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LETTER C13 
Castro, Greg  
December 14, 2015 
 
 
 
Response C13-1: This introductory comment is noted. Specific concerns that are provided in 

subsequent comments are addressed below.  
 
Response C13-2: This comment, which summarizes the commenter’s background and 

experience as an Ohlone tribal member, as a co-chair of the Society for 
California Archaeology Native American Programs Committee, as a member 
of the State’s Archaeology Resources Committee, and as a writer and activist 
within the California indigenous community, is noted. 

 
Response C13-3: This comment expresses concerns related to the impacts to cultural resources 

identified in the Draft EIR and suggests that the proposed project may not 
reflect District policies related to preservation and protection of cultural 
resources. Please refer to Response C7-8 regarding consistency with the 
District’s mission and policies related to cultural resources and Master 
Response 7, which addresses impacts to cultural resources and required 
mitigation measures as identified in the Draft EIR. Also refer to Master 
Response 8, which addresses alternatives to the proposed project.  

 
Response C13-4: This comment suggests that the District maintain Ohlone College for parking 

and implement the use of electric or hybrid shuttles to transport park users to 
and from the current Stanford Avenue Staging Area in lieu of the proposed 
project in order to lessen the impact on cultural resources from the proposed 
project. The comment is noted, and the District will consider this input on the 
project merits prior to taking action on the EIR and the proposed project. 
Also refer to Master Response 8 regarding project alternatives. 

 
Response C13-5: This comment, which questions the District’s “understanding and application 

of required legal obligations in heritage protection,” is noted. The District 
will consider this input on the project merits prior to taking action on the EIR 
and the proposed project. 

 
  



Letter to East Bay Regional Parks Board of Directors from Ruth Orta and 
Ramona Garibay, September 2016

Weʼre writing on behalf of the 67 members of our five-generation Jalquin/Saclan 
Ohlone/Bay Miwok family to tell you that we are deeply disappointed and 
saddened to learn that the Park District plans to build a parking lot at Mission Peak 
by disturbing the resting place of our ancestors and by digging up artifacts that our 
ancestors intended would always remain where they are right now.

We had hoped that when we met with Park District representatives at the proposed 
parking lot locations months ago that the Park District would take to heart our 
strong objections to the building of a parking lot on our ancestral site, and that the 
District would decide not to build a new parking lot. We hoped instead that you 
would continue to encourage hikers to use public transportation and to park at 
Ohlone College, even if the parking garage could not be built that some of us 
asked you to consider building instead of a new parking lot. In other words, we 
hoped that the Park District would respect our wishes, and would honor and 
respect our ancestors by not disturbing their final resting place.

Itʼs so sad to us that you to do things like this, because we thought you were 
supposed to be devoted to preserving nature and the environment, as well as 
devoted to protecting our ancestral sites on your parklands. But once this parking 
lot is built, people who hike onto our sacred mountain will instead look down on an 
ugly parking lot and a once open parkland bulldozed and reshaped. Non-Indians 
took the land from our ancestors and now you own it. So now you are responsible 
for our ancestors, too. For this reason, we are deeply disappointed, and, we are in 
fact devastated, that despite the responsibility you now have for our ancestors, you 
plan to disturb their final resting place anyway.

We donʼt think you would dig up your own ancestors to build a parking lot, so why 
is it OK to do this to ours? During the many years that I (Ramona) have been an 
MLD and Monitor, Iʼve seen what people do to our ancestors and the land. They 
take mountains and flatten them to build houses. They take the creeks and move 
them wherever they feel like moving them. They bulldoze through our ancestors 
bones. Please, we beg you not to do this at Mission Peak. For the world to 
continue, this type of destruction must end.



You say you will follow the law, and we believe that. But unfortunately, the law has 
never been on our ancestorsʼ side. The law may say that itʼs OK for you to recover 
“scientific data” from our bones and artifacts, but itʼs not OK with us.
Your plan says that you are going to scientifically study the artifacts that you dig up 
and that you are going to share these artifacts with the public as part of educational 
programs. We want you to know that we have been sharing our culture and history 
for 22 years at Coyote Hills and other Regional Parks, and we are completely 
baffled, confused, and upset that the Park District still does not seem to understand 
that we donʼt want to be treated as a science lesson. We arenʼt objects. Our 
ancestors arenʼt objects. We donʼt want you to focus your programs on artifacts and 
on the past. We want you to teach people about who we are today, what we care 
about today, how we continue to make these kinds of things, how we continue to 
keep our cultural values alive, and how we continue to practice our culture. If you 
want to share artifacts with the public, share copies or, better yet, objects weʼve 
made.

Given how we feel, if you do decide to dig our artifacts and use them for public 
education anyway, will you also tell the people you show these artifacts to that we 
asked you not to dig them up? That we asked you not to study them? That we 
asked you instead to keep them where they are meant to be? That we asked you to 
keep them where they are now?

We want to end by pointing out that in the FEIR you describe Ramona as a member 
of the “Ohlone Tribe.” Yet there is no such tribe. If your consultants who met and 
worked with her canʼt get that right, how can we trust the other things that theyʼve 
written? How can we trust any other promises being made?

Please, we implore you. Respect our ancestors by leaving them where they are 
meant to be forever.

Sincerely,

Ruth Orta and Ramona Garibay
Jalquin/Saclan Ohlone/Bay Miwok



Le  er
C57

1

2



L S A  A S S O C I A T E S ,  I N C .   
A U G U S T  2 0 1 6  

S T A N F O R D  A V E N U E  S T A G I N G  A R E A  E X P A N S I O N  P R O J E C T  E I R  
R E S P O N S E  T O  C O M M E N T S  D O C U M E N T

I I I .  C O M M E N T S  A N D  R E S P O N S E S
 

P:\EBR1201 Stanford Avenue\PRODUCTS\RTC\Final\3-Responses.docx (08/22/16)   470 

LETTER C57 
Reichardt, Barbara  
December 12, 2015 
 
 
 
Response C57-1: This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed project based the 

project’s potential to impact cultural resources as identified in the Draft EIR, 
is noted. This comment, which identifies the project site as a sacred area and 
expresses opposition to the proposed project and impacts to Ohlone tribal 
resources based on the potential disturbance of Ohlone ancestral remains, is 
noted. Please refer to Master Response 7 for a discussion of cultural resource 
mitigation measures including the requirement to consult with the Ohlone 
People to ensure that Native American perspectives associated with the 
known Ohlone cultural resources are considered while developing a 
Treatment Plan prior to project implementation. 
 
Also refer to Master Response 7 regarding cultural resources including 
potentially significant impacts to cultural resources and recommended 
mitigation measures to offset potential impacts.  

 
Response C57-2: This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed project, and 

support for use of the Ohlone College parking lot instead, is noted. Please 
refer to Master Response 8 regarding project alternatives. The commenter is 
not questioning the adequacy of the information or analysis within the Draft 
EIR. However, the District will consider this input on the project merits prior 
to taking action on the EIR and the proposed project. 
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LETTER C58 
Ramirez, Alfonso  
November 17, 2015 
 
 
 
Response C58-1: This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed project based on 

the project’s potential to impact cultural resources, including areas sacred to 
the Ohlone People, is noted. The District will consider this input on the 
project merits prior to taking action on the EIR and the proposed project.  
 
Also refer to Master Response 7 regarding cultural resources, including 
potentially significant impacts and recommended mitigation measures to 
reduce cultural resource impacts. Recommended mitigation measures require 
the District to consult with the Ohlone People to ensure that Native American 
perspectives associated with Mission Peak are considered during 
development of the Treatment Plan required prior to project implementation. 

 
Response C58-2: This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed project, is noted. 

Please refer to Master Response 9 regarding the adequacy of the Draft EIR. 
The commenter is not questioning the adequacy of the information or 
analysis within the Draft EIR. However, the District will consider this input 
on the project merits prior to taking action on the EIR and the proposed 
project. 
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Comments

Name Location Date Comment

Charlene Sul Gilroy, CA 2015-11-24 Cultural genocide must stop. Many parks across the country are able to

accommodate visitors with minimal impact to surface areas. The expansion of

parking lots, as proposed, lacks creativity and is simply short-sited. We implore

the East Bay Regional Park District to consider other options.

Misa joo Eugene, OR 2015-11-24 Preserve Sacred Sites!  Stop the desecration!!

manny moreno four corners, CA 2015-11-24 I believe in the protection of sacred sites

Pennie Opal Plant San Pablo, CA 2015-11-24 It is profoundly wrong to develop a known Ohlone burial site. And to move the

Ohlone ancestors to the University just adds insult to deep injury. Don't do it.

Protect the site.

Corrina  Gould Oakland, CA 2015-11-24 I am signing because as an Ohlone woman who's directly impacted by the land

that is disturbed by EBRPD mismanagement and lack if listening to other

options must  stop. The consideration of building up rather than the disturbance

of yet another cultural sacred site must happen. Its bad enough that this sacred

place is even open to the public rather than honored and left undisturbed. Work

with the original stewards of this land and halt any development plans

Brenda Salgado San Leandro, CA 2015-11-24 The Ohlone people have faced so much theft of land and disrespect for culture

and ancestors. I believe if this were your ancestors, you would not want them

moved or disturbed or disrespected this way.  My husband and I encouraged

folks to donate to EBRPD on our wedding day, and I find myself saddened to

know you are even considering this action. I am completely opposed to

constructing restrooms and parking atop sacred graves of the Ohlone people.

Do the right thing here, and find another solution.

Teresa Alderete San Jose, CA 2015-11-24 I care

John Anderson San Francisco, CA 2015-11-24 Modern industrial culture needs to become sustainable, and we don't have the

vaguest idea how to do that. One first step would be to respect and learn from

the Native cultures who have been doing that for millennia.  And a first step to

that is to respect their heritage and ancestors.

Joanna Hill Forest Lake, MN 2015-11-24 I oppose the construction of restrooms, and parking over known Ohlone burial

and village site.

Armida Cervantez Nevada City, CA 2015-11-24 I believe in the protection and acknowledgement of sacred sites. Please

respect them and seek out alternatives which so many parks have done before.

Rupa  Marya San Francisco, CA 2015-11-24 The destruction of native people's cultural heritage MUST stop.

Vivian fang Duarte, CA 2015-11-24 It's important to keep heritage and traditions.

Joan Kresich Livingston, MT 2015-11-24 I am a Bay Area native (white) and I want the few existing sacred sites

protected.  No more cultural genocide!

Taaj Marty Burnsville, MN 2015-11-24 This is disrespectful and cruel. Let them rest and stay away from

Our sacred sites!

Megan Roberts Richmond, CA 2015-11-24 As an ally of the Ohlone people, I implore Mission Peak Regional Park to live

up to its name as a "Preserve" and to leave the remains of Ohlone ancestors

untouched.

Charlie Toledo Napa, CA 2015-11-24 Time to stop business as usual leave

Indigenous remains sacred and in place. No desecration of human. Ancestors!

Aimee Durfee Martinez, CA 2015-11-24 Enough stolen land and culture!  Do the right thing.
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Name Location Date Comment

Valerie Lopez San Jose, CA 2015-11-24 Bones need to be left alone.

joseph arthur El Dorado, CA 2015-11-24 Signed.. a place where I grew up as a kid. I would rather not have any of it

changed at all.

chris avelino ukiah, CA 2015-11-24 Red lives matters rezdog we mobb in the name of crazy horse

Sally Alderete Madera, CA 2015-11-24 I oppose,the removal of my ancestor remains. I am native,American .

Amanda Bloom Oakland, CA 2015-11-24 Native burial grounds should not be desecrated.

johanna clark Deroche, Canada 2015-11-24 nobody wants their ancestors in a museum instead of their grave.  The graves

are people not artifacts.

Hank Herrera Oakland, CA 2015-11-24 The land is sacred and we must preserve it.

Daniel Foor Asheville, NC 2015-11-24 I have a great love for the land and people in the Bay Area and I visit and teach

there often. I want to see park administrators do the right thing here and

prioritize healthy relationships with living Native peoples, the rich cultural

history of the land, the ancestors, and just common decency over a stubborn

attachment to building a new parking lot in that particular location.  Please.

Nancy Rieser Crockett, CA 2015-11-24 The University of California not only to needs to end its academic hoarding of

Ohlone skeletal remains.  It needs to return the over 12,000 remains stored in

cardboard boxes under the old gym...not add them.  As a park district your

mission is to preserve, not disturb.  Your agency has NO business encouraging

this University's academic arrogance. The LAST thing you should do? Not

preserve the burial sites.  Hands off.    <a

href="http://articles.latimes.com/2008/jan/13/local/me-bones13"

rel="nofollow">http://articles.latimes.com/2008/jan/13/local/me-bones13</a>

Rebecca Clark Oakland, CA 2015-11-24 Preserving Native lands is important to me, especially when there is a living

contingency of Native people supporting this preservation. I hope California

(and the Bay Area) does the right thing.

Luna Pantera Oakland, CA 2015-11-24 I understand what sacred land means...

KIMBERLY STEVENOT MODESTO, CA 2015-11-24 I'm signing because we've looked the other way for way too long, our ancestors

were put to rest there long before any European...when was the last time white

European ancestors were dug up and 'studied'? It's time the Native peoples of

California and our ancestors are shown respect.

Tabitha Didrickson San Francisco, CA 2015-11-24 I am signing because the very idea of unearthing and relocating ANY remains

in horrifying. Can you imagine the uproar if it were a Christian or Catholic burial

site they were planning on relocating to a lab to be studied?

Marcus Arana Hollister, CA 2015-11-24 I am shocked that the university would even consider building over our

graveyards. Please help save the heritage of my ancestors, the Ohlone people.

Mickey  Ellinger Oakland, CA 2015-11-24 we have an obligation to respect the sacred sites of the Native people.

Janet Johnson Richmond, CA 2015-11-24 This proposal is wrong in so many ways.

Shalahnia Kimberling Rancho Cordova, CA 2015-11-24 I support saving Sacred Sites.

Kelli Mcconnell Athens, GA 2015-11-24 Do what is right...The Ohlone people do not want their ancestors removed,

studied or otherwise disturbed as suggested by the Environmental Impact

Report.

Vicki C. Solomon Piedmong, CA 2015-11-24 Do the right thing, please. Ask the Ohlones, and follow their requests.

Justine Ferguson Wayland, MA 2015-11-24 I'm signing because as a former resident in a state full of 'missions' - continues

its mission to blatantly disregard sacred burial grounds of the natives to that

area. Show decency and respect and do what's right: preserve the sacred

burial grounds.
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Name Location Date Comment

Megan Baer Athens, GA 2015-11-24 It's clearly the right thing to do. We must treat others (and others' dead

relatives) the way we would like to be treated. Would you like a bathroom and

parking lot put on top of your relatives graves?

Julie  Hernandez Concord, CA 2015-11-24 We MUST show respect to those who came before us.  Do not commit more

crimes against the Ohlone Peoples.

Stef Arbor - Free albany, CA 2015-11-24 Ms. Julene,

As a local park-goer, I can honestly say that I would prefer to have the burial

grounds left without any further disturbances as a matter of natural respect.

There have been many international instances of remains being removed and

then later needing to be repatriated or returned to their people / descendants.

To me it doesn't make sense to start a process that is morally wrong and that

will need to be undone in the future.

Please, think outside the usual box and treat this site as you would a place

where your ancestors were buried. 

Thank you for your consideration.

Fred Velasquez Valley Springs, CA 2015-11-24 Eternal rest is for Native American Ancestors too.

Reshawn Goods oakland, CA 2015-11-24 its the right thing to do. Save sacred land period.

Mignon Geli Garden Valley, CA 2015-11-24 respect for the Ohlone, their ancestors and sacred burial sites....

Jennifer Robinette Citrus Heights, CA 2015-11-24 Grave sites should not be desecrated period!

Guarionex Delgado Nevada City, CA 95959

United States, CA

2015-11-24 The earth is sacred.  Where we bury our people and hold our ceremonies are

sacred places.  Profaning a sacred site is a sign of deep spiritual illness in the

community or society which considers, promotes or condones it.

Ms Michaell Allen Petaluma, CA 2015-11-24 White people are so, so disrespectful! I am embarrassed to be one!

Valerie  Stanley Willits, CA 2015-11-24 Native Californian's exist - WE ARE NOT GONE. Leave our ancestor's alone,

they do not belong in a drawer for someone to examine. Mission Peak Park -

you know & have DOCUMENTATION about remains, yet, you want to move

them.

Valerie  Stanley Willits, CA 2015-11-24 EBRPD your DOCUMENTATION shows there are items of Ohlone Cultural

significance there. Leave them alone. You will be digging up people's family's.

Surely, there is a better mitigation measure than putting a toilet on cultural

sites.  Mutually agreed mitigation measures can & do happen, work with the

local Ohlone people. You have no reason not too.

Cher Truax Portage Lakes, OH, OH 2015-11-24 I am signing this because my gut feeling is it's wrong thing to do. It shows a

total lack of respect for the Ohlone People and their ancestors. Shame on you!

Bryer  Keane Grass valley, CA 2015-11-24 a Preserve should be just that; to preserve what is there, not pave it over with a

parking lot!

Petra Pino San Jose, CA 2015-11-25 I'm signing because it's disrespectful to uninter someone's remains over the

expressed protests of their relatives.  

Something to consider:  Would you dig up the Centerville Pioneer Cemetery for

restrooms and a parking lot?  

If the answer is "no," then...how can we do this?

Kaela Nathan Gilroy, CA 2015-11-25 I want native burial grounds saved

paula brown Santa Cruz, CA 2015-11-25 Im signing because I am Native but it is disrespectful - no matter what religion

to destroy sacred places of burial.
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Mimi Gellman Toronto, Canada 2015-11-25 As an Indigenous person, or perhaps I should just say as an ethical moral

human being and citizen of this world, I take great umbrage at the indignity and

disrespect settler governments have for the sacred graves of the first peoples

of this land!

David Martinez Ukiah, CA 2015-11-25 Stop the desecration, we would never build on your relatives, why is it okay to

do that to ours?

Alan Ernesto Phillips Redding, CA 2015-11-25 There is NEVER a "Right-way" to do a wrong thing! Let's dig up Arlington

National Cemetery and build a high rise parking lot!

Gregg Castro San Jose, CA 2015-11-25 is is no longer acceptable to just "go through the motions" of the cultural

resource laws. If EBRPD is to live up to it's creed of protecting, preserving and

caretaking of the lands that they are currently responsible for, they must hold to

the SPIRIT of that promise, not just the words and technicalities. The lack of

vision for other options is sadly a common occurance with EBRPD, which has a

long history of ignoring if not damaging cultural sites while claiming to be

champions of the environment and land. The indigenous cultural heritage is

clearly -and even legally - part of the environment and needs to be protected as

much as the biological and geological values.

Wendy Kenin Berkeley, CA 2015-11-25 Respect Humanity

Jim Littlefield, West

Coast/North  Director

Surfers' Environmental

Alliance (SEA)

Aptos, CA 2015-11-25 Our ancestors should always be honored, not moved or paved over!

Tiona Bostick Orinda, CA 2015-11-25 This is patently wrong and the very thing that is wrong with the world. These

sites are not replaceable and one you take it away it can't be gotten back.

Jeanette Stratton henderson, NV 2015-11-25 One day my children will ask why I didn't fight for the earth they inherited. 

One day your children or your children's children will ask you the same. 

What will you tell them?

Jennifet Bowles Petaluma, CA 2015-11-25 Keep sacred lands undisturbed!

Maritza Ruiz-Kim Pleasant Hill, CA 2015-11-25 Recreational land use doesn't give us the right to desecrate burial sites.

Barbara Derry Long Beach, CA 2015-11-25 Sacred is sacred. What if YOUR family was buried there?

Melissa Reading Livermore, CA 2015-11-25 Surely there's space to preserve and respect these remains, and do the

"improvements" in another location.  It would be the right thing to do.

Amy Dooha Oakland, CA 2015-11-25 We need to respect sacred lands.

Lauren Benetua Mountain View, CA 2015-11-25 Stay off sacred sites. Respect the spirits and peoples of this land.

Emily Noèl Showers Appleton, WI 2015-11-25 I am from Wisconsin and this sort of thing happens here too. 

Let the dead rest and please do not further harm the environment. What do we

need more buildings for anyway?

Nancy Wells-Georgia Colorado Springs, CO 2015-11-25 I'm signing because we owe the Ohlone burial and village site the same

respect as any other sacred space.

Phoebe Sorgen Berkeley, CA 2015-11-25 have a heart

Vivian Jacobs Glendale, AZ 2015-11-25 Graves should be left in peace!

mitch fullstop Australia 2015-11-25 becoz i care about Aboriginal people and there land

Ariel Cherbowsky Berkeley, CA 2015-11-25 No sacred sites should ever be destroyed! Stop this horrible development,

listen to the voices of the people, and respect the ancestors of this land. Power

to the Ohlone people.
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Name Location Date Comment

Abel Macias San Diego, CA 2015-11-25 We need to stop disturbing the burial remains of indigenous people.  Can't they

build their bathrooms and parking lot somewhere else?

david marley waratah, Australia 2015-11-25 As a visitor to the USA I became aware how important these cultural sites are.

They must be protected.

tobey crockett Morro Bay, CA 2015-11-25 These are important cultural issues and social justice matters to me.

Denise Bogle Delta, Canada 2015-11-25 It is offensive.

Robert Johnson Napa, CA 2015-11-25 I care.

Elise Nordlund oakland, CA 2015-11-25 As an indigenous persyn occupying my Ohlone relatives' land, I must speak

strongly against the continued genocide of their sovereignty, the trampling of

their rights as accorded by the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous

Peoples, as well the continued enslavement of their ancestors remains for

purposes of "science." 

In most every culture globally there are ceremonies for putting to rest those

departed. Yet I don't find many for digging them up again (perhaps the Catholic

Church is the big exception)! This violation of sacredness must stop! Cultural

conservancy is one of the functions of the East Bay regional park district. What

you propose to do is exactly the opposite of your mission statement and job

function!

Rebecca Rosen Princeton, NJ 2015-11-25 Indigenous sacred sites should be respected and left alone.

deborah miranda Lexington, VA 2015-11-25 I'm signing because communication with local tribal peoples about ancestral

remains is crucial, respectful, and above all, ethically responsible.

Dehumanizing our ancestors is dehumanizing Indigenous people - and that is

dangerous for everyone.

Brian Barbier Santa Barbara, CA 2015-11-25 I am a professional archaeologist and I am aware that there are both strong

regulatory incentives and an ethical imperative to avoid disturbing such

sensitive sites. Certainly a restroom does not warrant its disturbance. Please

put more effort into avoidance.

Linda Rosewood Santa Cruz, CA 2015-11-25 The plan needs to be changed. This should have been discovered before the

plan was executed.

Karen Flittie Walnut Creek, CA 2015-11-25 It is profoundly wrong to dig up known burial sites.

Alyssa Semczyszyn Vancouver, Canada 2015-11-25 Burial sites should be respected.  Surely alternative designs for the location of

washrooms and parking can be found.  Use more creativity!

Marsha Small Ashland, OR 2015-11-25 I believe in protection of sacred sites and sacred places.

Tuneka Tucker San Jose, CA 2015-11-25 I stand with the Ohlone people who ask for dignity and respect for their

ancestors. Dignity and respect are more important than restrooms.

Rubinna Shander Santa Cruz, CA 2015-11-25 I support the Confederation to preserve ancient burial grounds!

Donna Gillette Nipomo, CA 2015-11-25 It is time we start respecting Native Americans and their ancestors.

Jeanine Pfeiffer San Jose, CA 2015-11-25 As an ethnoecologist who supports the conservation of both biological and

cultural diversity, I support efforts to respect ancestral sites.

Paetra Tauchert Sebastopol, CA 2015-11-26 This is unacceptable.

laura harrison Santa Cruz, CA 2015-11-26 The Ohlone people deserve a place to live and to rest.
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Leslie Lopez Santa Cruz, CA 2015-11-26 I'm signing as a PhD in anthropology who has read this report, as well as an

ally to First Peoples.  This EIR clearly states that the planned project does not

meet the codes and policies at state, district, and park levels which were put in

place to preserve and protect cultural resources, as well as wilderness

ecologies.  The proposed project intends to build new public access (parking,

roads, restrooms) into and on top of land that is sacred, somewhat intact, and

so far somewhat protected by these codes.  The authors of the report make a

clear recommendation: DON'T GO FORWARD with this plan.

Richard Wright Oakland, CA 2015-11-26 stop desecrating Ohlone land. you would never build bathrooms over a

designated cemetery. have some respect.

John Mifsud Oakland, CA 2015-11-26 This is heinous and will wear on your conscious for a lifetime.  Just don't do it.

You'll be glad.

Holly Fogleboch Oakland, CA 2015-11-26 We have done enough damage. Stop stop stop. Leave the remains untouched.

Kristen Prather Oakland, CA 2015-11-27 Sacred is sacred!

Monica Navarro Martinez, CA 2015-11-27 Please sign this petition to protect the remains of Ohlone peoples in the Bay

Area xoxo

Susan Lowet-Aubert Mill Valley, CA 2015-11-27 This shouldnot happen

Valerie Becker Beaverton, OR 2015-11-27 From my Heart I mourn the loss that will occur to my Ancestors if this project is

to be completed.

Thank you for the time to look objectively and in your Hearts at what will

happen if you destroy the burail right and removal of my Ancestors if you move

forward on this project.

Genesis Quiroz San Bruno, CA 2015-11-27 This is completely unacceptable and disgraceful!

Gweneth Dietrich San Francisco, CA 2015-11-27 The sacred dead must have peace.

Charlotte Allen Fremont, CA 2015-11-27 Instead of building more parking, EBPRD needs to implement a reservation

system for this trailhead to prevent overuse from destroying Mission Peak's

biological and cultural resources.

Ira Jones Emeryville, CA 2015-11-28 I love and respect mother earth and those that came before us.

Robin Kaiser san bruno, CA 2015-11-28 this Indian site should remain untouched.

Catherine Herrera San Francisco, CA 2015-11-28 No more loss of sacred sites!

Kate Gibson Oakland, CA 2015-11-28 Please respect the remains of the ohlone culture that are being unearthed on

this land, let them rest where they have been ad should continue tostay

Joe Navarro Hollister, CA 2015-11-28 I believe that we should honor and respect the histories, traditions and cultures

of Native people.

julia mason los angeles, CA 2015-11-28 Respect the rights of indigenous people.

elaine magree berkeley, CA 2015-11-28 Do the right thing. Respect native sacred sites. There is a way if there is the

political will.

elaine magree berkeley, CA 2015-11-28 Do the right thing. Respect native sacred sites. There is a way if there is the

political will.

elaine magree berkeley, CA 2015-11-28 Do the right thing. Respect native sacred sites. There is a way if there is the

political will.

Virginia Anderson Atherton, CA 2015-11-29 identity is preserved in part by  the land our ancestors occupied. This is a rare

opportunity to honor a ravaged people.
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Name Location Date Comment

Tomasita Medál San Francisco, CA 2015-11-29 In the year 2015 it is unbelievable that you would even consider putting

restrooms and a parking lot over a known Ohlone village and burial ground.

Leave the land untouched. Let the Ohlone ancestors rest in peace, just as you

want your ancestors to rest in peace. Place signage describing the ancient

uses for the site and put the restrooms and parking somewhere else. Have

basic human respect for the humans who are communicating their horror and

grief to you. Have empathy. Have human respect.

michelle aranda Watsonville, CA 2015-11-29 It is wrong to decrate any burial ground!!! hello!!!

Sheila Sullivan Fremont, CA 2015-11-29 I am an immigrant of Irish extraction. My fellow Irish have a permanent resting

place at Mission Peak and yet no one is digging them up. If you have no

respect for your ancestors/the dead...then you have nothing here on earth.

What will happen to you when you die? I am ashamed at the lack of interest in

living history and respect for the dead of Native Peoples. It is not a done deal if

you have opposition to your plans. They are not written in stone. I kindly ask

you to reconsidered and find another way for these good plans to find a place

to build that honors those that went before us and gave us this land for the

future generations to live and learn. An interested and following concerned

citizen of this great country who loves history! Please respect the forefathers of

the Ohlone people. It's the right thing to do. I'm counting on you!

Julie Paszkowski Graham, NC 2015-11-29 They need to do the right thing, respect the sacred.

Ashley Gregory Oakland, CA 2015-11-29 The wishes of indigenous people have very rarely been acknowledged and

respected. East Bay Regional Parks has the opportunity to do so. With integrity

and humility, EBRP can change the tide on this project.

Stephen Shaw Berkeley, CA 2015-11-30 So much has already been taken from the ohlone people, we owe it to them to

preserve their sacred sites.

Marcela Veron Alameda, CA 2015-11-30 It's imperative to save these sacred sites

Jene L. McCovey Arcata, CA 2015-11-30 There is enough research done that removed ground and defiled burials. The

Ohlone people do not want their ancestors removed, studied or otherwise

disturbed as suggested by the Environmental Impact Report.

miki lee midpines, CA 2015-11-30 I pray that you will step back from want you are considering here. It's very

important to respect the what has come before and not simply cover up this

burial ground. please ask your own heart what is truly important here. thank

you for re-considering.

blessings for a heart felt choice~ Miki

maureen roche petrolia, CA 2015-11-30 No more "take"

Norma Murphy La Mirada, CA 2015-11-30 I believe that Ohlone burial ground is a very sacred place that should be

protected.

Karen Button Anchorage, AK 2015-11-30 I stand with the Ohlone, who do not want their sacred burial site disturbed. I'm

shocked the Park would even advocate such a disrespectful action.
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Name Location Date

Charlene Sul , United States 2015-11-24

Misa joo Eugene, OR, United States 2015-11-24

Antonio M. San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Manny Moreno Gustine, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Natalie Smith Point Arena, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Cruz Martinez Santa Rosa, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Pennie Opal Plant San Pablo, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Corrina Gould Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Brenda Salgado San Leandro, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Joseph Kowalski Sacramento, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Teresa Alderete San Jose, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Robyn Bykofsky Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Alice Kostin Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Twila Souers Eugene, OR, United States 2015-11-24

John Anderson San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Helene Sisk Redding, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Joanna Hill Forest Lake, MN, United States 2015-11-24

Armida Cervantez Cornville, AZ, United States 2015-11-24

Rupa Marya Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Alisa Staples Rosenberg, TX, United States 2015-11-24

Lizette Tejada Calgary, Canada 2015-11-24

Robert Kolbe San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-24

scarlett manning Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Vivian fang Duarte, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Lee Lindler &amp; Maria Lindler-
Steinke

Charleston, SC, United States 2015-11-24

Ana Hansen Cottonwood, AZ, United States 2015-11-24

Joan Kresich Livingston, MT, United States 2015-11-24

Shirley Kinoshita Cupertino, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Jessica Phillips Toronto, Canada 2015-11-24
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Nell Scott Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Jessica Sargent Hogansburg, NY, United States 2015-11-24

Margaret Damghani Raleigh, NC, United States 2015-11-24

Hazel Tudryn San Anselmo, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Teleia Dettieh Fort Nelson, Canada 2015-11-24

Janice Gloe Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Taaj Marty Burnsville, MN, United States 2015-11-24

Joan Benoit Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Megan Roberts Richmond, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Douglas Reil El Cerrito, CA, United States 2015-11-24

quest Pickens South Bend, IN, United States 2015-11-24

Elena Giron Los Angeles, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Julia Winiarski Napa, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Shauna McLeod Musquodoboit Harbour, Canada 2015-11-24

Charlie Toledo Napa, CA, United States 2015-11-24

hilario mata Martinez, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Aimee Durfee Martinez, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Suzie McLean Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Tiffany Adams Roseville, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Ron Mendoza Lincoln, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Laura Esquer San Jose, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Valerie Lopez San Jose, CA, United States 2015-11-24

joseph arthur Orangevale, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Julia Bolden Logan, UT, United States 2015-11-24

Natalia Leigh Canton, GA, United States 2015-11-24

Megan Micco Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-24

chris avelino ukiah, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Sally Alderete Madera, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Ariel Luckey Emeryville, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Amanda Bloom Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Tamhas Griffith Martinez, CA, United States 2015-11-24

johanna clark Deroche, OR, Canada 2015-11-24
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Hank Herrera Pinole, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Alexis Weinstein Hillsdale, NJ, United States 2015-11-24

Teresa Candelaria Marina, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Leslie Kung Cedar Rapids, IA, United States 2015-11-24

Tiffany Tsang Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Christina Leyva Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Daniel Foor Asheville, NC, United States 2015-11-24

Victory V Lee Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Catherine Sutton Albany, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Nancy Rieser Crockett, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Trece Spalten Austin, TX, United States 2015-11-24

Jan Ervin Danville, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Rebecca Clark Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Luna Pantera Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-24

KIMBERLY STEVENOT MODESTO, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Alexander Avanesov Mountain View, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Tabitha Didrickson San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Marcus Arana San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Hector Vasquez Brooklyn, NY, United States 2015-11-24

Vanessa Raditz Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-24

C. Hanson Vancouver, Canada 2015-11-24

Mickey Ellinger Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Brandy Vanderheiden Sunnyvale, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Douglas Elliott Los Angeles, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Jesus Solorio Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Janet Johnson Richmond, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Nancy Gorrell Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Elizabeth Claman Richmond, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Stacey Weinberger Canyon, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Kathleen Kimberling Rancho Cordova, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Julia Bernard Pacifica, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Kelli Mcconnell Athens, GA, United States 2015-11-24
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Thomas Mueller Minneapolis, MN, United States 2015-11-24

Vicki C. Solomon Piedmong, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Justine Ferguson Wayland, MA, United States 2015-11-24

Megan Baer Athens, GA, United States 2015-11-24

Julie Hernandez Concord, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Karen Krebser Belmont, CA, United States 2015-11-24

mary puthoff Livermore, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Karen Rusiniak Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Stef Arbor - Free albany, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Fred Velasquez Valley Springs, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Shannon Willis Athens, GA, United States 2015-11-24

Sheila Higgins Pleasant Hill, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Adina Higdon Eugene, OR, United States 2015-11-24

m s Hayward, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Melissa Fuller Milpitas, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Brian Haberly San Jose, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Alilah Renwick Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Samuel White Swan-Perkins Chico, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Jacqueline Carrisosa San Jose, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Jo Jenson Vallejo, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Teresa Molina Tucson, AZ, United States 2015-11-24

Eugenie Kaiser Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Sabrina hays-brown San Jose, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Reshawn Goods Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Carlie Domingues Santa María, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Mignon Geli Garden Valley, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Christine McArthur Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Linda Rubalcava Moss Landing, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Jennifer Robinette Citrus Heights, CA, United States 2015-11-24

carla raya Watsonville, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Jacob Persons Saint Paul, MN, United States 2015-11-24

Virginie Corominas France 2015-11-24
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Delores Ybarra Hesperia, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Arman Liwanag San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Guarionex Delgado Nevada City, CA 95959 United States, CA,
United States

2015-11-24

Diane Castro La Puente, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Stacey Haysler San Jose, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Jane Luckey Little Rock, AR, United States 2015-11-24

Aileen Montesinos Rancho Cucamonga, CA, United States 2015-11-24

kata miletich Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-24

betsy schulz oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-24

niki conrad Auburn, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Donna Otero Pomona, CA, United States 2015-11-24

bridget stagnitto San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-24

lynn galliano Concord, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Molly Arthur tiburon, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Daniel Jubelirer Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Rochelle Diver San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-24

John Shurtz Novato, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Morning Star Gali Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Ms Michaell Allen Petaluma, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Megan Schmidt Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Anje' Waters Grass Valley, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Aaron Beardsley berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Valerie Stanley Willits, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Dina El Dessouky Capitola, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Holly Cassidy Cobb, CA, United States 2015-11-24

cher truax Akron, OH, United States 2015-11-24

autumn sun santa cruz, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Charlotte Halloran-Couch Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Sandra Keane Grass Valley, CA, United States 2015-11-24

Brian Liston Pt Richmond, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Sandra Pacheco Vallejo, CA, United States 2015-11-25
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Frieda McAlear Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Alison Ehara-Brown Richmond, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Petra Pino San Jose, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Kaela Nathan Gilroy, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Dustin Mabry Emeryville, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Delia Carroll Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Rebecca Solnit CA, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Margaret Berger Seattle, WA, United States 2015-11-25

paula brown Santa Cruz, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Maribeth Chadwell Seattle, WA, United States 2015-11-25

Jonah Boyarin San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Estella Sanchez Sacramento, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Cathy L. Cory Porterville, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Mimi Gellman Toronto, Canada 2015-11-25

David Martinez Ukiah, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Alan Ernesto Phillips Redding, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Gregg Castro San Jose, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Wendy Kenin Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Heidi Stauffer Santa Cruz, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Jim Littlefield, (SEA) Aptos, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Julie Bacon Eugene, OR, United States 2015-11-25

Mica Valdez Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Tiona Bostick Danville, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Jeanette Stratton Henderson, NV, United States 2015-11-25

Michele Maas San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Tahesha Knapp-Christensen Los Angeles, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Michelle Wilson Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Chief Caleen Sisk Redding, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Amy Ortiz Alameda, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Jennifet Bowles Petaluma, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Joseph Jones Fairfield, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Dagmar Riddle Whitehall, MT, United States 2015-11-25
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Maritza Ruiz-Kim Pleasant Hill, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Karen Greig Menlo Park, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Tiana Tufono Seaside, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Genevieve Giblin Benicia, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Brynn Craffey La Jolla, CA, United States 2015-11-25

sharon beals san Franciisco, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Sarah Damron Castalia, OH, United States 2015-11-25

Ana Delgado Portland, OR, United States 2015-11-25

Barbara Derry Long Beach, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Amalia Oropeza Gualala, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Melissa Reading Livermore, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Alan Krome Louisville, KY, United States 2015-11-25

Deborah Stacy Ashland, OR, United States 2015-11-25

Pua Case Kamuela, HI, United States 2015-11-25

Amy Dooha Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Lauren Benetua Mountain View, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Marisa Kaneshiro Olympia, WA, United States 2015-11-25

Maria Waller Vallejo, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Rebecca Greenblatt Syracuse, NY, United States 2015-11-25

Emily Noèl Showers Appleton, WI, United States 2015-11-25

Mateo Hinojosa Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Alma mainz Santa Barbara, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Jane Mauchly San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Debbie vasquez Gilroy, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Nancy Wells-Georgia Colorado Springs, CO, United States 2015-11-25

Stephanie Schaudel Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Loretta Binder-Wheeler Sebastopol, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Brandy Priest Winters, CA, United States 2015-11-25

phoebe sorgen Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Katrina Jacobs Glendale, AZ, United States 2015-11-25

luna maia Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Madhavi Dandu San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-25
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Charles Smith Sacramento, CA, United States 2015-11-25

David Laskin Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Morgan Nahanee North VAncouver, Canada 2015-11-25

Diana Melchizedek San Rafael, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Catriona Esquibel Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-25

mitch fullstop Australia 2015-11-25

Hillary Hauser San Marino, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Carolyn Curry Nevada city, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Andrew Szeto Santa Cruz, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Ariel Cherbowsky Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Abel Macias San Diego, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Kathryn McCabe El Sobrante, CA, United States 2015-11-25

david marley waratah, Australia 2015-11-25

Crystal Riles Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Jessie Raeder San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Albert Wyman iii Oroville, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Susy Zepeda Davis, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Phaedra Kossow-Quinn Arcata, CA, United States 2015-11-25

tobey crockett Morro Bay, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Jun Hamamoto Albany, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Beth Rose Middleton Davis, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Melissa Moreno Davis, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Denise Bogle Delta, Canada 2015-11-25

Hannah Werdmuller Santa Rosa, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Robert Johnson Napa, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Zephyr Elise Emeryville, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Jamie Randall Saint Michael, MN, United States 2015-11-25

Emily Scheese Santa Cruz, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Jess Larson Hopkins, MN, United States 2015-11-25

ELENA AGUIRRE Ormond Beach, FL, United States 2015-11-25

Brooke Le Clear Los Angeles, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Rebecca Rosen Princeton, NJ, United States 2015-11-25
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Deborah Miranda Lexington, VA, United States 2015-11-25

Erika Lawrence Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Brian Barbier Santa Barbara, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Linda Rosewood Santa Cruz, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Peter Menchini San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-25

sharyn maenner Edgewater, MD, United States 2015-11-25

Concerned Citizen New City, NY, United States 2015-11-25

drayton stephenson landers, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Andrea Miller Emeryville, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Lisa Mestayer San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Claudia Rios Davis, CA, United States 2015-11-25

yadira chavez Napa, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Sparlha Swaby Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Karen Flittie Walnut Creek, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Pat Alderete Los Angeles, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Alyssa Semczyszyn Vancouver, Canada 2015-11-25

Marsha Small Bozeman, MT, United States 2015-11-25

Maxine Hoffman Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Tuneka Tucker San Jose, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Jeanine Downwind Jubera Minneapolis, MN, United States 2015-11-25

Angela Wilson Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Shalon Sinclair Mobile, AL, United States 2015-11-25

Sara Van Zutphen Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Christine Hagelin Walnut Creek, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Erin MacDonald Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Jennie Lopez Saint Paul, MN, United States 2015-11-25

Linea Stewart Menlo Park, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Rhiannon Theurer Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Rubi Shander Santa Cruz, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Rebeca Figueroa Davis, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Donna L Gillette Nipomo, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Corinne London San Jose, CA, United States 2015-11-25
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Jeanine Pfeiffer San Jose, CA, United States 2015-11-25

Paetra Tauchert Sebastopol, CA, United States 2015-11-26

Cecelia Pena Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-26

Karyn Smoot San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-26

Alexandra Chua El Cerrito, CA, United States 2015-11-26

laura harrison Boulder Creek, CA, United States 2015-11-26

Sue Reynolds Walnut Creek, CA, United States 2015-11-26

Alicia Siu Davis, CA, United States 2015-11-26

Laura Elton Loma Linda, CA, United States 2015-11-26

sky sithbunkerd Santa Clara, CA, United States 2015-11-26

Phoebe Grott Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-26

yesenia sandoval Vallejo, CA, United States 2015-11-26

Paul-Georges Leroux Montréal, Canada 2015-11-26

Scott Bradley San Leandro, CA, United States 2015-11-26

Sarah Hernandez Norwalk, CA, United States 2015-11-26

Candice Valenzuela Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-26

Cat Talbot Fort Bragg, CA, United States 2015-11-26

Marcia Martinetti Bloomington, CA, United States 2015-11-26

Gina Rae pekin, IL, United States 2015-11-26

Leslie Lopez Santa Cruz, CA, United States 2015-11-26

Jocelyn de Leon Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-26

Alaya Vautier Santa Cruz, CA, United States 2015-11-26

Richard Wright Fort Lauderdale, FL, United States 2015-11-26

Paula Szloboda Benicia, CA, United States 2015-11-26

melissa mccabe Boynton Beach, FL, United States 2015-11-26

shannon currier oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-26

Jane Armbruster Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-26

Joanne Masse Santa Clara, CA, United States 2015-11-26

John Mifsud Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-26

monica chavez arcata, CA, United States 2015-11-26

Reuben Anziani Richmond, CA, United States 2015-11-26

Holly Fogleboch San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-26
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sarah mehl san francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-26

Adriana Garcia san jose, CA, United States 2015-11-27

robert fuentes oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-27

Kristen Prather Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-27

Sheeva Sabati Santa Cruz, CA, United States 2015-11-27

Delphina Nova Tucson, AZ, United States 2015-11-27

Monica Navarro Martinez, CA, United States 2015-11-27

Courtney Lam Eugene, OR, United States 2015-11-27

Chris Dunn York, ENG, United Kingdom 2015-11-27

Claire Urbanski Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-27

Isobel Blockley Whitby, ENG, United Kingdom 2015-11-27

Vicki Crystal etobicoke, Canada 2015-11-27

Elyse Bart Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-27

anna elbers Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-27

Abel Gomez San Bruno, CA, United States 2015-11-27

Tino Calenda San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-27

Edgar Ponce San Jose, CA, Mexico 2015-11-27

Susan Lowet-Aubert Mill Valley, CA, United States 2015-11-27

Miriam Simos Cazadero, CA, United States 2015-11-27

elaine magree Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-27

Val Becker Cornelius, OR, United States 2015-11-27

Dorota Umeno Woodinville, WA, United States 2015-11-27

larissa kaul Portland, OR, United States 2015-11-27

Genesis Quiroz San Bruno, CA, United States 2015-11-27

Sujata Bajracharya Syracuse, NY, United States 2015-11-27

Lauren Dare San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-27

W. Storm Doyle Antioch, CA, United States 2015-11-27

Tynan Krakoff Columbus, OH, United States 2015-11-27

Gweneth Dietrich San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-27

Charlotte Allen Fremont, CA, United States 2015-11-27

Ann Flowers london, ENG, United Kingdom 2015-11-27

Liza Kachko San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-27
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Fern Feldman Santa Cruz, CA, United States 2015-11-27

Ami Dabokemp San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-27

Brennos Agrocunos Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-27

Ira Jones Emeryville, CA, United States 2015-11-28

ElizBeth Dodge Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Patricia Reynolds Sorbye Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Jeannine Zenti San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Laurel Kadish Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Laurel Hammermann Richmond, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Naeomi castellano Novato, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Linda Mirch Hillsboro, OR, United States 2015-11-28

Leah Chatterjee Bend, OR, United States 2015-11-28

Robin Kaiser san bruno, CA, United States 2015-11-28

O. C. Dixon San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Gwendolen Cates New York, NY, United States 2015-11-28

Catherine Herrera San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Kate Gibson Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Ben Cody Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Carol Robison Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Beth McCoy Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Mark Heley San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Joy Smith Asheville, NC, United States 2015-11-28

Monica Tauriello Richmond, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Luisa Altieri El Sobrante, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Joseph Navarro Hayward, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Eva Pagaling Crestline, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Laura Wong San Jose, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Patricia Brown San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-28

julia mason los angeles, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Annika Mongan Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Nora Hansel oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Fuifuilupe Niumeitolu Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Le  er
B3

A  ach

Name Location Date

Meagen Grundberg Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Melanie Cervantes San Leandro, CA, United States 2015-11-28

Casey Templeman San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-29

Guillermo Aranda Watsonville, CA, United States 2015-11-29

Alexander Kugler Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-29

Virginia Anderson Atherton, CA, United States 2015-11-29

Michelle Steinberg Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-29

Tomasita Medál San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-29

Christina Gomez Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-29

Jillian Emerson Vacaville, CA, United States 2015-11-29

michelle aranda Watsonville, CA, United States 2015-11-29

Daniel Morales Watsonville, CA, United States 2015-11-29

sheila sullivan Fremont, CA, United States 2015-11-29

Jacqueline Thomason Port Saint Lucie, FL, United States 2015-11-29

Salvador Martinez Alturas, CA, United States 2015-11-29

Ellen Fernandez-Sacco Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-29

Shawna Kelly San Ramon, CA, United States 2015-11-29

Lizzie Jekanowski Emeryville, CA, United States 2015-11-29

Julie Paszkowski Graham, NC, United States 2015-11-29

Michelle Gardner Woodland, CA, United States 2015-11-29

Ashley GREGORY Oakland, CA, United States 2015-11-29

John Leonard Leicester, NC, United States 2015-11-29

stephen shaw Emeryville, CA, United States 2015-11-30

judith balmin Berkeley, CA, United States 2015-11-30

Marcela Veron Alameda, CA, United States 2015-11-30

Jene L. McCovey Arcata, CA, United States 2015-11-30

miki lee Midpines, CA, United States 2015-11-30

maureen roche petrolia, CA, United States 2015-11-30

Marlene Placido Mendocino, CA, United States 2015-11-30

Deborah Bates BONNY DOON, CA, United States 2015-11-30

Charleen Ramirez-Mares Denver, CO, United States 2015-11-30

alexia siebuhr Arcata, CA, United States 2015-11-30

Le  er
B3

A  ach



Name Location Date

Norma Murphy La Mirada, CA, United States 2015-11-30

Kimberly Baker Orleans, CA, United States 2015-11-30

karen button Anchorage, AK, United States 2015-11-30

Jono Becker San Francisco, CA, United States 2015-11-30
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LETTER B3 
Confederation of Ohlone People and Community Allies  
November 25, 2015 
 
 
 
Response B3-1: This comment provided by the Confederation of Ohlone People and 

Community Allies, representing approximately 416 individuals, which 
expresses opposition to any plan that would disturb sites known to include 
Ohlone family remains, is noted. This comment also correctly indicates that 
the proposed project, consisting of either Option A or Option B, would 
disturb, either in whole or in part, archaeological deposits that qualify as 
“historical resources” under CEQA (CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a)). 
Please refer to Master Response 7, which addresses potential impacts to 
cultural resources and mitigation measures recommended in the Draft EIR, 
including the requirement that the District consult with the Ohlone People to 
ensure that Native American perspectives associated with the known Ohlone 
cultural resources are considered while developing a Treatment Plan prior to 
project implementation. 

 
Response B3-2: This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed project, is noted. 

The District will consider this input on the project merits prior to taking 
action on the EIR and the proposed project. This comment expresses 
concerns related to the disturbance of Native American archaeological 
deposits and human remains during project construction. Specifically, this 
comment suggests that the EIR does not satisfactorily address treatment 
options that would minimize disturbance to the surface area. The EIR 
evaluated several different design scenarios for location of the staging area. 
None of the feasible options would accommodate capping the site and 
building on top of the soil cap, thus minimizing disturbance to the soil 
surface. Please refer to Master Response 7 for a discussion of cultural 
resource mitigation measures including the need to consult with the Ohlone 
People to ensure that Native American perspectives associated with the 
known Ohlone cultural resources are considered while developing a 
Treatment Plan prior to project implementation. 

 
Response B3-3: This comment is comprised of a petition of approximately 125 signatories 

attached to the November 25, 2015 letter submitted by the Confederation of 
Ohlone People and Community Allies. In general the comments provided by 
the signatories expressed general opposition to the proposed project. For 
more specific responses to comments related to cultural resources included in 
the petition refer to Responses B3-1 and B3-2 and Master Response 7. 
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LETTER C39 
Lopez, Barbara  
December 15, 2015 
 
 
 
Response C39-1: This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed project and 

potential impacts to Ohlone ancestral remains, is noted. See Master Response 
7 regarding cultural resources, including the project’s potential impact on 
cultural resources and recommended mitigation to reduce such impacts. The 
commenter is not questioning the adequacy of the information or analysis 
within the Draft EIR. However, the District will consider this input on the 
project merits prior to taking action on the EIR and the proposed project. 
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LETTER C25 
Garibay, Sabrina  
December 14, 2015 
 
 
 
Response C25-1: This introductory comment referencing the attached letter is noted.  
 
Response C25-2: This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed project due to the 

excavation required to construct the staging area, is noted. See Master 
Response 7 regarding cultural resources, including the project’s potentially 
significant impacts and the recommended mitigation measures to reduce 
these potentially significant impacts. The commenter is not questioning the 
adequacy of the information or analysis within the Draft EIR. However, the 
District will consider this input on the project merits prior to taking action on 
the EIR and the proposed project. 
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are shallow over nearly impervious material. These soils have a very slow rate of water 
transmission.” 

 
Based on this lack of anticipated infiltration, the pond sizes were designed assuming no infiltration. 
However, due to the concerns of the commenters on the Draft EIR, the District engineering staff has 
provided additional design elements of the proposed stormwater treatment systems and detention 
ponds to clarify how they would be constructed. As stated above, these design elements are 
clarifications that provide additional detail about pond hydraulic function and do not represent a 
change in the project. For clarification, the text of the project description on page 70 of the Draft EIR 
is revised as follows: 
 

New storm drainage facilities would consist of bioretention areas within the parking area and a 
detention pond at the north side of the parking area. After rainfall infiltrates through the filter 
medium in the bioretention area, the treated runoff would be conveyed in perforated pipes that 
would be buried near the bottom of the bioretention area to the detention pond. The bioretention 
planters and detention ponds would be lined to prevent water infiltration into the soils below. 
The system would be equipped with overflow piping to convey water directly to the detention 
pond if the capacity of the bioretention area were to be exceeded during intense runoff events. 
These facilities are designed to treat 80 percent of the annual runoff from the paved areas and to 
restrict flows above critical erosive flows to preconstruction conditions. The controlled outflow 
of the detention pond would be located just north of the site (see Figure III-2a). 

 
Since the ponds were designed (at a preliminary level) assuming no infiltration, lining the ponds 
would have no effect on pond sizing. Lining the bioretention planters and detention ponds would 
essentially eliminate infiltration and the potential that the project could increase seepage and spring 
activity. Implementation of the proposed project may result in a beneficial effect related to nuisance 
seepage and springs that was reported by some of the commenters in the vicinity of their residences 
by incrementally reducing the amount surface water that enters the subsurface. 
 
Master Response 7: Cultural Resources Analysis 
 
This response addresses comments that express concerns related to the disturbance of Native 
American archaeological deposits and the potential for human remains during project construction. 
Several of the comments indicate the sacredness with which the Ohlone view these cultural resources 
and express a preference for preservation in place. This response addresses the possibility for 
preservation in place of cultural resources and mitigation of potentially significant impacts to a less-
than-significant level. Potential impacts to these resources are discussed on pages 210 through 219 of 
the Draft EIR. As described in the Draft EIR, potential impacts to these resources would be less than 
significant for both Option A and Option B with implementation of the recommended mitigation 
measures.  
 
Several of the comments addressed in this response correctly indicate that the proposed project 
(consisting of either Options A or B) would disturb—either in whole or in part—archaeological 
deposits that qualify as “historical resources,” a type of cultural resource, under CEQA (CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15064.5(a)). Several of the comments also raised concerns that the proposed 
project could potentially unearth ancestral Ohlone human remains. On the Option A site, 
archaeologists found shell fragments during their excavation in May 2015. The Option B site is a 
known archaeological site on which archaeologists have identified three developed midden areas and 
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various artifacts (see pages 206 through 207 of the Draft EIR). Because of the potential ability of 
these items to yield information important in prehistory, the Draft EIR took a conservative approach 
and assumed these items were historical resources due to their eligibility for listing in the California 
Register and National Register of Historic Places, including the shell fragments found at the Option A 
site (CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a)). Some of the comments also indicate that the project is 
inconsistent with the District’s goals “to preserve the heritage of people who occupied this land 
before the District was established” (District Master Plan Policy CRM 1) due to the potential impacts 
to archaeological deposits and human remains. The project’s relationship to this policy is addressed 
on page 102 of the Draft EIR. Implementation of the mitigation measures identified in the Draft EIR 
would ensure that Native American archaeological deposits and human remains are recovered and 
treated in accordance with applicable laws, District contract provisions, District Resolution No. 198-
4-124, and in consultation with Native American representatives.  
 
As previously noted, the Draft EIR acknowledges that the project could have a potentially significant 
impact on Native American archaeological deposits and human remains (Impacts Option A and 
Option B CUL-1 and CUL-3). The Draft EIR considered a number of mitigation measures to address 
these potentially significant cultural resources impacts. Per CEQA requirements, preservation in place 
is the preferred manner of mitigating impacts to archaeological sites (CEQA Guidelines Section 
15126.4(b)(3)(A)), and the District considered such preservation in the Draft EIR (refer to pages 209, 
211, and 213). Ultimately, the District concluded that capping the potentially impacted archaeological 
deposits with clean fill soil to avoid their disturbance—one possible method of preservation and the 
method suggested by many commenters—would not be feasible because the project site is not level 
and would require more extensive grading and excavation than proposed by the project which, in turn, 
could result in additional environmental impacts (refer to pages 211 and 213 of the Draft EIR where 
this preservation method is also discussed). In other words, the topography of the project site is such 
that preservation in place mitigation could have more significant impacts on the known archaeologi-
cal deposits than the project itself.  
 
In addition, the District concluded that none of the other methods of preservation in place are feasible 
(CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(b)(3)(B)). Incorporating the site of the historical resources within 
open space or placing the site under conservation easement, for example, would preclude develop-
ment of the project altogether, thereby achieving none of the project objectives. The District must 
balance preserving cultural and natural resources with achieving the primary purpose of the project, 
which is to better accommodate park visitor demand for trail access from the existing Stanford 
Avenue Staging Area. Thus, these other measures for preservation are also infeasible for this project. 
 
While controlled archaeological excavation (see Mitigation Measures Option A and Option B CUL-
1a and CUL-1b) disturbs and removes historic resources, CEQA permits the use of excavation as part 
of data recovery mitigation. (CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(b)(3)(C)). Data recovery mitigation 
is accomplished by collecting information about local prehistory through the study of artifacts, 
ecofacts,9 and features. When an archaeological deposit’s eligibility for inclusion in the California 
Register of Historical Resources (California Register) is due to the important prehistoric or historic 
information it has yielded or can yield, data recovery can offer appropriate mitigation in terms of 

                                                      
9 Ecofacts are organic materials found at archaeological sites that carry archaeological significance. These may be 

natural objects found with artifacts or features such as bones, charcoal, plants etc. 
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CEQA (see California Register Criterion 4, described on pages 204 through 205 of the Draft EIR; 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a)(3)(D)). The analysis in the Draft EIR determined that the 
archaeological deposits that may be impacted by the project are eligible under California Register 
Criterion 4 and do not appear to be eligible under any other criteria; therefore, data recovery can serve 
as an effective mitigation under CEQA since preservation in place is infeasible for the proposed 
project and therefore cannot be achieved in this case.  
 
It should be emphasized that the District’s mitigation of potential archaeological impacts from the 
project is not limited to data recovery. In an effort to ensure that Native American perspectives are 
considered and respected, the mitigation measures require consultation with members of the Ohlone 
community regarding development of a Treatment Plan prior to construction including, the appropri-
ate means for public outreach to communicate the significance of Native American traditions and 
ways of life at Mission Peak, providing input to the District regarding the treatment of resources 
discovered during construction of the project, and Native American monitoring of ground disturbance 
(Mitigation Measures Option A and Option B CUL-1a and CUL-1b). The mitigation measures also 
provide for the possibility of reburial of the historical resources at the location of their discovery or in 
a location near the project site, in accordance with the Treatment Plan (Mitigation Measure Option A 
CUL-1a). In this manner, data recovery, in consultation with members of the descendant community, 
provides a means of respecting Ohlone perspectives to the greatest degree possible while implement-
ing the proposed project and meeting the mitigation requirements of CEQA.  
 
The District initiated tribal outreach with Ohlone representatives before the Draft EIR was published 
for public comment. The District provided information about the project in 2013 and invited Ohlone 
representatives to meet with District staff on-site to discuss the project and Ohlone concerns. This 
effort was revisited in 2015 and the District conducted two on-site meetings with Ohlone representa-
tives. At the site meetings, Ohlone representatives generally indicated a preference that neither option 
be built so that cultural resources would not be impacted. The District explained that the Option A and 
Option B sites are the only locations where a new staging area could be developed due to topography 
and available public access to Mission Peak. Ohlone representatives then generally indicated a 
preference for Option A because the known resources at Option B are considered valuable to their 
culture, though one Ohlone representative indicated a preference for Option B because those resources 
are already known.  
 
Ohlone representatives suggested that the District consider a green-building parking structure at the 
existing Stanford Avenue Staging Area as an alternative to developing either of the conceptual design 
options. The suggestion included a living roof and living walls to mitigate visual impacts of the 
structure for the neighbors and attenuate noise. As a result, the District included analysis of a parking 
structure in Chapter VI, Alternatives of the Draft EIR. The Draft EIR concluded that this alternative 
would achieve some of the District’s project objectives but would not meet the objectives relating to 
minimizing costs and reducing environmental impacts and therefore, it was ultimately not identified 
as a feasible alternative to the project. The District also analyzed a Reduced Size alternative at Option 
A, sized to avoid the known areas containing sensitive cultural resources that were identified by 
archaeologists in 2015. The Draft EIR concluded that this alternative would meet some of the project 
objectives but due to the reduced amount of additional parking spaces that would be provided, it 
would not meet the basic project purpose to the same extent as the proposed project.  
 
Ohlone representatives also expressed concern regarding how Ohlone cultural items would be used by 
the District should any be discovered during project construction. Some representatives shared a 



L S A  A S S O C I A T E S ,  I N C .  
A U G U S T  2 0 1 6  

S T A N F O R D  A V E N U E  S T A G I N G  A R E A  E X P A N S I O N  P R O J E C T  E I R  
R E S P O N S E  T O  C O M M E N T S  D O C U M E N T

I I I .  C O M M E N T S  A N D  R E S P O N S E S
 

P:\EBR1201 Stanford Avenue\PRODUCTS\RTC\Final\3-Responses.docx (08/22/16)   26 

preference to not have these items displayed or interpreted. As a result of this input, the proposed 
mitigation measures require that the District consult with Ohlone representatives during preparation 
of the Treatment Plan to interpret resources discovered during project construction and to provide 
input regarding the treatment of these resources, including public interpretive displays and curation of 
these resources. The District is also required to consult with Ohlone representatives during develop-
ment of the Treatment Plan regarding archaeological and Native American monitoring procedures to 
be used during construction of the project.  
 
Some comments raise a concern that the project would disturb a burial ground. The archaeological 
investigations did not identify any burial grounds at either the Option A or the Option B site. 
However, given the artifacts and midden found at the Option B site, human remains could be 
discovered during excavation activities. The mitigation requirements include that should human 
remains be discovered during construction of the project, the District is required to halt work within a 
certain distance (50 feet) of the discovery and contact the County Coroner, consistent with State law 
and the District’s contract provisions (please note that the Draft EIR indicated that work should be 
halted within 25 feet of a discovery; however, the District’s contract provisions indicate a distance of 
50 feet. The Draft EIR has been revised to indicate a distance of 50 feet; refer to Chapter IV, Draft 
EIR Text Revisions of this RTC Document). If the remains are determined to be of Native American 
origin, the County Coroner is required to notify the Native American Heritage Commission who, in 
turn, will notify the Most Likely Descendant (MLD) to inspect the site and provide recommendations 
for the proper treatment of the remains and associated grave goods. These requirements ensure that all 
project work surrounding the remains will stop until the MLD has inspected the site, made 
recommendations, and supervised the removal of the remains and associated grave goods by a 
qualified archaeologist. As indicated in the mitigation measures, the Treatment Plan, which will be 
prepared in consultation with Ohlone representatives, may provide for reburial of historical resources 
at the location of their discovery or in a location near the project site. The District acknowledges the 
preferences and concerns of Ohlone representatives and members of the public regarding the 
possibility of the project to disturb Native American cultural items and human remains and is 
committed to maintaining an on-going consultation with Ohlone representatives to address these 
concerns to the greatest degree possible. 
 
The Draft EIR concluded that collectively, these mitigations would reduce the project’s potential 
impacts to archaeological deposits that qualify as historical resources, and human remains, to a less-
than-significant level. 
 
Master Response 8: Project Alternatives 
 
A number of commenters expressed disagreement with the discussion in Chapter VI, Alternatives in 
the Draft EIR, and in particular with the discussion of alternatives that were considered but not 
selected for further evaluation in the Draft EIR, starting on page 450.  
 
In accordance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines (Section 15126.6), an EIR must describe a 
range of reasonable alternatives to the project, or to the location of the project, that would “feasibly 
attain most of the project's basic objectives, while avoiding or substantially lessening any of the 
significantly adverse environmental effects of the project.” An EIR does not need to consider every 
conceivable alternative to a project; rather it must consider a reasonable range of potentially feasible 
alternatives that will foster informed decision-making and public participation. The range of 
alternatives required in an EIR is governed by a “rule of reason” (see Draft EIR page 425). 
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