; correct?
A | have a topo and their report. | have their

i nformation and | -- you know, they review the original

background grading plans. Al the information provided
Is the fact that | don't need to feel to verify whether
the slope was built two to one or not.

Q In other words, you did not verify whether
GeoTek's findings as to the slope gradings are accurate;
correct?

MR. COMBS: (bjection. Mscharacterizes his
testinmony. He just said he checked the topography maps.

MR. ALEXANDER M. Conbs, you're not testifying.
That's a speaki ng objection.

BY MR ALEXANDER

Q And the topography maps were attached to
GeoTek's report; correct?

A They described in their tech's report in the
report.

Q And GeoTek used those maps for its own
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concl usi ons; correct?

A Wel |, based on their review, they cone to
their conclusion that is the site slope. It was graded
as two-to-one slope roughly about 25 feet, plus/mnus.

Q Froma civil engineering perspective, does
that grading of two to one have any significance to you?
A Wll, that's the current Code. Also, the
ol der sl ope should be built no steeper than two-to-one
slope. Previously in earlier, you know, it was all owed

to build one and a half to one. But | believe current
Code woul d require the two-to-one sl ope as maxi mum sl ope
inclination. Unless there's a site specific that needs
to be -- have spatial variations and there nmay be
granted by the governing agency at the tine of the
construction or the investigation or the grading

proj ect.

Q And what was the tine of the grading
project -- strike that.

In what year was slope 139 originally graded?

A It was -- | think it was in ny report and you
have to go through the background information for the --

Q Vell, I"'masking you. It's your report.
You're sitting here now \When was that this slope
graded originally?

A Some point in 1987, in that tinmeframe. But
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like | say, there's a big report. There's |lots of
I nformation included there. You cannot ask nme with, you

know, questions that without ne to | ook into those

information to give you the answers. |'mnot a mnd
reader. |'mnot the guy who can renenber everything,
okay? | do know when | review the job file and to

prepare ny deposition, | do know they're sonewhere in

timeframe. That's it.

| can give you approximate tinefranme. | can't
gi ve you exact what's going on there. | have to refer
to whatever | says in ny report to tell you the correct
answer .

Do you understand that?

Q So go ahead and refer to your report and |et

me know when the original -- the slope was graded in the

original condition prior to French drain installation.

A kay. Let's see, background information, if
you can scroll into the background information, it's got
to be -- okay. 1In section 2.4, |imted GeoTek

i nvestigation by GeoTek, there are two reports | refer
to, okay? So CGeoTek conduct research -- on page 7,
third paragraph, it says that GeoTek conducted research
and assessnment of the site devel opnent in they reveal ed
that the Las Brisas Pacificas, Inc., residential

comunity was originally rough graded in 1987.
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Do you see that? And that's my recollection
to tell you about 1987. So ny nenory serves ne
correctly.

Q Did you i ndependently verify what CGeoTek's
findings were with respect to when the devel opnent where
this slope was originally graded in 19877

A Well, | did an online Google search. | know
when the house was built. | don't have background
gradi ng plans that was revi ewed by GeoTek.

Q Did you request?

A Vell --

Q Let nme finish ny question, sir.

Did you request to M. Conbs authority to pul
those original grading plans fromthe city of San
Mar cos?

A | believe | requested it, but there's no
informati on that he can obtain.

Q So you were not given permission to pull the
original as-graded plans for the | andscaping Las Brisas
comunity and slope 139; is that accurate?

A As | told you, GeoTek provide those
information. There's no need for nme to verify, go over
agai n, spend noney for no reason to verify yes, the site
was graded in 1987. Wat is the purpose for doing that?

It's totally waste of tine. You ve got to rely on the
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i nformati on, technical data information reveal ed by
GeoTek.

Q kay. So again --

A They are the professional. You keep asking ne
whet her those guys are civil guys or the GeoTek guys or
not. GeoTek is a geotechnical firm They have
sufficient background to how to review the gradi ng plan
verifications of the site before they do their
I nvesti gati on.

Q And, again, that's why you relied on them
correct?

A O course.

Q And that's why you're relying on their reports
and finding your owm conclusions in this case; correct?

A Vell, that's part of ny evaluation. [|'m not
solely rely on their information. | gather all the
information that are provided to ne to fornulate ny
opinions. And that is nore than what they are, you
know, anybody says.

Q Now, you testified earlier that the two-to-one
slope incline is currently the steepest that is all owed
per Code, unless there's sone variations; correct?

A Vell, like | say, current Code asking for no
| ater than -- no steeper than two-to-one sl ope period.

Q What does the Code call for -- or what
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restrictions in the Code provide for with respect to

slope incline in 1987?

A | believe it's about the same, two to one.

Q What Code section provides for that?

A | don't know. | have to look into that.

Q You don't know what Code section provides for
t hat ?

A It's not in ny menory here. | have to | ook

into the Code to tell you.

Q What version of the Code applied to the sl ope
at 139 when it was graded in 19877?

A ' 87.

Q It was the ' 87 Code?

A No, | don't think there's '87. The Code
change every three years.

Q So what version of the Code was it? Wat
year ?

A Vell, either prior to 1987 or 1985 or 1988.
It will be after, so 1985 Code, nost |ikely.

Q You' re specul ating, aren't you?

A " m not speculating. | told you the Code was
updat ed every three years.

Q So ny specific question is: Wat version of
the Code applied to the grading at slope 139 when it was

graded in 19877
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MR. COVBS: (bjection. Asked and answered.

MR. ALEXANDER He has not answered it. He's
specul ati ng.

THE WTNESS: |'m not specul ating. Watever the
Code.

(Crosstalk.)

THE WTNESS: Listen, don't interrupt nme. Wat |'m
saying is, when the grading plan says it was dated, say,
1987, they were Code for that applicable Code in their
grading print. So if there's a grading print, whatever
the Code, current, prior to the grading print
preparation. That is the Code applicable to this
proj ect.

BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q But you don't know what version of the Code
was applicable to this project, do you, M. Huang?

A | told you. | need to look into that to see
what woul d be the Code prior to 1987 and tell you the
Code year of that Code.

Q Move to strike as nonresponsive. |'magoing to
ask ny question again and | expect an answer or you can
tell me you don't know.

What version of the Building Code applied to
the slope at 139 when it was graded in 1987?

A | don't know.
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Q Ckay. What section of that Code would apply
W th respect to how the slope is to be graded?

A | don't know.

Q Ckay. Let's go to current tinme. Wat section
of the current Code applies to slope grading?

A Current Code is 2025.

Q And what section of the current Code applies
to sl ope grading?

A | don't know.

Q Froma civil engineer perspective, does
changi ng the as-graded slope condition affect slope
stability?

A What do you nean?

Q Well, earlier, you testified that excavations
in the slope can affect slope stability, adding water to
the sl ope could affect slope stability, nud flow coul d
affect slope stability, growh cover could affect sl ope
stability, as well as gopher holes; correct?

A Yes.

Q Well, let's take the first one. How can
excavations affect slope stability?

A Vell, if a slope was built as-is and you cut
into the slope on the |ower property and try to create a
retaining wall, for exanple, and that wll reduce the

stability of the as-built slope. And that nay cause the
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slope failure, but it depends on lots of factors, again,
that, you know, how was the cut designed and i npl enented
by the professional engineer provided the recommendati on
during construction to prevent a possible slope failure
in order to prepare construct the retaining wall at the
toe of the sl ope.

Q So is it your opinion that before you cut into
the toe of the slope, you would need to consult an

engi neer to do that work?

A Vell, it depends on how high the retaining
wal | you're doing. |If you're going to construct a
10-feet high retaining wall, of course, you need to hire

the GeoTek to do an investigation to determ ne how high
the retaining wall can be utilized or what kind of
foundati on need to be supported. 1In this case, this
woul d be inpl enented before you can do actua
construction. And you need to subnmit the report to the
City to pull the permt before you can do the
construction.

Q How about cutting into the slope, which was ny
guestion? You answered, | think, your own question with
respect to retaining wall, which I did not ask.

But ny question is: Before you cut into the
toe of the slope, is it your professional opinion that

you need to consult an engi neer before cutting into the
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toe of the sl ope?

A Oh, | would recommend to consult with GeoTek
to better understand whether the proposed or intention
to cut into the slope would be suitable w thout causing
potential slope failure.

Q Wiy is that inportant froma civil engineer
perspective?

A For everybody it's inportant. It depends on
sl ope hei ght, exposed ratios, how steep is the slope,
what are you doing for the slope to cut into the sl ope?
If you just cut it very small, put sonething, you know,
a foot height, a garden wall, there's no need to consult
GeoTek, okay? Your question is too vague.

Q What about a slope that is a two-to-one
el evation slope? If you were to cut into the toe of
t hat sl ope, what would be your recomrendation? Still
consult a civil engineer?

A How high is the slope you' re going to cut into
t he sl ope?

Q Vell, let's take this slope specifically at
139. My question stands.

A Vell, yeah. So there's an existing retaining
wal I roughly about 5-feet high that was cut and build a
retaining wall. According to GeoTek, they're saying

that the original grading print does not show a
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retaining wall, neaning that either the builder or the
previ ous owner, they cut into the slope and build a
retaining wall, okay? 1| don't know whether there was
consult by the GeoTek or not. But there was cutting
into the sl ope.

Q Okay. Are you critical of that cut without a
consul tation, assum ng there was no consultation of a
geotechnical or a civil engineer?

MR. COMBS: (bjection. Inconplete hypothetical.

THE WTNESS: Are you tal king about existing
retaining wall or no?

MR. ALEXANDER:  Yeah, existing one.

THE WTNESS: | don't know who built that existing
one.

BY MR ALEXANDER

Q Okay. Well, your report states -- and we're

going to go back to it -- at 2.1, I'msorry, 1.2. I'm

dyslexic a little bit.

MR. COMBS: Counsel, one mnute. | need to reboot
ny conputer.

MR. ALEXANDER  That's okay. | have a pending
guesti on.

MR. COMBS: Yeah, he can answer the question and
then I'll need to reboot on ny dollar.

Il
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BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q Actually, I was not being dyslexic. |
apologize. It's 2.1. You wite that the previ ous owner
built a tenporary retaining wall with bricks to try and
capture the nud fromthe slope. W went over that
testi nony al ready.

Do you know if the retaining wall was actually
installed with the recormendati on of a civil engineer?

A | don't know.

Q And then you go on to provide that G een
Hori zons installed the French drain; correct?

A Yes.

Q How woul d Green Horizons install a French

drain at the sl ope?

A How?

Q Yes.

A All | can see is the photos that was
di scussed -- extract fromM. Mann's email to HOA tal k
about based on the -- her understandi ng of the

i nformati on provided by previous owner that discussed
several itens, one, two -- | nean, the events that when
in March 2024, sonething like that, 2019, was French
drain sl ope was opened behind the retaining wall and the
French drain was installed. It shows several photos.

But all | can see in the photo is excavation
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behind the retaining wall and the pipe was |aid down
into the trench, bottomof the trench. That's all | can
see fromthose enmail or whatever infornmation provided.
But G een Horizons' proposal contract says very clearly,
there was ready-to-pi pe wapped by the geofabric with
the 1-inch crushed rock drains to discharge any
collected water into suitable disposal areas.

Q Is there any reference that a civil engineer
was consulted by the HOA prior to the installation of
t he French drain?

A | don't know. | don't think by installing
installation of the French drain, you know, it would be
required to -- a GeoTek engineer to provide a
recommendation for the French drain.

Q Wiy is that?

A Huh?

Q Wy is --

A Because the | andscape issues, due to the
drai nage, water com ng down from sl ope caused, you know,
the overflow O they need to just inprove the drainage
and to buy suitable systemto direct water -- coll ect
wat er from surface and di scharge to the suitabl e areas.

Q How - -

MR, COMBS: Counsel, I'msorry, before you go on, |

need to reboot. Gve ne 6 mnutes. You guys can stay
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on. $54 credit conming fromme. | need to reboot. |'m
sorry.

MR ALEXANDER: Go ahead. Let's take a five-mnute
br eak.

MR. COMBS: Thank you.

(Brief recess.)

MR. ALEXANDER. Let's go back on the record.
BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q M. Huang, you understand you're still under
oath; correct?

A Yes.

Q You were offering the testinony that
excavation in the toe of the slope could destabilize the
sl ope; correct?

A Depends on how high is the excavation.

Q What do you nmean by that?

A Vell, if you cut 10 feet into the slope, there
coul d destabilize the slope. |If you cut only 1 foot, |
don't think there would be cause to destabilize the
sl ope.

Q At what depth was the French drain installed
by Green Horizons in 20197

A According to the contract, it says 3 feet.

Q Are you relying on any other docunentation,

other than this referenced contract, to make the
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determ nation as to how deep the French drain was
install ed by G een Horizons?

A There was excavation photos with the pipe laid
down in the trench that | could estimate pretty nuch the
sanme depth as discussed -- presented in the Geen
Hori zons' contract is 3 feet.

Q And how wi de was the trench that was excavat ed
by Green Horizons to install the French drains?

A Probably about 12-inch to 8-inch w de, very
smal| trenches. You can see fromthe photos.

Q That's an estinate; correct?

A Yes.

Q You have not neasured it; correct?

A | was not there in 2019. How am| going to
measure? Are you crazy?

Q What ki nd of pipe was used for the French
drai n?

A | saw it's a white drai nage pipe.

Q Was it solid or perforated?

A If it's perforated, it's got to be face down.
But because pipe already laid dowm to the bottomor |
can see there was a drai nage pipe installed at the
bottom That's it.

Q Did you say if it is perforated?

A | nmean, according to Green Horizons, the
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contract, they say the French drain is perforated pipe;
right? You read back that sentence, okay? But the
photos, what | can see with the excavation and the
| ay-down of the drainage pipe, | don't see perforation
hole at -- you know, in that photo. Because the correct
installation of the perforation pipe is for the
perforation hole facing down, okay? But the pipe has
been already installed in the trench.

| cannot verify whether the pipe is a solid
pi pe or perforated pipe. But according to G een
Horizons, they are supposed to install the perforated
pi pe.

Q In your opinion as a civil engineer, what is
the difference between a perforated pipe and
non-perforated pipe with respect to a French drain?

A Vel l, perforated pipe allows the potential of
perched groundwater mgration up fromthe bottomto go
into the perforated -- into the pipe through the
perforation hole and to carry the water to discharge to
the suitable drainage area. That is what a typica
French drain, the purpose. If you have shall ow
groundwater in the ground that you require to mtigate
t he shal | ow perched groundwater conditions, and one of
t hese -- our recomendation would be to install the

trench drain or French drain, whatever you call it.
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And with the perforation pipe and to rev it up
with the geofabric and the crushed rock to direct the
water to intercept any potential shall ow perched
groundwater fromthe bottomto go into the perforated
pi pe and carry over to the dischargeabl e drai nage
facilities.

Q So let's break that down a little bit. It's
ny under st andi ng, based off what you just testified,
that the purpose of the French drain is to take existing
perched groundwater and carry it away fromthe slope to
an outlet for water managenent; correct?

A Vell, let me nmake it clear. The French
dr ai nage, when you lay down into the trench, then if any
perched groundwater present or seep in the area where
the French drain was installed, those perched
groundwat er can be -- goes into the pipe through the
perforation holes. And those water by a slope -- pipe,
gradi ant, can direct the water toward whatever
desi gnated or the suitable discharge drainage facility
to carry out.

So that you can elimnate groundwater --
per ched groundwater or whatever groundwater -- permanent
groundwat er el evations to be risen up above the French
drain, causing the backyard damage or drai nage issues.

Because you installed a trench drain/French drain that

94
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can limt whatever the depth that you designed are for a
French drain to collect the potential perched
groundwat er bel ow ground to carry away fromthe site.
That's the purpose.

You don't want to have the water come to the
surface and cause the damage to the backyard.

Q Wuld that water, if it came to the surface,
destabilize the sl ope?

A Say it again?

Q If the French drain was not taking water away
but the water was allowed to cone to the surface, would
that destabilize the slope?

A Are you tal king about the current 2019 French

drain behind the wall?

Q No, no, I'mtalking in general.
A No.
Q If a French drain that is installed, with

intention of carrying water away; correct? That's the
purpose of a French drain is to carry existing water
away fromthe slope; correct?

A Vel |, you're tal king about two different
things. The way |I'm describing to you is the general
purpose to install the French drain to mtigate shall ow
groundwat er or perched groundwater conditions in the

yard area or even in the slope area, that allows water
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to be intercepted by the French drain through the
perforated hole by the drainage gradiant to keep water
away fromthe site, okay?

So your question is that if this --

Q Vell, let ne stop you there. So the purpose
of the French drain, we could agree, whether it's the
French drain at 139 or in general, is to take water away
fromthe site; correct?

A Wll, it's not really take the water away from
the site, but it's for the purpose to intercept the
perch shal | ow groundwat er bel ow the pipe. Wen this
groundwater rises up, it would be able to go into the
pi pe through the hole to carry over away fromthe site.
That's the purpose. It doesn't nean you --

Q What is the benefit of carrying water away
fromthe slope?

A What is the benefit of the -- what?

Q What is the benefit of that system carrying
wat er away fromthe sl ope?

A If you have a retaining wall, you don't want
to have a perched groundwater condition build up behind
a wall to cause hydrostatic pressure to cause the
retaining wall failure

Q Does that al so cause slope failure?

A Not really. It's basically just, you know,
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the retaining wall, it was designed properly. It may
have cone for the hydrostatic buildup. But it would

be -- the practical thing is to prevent hydrostatic
bui |l dup so that you can reconmmend for the French drain
to be installed behind the retaining wall. Particularly
for this case, where the bedrock of contact is very

shal  ow, about 3 to 5 feet, so install the French drain
with perforated hole facing down. Wen the groundwat er
m grate down from ot her --

THE COURT REPORTER:  You' ve got to sl ow down.
Sorry, I'mjust not getting this.

Ckay. So you said "barrel of contact"?

THE W TNESS: \Were the bedrock of contact,
bedr ock.

THE COURT REPORTER: Ckay. Please slow down. |'m
having a very, very difficult tinme understanding you.
Thank you.

THE W TNESS: The bedrock contact is very shall ow,
about 3 to 5 feet below the slope surface. So by
installation of the French drain to depth of about
3 feet below the toe of the slope surface, it would be
able to intercept any groundwater migrate down through
t he bedrock contact to carry the water away fromthe --
behind the retaining wall to prevent possible

hydrostatic buil dup behind the wall and further causing
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the additional |evel of force to push the wall to cause
the wall failure
BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q What about surface water? How is that
handl ed?

A Vel |, these French drain has the drai nage
grate or drainage inlet or you call the entry grate that
was installed at the distance that was the vertical pipe
tied into this French drain.

Q So in other words, this French drain was
getting surface water introduced into it; correct?

A Well, both. [It's surface and it's subsurface
water. Now, keep in mnd, water on the slope surface
fromthe upper slope, it doesn't nean it just flow like
it should flow, goes down to the toe of the slope. But
rat her, nost of the water on the upper slope is going to
mgrate vertically down into the slope where it reach to
t he bedrock contact and m grate from other slope down to
the bottom sl ope, okay?

That is the purpose to install the French
drain behind this retaining wall to intercept both
surface and perched groundwater condition bel ow the
ground surface.

Q How did you cone to the conclusion that the

pur pose behind the 2019 installation of the French drain

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com

98




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

at slope 139 was to capture the perched groundwater
condition that you just described?

A That was based on ny eval uation of the site
geology, as | told you earlier today, and plus the
review of the GeoTek's findings with their subsurface
explorations identified perched groundwater conditions
within the landslide failure area at the contact, you
know, between the failure and the bedrock. That all ows
the water to mgrate down during the prol onged heavy
rain comng down into toward the toe of the slope behind
the retaining wall.

So if you only install the solid pipe behind
this retaining wall, there's no way to intercept
subsurface groundwater, particularly for this site
condition; okay? O course, there was the retaining
wal | back drain with -- or you could -- at the distance
at the base of the retaining wall that al so serves at
the drainage outlet. It allows any perched groundwater
condition can mgrate down to the bottom of the
retaining wall and to discharge to the backyard of the
plaintiff's backyard.

Q So the -- and thank you for that. |
appreci ate that expl anation.

Is it fair to say -- again, this is a summary

of your testinony, but just for frame of reference --
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t he purpose of the French drain is to take water away
fromthe slope, whether it cane in fromthe surface or
down from the bedrock; correct?

A Well, the main purpose is to mtigate perched
groundwat er conditions, not to rise up to cause, you
know, further damage to the site inprovenents.

Ckay.

A But when the water goes into the pipe, it's
going to be carried away fromthe site.
That's the intention; correct?
Vel |, yeah

Ckay. So when --

> O >» O

But it depends on the depth of the French
drain you are going to use, okay? For exanple, in this
case, about 3 feet. But for other cases if you have
shal | ow groundwat er and you want to elimnate all the
perched groundwater condition below 5 feet, so your
French drain naybe need to be excavated down at | east
5 feet bel ow grade before you can intercept any perched
groundwater to that depth to carry it away fromthe
site.

Q But it's your opinion that the perched
groundwater at Lot 139 is at roughly 3 feet because
that's where the bedrock is; correct?

A Yeah, roughly.
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Q Okay. And you just described a potenti al
where if the systemis not operating, it could raise the
per ched groundwater; correct?

A You' re saying the clogging of the French
dr ai npi pe?

Q No. M question is a little broader than
that. |If the systemyou just described, which is
designed to take any water away fromthe sl ope which
I ncl udes perched groundwater and surface water, if that
systemis not taking the water away, we could end up
with a water level that is rising; correct?

A Under your assunption, yeah, possible
groundwat er may rise up.

Q And is that introduction of water one of the
items that we discussed earlier where you could have
sl ope destabilization? You identified that excavation
is one, and your second was water.

Is that the type of water you're discussing or
Is it nore general than that?

A No, it is nothing relating. The French drain
installation in 2019, nothing to do with the surfici al
sl ope failure that occurred. Nothing to --

Q Vell, let nme stop you right there. 1'm going
to interrupt you because that was not ny question.

My question was: |If you have the introduction
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of water -- you know what, maybe 1'I| specify ny
question. |If you have the introduction of water as a
result of the French drain systemthat you described not
performng as intended, which is to take water away,
woul d that water be added to the sl ope?

A The water woul d be added behind the retaining
wall. That's it.

Q And what is the location that you're

descri bing behind the retaining wall?

A Wherever the French drain is |ocated.
Q Is that at the bottom of the slope, M. Huang?
A The French drain is about 3 feet bel ow the

surface of the toe of the sl ope.

Q kay. And earlier, you testified that the
i ntroduction of water to a slope could destabilize the
sl ope; correct?

A Your question is too general. | need to
narrow down to the specific.

What are you tal ki ng about?

Q Vell, if you introduce water to the toe of the
sl ope, would that destabilize the sl ope?

MR, COMBS: (bjection. Inconplete hypothetical.
Vague and anbi guous.

THE WTNESS: It nay or may not. It is not an

absol ut e connecti on.
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BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q So at best, we don't know, correct?

A Vell, we know for this case, it's nothing to
do with the French drain installation that caused sl ope
failure.

Q Vell, let nme ask you point-blank, then: Wat
do you base your opinion on that the French drain was
not a contributing factor to the slope failure?

A Because the French drain has been installed
since 2019. It was performng very well from 2019 to
2022. But because of prolonged heavy rain that's com ng
fromthe contact mgrate on the slope into the -- into
t he sl ope through the bedrock contact, m grate down from
top to the bottom of the slope, and triggering the --
reduci ng the slope soil strength --

Q How does --

A -- causing the saturation.

Q |"msorry, | thought you were finished with
your testinony on that one.

How does the introduction of water at the toe
sl ope reduce the shear strength of the sl ope?

A "' msaying the water, rainwater, prolonged
heavy rain, that anmount, nore than al nost tw ce as
hi gher than nornmal, that was to percolate down into the

sl ope. And sone of the water will mgrate down al ong
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the surface of the slope, okay? But nobst of the water
go into the underground through the bedrock contact, and
that mgrate in that because of fractures of the --
fractures of the bedrock contact that caused the weak
soil to get saturated and reduce the strength of the
soil to cause the surficial slope failure.

It has nothing to do with the French drain,

whether it was a functioning well or not well, there was
bui | dup behind the retaining wall. In addition, the
retaining wall performng very well. There's no

i nformati on or damage of what | can see at the tine of
my site inspection that indicates that the installation
of the French drain, and whatever possible buil dup of

t he groundwat er behind the wall, could cause the danmage
or the failure to the retaining wall, not to nention the
sl ope failure.

Q So is it your opinion that the rain season you
described in 2022, 2023, introduced water to the sl ope
at about tw ce the anobunt of typical rain?

I s that your opinion?

A Yeah.

Q And that introduction of water obviously
happened on the surface of the slope; correct?

A Well, both, surface and the subsurface. This
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Q Wait, wait, wait, wait, wait. Howis the --

MR COMBS: You're interrupting him You need to
| et himanswer. You need to let him--
BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q How is the water going to be introduced to the
subsurface?

A Come on. This is the --

Q It has to hit the surface first; correct?

A But this is the soil slope. Wen the
rai nwat er com ng down to the ground of the slope, it
doesn't matter it has a vegetation cover or no cover.
The water, by gravity, is going to go down and percol ate
down into the subsurface; correct?

Q kay. M. Huang, when rainwater hits the
slope at 139, initially, it hits the surface; correct?

A Yes.

Q Some of it is absorbed in the process you just

descri bed; correct?

A Yes.
Q Let's follow that water. It goes down. It's
absor bed and whatever is not absorbed by the soil itself

is going to hit bedrock and perch down to the toe of the
sl ope; correct?
A Yes.

Q And in this case, that water is net with a
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French drain that was intended to take water away from
the sl ope; correct?
A Vel |, when the water eventually goes down to

that | ocation, yeah, water is going to go down there,

yes.
kay. |Is the answer to nmy answer yes?
A Yes.
Q Now, let's follow the other path of water
whi ch is not absorbed by the soil, not underground.

W' re tal ki ng about surface water.

kay?
A Ckay.
Q You're with ne?
A Yes.
Q That water that makes its way down to the toe

of the slope by way of sheddi ng down the sl ope.

A Gavity flow

Q ['"'msorry?

A Gavity flow, by gravity flow

Q Gavity flow, okay.

By gravity flow down the slope. At Lot 139,

where does that water end up?

A To the toe of the slope behind the retaining
wall. And that caused the overflow to the backyard, as

descri bed by the previous owner, that have nuddy or
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sonet hing com ng out fromtop of slope. That is the
surface water they are tal king about.

Q In 2022 of 2023, when that surface water nade
its way by gravity flow down the slope to the toe of the
sl ope, where did that water end up?

A Still go down to the toe of the slope on top
of the -- behind the retaining wall. And that was --

Q Did it overflow at that point?

A To the toe of the slope that the French drain
and the drainage inlet of grate already installed. That
will capture all the surface water to that drainage
system

Q And, again, | know I'm beating a dead horse
here a little bit, but the purpose of that French drain
was to take that water away fromthe slope; correct?

A Well, that's part of the purpose --

Q Ckay.

A -- to mnimze.

MR. ALEXANDER  Let's take our lunch break. Let's
go of f the record.

(Brief recess.)
MR. ALEXANDER: Let's go back on the record.
BY MR ALEXANDER:
Q M. Huang, you understand you're still under

oath; correct?
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A Yes.

MR COMBS: It's Dr. Huang, by the way.

MR. ALEXANDER: Ch, okay. Dr. Huang, | didn't know
that was an issue, but your counsel has adnoni shed ne so
here we are.

BY MR ALEXANDER:
Q Dr. Huang --

A Go ahead.

Q Do you care if I call you M. Huang or
Dr. Huang?
A It's okay. | mean, if you prefer, that's

okay.

Q Vell, you earned the title, so --

A Well, | earned the title but I know you are
not typically encounter with a Ph.D. That's okay. So,
I f, you know, easier for you to call ne M. Huang,

t hat' s okay.

Q Ckay. Well, 1 don't know what to say about
never encountering or not typically encountering Ph.D.s,
but I will defer to your counsel and call you Dr. Huang.

A Ckay.

Q Movi ng f orward.

Okay. Let's take a | ook again at your report.
| will share ny screen again. And, Doctor, |I'm/|l ooking

at page 5.
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A Ckay.

Q This foll ow ng | anguage that you wote, Qur
revi ew of the background docunentation reveal ed the
French drains were cleared and tested by the associ ation
on April 30, 2023.

Do you see that?

A Yes.

Q Is this the only instance, that you' re aware
of , when the association cleared the drains?

A Yeah. | saw the photos that was the test
to -- | give you the Bates stanp nunbers. You can refer
to those docunents to know what |'mtal ki ng about.

Q And, Doctor, are you aware of any ot her
I nstances other than April 30, 2023, when the
associ ation m ght have cleared these French drains?

A | do not know.

Q Are you aware of a schedul e that the HOA
prepared for cleaning these drains that were installed
in 20197

A | do not know.

Q Do you know who perforned this April 30, 2023,
cl ear-out and testing?

A It was stated in those docunments. | don't
recall whose test. It got to be the HOA nenbers.

Q As you sit here today, do you know if the HOA
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retained a third party to performthis testing on
April 30, 2023?

A | don't know. Al the information | received
I s based on these Bates stanp docunents, that | know the
drain was verified and was cleared. And you can see the
wat er was drai ned out of the pipes on the south end of
t he backyard.

Q How much water was introduced into the drains
on April 30, 20237

A | do not know.

Q How nmuch water exited the drains on April 30,

20237

A Ch, | can see about a bunch of water com ng
out. That --

Q How nmuch?

A Huh?

Q How much water is it?

A | don't know how nuch water, but |I can see the

water was flow fromthe outlet pipe, go to the backyard
to a certain distance.

Q And what phot ographs are you | ooking at?

A VWell, | gave you the Bates stanp nunbers. Can
you |l ook it up, those Bates stanp nunbers?

Q "' masking you. You're relying on those

phot ographs to --
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A Yes.

Q -- fornul ate your opinions; correct?

A Yes.

Q So where are those phot ographs?

A And | told you, it is under that -- the Bates
stanp docunents. If you can pull it up, I can tell you

where are those photos.

Q So you don't have them as part of your job
file, correct?

A In my job file, in the report -- ny other job
file. What are you tal king about?

Q Let's see --

A | just don't know which docunents for that
one, okay?

Q Vell, earlier you testified that you prepared
for this deposition by reviewing your job file; correct?

A Yes, | reviewed, yes.

Q kay. So point to nme where in your job file
t hese photographs that you relied on are | ocated.

A It's in those production in that report by
ot hers under the first one, experts -- yeah, yeah, yeah,
yeah -- experts, there's a bunch of files -- | don't
know whi ch one -- but that would be one of the
docunents. Let nme see if | can find -- but you should

have the |ist of the Bates stanp docunents. You can
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refer to the Bates stanp. That's what the |egal guys
al ways do, what is the Bates nunbers, and | gave you
the --

Q Well, Doctor, I'mnot the testifying expert
today. |I'masking you to identify and to show ne where

in your job file --

A Yeah, | can show you but | just --
Q -- where those phot ographs are | ocated.
A | can't just find out at this time. | just

need to figure out where the photos are |ocated, okay?
Let nme see, hold on a second. It's likely in the
plaintiff's conpl aint exhibit.

Q Okay. Let's nmove on and go back to your
report at section 2.4.

A 2.4, okay.

Q You made the observation that perched
groundwat er was observed by GeoTek at the geol ogic
contact of engineered fill overlying the Santiago
Formation in test pit excavation, TP-2, located within
the limts of the observed slope failure area. The
water was visible on fractured facies of claystone
gravel. Flowi ng or seeping water was not observed by
GeoTek during their field exploration.

Do you see that | anguage?

A Yes.
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Q And we're on page 8.

A Yes.

Q What do you base that |anguage on?

A That is from GeoTek's report.

Q Do you disagree with CGeoTek's observati ons

Wi th respect to this portion of your report?

A No, | don't -- well, |I agree with their
findi ngs.

Q Ckay. Wiich report are you referring to when
you tal k about GeoTek in this instance?

A | think both of the reports they have because
pretty nmuch simlar. And |look at the July 7 report,
will be nore conplete investigation, and you should see
the sane | anguage in their report.

Q Al right. W'Ill get to that in a second.
Let's go back to water mgration on the slope in the

2022/ 2023 rai n season.

Ckay?
A Ckay.
Q Bef ore the break, we had agreed that water

coul d be absorbed by the slope. Sone of it is going to
go down to bedrock; correct?

A Yes.

Q And sone of it is going to, by gravitational

pull, mgrate down to the toe on the surface of the
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sl ope; correct?

A Yes.

Q Wth respect to the water that's absorbed by
the sl ope, are slopes, in general, designed to absorb a

certain anount of water?

A What do you nean designed? Any soil wll
absorb water. It doesn't matter designed or not
designed. As long as it was a conmpacted well, you know,

that prevent surficial slope failure, then the water can

be observed by the soil, or whatever was conpact ed,
engineer fill or natural soil. It's all absorbed water.
That's the nature of the soil; right?

Q Okay. How nmuch water was the slope at 139
designed to absorb prior to being destabilized?

A | don't know.

Q Okay. Were would you find that information?

A What information?

Q Wth respect to how nuch water this slope was
desi gned to absorb.

A The sl ope was not designed to absorb the
water. The sl ope was designed for the safety stability
to reach minimum 1.5 factor of safety fromstatic
standpoint conditions, and 1.1 seismc conditions for
the two-to-one slope allowed by the Code. So as |ong as

the slope is stabilized, you know, based on their
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original slope stability analysis, the slope is
stabilized. They' re not designed to absorb the water.

Q Again, you're referring to the Code and you're
giving me specific nunbers this tine. And quite
frankly, | couldn't understand what those nunbers were.

A It's just factor of safety.

Q Factor of safety, is that what --

A Yes, yes.

Q And what was the factor of safety for this
t wo-t 0- one sl ope?

A By Code would be 1.5 factor safety for static
conditions. Under seismic condition, it should have
mninmum 1.1 factor of safety.

Q And what does "factor of safety" nean?

A Factor of safety means the rati o between the
driving force and the resistance force, whenever the
resi stance force is greater than driving force nore than
1.5, the slope would be considered static condition
woul d be stable under 1.5 factor safety. Meaning that
you have sufficient strong resistance force to prevent
sl ope failure, okay? Under seism c condition, you can
reduce to 1.1.

But, again, under seismc conditions, the
resistant force is much |arger than the driving force,

which is for seismc condition, 1.1 factor of safety.
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(Crosstal k.)
Q So the --
(Crosstal k.)
A Wait, wait, wait. So if the slope is narginal

stabl e, what that means, that neans nost driving force
and the resistance force are pretty nuch equal; right?
So that is marginal stable. So if any conditions,
either driving force or resistant force, you know, it

I ncreased by driving force or causing the slope to push
down, that will cause the slope failure, okay?

But what we typically say is factor of safety
of 1.5 is whatever the resistant force to hold the sl ope
agai nst the driving force, no matter what was reduced by
the natural support at the bottomor by the additional
force applied through the top. That all accounted for
the driving force. As long as the resistant force that
you designed for the slope, you know, based on your
stability analysis calculations that reach to m ni num
1.5 factors of safety under static condition. And 1.1
factor safety under seismc condition, the slope is
consi dered stabl e.

Q kay. Thank you so nmuch for that
clarification. It was very informative.

Is it fair to say that on any slope, including

Ms. Mann's slope at 139, there are two forces that are
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wor ki ng agai nst each other at any one tine? And that is
the driving force you described and the resistance
force; correct?

A Basical ly.

Q Froma | ayman's perspective, just to
understand this better, is it fair to say that if the
resi stance force is stronger than the driving force, the
slope is going to remai n stabl e?

A Yeah.

Q And if the driving force, conversely, is
greater than the resistance force, the slope is going to
be destabilized; correct?

A Yeah, sonething like that, yes.

Q And it could be destabilized to the point of
failure; correct?

A Say that again?

Q It could be destabilized to the point of
failure; correct?

A O it depends on the condition.

Q S it the absorption of water on a sl ope --
strike that.

If water is absorbed by a sl ope, which you
testified happens when it rains; correct?

A Yeah, let ne explain nore --

Q Vell, let nme see if | could get there with ny
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guestions --
A Ckay.
Q -- and then we can clarify it.
Ckay?
A Ckay.

Q You testified earlier that every slope is
going to absorb water; correct?

A Vell, | nean, if it's soil, yes.

Q Yeah, okay, if it's soil.

Let's focus on 139 specifically. It absorbs
water fromrain; correct?

A Yeah.

Q Does that water absorption tend to increase
the driving force or decrease it?

A No, it's not -- it depends on the anmount of
wat er, depends on how |l ong that soil -- | nean, water
would be in the soil. It doesn't nmean that you don't
have water introduced into the soil, it's going to
either decrease the soil stability or not. No, that's
not what |I'msaying. But keep in mnd -- okay, let ne
tell you -- here's the typical

At the time of the construction, the grading
that was done in 1987, okay, the slope was built as a
two-to-one slope, as we know, okay, two horizontal to

one vertical, two-to-one slope. The slope height is
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roughly 25-feet high, okay? Al right. So under these
condi ti ons when the slope was built by the engi neer or
designer, verified during construction when it was
built, the slope is good to release to the honmeowners of
what ever the owners purchased the property.

At that tine, there's noirrigation at all.
Not hing. The slope is just conpacted to whatever the --
you know, based on their conpaction testing result,
okay? M nimum 90 percent conpaction. So once this
condition is done, when the honeowner noves in, they're
going to do the inprovenent, install the drainage, and
do irrigation, plus additional rainfall com ng down
occasionally here and there over tinme. So even
t hough - -

Q Let nme pause you there for a second to ask a

guestion and then you can conti nue.

When the slope is designed by the original
engineers in 1987 in this case, did those civil
engi neers account for what you just described, those
changes in the slope, including the introduction of
sprinkler systens --

A They only verified based on their static

anal ysis what would be the factor safety is that they
can reach to the exceeding m ni num Code required, 1.5

factor safety, okay, based on their subsurface
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I nvestigation, strength paranmeters obtained during their
| aboratory testing. So they use those paraneters to do
the stability analysis and conme up to the concl usion of
the result saying that the slope will be grossly stable,
under 1.5 factor safety. And, you know, gravelly stable
under the seismc 1.1 condition. But we are talking
about not surficial failure, but rather --

THE COURT REPORTER: | need you to sl ow down.

Sorry to interrupt, but I amhaving a hard tinme getting
that. You were tal king about not a surficial failure,
but rather?

THE W TNESS: Rather than the -- we were tal king
about the global, g-1-0-b-a-1 -- | nean, deep, d-e-e-p,
seated, s-e-a-t-e-d, deep-seated slope failure. W're
tal ki ng about a much deeper |ike landslide. W're not
tal ki ng about surficial slope failure that was this
case, okay?

So what I'mtrying to tell you is that after
the production finished the grading, released to the
honeowner, there will be substantial irrigation,
pl anting, rainwater going to comng down into the slope
and yard i nprovenents, okay? So the slope, the factor
safety, even though fromthe beginning after conpletion
of the grading, it could be nore than 1.5 factor safety.

But it would be reduced further down to, you know, bel ow
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1.5 factor safety over the years, okay?

So because this condition continues to
irrigate the slope to, you know, whatever, introduce
water into the slope. But the slope was designed nore
than 1.5 factor safety at the tine of the grading. But
over the years, the stability of the slope is going to
be reduced to a certain anmount because of the -- those
i ntroduction of water by irrigation and rai nwater and
the life, okay?

So you'll probably will reach to the factor
safety, sone point, maybe 1.3, 1.2, in that tinefrane.
But, again, we're still tal king about deep-seated sl ope
failure, global slope failure, okay? But now for this
case, this case particularly, we are tal king about
surficial slope failure. That was due to the
i ntroduction of the water on the near-surface getting
saturated by the prol onged heavy rain that reduced the
shear strength of the near-surface soil, creating
18-inch deep, you know, 1-foot w de of the sl ope,

m grating down to the slope. That's the case.

We're not tal king about the entire sl ope
failure for this case. You're talking two different
t hi ngs, okay?

BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q So it's your opinion that it was the rain that
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caused this superficial -- what is the word you're
using? Sorry.

A Surficial.

Q Surficial slope failure; correct?

A Yes.

Q Now, why would the rain cause the surficia

sl ope failure?

A | just -- | just told you. Due to the
I ntroduction of the water by the rain, saturate the
near-surface soil. And that was not able to hold the
resistant force, as such, that the slope goes down due
to the, you know, condition.

Q So is it your opinion that at sone point, the
slope at the surficial |evel got so soaked, that it
fail ed?

A Wl |, under the saturation that to the point
where the shear strength of the slope soil is too weak,
you know, w thout strength to resist the driving force
fromthe rainwater that caused the surficial slope

failure.

Q What is your opinion if the slope had been

presoaked - -
A What ?
Q -- prior to the rains? |If the slope was

al ready saturated prior to the rains, how woul d your
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opi nion change, if at all, as to the cause of this
sl ope failure?

A It depends on the soil type of the sl ope.

Q " masking for this slope, not depends on the
soil type, this slope, which you have already
i nvestigated and you know what the soil type is.

A | don't know what you're tal ki ng about a
presoak. There's nothing --

Q " masking you the question. It doesn't
matter why |I'masking it. Wat |I'masking youis: |If
the soil was presoaked prior to the rain event you just
descri bed, how woul d your opinion change, if at all?

MR. COMBS: (bjection. Vague and anbi guous.
| nconpl et e hypot hetical .

THE WTNESS: No change.

BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q No change?

A Because the soil under this slope is created
mat eri al .
Q So it's your opinion it does not matter

whet her or not the slope was saturated with water prior
to the rains. |[Is that your opinion?

A No, |I tell you. You don't understand. What
' m saying, the reason caused the slope failure is

because the soil strength becones weak due to the water
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i ntroduction, water gets saturation. It doesn't matter

I f presoaked or non-presoaked. As long as the strength
was not able to hold the resistance force, it's going to
cause the surficial slope failure.

Q At some point, if you're introducing rainwater
to a slope that had been irrigated prior to the rain
itself, would that affect the resistance force of the
sl ope?

A More or less. But it's not the case because
on every single slope, you have irrigation water and you
operate every day. You have rain that occur every day.
These condition is very conmmon. And the slope is not
going to fail, okay?

Q So as you sit here --

(Crosstal k.)
A As long as --
(Crosstal k.)
A Vit --
Q No, no, no. |I'mgoing to ask ny question. As

you sit here today, do you know whet her or not water was
I ntroduced by the HOA at the slope at 139 prior to the
rain events that you opine caused the failure of the

sl ope?

MR COMBS: (bjection. Vague and ambi guous as to
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

THE WTNESS: Al | know is that there was
irrigation sprinkler pipe risers was installed on the
sl ope that was operate, you know, on the daily basis.
don't know whet her that operation, irrigation system
was on or off prior to or after or during the -- that
2022 or '23. But | know there was irrigation water.

But that irrigation water has been doing --
their work even, you know, for the long tinme, okay?
There's no slope failure, is ny understanding, from
M. Conbs. No slope failure occurred within the Las
Brisas Pacificas HOA comunity.

BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q Let's unpack that starting with your comment
that this is based off of your understandi ng by
M. Conbs; correct?

A Vel |, yes.

Q Do you have an opinion as to what the
condition of the irrigation systemwas at 139
I mredi ately prior to the rain events during the 2022 or
2023 rain season?

A | don't know the irrigation activities or
schedul e for the slope irrigation, no.

Q Are you aware of any sprinkler heads that
m ght have been broken | eading up to that rain event on

sl ope 139?
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

A Vel |, based on the plaintiff's conplaint, she
said there were two tines, broken irrigation pipe, that
was conpl ained to the HOA, but HOA did inspections.
There's no sprinkler broken at all. So that --

Q So you're basing that it on the initial
conplaint; correct?

A Well, initial conplaint is -- Ms. Mann says
there are two tinmes, broken pipe, irrigation pipe. She
notified the HOA, you know, to fix it. And then the
HOA, you know, at the tine that -- when the slope
failure occurred -- after the slope failure occurred,

t hey checked whet her that was caused by the irrigation
broken pipe. There was none of the pipe was broken. It
was functioning very well.

Q Wul d you agree with ne that the condition of
the irrigation pipes after the slope failure is
irrelevant?

A Vell, it is relevant because they never
changed their activities before or after the irrigation.
But | don't know their schedule or anything. But our
understanding is that it didn't make any changes to the
irrigation, okay? |If there's any broken pipe, it should
steady so, you know, and the response to the
plaintiff's, that, okay, they did find the broken pipe.

They fixed it. But | don't see any evidence that tells
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

me that the irrigation pipe was broken.
Q How, if at all, is the driving force or
resi stance force of this slope affected, but
I ntroduction of water at the toe of the slope?
MR. COMBS: (bjection. Inconplete hypothetical.
THE WTNESS: Introduction of water at the toe

slope is the sane thing as the introduction of water

over the slope. The sane thing. There's no difference.

BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q It's not desirable, though, is it?

A What do you nmean "it's not desirable"? As
| ong as you have good drainage inlet that can coll ect
water, there's no issue.

Q VWhat if the inlet is not good? Wat kind of
I ssues woul d you expect?

A Vell, in 2019, the previous owner indicates
that the surface water caused nud com ng out over the
retaining wall, caused damage, you know, the water
sprayed over to their backyard. That is the resulting
I ssues.

Q Let's turn our attention to section 4.0 of

your report.

A Ckay.
Q Concl usi ons and di scussi ons.
A Ckay.
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Q And you wite, It is our opinion that the
subj ect surficial slope failure occurred that on or
about April 27, 2023, at the rear of the Plaintiff,
Mann's property, unit 139, is prinmarily as a result of
surface and subsurface soil on the sl ope being saturated
by a series of prolonged rain events between Cctober '22
and April '23 rainy season, which, in turn, reduced the
shear strength of the slope soil and caused the
surficial slope failure.

As you sit here today, do you still agree with

t hat concl usi on?

A Yes.

Q Has anything that we have di scussed changed
your opi nion about this concl usion?

A No.

Q Wiy do you wite "primarily"?
A Vell, that's primarily, yes. That's the nmain
contributing factors caused the surficial slope failure.
Q Doesn't that suggest that there are other
contributing factors?

A Not really.

Q When you say primarily as a result, primarily
does not nean the sole cause; correct?

A Well, like | said, we talk about the possible

source of the water fromthe irrigation water, fromthe
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

rai nwater, fromthe other water, whatever; right? But
the main cause of the contributing factor to cause the
surficial slope failure would be the prol onged heavy
rain introduced nore than -- no nore anount of the

rai nwat er goes into the slope due to saturate near the
surface soil.

And that caused the, you know, reduced shear
strength of the near-surface soil. And such, that
caused surficial slope failure to occur.

Q But you're not taking the position that that
was the sole cause of the soil failure; correct?

A No -- correct. That's why | said primary.
And there could be other mnor contributing factors, but
that's not the reason to cause the surficial slope
failure, okay? Wth --

Q VWhat -- let me stop you right there. Wat
ot her mnor contributing factors would contribute to the
sl ope failure?

A There's none, basically. W talk about the
source of the water already fromirrigation, from you
know, in other water or whatever, you know, those
t hi ngs, okay? But where is the source of water coni ng
fron? 1It's fromthe rain, okay, prolonged heavy rain
that we talk about in detail, go through the surface of

the soil, mgrate down into the subsurface and go
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

t hrough the bedrock contact, mgrating the perched
groundwater fromthe top of our slope to the bottom of
our slope, and that caused the slope failure. Because
t he sl ope cannot resist that anmount of saturation.

Q And that's why the French drain existed, to
take that water away; correct?

A Well, that's part of their purpose to carry
wat er away.

Q Ckay. Now, Dr. Huang, would it be a
m scharacterization of your opinions if sonebody were to
take this conclusion that you drew here that this was
the primary reason for a slope failure, but there nmay be
ot hers, nore m nor ones as we di scussed?

Wuld it be a m srepresentation of your
opinion if sonebody took your report and stated that the
sol e cause of the slope failure was the rain?

A | don't believe so.

Q W' re accounting for other contributing
factors; correct? You didn't wite sol e purpose
correct? You wote prinary.

A Vell, as we tal k about so many sources of
water, that is, you know, irrigation, right, other
rai nwater. What woul d be the primary source of water
that could contribute to the slope failure? If -- take

it out, the rainwater, heavy rain, just with other
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

contributing factors that nmake -- | nean, the source of
the water that goes to the slope. |It's not going to
fail. This slope has been there for how nany years,

since 1989. No failure to occur. This is two-to-one
sl ope. Typically, two-to-one slope is nmuch stable
conpared to the 1.5-to-one slope, okay?

And al so, we are talking about it's a
near-surface slope failure. W're not tal king about the
deep-seated gl obal unstable of the slope. W're talking
about two different things, okay?

Q O her than source of water destabilizing the
sl ope, what other conditions -- you identified earlier
vegetation; correct?

A Wel |, yeah, yeah.

One other thing, when | went to the site, |
saw the other slope was fully vegetated, except the
repair areas where there was the erosion control grid
was installed. But no vegetation was planted by the
plaintiff because that is her responsibility to instal

the vegetation. And there was --

Q Vell, let nme pause you right there.

A Wait, wait, wait.

Q No, no, no.

A | haven't finished yet.

Q No. [|'"mgoing to pause you right there.
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

You just stated that it's the plaintiff's
responsibility to plant vegetation. Wat do you base
t hat on?

A Because this is common slope. This is not HOA
comon sl ope.

Q Are you prepared to offer a | egal opinion as
to -- strike that.

Are you prepared to offer an opinion as to the
ownership responsibilities at trial?

A No.

Q Are you retracting your statenent, then, that
the homeowner is responsible for planting the sl ope at
1397

A But that was the information that | received
fromthe cross-conplainant's clainms. That was --

Q How does that inform your decision or your

opinions as to the causation of the slope failure?

A Not hi ng. That was after the slope repair, no
vegetati on was covered. It would have a potential risk
when the -- again, another prolonged heavy rain

occurred, you know, that could introduce nore water,
even though there was -- erosion control grid was
installed. But, again, they still have a potential risk
to cause the surficial slope failure wthout ful

veget ati on.
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Q But you're not offering an opinion as to who's
responsi ble for that planting the vegetation; correct?

A | don't care who is responsible. But from
geot echni cal standpoint, it would be good advice to
whoever responsible to install the vegetation cover to
ensure that the slope was fully covered by the
vegetation to mnimze the surficial slope failure again
during the prolonged heavy rain in the future.

Q Let's turn to page 16 of your report.

A Whi ch one, 167

Q Yes. We're |ooking at 2019 French drain
I nstal |l ation.

A Ckay.

Q You wite, Wth regard to the adequacy of
using a perforated drainage pipe instead of a solid pipe
for the 2-foot deep French drain systeminstalled behind
the retaining wall at the rear of unit 139 in or around
2019, it is our opinion that the installed 2-foot deep
French drain systemutilizing a perforated pipe instead
of a solid pipe is appropriate and actually is
beneficial to the homeowner.

Do you see that | anguage?
A Yes.
Q So now you're changing it from3 to 5 feet to

2 feet; correct?
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

A Vell, doesn't matter 2 feet or 3 feet or
5 feet. The bedrock contact, according to GeoTek, 2 to
5 feet. According to the G een Horizons, the contract
says it is supposed to install up to 3 feet. But |
mention here 2 foot. It doesn't matter whether it's
2 feet, 3 feet, or whatever. |'mnot changing ny
opinion at all.

Q The next statement that you wite is, It
shoul d be noted that the use of perforated drai nage pipe
was to intercept or collect any perched groundwat er
m grating downward al ong the bedrock contact, which is
about 2 to 5 feet below the slope surface, fromthe
upper slope area toward the back of the retaining wall.

Do you see that |anguage?

A Yeah, we discussed this in detail.

Q What do you base that conclusion that this was
t he purpose of the installation of the French drain?

A Based on ny preview of the GeoTek, the
subsurface investigation, the bedrock contact, and the
installation of the French drain, which perforated the
pi pe by Green Horizons.

Q Let's turn to GeoTek's July 7 report.

A Ckay.

Q Let nme ask you: Did you reviewthis report in

preparation for offering your opinions at trial?
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

A Yes.

Q Let's go to page 4 of the report.

A Ckay.

Q Section 4.3. 1.

A 4.3.1, okay.

Q Per ched groundwater was observed at the
geol ogi ¢ contact of the engineered fill overlying the

Santi ago Formation in excavation TP-2.

A Yeah.

Q What is TP-2?

A Test pit nunber 2 with the Iimt of the slope
failure area. |If you can see there a map, it should be
in -- later on the report, there's a nmap show ng where
is the TP-2 | ocat ed.

Q Okay. Wiere is that |ocation?

A Huh?

Q Where is test pit 2 |located? Wat map are --

A Look at figure 2 of the GeoTek report before
t he headi ng, Appendix AL There is an aerial view nap
that shows the TP-2 within the Iimt of the |andslide or
surficial slope failure.

Do you see the figure 2?

Q What page of the report are you referring to?

Just franme of reference.

A It's just before Appendi x A
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Q Is this what you're referring to when you're
| ooking --

A Yeah, yeah, yeah

Q Ckay. What is test pit 2?

A You can see that T-27?

Q What is the dotted red Iine that runs just
beneath T-3?

A Dotted red line |ike oval, that one, with the
arrow going down? That is the l[imt of the slope
failure.

Q " mtal ki ng about the dotted one.

A Ch, oh, oh.

Q There is a boundary of a dotted red |ine.

A | don't know whether they have an expl anati on.
That's the -- it |ooks like.

THE COURT REPORTER |'m sorry, the what?

THE WTNESS: Cut-fill line.

BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q And what is a cut-fill |ine?

A That's during the grading as GeoTek di scussed.
That area was transitioned fromthe cut slope to the
fill slope under the slope. On Lot 139, there was the
fill slope overlying the -- overlaying the Santi ago
Formation, as discussed in their report. So you can see

there the box with an arrow pointing to that line. So
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

that area, the highlighted aerial with the dashed |ine,
Is the slope areas. But the text box saying cut fill
line, pointing to that area, indicates where is the cut,
where is your fill.

If you see "AF," that is the fill, okay? |If
you see that "Tsa,"” that is Santiago Formation, so that
was the -- is underlying the formations. And you see
the "QLA," that is the surficial slope failure. And
with that red line boundary Iimt wth the red arrow,
that shows the -- where that surficial slope failure
occurred, okay? And they have --

Q Where it says "Qs"; correct?

A Q s, landslide debris.

Q Okay. Were in relation to the retaining wall
that we've been discussing all day is test pit 27?

A Vell, I think it's -- test pit is above the
retaining wall. You can see that the backyard house,
okay, the slope, there was the transition angled; right?
So you know that to the back right corner of the house,
that was turned into the slope and com ng back. That is
the toe of the slope and the retaining wall is right
along that white line. That white line is actually,

li ke, a white fence or lattice that was installed on the
top of the slope -- |I nean toe of the slope.

Q The top of the slope or the head of the sl ope

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com

137




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

woul d be T-1; correct?
A T-1? No, no, no. The top of the slope is
further up to the | ot 128.

Q OCh, okay, okay. So T-1 is about hal fway?

A Vell, it's the upper portion of the slope
failure.
Q Cot it.
kay. So let's refocus on T-2. It is within

the sl ope failure boundary; correct?

A Yeah.

Q And it is within the boundary of the retaining
wal | ; correct?

A No, it's behind the retaining wall.

Q Oh, it's right behind the retaining wall,

okay. | now under st and.
A Yeah, nothing to do with the retaining wall.
Retaining wall is intact. There is no failure, nothing.

Q Okay. But test pit 2 is at the toe of the

slope failure. And --

(Crosstal k.)
A The bottom - -
Q -- the retaining wall; correct?
A Yeah, basically, you can call it at the toe of

the slope failure area within the limt of the slope

area, okay? They may have debris, sonething, that was
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

fl owed down to pile up to behind the retaining wall.

But that is not the limt of the slope failure, okay?

Q | under st and.

A Ckay.

Q The limt is a little broad; correct?

A Yeah, yeah, yeah

Q Ckay. So let's go back to -- thank you for

that clarification.
A No probl em
Q It's hel pful.
Let's go back to 4.3.1.
MR, COMBS: Gkay. Counsel, before you go on
Ms. Mann paid for three hours of deposition testinony.
We're now at four and a half hours.
How do you propose to pay for the extra tine?
MR. ALEXANDER: Counsel, we've already gone over
this. You're going to get paid. She could pay you
directly as well.
Are you really raising an issue of whether or
not Dr. Huang is going to be paid today?
MR. COMBS: | absolutely am
MR. ALEXANDER: Have we given you a reason not do
to that?
MR, COVMBS: Yes, you have.

MR. ALEXANDER: \What reason is that?
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

MR. COMBS: You didn't conme up with the noney when
you were supposed to per Code, so why do | believe --

MR. ALEXANDER: Did we pay you before the
deposition started, M. Conbs?

MR. COMBS: Yes, because | required you to do so.

MR ALEXANDER: Yeah, and we did so; correct?

MR COMBS: kay. So how do you propose -- |I'm
just asking you. How do you propose to pay for it? Do
you want to just pay at the end today?

MR. ALEXANDER: That was the original proposal, as
well. And this is the short-sightedness that | pointed
out to you when you were raising a fuss before the
deposition started. W don't know exactly how | ong the
deposition is going to last. That's why these
depositions are always paid after, M. Conbs.

MR COMBS: No, that's --

MR. ALEXANDER: Wen we all agree how nuch of
deposition testinony tine is taken up. That's the
practical reality of it.

MR COMBS: That's not --

MR. ALEXANDER: Dr. Huang is going to get paid
today. He's going to be paid, | would imagine, in the
sanme fashion by sending a Venno to your persona
account .

MR. COMBS: (Ckay. So we can conmence --
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

MR. ALEXANDER: And I'mnot going to pay for this
time to neet and confer on this ridiculous stance that
you' re taking right now.

MR. COMBS: Ch, you nean insistence upon that the
| obby followed? | know That's always for you an
unpr of essi onal position. But what |I'm asking --

MR ALEXANDER: You can try --

MR COMBS: Hold on. WII Jill Mann be sending ne
a Venno at the end of this for the balance of the tine
spent ?

MR ALEXANDER:  Yes.

MR. COMBS: And we can deduct .1 for --

MR. ALEXANDER: As | have indicated to you al ready,
M. Conbs --

MR. COMBS: You never indicated.

MR. ALEXANDER -- you have your answer. You have
your answer.

MR COMBS: So what is the answer?

MR. ALEXANDER:  You have your answer. Pay
attention to what |'m sayi ng.

MR. COVBS: Ckay. Go ahead and tell ne what the
plan is.

MR. ALEXANDER: You have your answer, M. Conbs.

MR COMBS: No, | don't. Explain to ne what's

goi ng to happen.
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

MR, ALEXANDER: Ms. Butelo, I'mso sorry, can you
read back the transcript because we're on the record on
this and point out to himthat | said yes?

(Record read.)

MR. ALEXANDER: Answer yes, M. Conbs. Can we
continue with this deposition?

MR COVBS. Yes, you can.

BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q Let's go back to section 4.3.1.

A Ckay.

Q So what we have here is the perched
groundwat er at TP-2; correct?

A Yes.

Q That neans that there was water at that test

pit which is within the slope failure area and behi nd

the retaining wall; correct?
A Yes. Well, it says that water was visible on
the factual faces of the claystone gravel. But GeoTek

did not see actual flow ng or seeping water observed
during their test pit excavation.

Q Let's go to the next page, page 5. |'mnot
going to read the whole thing here, but GeoTek observes
that the node of slope failure appears to be a
rotational slunp based on the eastern edge of the

failure expressing novenent, the bulged toe and the | ack
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of visible novenent al ong the western portion of the

failure.
Do you see that | anguages?
A Yes.
What is the bul ged toe here?
A Means the soil was -- down and caused the

bul ging at the toe.

Q They continue, Cause of failure appears to
have been from saturation of the engineered fill in
conbination with the claystone geonetry of the fill over
cut - sl ope condition.

Do you see that?

A Yeah.

Q Did they opine in that sentence that this was
caused by rain?

A Vell, it says it's due to the saturation of
the soil. But it didn't mention.

Q Did it identify the source of the water,

Dr. Huang?

A No.

Q In fact, two sentences down -- well, let's
just continue reading. Increased noisture content adds
weight to the fill, and the claystone contact probably

al so contributed to the slope failure.

Do you see that |anguage?
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

A Yes.

Q Did they identify the source of the water --
A No.

Q -- Dr. Huang?

A No.

Q

In fact, the next sentence reads, Source of
the water was not clearly evident during the

i nvestigation and is typically difficult to identify or

| ocat e.
That was their conclusion; correct?
A Not concl usion; their opinion.
Q That's their observation and their opinion;
correct?

A Well, they saw the saturation. They just

didn't opine water woul d be the possible source of the

water. But they did talk about -- read. Read further
dowmn. You will see --
Q Let's read it further down. The next

sentence, It should be noted that the rain season of
2022/ 2023 was approxi mtely 170 to 180 of a nornal

season; correct?

A Yes. So they inplied that the possible source

of the water is comng fromthe normal rainwater that
occurred in the 2022/ 2023, which is consistent with ny

opi ni on.
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Q Where do they use the | anguage that there's an
inplication that this was the source of water?

A VWell, they nentioned it. Point it out to you.
It should be noted, okay, that didn't -- specifically
says that the source of water of the saturation they
observed is because of the -- is fromthe rain. But
they tell you, you need to know that the during this
period of tinme, the rainwater is nornmal. It's nore than
170 to 180 percent of the normal range.

Q So you relied on this notation in perform ng
your investigation and maki ng your conclusions that you
prepared -- in formulating your opinions for trial;
correct?

A Part of it.

Q What part did you not rely on?

A | rely on this information. Also, relied on
ny eval uation of rainfall records that provided by
M. Conbs' office. And they are all consistent,
I ndi cates that the trenmendous anount of the water during
that 2022/2023 tinefranme, that anount of heavy rain is
t he cause of the water -- the source of the water
contribute to the surficial slope failure behind Lot
139.

Q Let's take a | ook at GeoTek's as-graded report

dated May 23. This is also in your job file and you
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

relied on this report; correct?

A This is -- this is as-graded, yeah. This is
after the sl ope was repaired, yes.

Q Let's go down -- let's go to page 3.

A Page 3, okay.

Q "' m 1 ooking at section 3, conclusions and
recomendat i ons.

A Ckay.

Q GeoTek reflects, Based on conversations with

t he honeowners associ ati on board, the existing drainpipe

was installed and directly connected to the area drains

along the top of the existing retaining wall.
Do you see that |anguage?

A Yes.

Q Do you disagree with the condition that
t hey' re descri bi ng?

A Not really.

Q ['"'msorry?

A Not really.

Q Vel |, that suggests there's a portion you
m ght be disagreeing with. The question is yes or no.
Do you disagree with the --

A Can you repeat your question again?

Q Sure. Do you disagree with the condition that

they' re describing here?
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

A Are you tal king about the -- which paragraph
we're | ooking at in the conclusion?

Q The one | just read, Dr. Huang.

A The connection of the drains? Let ne see.
Vell, the only thing | would say is the drain was for
the intention to collect water to discharge away from
the site.

Q kay. So the intent of the French drain is
consi stent wth what you have testified up until now,
correct? And I'mgoing to read that intent from
GeoTek's as-graded report. The intent of the drains was
set to collect surface water shedding fromthe slope
face and transporting it away to reduce the potenti al
for the surface water to fl ow over the existing
retaining wall.

Do you see that |anguage?

A Yeah. But what they're saying is the drain
was there to collect surface water. Yeah, that's what
|''msaying. The French drain was to serve to coll ect
the surface water and the subsurface water.

Q Yeah. And what is it -- well, never m nd.
You' ve already testified ad nauseam about this.

Then they wite, However, as the systemis
currently constructed with perforated drainpipe, surface

water that is collected at the area drains is being
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

i ntroduced into the subsurface directly behind the

existing retaining wall. Do you see that |anguage?
A | saw that, yeah
Q Do you have any criticismw th an area drain,

a French drain, reintroducing water that's supposed to
be carried away, away fromthe slope back into the toe
of the sl ope?

A Vel l, not back into the toe of the sl ope.
What |'msaying is that this French drain systemw ||
coll ect both surface and the subsurface water fromthe
bedrock contact to go into through the perforated hole.
And the water could be transported based on the drainage
gradient of the pipe to discharge away fromthe --
behind the retaining wall.

But yes, this is possible there was sone water
that may continue to mgrate down was not intercepted by
the -- | mean, perforated the French drain, as such, it
will go down along the back of the retaining wall to the
bottom of the retaining wall. However, this retaining
wal | --

Q Let me pause you right there. Let ne pause
you right there.

That is not what this report is saying, is it,
Dr. Huang?

A It is.
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Q What the report is saying is that as the
systemis currently constructed, neaning as of the date
of the failure, with perforated drainpipe, surface water
that's collected, neaning the French drain; correct?

A VWell, they only says that it was the

possibility that the surface water, if not collected, by

the --

Q Where does it say it is a possibility,
Dr. Huang?

A That's ny review of their -- this sentence.

Q Point to ne the | anguage that says there's a
possibility.

A Vell, this is -- okay. However, as the system

Is currently constructed with perforated drai npipe,
surface water that is collected in an area designed is
being introduced into the subsurface directly behind the
existing retaining wall. That is the same thing that |
said that water could be continued to migrate down
behind the retaining walled go to the --

Q M. Huang, |'m going stop you right there
agai n.

What GeoTek is observing here is that water

collected by the French drain is being introduced into
t he subsurface; correct?

A | tell you so many tines. You just trying
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Q Answer ny question, please.

I's that correct? 1Is that what GeoTek has
observed on-site on May 23, 20247

A What it states in this sentence here.

Q So this is not a possibility; correct?

A | didn't say it's not a possibility. 1| said
this -- whatever --

Q They're not saying that this is possible.

What they're saying is, this is what is happening. This
water is supposed to be carried away, as you testified,
by the French drain --

A But that is not true.

Q -- is actually being reintroduced into the
subsurface, isn't that right?

A No, that's not right. Because as | expl ai ned
to you, part of the water fromthe surface and
subsurface water comng to the toe of the slope would be
I ntercepted by the French drain. You never nentioned
that, okay? It just --

Q Dr. Huang, where --

MR, COMBS: You are interrupting him Stop
interrupting him

THE COURT REPORTER  You guys are both doing it.

MR, ALEXANDER: [|f he starts answering questions

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com

150




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

that I"masking, I"'mgoing to stop interrupting him
MR. COVBS: Then nmake an obj ecti on.
BY MR ALEXANDER

Q My question is: Were is the French drain
| ocat ed, Dr. Huang?

A Behind the retaining wall.

Q And what is this French drain doing in My of
2024 and backwards? What was it doing with all the
water that it was supposed to capture and carry away?

A Yeah, intercept any water that it could
collect it by, you know, the French drain through the
perforated hole.

Q kay. So it's intercepting the water. \ere
I's that water going, according to this report,

Dr. Huang? You have the Ph.D. You could read a
sent ence.

A The water will be partially go through the
pi pe to the dischargeabl e drainage facilities.
Partially --

Q Is that what this report says, Dr. Huang, that
it's going out the pipe or is it saying that it's being
i ntroduced back --

A It didn't say. It didn't say did.

Q It does not say?

(Crosstal k.)
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

A -- the purpose of the French drain.
THE COURT REPORTER | need both one at a tine,
pl ease.

MR. ALEXANDER:. Yes, | apol ogi ze, Ms. Butelo.
BY MR ALEXANDER

Q Once the installed French drain by the HOA in
2019 at the toe of the slope behind the retaining wall,
once it was installed, it was capturing the water;
correct?

A Yeah.

Q Where was that water introduced?

A I nt roduced? What do you nean? Wen you
source the water --

Q Were is the water that was collected by the
French drain outlet, Dr. Huang?

A It goes to the dischargeabl e drai nage or go
down, another will pick it up by the French drain, wll
go down to the retaining wall through the other pipe.
And al so, the discharge point was verified by the HOA
that they run the water testing, indicates water wl|
flow freely out of the other pipe |ocated on the
sout hwest corner of the backyard that you can see the
water in the photos. Also, water through the bottom of

t he ot her drain.

Q What was the date when the HOA cl eared out the
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

drains, Dr. Huang?

A | believe 2023.

Q But it didn't do a good enough job, did they,
Dr. Huang? Because on May 23, 2024 -- and this is the
date of the report, by the way. This is not the
original date of observations.

What GeoTek is concluding inits findings is

that the water that the French drain that was supposed

to collect was not going out, as you so vehenently

insist on, but it was actually being introduced into the

subsur f ace.
Where is that subsurface, Dr. Huang?
A Go down to the bottom of the --
Q No, no, answer ny question.
Where is that subsurface? Wat is the
| ocation of the subsurface being described here?
A How do | know? That's the GeoTek's report.
It's not nmy report.
Q This is going to be a good trial.
So you don't know, do you?
A | nmean, that's their description.
Q You don't know, do you?
MR, COMBS: Stop interrupting him
THE WTNESS: That is not ny report. | don't know

what their intention to discuss to say that sentence.
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q Were you there to observe the as-graded
condi ti ons?

A No.

Q So you have to rely on this report; correct?
As you have been testifying, you have relied on GeoTek's
report the entire day, correct, Dr. Huang?

A Well, for the grading condition, yes.

Q But you're not relying on the observation that
wat er that was carried by the French drain that was
installed by the association at ny client's slope was
actually being reintroduced into the slope?

MR, COMBS: (bjection. Msstates -- it msstates
what that statenent says.

THE W TNESS:. Exactly.

MR. COMBS: It says "being introduced.” It doesn't
say being reintroduced, as counsel has consistently
stated. It says "being introduced.”

THE W TNESS: Yeabh.

BY MR ALEXANDER

Q Okay. What does being introduced into the
subsurface nmean to you, Dr. Huang?

A It's just -- like | say, not the entire of the
surface and the subsurface water flow down to the bottom

of the slope. That could be intercepted by the French
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

drain system There will be -- the water, perched
groundwat er, continued to mgrate down al ong the back of
the retaining wall to the bottomof the wall. And they
w Il be drained out through the weep hole or the pipe
hol e.

And also, to the -- through the discharged
poi nt, which was col |l ected water by the French drain, go
down to the southwest corner of the plaintiff's
backyard. That's very apparent.

Q That's not what --

A What ?

Q That's not what was happeni ng; correct?

A What do you nmean? |It's what happened.

Q Where in GeoTek's report -- where in any
GeoTek report -- where in any expert report or any --
where in anywhere is there a statenent that the
condition of the French drain at the tine of the slope
failure was that it was functioning as intended and
wat er was actually com ng out away fromthe sl ope?

A Vell, it was verified by the HOA, as | told
you SO many tines.

Q At what tine, Dr. Huang?

A | don't recall right now But |I believe it's
somewhere -- sonetine in 2023, | believe. | have to

| ook into the photos, everything, to find out exactly
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

t he date.
Q You don't know the date, do you, Dr. Huang?
A | know the date, but just not at this nonent.
Q And you don't know who fromthe HOA did that
i nvestigation?

A No, you've got to read that docunent. | wll

know who did wite that, you know, whatever information.

Q As you sit here today, you have no idea, do
you, Dr. Huang?

A | just can't recollect that information. But
| know there is -- it do exist, that you just -- doing
the search to find out where that information is com ng
from | can spend ny tine, if you want to pay ne, |l
go through ny file to see whether | can find.

Q You' re supposed to show up prepared to this
deposition, Dr. Huang.

A | did prepare. | did prepare to answer all
your questions, which is what |I'mdoing right now. And
you just continually reject nmy answers because not to
your satisfaction. |It's not professional.

Q D d you go back and revi ew what Code was
appl i cabl e during our lunch break during the 1987 sl ope
installation?

A No, | don't have a grading print. How am|

goi ng to know what Code was applied?
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Q Did you review what section of the potenti al

appl i cabl e Code --

A No.
Q -- applied here?
A No. It's only 30 mnutes. | don't have

time. But | do find out the information you asked ne to
| ook for on that.

Q It's going to be too | ate because there's
sonet hi ng cal | ed Peopl e versus Kennenmur, and |'m aski ng
you for your full opinions today. This is your
opportunity to provide ne with your opinions before
trial, Dr. Huang. And as sonebody who has been retained
as an expert before, you should know this.

Any opi nion that you do not provide ne with
today that you intend to introduce later at trial is
goi ng to be excl uded.

A | know.

Q So give ne all of your opinions right now

A | told you ny opinion. The source of the
water is com ng from prol onged heavy rain, caused the
weak soil to cause surficial slope failure. You keeping
ask me other things here and there.

Q Is it your professional opinion as a retained
civil engineer that the -- sorry -- strike that.

Is it your opinion, as a civil engineer, that
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

the introduction of water that was actively collected by
the HOA through its drain was being introduced into the
subsurface had no inpact on the slope stability?

A Vel |, that was collected. Watever the water
coll ected by the French drains was served as function
to, you know, allow the water to drain out of the site.

Q Earlier, you testified as to the paths of
water. And you identified water going through the
sl ope, sone of it's going to be absorbed, sone of it is
going to make it to the bedrock and be collected by the
French drain; is that correct?

A Yeah.

Q And sone of the water is going to be
gravitationally pulled on the surface of the slope and
coll ected by the French drain; correct?

A Yeah.

Q If all of that water is collected by the
French drain and the French drain is introducing it back
into the subsurface, does that affect your opinion as to
the contributing factor of the slope stability?

MR. COVMBS: (bjection. Counsel, continues to
m srepresent.

MR. ALEXANDER: He's testifying, Conbs.

MR COMBS: That you --

MR. ALEXANDER: He's testifying. You' re doing a
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

speaki ng objection. You' re doing a speaking objection
to coach him

THE W TNESS:  No.

MR. ALEXANDER: | have asked a new question and |I'm
waiting for his response. |If you say that it's vague
and anbi guous, so forth, those are appropriate
objections. But I'mnot going to allow you to coach
your expert, who, black and white, is not admtting that
all the water that was collected by the French drain,
which is the entirety of the water on the sl ope, was
bei ng introduced into the subsurface at the toe of the
sl ope at the exact sane spot where TP-2 was observed to
have el evated noi sture, which is within the area of the
slope failure and right behind the retaining wall, which
happens to be the French drain.

MR. COMBS: (Ckay. Now, you are purporting to
testify, Counsel. | object to your question as
m srepresentative of what the GeoTek as-graded report
says.

You may conti nue.

THE WTNESS: The TP-2 is within the limt of
| andsl i de, which is behind the French drain. It has
nothing to do with the French drain, okay? You' re not
connecting the French drain that says the failure is

right at the French drain because the failure that the
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

French drain collect water, causing the saturation
caused the surficial slope failure, is not what |'m
tal ki ng about, okay?

What |' mtal king about --
BY MR ALEXANDER

Q You' re tal king about hypotheticals, correct,
where the water could go? But what you --

A Not hypot heti cal s.

(Crosstal k.)

THE COURT REPORTER WAit, wait.

THE WTNESS: Not a hypothetical. It's the fact
that when water flow fromthe upper slope down, it wll
flow to both surface and the subsurface, okay? Al this
water flowed down to the French drain, wll be either
coll ected by the French drain to discharge to the
sout hwest corner of the backyard, or continue to mgrate
down to the bottomof the retaining wall, which has the
serious of the big of the pipes along the base of the
retaining walled to di scharge water

MR. ALEXANDER: \What was the condition --

THE WTNESS: There's no -- wait. There is no way
to cause the hydrostatic buil dup behind the wall because
the slope failure or even the retaining wall failure.
There is no such condition occurred whatsoever. Period.

Il
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q What was the condition of those drains you
j ust described?

A What condition?
At the tinme of the slope failure?
Perform ng good, | think.

You' re specul ating; right?

> O » O

Well, there's --
Q You' re assum ng they were perform ng good,

correct, Dr. Huang?

A ' m not .

Q You have no evidence that they were performng
wel |, correct, Dr. Huang?

A No, |I'mnot assumng. |'mnot assumng. It

was - -

Q What do you base -- what do you base that
opi ni on on?

A Based on the French drain has been done since
2019 and there's no slope failure from2019 to the --
before the mgjor landslide -- | nmean the subject
surficial slope failure occurred on or around April 27,
2023. There's no such conditions that tells me that the
French drain was not functioning well.

Q But you didn't read any of the deposition

transcripts -- well, you didn't read -- strike that.
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

You didn't read M. Katz' deposition
transcript; correct?

A No.

Q Where are the surface area drains connected
to; Dr. Huang?

A What ?

Q Strike that.

Are there any surface area drains at slope
1397

A There's so many surface drains.

Are you tal king about backyard surface drain
or the sl ope?

Q The sl ope.

A Huh?

Q The sl ope, Dr. Huang. The slope that is at
I ssue in this case.

A There was drainage inlet on the toe of the
sl ope behind the retaining wall with distance. And that
was a vertical pipe that were connected to the French
drain. And that all the surface water collected by
t hese drainage inlet would fl ow down to the French
drai npi pe and drain away fromthe -- to the -- to the
di scharge point.

O course, there could be groundwater that nmay

continue to mgrate down into the slope along the bottom

162
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

of the retaining wall to be discharged through the -- we
call it the weep hole or the piped, to go to the
backyard of the plaintiff's property.

Q Who connected those area drains to the French

drai n?
A What ?
Q Who connected --
A Who connect ed?
Q Yeah.
A Based on the photo | reviewed, the surface

drain was part of the French drain system

Q Who nade that connection of the surface area
drain to the French drain systen? W0 made that
connection?

A That's Green Horizons' proposal with the -- in
t he photos that shows the drainage grate inlet was
connected by the vertical pipe tied into the French
drain. There's very apparent to ne.

Q Let's go back to GeoTek's July 7, 2023,

report.
A Ckay.
Q July 7, 2023. |I'm |l ooking at page 8.
A Page 8, okay.
Q Landscapi ng --
A Page 87
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Q Yes, section 5.3.1.

A Ckay. Ckay.

Q Saturat ed soils weakened and hence -- the soi
and slope stability is significantly reduced by overly
wet conditions.

You agree with that statenent; correct?

A In general, yes.

Q Positive surface drai nage away from graded
sl opes shoul d be mai ntai ned and only the amount of
irrigation necessary to sustain plant |life should be
provi ded for planted sl opes.

Do you see that?

A Yeah.

Q Do you agree with that?

A In general, yes.

Q Specifically, do you disagree with any portion
her e?

A Well, this is just the -- kind of the device
from GeoTek to tell their client that you should be
aware of these conditions.

Q Control Il ing surface drainage runoff in
mai nt ai ni ng suitable vegetati on cover can mnin ze
er osi on.

Do you see that?

A Yeah. That's the reason that the -- with
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

the -- erosion control grid without vegetation at the
current condition is not a device.

Q Overwat eri ng shoul d be avoi ded; correct?

A Ch, yeah, you don't want to over -- or even
|l ess irrigation cause the vegetation to die. That's
al so not good.

Q And then it continues on to the next page, An
abat enent programto control ground-burrow ng rodents
shoul d be inplenented and maintained. This is critical

as burrowi ng rodents can decrease | ong-term performance

of sl opes.
Do you see that?
A Yeah.
Q Are gophers burrow ng rodents, Dr. Huang?
A | don't see at the time of ny site inspection.

Q That's not ny question. Are gophers burrow ng
rodent s?
A Burrowing -- | nean, there's gopher holes,

yes, that was on the slope always, as usual.

Q Your site inspection was |ast year in 2025;
correct?
A May 21.

Q So you have no idea whether or not there were
burrow ng rodents and gopher holes on the slope prior to

its failure; correct?
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

A Vell, | have to ook at ny site photo. But
based on ny site inspection on that date, | don't see
t he gopher hol es anywhere here and there. But | do see
t he uncovered vegetation, we think, the slope failure
areas.

Q We continue with the report section 5.3.2,
whi ch provides the need to nmaintain proper surface
dr ai nage and subsurface system cannot be overly
enphasi zed.

Do you agree with that |anguage?

A Yes.

Q Positive side drai nage shoul d be naintai ned at
all tines.

Do you agree with that |anguage?

A Yes.

Q What does positive site drainage nean to you
as a civil engineer?

A Well, positive site drainage, if it's away
fromthe building, you need to have positive site
drai nage away fromthe --

Q What buil ding are you referring to?

A Any bui | di ng.

Q Is this report about a building or a slope,
Dr. Huang?
A Sl ope.
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Q So why are you referring to buildings?

A I[t's just natural. | nean, the positive
dr ai nage, you need to keep away. For exanple, the
sl ope, you want to have positive drai nage to be
col |l ected and di scharged away fromthe drai nage
facilities, away froma slope area. The sanme thing |ike
a building or the backyard or anywhere, you do need to
have a positive drainage to avoid the pounding or the,
you know, drainage issues in the area.

Q Wiy is that inportant?

A Wiy is that inportant?

Q Yes.

A Oh, for the slope. You could introduce the
water to saturate the soil so you want to nake sure that
the water can be -- drainage over the slope can be
controlled by the -- whatever designed or devices.

Q Wul d the opposite of positive site drai nage
be negative site drai nage?

A What do you nean "negative site drai nage"?

G ve ne an exanpl e.

Q So what is the opposite of if you do not have
positive site drainage with water being taken away from
the slope, if you have a situation where the water is
bei ng i ntroduced into the subsurface, what would you

call that?
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

A VWl |, you have -- | nean, neaning that the
surface of the slope need to be in good or positive
drai nage allows water fromtop of the slope to mgrate
down to the bottom of the slope. That would be the
positive drainage. But if there's anything, for
exanpl e, subsidence or settling or sonething, the
irrigation, you know, that was in the slope that caused
the cracking that allows the water to introduce into the
sl ope. That would be the negative drainage.

Q That woul d be negative drai nage; correct?

A If that condition occurred, it could be, yeah.

Q Ckay. So let's elimnate the "if," and let's
go back to the as-graded plan.

We're back at page 3. Wuld you describe the
foll ow ng sentence, which we have read a nunber of
times, as positive site drainage or negative site
drainage. And | quote fromthe report, However, as the
systemis currently constructed with perforated
drai npi pe, surface water that is collected in the area
drains is being introduced into the subsurface, directly
behi nd the existing retaining wall.

Is that positive or negative site drainage,
Dr. Huang?

A So this paragraph based on the conversation,

you're tal king about this one, this paragraph?
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Q It's not a conversation. |'m deposing you.
A "' msorry?
Q " mtaking your deposition. W're not having

a friendly conversation here.

A Ch, okay.

Q | read to you specifically the |anguage that |
asked you a very specific question.

Is that positive or negative site drainage,
Dr. Huang?

A It's not negative site drai nage conditions.

Q Wul d you describe it as a positive site
dr ai nage?

A Well, it's just site drainage conditions. Not
negati ve drai nage, per se.

Q Is there any other site drainage that is not
positive or negative in your industry?

A | don't see these such conditions as to
negati ve draining, what you descri bed.

Q So it's your opinion that CGeoTek's report, and
the sentence that | read several tines now regarding the
I ntroduction of water collected by the French drain into
t he subsurface, it is your opinion that that is not
negative site drai nage?

A As it says in ny report, it actually

benefit -- beneficial to the homeowner, or even HOA,
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

what ever, who owns the -- you know, is responsible for
the slope. It would be actually good, you know, to
col | ect subsurface groundwater conditions comng from--

Q And do what with it? It would be beneficial
to collect the subsurface water and do what with it?

A To collect the water.

Q And take it where?

A To the discharging point.

Q That's not the condition that we're
descri bi ng, though; correct? That collected water is
bei ng introduced into the subsurface; correct?

A Well, that is what it says. It was
i ntroduced. But like I say, the water goes --

Q So that would not be beneficial to the
honmeowner; correct?

A It is beneficial. It is beneficial. You are
ignoring the benefit of the French drain collect the
water. You're trying to just enphasize there was, you
know, supplenental, mnor water that continue to mgrate
down to the bottom That's fine. But that's also
col l ect, discharged to the backyard. Wat's wong with
t hat ?

This is going to be good at trial.

A That's good. Let's go to trial.

Q That is going to be so good.

KAMRYN | WHITNEY COURT REPORTING
info@kwcourtreporting.com

170




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

A Yes.

Q Ckay. Do you have an opinion as to whether or
not the current condition of the slope needs to be
repai red?

A No.

Q Are you offering a repair reconmendati on?

A Nope, not for the slope. But | did provide
sonme m nor recomendations regarding the drai nage, those
kind of things, in ny report.

Q Where in your report is that?

A OQpen up ny report. I'Il tell you. Go to the
recommendati on section 5.0.

Q What page?

A 17.

Q Ckay.

A You can read the whol e paragraph and, you
know, my reconmendati on.

Q Vell, it's your testinony. |It's what you're
prepared to offer at trial. So | want you to tell ne
what your recommendation is.

A Vel l, ny recommendation is that there's no
need to do the slope repair after the sl ope repair by
the Mountain Mwvers and the geogrid that was
installed -- was not originally reconmended by the

GeoTek. But it was suggested by the Muntain Mwvers to
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

install the geogrid and the back drains on every bench
of the slope repair area. And to direct water to cone
out to the slope area.

It's such -- the repair is nore than needed
for the surficial slope failure, which they did a good
job. Since the repair in 2024, there's no issues,
what soever, was occurred. Even at the tinme of ny site
i nspection, the slope repair area was perform ng very
wel |, except that there was no ground cover vegetation
was installed by the plaintiff to -- over the soil to
prevent possible future soil erosion, even prol onged
heavy rai n occurred.

That could be -- cause some mnor, very m nor
er osi on because the slope has been repaired, okay? But
beyond the slope repair area, that is the, you know,
have full vegetation. And that would m nimze the
potential future risk of the surficial slope failure.

Q kay. You wite in your report, Although no
evi dence of water draining and no erosion features were
observed during M. Mke Bassitt's inspection during the
rain event on March 23, 2024, if the concerned parties
desire, we recommend that an energy dissipator, such as
riprap, be installed on the slope at the drain outlet
| ocations to reduce the water velocity and prevent

potential risk of surficial soil erosion.
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

o » O » O » O » O »r

whet her

o » O >» O >

20247

A

Do you see that |anguage?

Yeah.

W is M. Mke Bassitt?

He's HOA guy, | think.

You' re specul ati ng?

"' m not specul ating.

You said "I think." Wwo is M. Mke Bassitt?
| just cannot recall at this tine.

Is M. Bassitt a civil engineer?

No, he's the board nenber

Oh, so that refreshes your recollection
not he's -- what his qualifications are?
I"mtelling you he is a board nenber.

kay. |Is he a civil engineer?

| don't know.

| s he a geotechnical engineer?

| don't know.

How did he perform his inspection on March 23,

He just observed whether there's any water

comng out to the slope, where is the slope, goes to the

back of the slope fromthe top of the sl ope properties.

Q

Is that the sanme inspection we were talking

about earlier where you didn't know how nuch water was

i nt roduced to make --
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

A Wll, there is no water actually comng from
t hose other pipes. That's ny understandi ng of ny
revi ew

Q So there was no water com ng out of the other
pi pes?

A No, even during the rain. At the tinme when he
reviewed the hole -- | nean, the drainpipe outlet.

Q Let's go to GeoTek's May 23, 2024, as-graded
report. GeoTek makes the recommendation and | want to
find out if you agree with that recommendati on. They
wite, CGeoTek recomends the existing area drain system
at the top of the retaining wall, cease the transm ssion
of surface water into the subsurface.

Do you agree with that reconmendation?

A Well, it's general advice, yes.

Q This can be performed by different neans and
met hods. Do you agree with that?

A It doesn't matter which neans or nethod, as
|l ong as the wall is maintained.

Q Vel l, what they' re recommending is that the
surface area drains are disconnected at the top of the
retaining wall and cease the transm ssion of surface
water into the subsurface; correct?

A Yeah.

Q You agree with that, that surface water should
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

not be introduced into the subsurface of the sl ope;

correct?
A | nean, it doesn't matter. Even if you have
surface water pipes, you still have sone anount of water

comng fromthe surface, mgrate down into the

subsurface soil. Doesn't matter if you have perforated
French drain pipe or solid pipe. Wter still continue
to go down into the bottomof the retaining wall, no

matter what.

Q But you agree with the recomrendation and the
two systens shoul d be separated; correct?

A That is not necessary to be separated. As |
explained to you, it would be beneficial to the systens
to not only intercept surface water, but also subsurface
wat er, okay?

Q And they provide two ways of doing that;

correct?
A What two ways?
Q Well, you' ve read this report; correct?
A | did.

Q And you don't know that they provided two
suggestions on how to do this?

A | know.

Q So what are the two suggestions that GeoTek

provi ded?
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

A Vell, the follow ng options in the
considerations. You just read -- go through.

Managenment of surface water is not a geotechnical field
of expertise. And civil engineers should be consulted
upon to provide a professional nmanagenent of surface
water. So they defer --

Q Dr. Huang, is this the first tinme you're
readi ng this |anguage?

A | reviewed their -- the report from GeoTek.
I"'mnot review every single sentence that | can
remenber, okay? You're asking --

Q Ckay. So summarize to ne wi thout reading the
report what their first nethod of proposed repair is and
what the second nethod is.

A Wl l, they said area drains behind the
retaining --

Q "1l let the record reflect that you're
reading this right now

A Well, like | said, they said in their report,
everything can be silt, that means the water can cap,
okay, so they can disconnect. So there's no water
coming fromsurface going into the area drain. That's
one way, okay?

Q Were those drains capped, Dr. Huang?

A Drains cap? Just don't top of the grate.
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Q But were they actually capped by the HOA or
anyone? Are the drains currently capped?

A When they capped the top of it, the -- when
they renove the grate, the top of that vertical pipe,
there's no water fromthe surface will go into the
French drain. That's what they recomend, the first
one.

Q kay. | understand that. |[|'ve read the
report prior to today's deposition.

Now, mny question to you is specific: Ws that

actual |y done at slope 139?

A | don't know. By the tine of ny site
i nspection, | do see the drain is great. It stil
exi sts.

Q You didn't bother to check whether or not this
was actually done; correct --

A Wiy do | need to --

Q -- during your site inspection? Well, I'm
asking. You went on the site on May 21, 2025, and you
had an opportunity to conduct a visual inspection;
correct?

A Yes.

Q What was the state of the drains during your
site inspection? Wre they capped or not capped?

A Not -- ny recollection is not capped.
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Q And what is the second recommendati on t hat
GeoTek provides for?

A The next one is that the swale issues -- the
swal e can be constructed behind the top of the wall to
hel p manage surface water. So in addition to the option
to cap, they say you nmay need to -- you could do the
construction of the drain behind the wall. And that
woul d be like either earth swale or the concrete swal e
to direct water away.

At the tinme of ny inspection, it was only
earth swal e behind the retaining wall with the drai nage
inlet or grate installed at distance interval.

Q Where does that surface swale water end up?

A Behind the top of the sl ope.

Q Into the French drain; correct?

A No, it's the surface swale. Nothing to do
with the French drain. French drain is down bel ow.

Q Ckay. So is the surface swale -- you know
what? Let's take it a step back.

When water is mgrating by gravitational pul
on the surface of the slope and it hits the surface
swal e, what is the function of the surface swal e?

A Vel |, surface swale as the positive gradient
to direct water away fromthe site behind the retaining

wall. That is the surface swal e.
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Q They al so recommend -- or a V-ditch; correct?
A The V-ditch, sanme thing as the swale, concrete
swal e, earth swale, V-ditch. [It's just different term

Q Ch, so you observed the V-ditch?

A Vell, | nean, this is not a V. It's like a
semcircle or swale, okay? |In San D ego, typically,
they recommend a semcircle swale instead of V-ditch

Q And they also wite, New area drains should be
constructed a solid conduit and discharged to a suitable
| ocation, typically the front of the curb face.

Do you see that?

A Yeah.

Q | suppose we're going to ask GeoTek why
they' re making the recommendation to use a solid
conduit. But are you critical with the recommendati on
to have a solid conduit instead of a perforated pipe?

A No, they're just saying trying to avoid the
surface water, you know, that's why they go back to
the -- you know, their opinions that a solid pipe could
be installed with the area drains |ike current
conditions of the French drain with area drain. And to
direct water away fromthe area.

Q At section 3.2, drainage, in the as-graded
report, CGeoTek, again, provides the | anguage the need to

mai ntai n proper surface drainage and subsurface systens
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

cannot be overly enphasized. Positive site drainage
shoul d be nmaintained at all tines.

Do you see that | anguage?

A Yes. We said so nany tines.

Q Not hi ng here changes your prior opinion;
correct?

A No.

Q Is that correct?

A That's correct.

THE COURT REPORTER: Is this a good tine for a
break?
MR. ALEXANDER: |'m al nost done, actually.
THE COURT REPORTER  Ckay.
MR. ALEXANDER  You know what, let's take a
five-m nute break
Let's go off the record.
(Brief recess.)
MR. ALEXANDER: Let's go back on the record.
BY MR ALEXANDER:
Q Dr. Huang, you understand you're still under
oath; correct?
A Yes.
Q Before the break, you testified that you
observed a swale or V-ditch be installed at the

property; correct?
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

A Yes.

Q Whay woul d GeoTek be recomendi ng the future
installation of a swale if it already existed?

A Well, that's general recommendati ons.

Q We're | ooking at your report again. These are

Appendi x A, your site photographs of My 21, 2025;

correct?

A Yes.

Q I n which photograph are we going to see this
V-di tch?

A Al right. If you |ook at the photograph that

Is -- let me point it out. Al right. The

phot ograph -- | don't know which page -- there's --
wel |, yeah, this one you should be able to see -- nove
to the next one. You will see the area drain and it was

install ed behind the white fence.

Q Wher e?

A Let me point it out. The best photo you can
see is -- | don't know which page that is.

Q " m | ooking at page 28 of 50 of --

A Vell, | don't have page nunbers, so let's see.

Let's count. That was the --
Q Allow ne to do this. The photograph that
we're | ooking at together right nowis titled Exterior,

overview, toe slope, behind retaining wall, view left;
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

correct?
A Yeah.
Q Is there any ot her photograph that you -- that

you are relying on to --

A Let nme see.

Q -- to support your representation to instal
the V-ditch?

A Yeah. So let ne see where this photo, you
know, | ooking at, okay, so find out. Page 1 is the one
l"m-- okay.

THE COURT REPORTER | can't hear you if you're
munbl i ng, Doct or.

THE WTNESS: No. |[|'msaying that he pointed out
to these photos, but he wanted ne to tell himwhere is
the drainage inlet was installed with the swal e al ong
the toe of the slope. | am/looking at ny photos, but I
don't have page nunbers that | can tell himto scrol
down or scroll up to see the good photos to go tell him
that | do the drainage inlet was installed.

MR. ALEXANDER: | want to clarify the record that
the photo that | just described, | was stopped there at
the report by Dr. Huang hinself. | did not select this
photo. | was scrolling through and he told ne to stop
t here.

MR COMBS: In the interest of saving sone tineg,
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

you could go to page 33. Looks like there are --

THE W TNESS: Gkay. | see your photo. Let's nove

to -- let nme tell you how nany pages you can nove, okay?

One, two, three --
BY MR, ALEXANDER:
Q VWell, ook at ny screen. ['msharing. Tel

me when to stop.

A Ckay.

MR. ALEXANDER: Counsel, | appreciate that
t esti nmony.

MR COMBS: |'mnot testifying, Vasko.

THE W TNESS: Okay. Wait, stop right there. Do
you see that green drainage inlet behind the fence?

MR, ALEXANDER: No.

THE WTNESS: Move down, there's anot her good
photo. Yeah, this one. Do you see all those green in
the distance? That is the drainage inlet. There's
anot her one even better.

BY MR ALEXANDER:

Q | don't see it.
A What do you nmean you don't see it?
Q | don't see it. | don't know what you're

referring to.

A It was shade by the sunshade. | nean, you

zoomin you will see, okay? Let's |ook at another one.
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

kay. | zooned in. | don't see it.
A That is drain inlet, okay? So you | ook at

your -- let me find another one, a better one.
Q That's a V-ditch? |Is that what -- so |I'm

| ooki ng at a photograph and you asked ne to zoomin.

A Move up to the --

Q Wait, wait, wait. | want to set the record of
what |'m | ooking at, okay, because this is going to be
presented at trial.

A Yeah.

Q It's page 33 of 50 of your report, and it's a
phot ograph titled Exterior, overview, earth swale and
drai nage inlets behind retaining wall, note French drain
was installed below the drainage inlets, viewright.

A That is the drainage, the French drain. That

Is the drainage inlet. Mve up. Mve up. ['IIl tel
you -- yeah, nove up

Q " m nmovi ng up.

A Ckay. Slowy.

Q Ckay.

A Let me see -- no, no, nove up. Keep noving
up.

Q Ckay.

A Ckay. You need to nove down. | think I | ook

at the wong phot os.
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Q kay. |1'mgoing to nove down now.

A Ckay. Move down slowy, slowy. [1'Il tell
you the good photos you can see right there. Ckay.
Hold on. Myve down. Mve down. One nore. One nore.

One nore. One nore. So bel ow, yep, right here.

Q Ckay.

A Did you see that green?

Q | see that is facing west, yes.

A Your right angle, you zoomin, you wll see

the drainage inlet right there.
Q Wait, hold on. Let's establish the photograph
that we're | ooking at here. |It's titled Exterior,

overview, toe of slope, note earth swale and drai nage

inlets exist behind retaining wall, viewright.
A Yes.
Q Okay. What do you want me to do now?
A Zoom i n.
Q Ckay.
A You see -- wait, wait, wait, okay. Do you see

that drainage inlet right here?
Q This drainage inlet?
A Yes.
Q Where is that drainage inlet connected?
A This one is tied into the subsurface French

drain.
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Q Oh, so it goes back into the sane French drain
that we've been tal king about?

A Vell, that's the existing condition.

Q Ckay. Isn't that the systemthat GeoTek is
reconmendi ng to be separated fromthe French drain?

A Wll, it's their intention.

Q Ckay. Wiich you agreed wth; correct?

A Not really, | told you. Wth the existing
French drain would be beneficial to collect both water
fromsurface and the groundwater. They already say in
their report, they said the existing French drain system
can be left. They don't ask themfor renoval of the
French drain, okay?

Q Do you agree that the surface area drains
shoul d be di sconnected fromthe French drain, Dr. Huang?

A Vell, | said so many tinmes. There's no need
t o di sconnect.

Q Okay. Al right. Have we covered every

opi nion that you anticipate providing in trial?

A I think so.
Q No, | need a definitive answer on that.
A Yes.

Q You're famliar with the Kennenur case;
correct?

A Whi ch case?
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

Q Kennenur .
A | don't know that case.
Q We tal ked about it earlier that if you
intend -- well -- strike that.
We tal ked about it earlier -- and |I'm making
this representation to you again right now -- that if
you attenpt to introduce any opinion at trial or make

any opinion at trial that you did not provide nme with

today, I'mgoing to nove to exclude that opinion under
Kennenur .
Ckay?
A Ckay.

Q You can talk to your counsel about it in case
you have questions. |I'mgoing to give you the | ast
opportunity here.

Have we di scussed all the opinions that you
intend to rely on or to offer at trial in this matter?

A Yes.

Q Have we di scussed all the evidence that you
intend to use at trial to support your opinions?

A Yes, except that was the Building Code that
you were tal king about that we discussed. Actually, it
was the Uniform Building Code, not the California
Buil ding Code. At the tine, it was 1987, and the

appl i cabl e Buil di ng Code woul d be UBC 1985, before the
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

1987 gradi ng pl an was prepared.

Q So now you have identified Uniform Buil ding
Code 1985 Edition; correct?

A VWll, that's before the construction or the
grading print was prepared. And that should be the
applicabl e Building Code -- UniformBuil ding Code 1985
version for the preparation of the grading plan.

Q Ckay. What section of the Uniform Buil ding
Code 1985 version are you relying on in fornulating your
opinions at trial?

A | don't have that -- that Code is too old. |
have to do research to find out exactly which sections
to tal k about that information.

Q Ckay. So you don't know, correct?

A | knowit's there, exist. | just don't know
whi ch secti on.
kay. Those are all the questions | have for
you, Huang.

No nore?

No nore.

| thought you have nore than this.
No, | have enough. Thank you.

kay. So | will conclude nmy deposition today?

o » O > O » T O

Yes.

THE COURT REPORTER: Hang tight, though, Doctor.
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

MR. ALEXANDER: We can go off the record, unless
M. Conbs wants to be on the record on how many
mlliseconds Ms. Mann has to pay himdirectly on this.

MR. COMBS: W can go off the record to discuss
t hat .

THE COURT REPORTER  Dr. Huang, would you like to
read and sign or waive signature?

(Di scussion held off the record.)

MR COMBS: | will pay for the PDF so the doctor
can read and sign.

MR. ALEXANDER: We're back on the record for a
brief second. |'mmarking Exhibit 8, which is
Dr. Huang's report.

And now we're back off and the deposition is
concl uded.
(Exhibit 8 marked.)

(Deposition concluded at 3:19 p.m)
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Fei - Chiu Huang, Ph.D., P.E. - February 4, 2026

PENALTY OF PERJURY

I, , do hereby decl are under

penalty of perjury that | have read the foregoing
transcript; that | have made any corrections as appear
noted, in ink, initialed by nme, or attached hereto; that
ny testinony as contained herein, as corrected, is true
and correct.

EXECUTED t hi s day of ,

2026,

at .
(Gty) (State)

Fei - Chi u Huang
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) ss:

COUNTY OF ORANGE )

I, OLIVIA BUTELO, CSR No. 13651, do hereby
certify:

That the foregoing deposition testinony was
taken before ne at the tinme and place therein set forth
and at which tinme the witness was adm nistered the oath;

That the testinony of the wi tness and al
obj ections made by counsel at the tine of the
exam nation were recorded stenographically by me, and
were thereafter transcri bed under ny direction and
supervi sion, and that the foregoing pages contain a
full, true and accurate record of all proceedings and
testinmony to the best of my skill and ability.

| further certify that | am neither counsel for
any party to said action, nor aml| related to any party
to said action, nor aml in any way interested in the
out cone t hereof.

I N WTNESS WHERECF, | have sugigribed ny name

this 4th day of February, 2026.

QLI VI A BUTELO, CSR No. 13651
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