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From: Mark Graham <mg1955@gmail.com> 
Sent: August 2, 2019 
To: Kim Thai <kthai@ebparks.org> 
Subject: Southern Las Trampas Wilderness Regional Preserve Land Use Plan Amendment 
 
Kim, please add me to the distribution list for this LUPA. I live in Danville and am a member of our 
Town’s Planning Commission. I also live very near the new Podva/Red Hawk trail access site. I am a 
long time user of the Las Trampas Ridge and look forward to the trails and access points. 
 
Mark Graham 
Retired from AT&T  
Town of Danville Planning Commissioner  
Guide Puppy Raiser with San Ramon Valley Guide Dogs 
 



 



From: D Rickard <darickard@yahoo.com> 
Sent: August 3, 2019 
To: Kim Thai <kthai@ebparks.org> 
Subject: S. Las Trampas Wilderness LUDP Amendment question/comment 
 
Ms. Thai, 

I received your letter regarding the Southern Las Trampas Wilderness Regional Preserve Land Use 
Plan Amendment. I am a resident of the neighborhood east of Peter's Ranch and was interested in 
the potential access to Las Trampas that may be provided from Peter's Ranch by this amendment. 
When we moved in we were told by the real estate agent that there was access to Las Trampas from 
our neighborhood, but I never found that to be true. (I was happy when Elworthy Ranch opened up.) 

So, my question is will there be any access to Las Trampas from the Peter's Ranch area? Your letter 
read, "The LUPA also evaluates public access to Las Trampas and along the Calaveras Ridge Trail via 
Peter's Ranch, ...". I'm hoping that access will be provided. If this is being evaluated, please consider 
this email a vote in favor of this access. 

I'm also happy to see the plans for the Chen staging area. My family has hiked the northern parts of 
Las Trampas frequently over the years. I'm looking forward to exploring the southern area once this 
access is opened. 

Thank you, 

David Rickard 



 



From: Dave Hammond <dhammond125@live.com> 
Sent: August 11, 2019 
To: Neoma Lavalle <NLavalle@ebparks.org>, Kim Thai <kthai@ebparks.org> 
Subject: Southern Trampas Expansion 
 
Neoma and Kim, 

I am a member of Save Mt Diablo’s Land Committee and have been for 10 years and I am also an 
avid hiker and mountain biker.  I never get enough opportunities to thank you for all that you do in 
preservation and public access.  So thanks very much.   

You guys presented the expansion plan for Black Diamond Mines to our Land Committee about a 
year ago and it is excellent and exciting.  I have also followed the Trampas expansion for some time 
and look forward to the trail additions and overall improvements. 

A few friends and fellow mountain bike riders are encouraged by the addition of multi use 4 ft wide 
trails and yet we all have some questions about grade.  Trampas is notoriously steep terrain and we 
wonder if you considered the trail grades in your planning and if so do you have a slope graphic to 
show the grades of the new 4 ft multi use trails. 

We are all in our 60s and while avid and experienced riders the thought of adding more 16-25% 
grade trails is just not very exciting.  Too many trails are just reconfigured fire roads or ranch roads 
and many of those were not planned properly or thoughtfully. 

Anyway we are all supportive of any efforts you make at multi use trails but just want to remind you 
to consider grade in your planning. 

Dave Hammond 

Alamo, CA 



 



From: Mike Anciaux <mike.anciaux@gmail.com> 
Sent: August 11, 2019 
To: Kim Thai <kthai@ebparks.org> 
Subject: Re: Southern Las Trampas LUPA Notice of Preparation 
 
Kim, 

Thanks for sending me the LUPA for the southern regional of Las Trampas Park. I support the 
changes you are recommending, particularly the addition of multi-use narrow trails (I am a 
mountain biker).  

I do have one comment though. The existing entry to Elworthy is way to steep for comfortable riding 
or hiking. Please try to design trails with slopes that rarely exceed 10% slope. 

Thanks 

Mike Anciaux 

160 Patricia Ln, Alamo, CA 94507 



 













 



From: Denise Lee <deniseleelum@yahoo.com> 
Sent: August 20, 2019 
To: Kim Thai <kthai@ebparks.org> 
Subject: EBRP-Chan Property 
 
Hello Ms. Thai,  

I heard there is interest in developing further the area that is across the street from a residential 
area that is past a bend in the road called the Chen Property.  

Please don't develop that area further as cars drive really fast along that area along with bikers, 
something dangerous is sure to come if that area is further congested.  I can't imagine cars coming 
in and out as they'll just be finishing the bend in the road coming in and coming down.   

There's Las Trampas already up the way so really is no need for further development.  I can't 
imagine what the residents across the way would have to bear with the additional traffic of cars or 
people.  It would be nice to maintain areas that are tranquil still. 

Thank you for your consideration.  

All my best,  

Denise Lee 



 









 



From: Cathy Lee Knight <cathyleeknight@gmail.com> 
Sent: August 20, 2019 
To: Kim Thai <kthai@ebparks.org> 
Subject: Southern Las Trampas LUOA, Chen Parcel 
 
No.  We do not want you to ruin this lovely, sacred land and water shed area with a parking lot 
access.  This is unthinkable. 

You will need to place this access area elsewhere, if indeed it is needed or wanted at all. 

Seriously, who would willingly ruin this special spot of land.  Your job is to protect it.  Vote no. 

Thank You Kindly, 

Cathy Lee Knight 

California Native 

Have a great day! 



 





 



From: Breana L <breana.lastiri@yahoo.com> 
Sent: August 22, 2019 
To: Kim Thai <kthai@ebparks.org> 
Subject: Southern Las Trampas LUPA, Chen Parcel 
 
Good Afternoon, 

My name is Breana and I am writing to you out of mine, and my family/friends, concern regarding 
the Southern Las Trampas LUPA project. Please allow me a moment to introduce myself. I am a 
Registered Nurse and a proud occupant of one of the homes that is directly across the street from 
the location of this proposed plan. As a Registered Nurse, I spend my nights at work in a constant 
high stress environment and I look forward to coming back to the peace and tranquility of my home 
each morning after work. Working nights means that I have a schedule that is opposite a typical 
work day--I sleep during the day, and go to work in the evening. I consider myself quite lucky to live 
in such a quiet and rural area that is feasible to my schedule. During my off time, my family, friends, 
and myself spend a majority of our time on the property looking out at the beautiful rustic view of 
the rolling hills, trees, wildlife, and nature. It is truly a scene that I can never get enough of and one 
where my family, friends, and I continue to make many memories. I have read your letters and your 
proposal and as a long time, active member and visitor of the East Bay Regional Parks, I am 
absolutely supportive of public access to our regional parks. However, where I strongly disagree is 
when the public access becomes a disturbance to myself, my family, my friends, my neighbors, and 
my home. I was disheartened and deeply saddened when I got notice of this project and grew a 
great concern about the impact that a public access point would have directly across from my home. 
It is hard not to imagine the noise coming from people chatting, doors slamming, dogs barking, cars 
pulling in and out, and the amount of traffic that this would cause. Not to mention, the beautiful 
view that I hold so closely to me, would be lost to a parking lot. The tranquility, serenity, and rustic 
charm that I have cherished for many years and what is unique to my home, would be gone and I 
could not imagine not coming home to that. I have mentioned previously that I am an avid visitor 
and active member of the East Bay Regional Parks, and as a member, as a nurse, and as a person 
who calls this place home, I ask that you put yourself in my shoes and reconsider this project. I love 
where I live and support the idea of public access, but I highly encourage you and ask you to see the 
access point be moved elsewhere, to a place where not only the public can enjoy this beautiful 
space, but to a place where it allows me to enjoy my home and this space as I always have. I thank 
you in advance for taking the time to read my letter and ask that you please take my words in to 
serious consideration. 

Kindest Regards, 

Breana 
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August 22, 2019 
 

East Bay Regional Park District 
Attn:  Kim Thai 
2950 Peralta Oaks Court 
Oakland, CA 94605 
 
Subject:  Comments to Notice of Preparation re Southern Las Trampas Wilderness 
  Regional Preserve Land Use Amendment 
 
Dear Board and Staff of East Bay Regional Park District,   
 
I am commenting to the Notice of Preparation (NOP) on behalf of Jeff Fagundes, and 
residents who live on Bollinger Canyon Road.   
 
1.  Proposed Chen Staging Area.  A significant unmitigatable aesthetic impact!   
 
The NOP Initial Study, at p. 3-3, concludes:   
 
“The change to the project area, including the addition of the staging area, is considered a potentially 
significant impact because the character of the site could be adversely affected by the addition of 
vehicles accessing the site and parking as well as park visitors within the site. As a result, views of 
the project area from Bollinger Canyon Road could be adversely affected with the inclusion of the 
staging area. Potential adverse effects to visual character or quality of the site will be evaluated in 
the EIR.”  (underlining added)  

 
We submit that the preferred location chosen by EBRPD Staff for the Chen staging 
area, immediately adjacent to Bollinger Canyon Road, creates a significant and 
unmitgatable impact to the residents of Bollinger Canyon.  If the Chen staging area is 
located right on Bollinger Canyon Road (the NOP “preferred” location), it will be a 
permanent irritant to Bollinger Canyon residents and park visitors, forever perceived as 
smelly, trashy, ugly, and dangerous.    
 
There are several feasible alternative locations, both within the Chen property, and on 
the original planned staging area on the Faria property.  The only alternative trailhead 
location in the NOP is hidden back in the appendixes (see Appendix A, Figure 3, at pdf 
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p. 141 of NOP).  We have adapted that graphic in Attachment 1 to show a second 
feasible alternative where the historic barn stood (Location C).   
 
EBRPD practice in other rural areas has been to set back staging areas from nearby 
roads, to preserve and protect the rural aesthetics of the impacted neighborhoods.  The 
Bollinger Canyon residents are asking to be treated with the same respect.  Given the 
substantial EBRPD facilities (and employees) at the end of Bollinger Canyon Road, 
those EBRPD employees try to get along with their Bollinger Canyon neighbors, and 
say they would appreciate better sensitivity by their Board and Head Office.  We 
enclose photos from six EBRPD park entrances where the location of the staging area 
is respectfully set back and screened in a way that minimizes the visual impact (and 
associated nuisances) upon road users and neighbors.  (Attachment 2).   
 
The CEQA Guidelines call for early consultation with stakeholders to identify issues and 
avoid unnecessary impacts.  The early consultation in this case happened on June 7, 
2017 at a meeting to discuss the Las Trampas plan.  At that meeting, 10 of the 18 
speakers, mostly residents of Bollinger Canyon, objected to the Chen location for the 
staging area.  Many of those speakers inquired why the staging area was being moved 
to the Chen property from its originally agreed location as part of the Faria development. 
Of those speakers, 5 specifically asked that if the staging area had to be located on the 
Chen property, that it be moved back away from Bollinger Canyon Road.    
 
Incredibly, the Meeting Minutes (Attachment 3) neglected to mention that a majority of 
speakers opposed the new location of the staging area.  As described by Ken Sheets in 
a letter to the EBRPD Board, pointing out this blatent misrepresentation of the 
community’s input:       
 

 “Almost to a person objections were voiced as to the location of the proposed parking lot and 

trail head being directly across from the home site of canyon resident, Jeff Fagundes and the 

adjacent family owned out buildings.  

The consensus of canyon residents was that (IF) the trail head and associated parking had to 

be located near the Fagundes house that it should NOT be located anywhere close to the 

property line, i.e. inside the current corral area. It was also recommended that if the Park 

selected that location, against the wishes of most canyon residents, that the location be at 

least 200-300 feet setback from the property line. (Out of sight from the roads edge). The 

canyon resident consensus was if the proposed parking had to be located there that the flat 

building pad, previously used for a barn, on the Chen property would be the preferred parking 

area.  (From Attachment 4)  

 
Board Member Bev Lane was in attendance and can verify Ken Sheets description of 
the meeting. At the end of the community meeting the General Manager of EBRPD rose 
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to assure the residents that “This is just the beginning of the process” and “We are here 
to listen”.     
 
Please listen this time:  We ask that EBRPD designate Location B or Location C as the 
preferred location for the Staging Area, setback from Bollinger Canyon Road.  We ask 
that EBRPD Staff use the EIR process, and the additional time, to work with neighbors 
to create a quality design for the re-located staging area.  The re-located staging area 
needs to address three key elements:  setbacks, screening, and deceleration lane at 
entry.    
 
Location C Alternative.  Historic barn flat.   
 
The historic barn on the Chen property existed for probably 70 years (Attachment 5, 
historic barn photo.)  That historic barn blew down in a recent year, approximately 2016.  
A number of the attendees at the June 7, 2017 EBRPD Community Outreach Meeting 
suggested the barn flat by the old ranch road as the logical location for the staging area, 
if it had to go on the Chen property.   
 
The Initial Study concluded that “. . .the resource [barn] does not meet the definition of a 
Historical Resource under CEQA.  Therefore, this impact would be less than 
significant.”   (Attachment 6, pp. 3-19 & 20.)   
 
On August 5, 2019, we requested EBRPD Staff to provide us a copy of the 2017 
Historic Study relied upon by the Initial Study to conclude that there was no historical 
impact (Attachment 7).  Instead of the requested information, on August 7, 2019, we 
received a letter from EBRPD Counsel characterizing our request as a public records 
request, and denying our request because the 2017 Historic Study is an administrative 
draft and thus exempt from public disclosure (Attachment 8).  On August 8, we emailed 
the District Counsel’s office, and EBRPD Staff working on the NOP, pointing out that a 
2017 Historical Study used in the Initial Study as a basis for concluding there is “no 
impact” could not be an “administrative draft”, adding:  “We ask that you follow a fair 
environmental process and share the Sept. 11, 2017 Historical Study, while the 
comment period is open.” (Attachment 7).   It is now August 22, 2019, the NOP 
comment period ends on August 30, and the 2017 Historical Study is still being 
withheld.  This EBRPD conduct constitutes a violation of CEQA, and just plain unfair 
treatment of your citizens.   
 
Location C, the former barn site, was dry and functional for many decades.  When 
EBRPD took ownership of the Chen property in 2007, the property was land banked 
and leased for cattle grazing, including the historic barn.  When EBRPD graded the old 
ranch road going through the barn flat, the cattle grazers noticed that the road grading 
left a berm along east side the swale north of the barn, perhaps inadvertently, which 
diverted water toward the barn.  The cattle people also noticed the first layer of hay, 
along with the structural members of the barn were consistently wet thereafter, until the 
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barn blew down in about 2016.  The problem could be the result of EBRPD Staff being 
unfamiliar with agricultural management, though the problem was pointed out, and 
complained about, to EBRPD field employees as it was happening.  At best, the 
destruction of the historic barn reflects negligence, rather than deliberate intent, a 
classic case of the “destruction by neglect” prohibited by most historic preservation 
ordinances.   
 
Our point is that the barn flat on Location C was functionally dry and operational for 
many years, and could be expected to function as a staging area with restoration of 
natural drainage patterns.  That would be our preferred location.  We ask that this option 
for the staging area be explored in the EIR, and in the park planning.   
 
On the other hand, our imperative is to get Location A de-selected as the preferred 
alternative.  We would work in good faith with your Staff on a staging area design on 
Location B, if that is the only feasible alternative.    
 
Conclusion 
 
Please work with the residents of Bollinger Canyon to develop an attractive and 
respectfully set back staging area design, if it has to be located on the Chen property.  
We ask the Board and General Manager to please show the residents of Bollinger 
Canyon the same level of respect that the District has shown to residents near the six 
staging areas shown in Attachment 2, which respectfully separate the staging areas  
from significant road views and neighbors.   
 
     Very Truly Yours 
 
 
     Peter MacDonald 
     On behalf of Jeff Fagundes, and fellow residents 
 
Attachment 1:  Alternative locations for staging area.   
Attachment 2:  Six EBRPD staging areas with reasonable setbacks and aesthetics.   
Attachment 3:  Outreach Meeting Minutes from June 7, 2017.   
Attachment 4:  Ken Sheets letter to Board correcting Meeting Minutes.   
Attachment 5:  Historic barn photo.   
Attachment 6:  Initial Study discussion of historic resources.   
Attachment 7:  Emails requesting 2017 Historical Study.   
Attachment 8:  EBRPD Counsel’s response to Study request.   
 
Cc:   Jeff Fagundes 
 Ken Sheets 
 Board of Directors, EBRPD 
 State Clearinghouse  



Wilcox Staging 
Area at 
Pinehurst Road. 
parking by entry 
at remote location 

Briones Staging Area 
Alhambra Valley Road, across from  
Vaca Creek Road, Martinez. 
parking 0.07 mi. in from entry.  
Obscured by vegetation. 
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Staging area photos



Briones Staging Area 
Bear Creek Side 
parking 0.39 mi. in. 
Not visible.   
 

Briones Staging Area 
Alhambra Road Side 
Parking 0.7 mi. in. 
Not visible.   
  



Redwood Staging 
Area 
Castro Valley side 
Parking 0.22 mi. in.  
Not visible.    

Elworthy Staging 
Area 
Las Trampas, 
Danville  
Parking 0.12 mi. in.   
Elevated and obscure 



 
 

SOUTHERN LAS TRAMPAS WILDERNESS REGIONAL PRESERVE  
Land Use Plan Amendment  (LUPA) 

June 7, 2017 – San Ramon Community Center  
Community Meeting Summary  

Approximately 56 members of the public attended the first community meeting for 
the southern Las Trampas Wilderness Regional Preserve Land Use Plan Amendment 
(LUPA) on June 7, 2017.  As part of the sign-in process, participants were given an 
opportunity to identify their favorite public access points and recreation activities 
within Las Trampas Wilderness Regional Preserve (Las Trampas).  

During the presentation on the project, staff provided a brief overview of the 
approximately 760-acre southern Las Trampas study area and the various conditions 
tied to each of the project elements.  This meeting also served as the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) scoping meeting. A link to the meeting  
Following the presentation, attendees had the opportunity to pose questions and 
provide comments relating to the southern Las Trampas LUPA and provide input into 
subjects to be addressed during the environmental analysis of the proposed project.  
A summary of these public comments follows.  

 Community members requested that sight line safety of the staging area ingress 
and egress, analysis of vehicle acceleration and deceleration, road frontage 
setback, aesthetics and landscaping amenities all be taken into consideration 
with regards to the proposed Chen staging area. 

 There was consensus on prioritizing pedestrian, bicycling, and vehicle safety 
along Bollinger Canyon Road, particularly in regards to reduced speeds and 
coordinating with Contra Costa County on road safety designs. 

 Community members asked for a summary of the District’s grazing practices at 
Las Trampas and staff confirmed that a grazing program will continue in the 
Long-Term Management Plan as part of an effort to reduce wildfire hazards in 
southern Las Trampas, including within the conservation easement properties. 
Staff also confirmed that the District’s own fire department has a mutual aid 
agreement with the local fire department to address fire safety in the project 
area. 

 Community members were interested in the multi-use trails within the project area, including trails for mountain biking, 
and trail amenities, such as wayfinding signs and additional public access through trailheads. 

 Community members wanted to know more about the land use planning process and how they can provide their input. 
Staff went over the timeline of the land use plan amendment and reiterated that the meeting was the first public scoping 
meeting with the primary purpose being to provide information about the project and to receive input from the 
community.   

 The level of analysis under CEQA required for the project has not yet been determined, but will cover all new trails 
and the new staging area. All amenities on the Podva property are covered under the Redhawk (Podva) Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR).  The open staging area and trail on the Elworthy properties were covered under the Quail Ridge 
EIR.  These project components will not require further environmental analysis. 

Staff will take all input from the community into consideration as the Land Use Plan Amendment is developed.  Staff 
anticipates having a draft document ready for public review by the fall/winter of 2017/2018. 

STAYING INVOLVED 
There are several easy ways for you to receive information and participate in the southern Las Trampas Wilderness LUPA 
process and other District activities: 

• Request to be placed on the southern Las Trampas Wilderness LUPA e-mail mailing list 
• Visit the District website at the following link: http://www.ebparks.org 
• Volunteer - Information about our volunteer program can be accessed at the following link: http://www.ebparks.org  

 
For more information, please contact Neoma Lavalle at nlavalle@ebparks.org or (510) 544-2626, or Kim Thai at kthai@ebparks.org or 
(510) 544-2320. 

East Bay
Regional Park District

Community members attend the meeting 

View of Mt. Diablo from Peter’s Ranch 

District staff presenting the project. 
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Date : 06 Oct. 2017 

From : Ken Sheets,  kwsheets@hotmail.com , 925-389-6718                                                                                                              

            Bollinger Canyon - home owner 

To :     East Bay Regional Park District, (EBRPD) 

Attn:   Board of Directors EBRPD 

            President - Beverly Lane, blane@ebparks.org ,  

CC:      Clerk of the Board, Sharon Clay, sclay@ebparks.org , 510-544-2021  

            Planner, Neoma Lavalle, nlavalle@ebparks.org , 510-544-2626 

            Planner, Kim Thai, kthai@ebparks.org , 510-544-2320 

Subject: Incomplete EBRPD Meeting Minutes of 07 Jun. 2017 for the Southern Las Trampas Wilderness  

               Regional Park Preserve – Chen Property LUPA 

Dear Board of Directors, 

I travel extensively and on return to the area was very disappointed in the incomplete meeting minutes 
content produced by EBRPD on the Chen Property LUPA meeting. Although you have included many of 
the items brought up you have not included several major points that were extensively discussed at the 
meeting. Those items are as follows: 

 Almost to a person objections were voiced as to the location of the proposed parking lot and 
trail head being directly across from the home site of canyon resident, Jeff Fagundes and the 
adjacent family owned out buildings.  
The consensus of canyon residents was that (IF) the trail head and associated parking had to 
be located near the Fagundes house that it should NOT be located anywhere close to the 
property line, i.e. inside the current corral area. It was also recommended that if the Park 
selected that location, against the wishes of most canyon residents, that the location be at 
least 200-300 feet setback from the property line. (Out of sight from the roads edge). The 
canyon resident consensus was if the proposed parking had to be located there that the flat 
building pad, previously used for a barn, on the Chen property whould be the preferred 
parking area. 
 

 It was also noted by canyon residents that if the existing trail on the top of the hills was to be 
extended or improved that the logical location for increased parking or an improved access 
point would be on Park property adjacent to the Faria Project. 

Attachment 4



Also several other suggestions from canyon residents were not included in the minutes. Those items 
were as follows: 

 Install one or more water stations at various locations on the trail from the park entrance to the 
Faria Project. 
 

 Install sanitation stations in the form of Sani-Huts or toilet facilities with septic systems. 
 

 Locate garbage cans along the trail. 
 

 Develop a method of keeping park visitors from trespassing on canyon owner’s private property.  
At the current time park visitors are jumping existing fences with signs that state private 
property no trespassing.  
 

It has also been observed that several meetings have been held by EBRPD personnel on site at the 
originally proposed location directly across the street from the Jeff Fagundes property. No further public 
meetings or comments have been asked for nor requested. 

The one person that should be part of the LUPA planning process for the Chen property should be Mr. 
Fagundes. His property would be the most impacted by any decisions that the park makes. It is also 
recommended that before a lot of funds are expended on this project that an additional 2 canyon 
residents be included in the LUPA process along with Mr. Fagundes. In the long run this will save the 
Park time and financial resources on planning something that will be unacceptable to the canyon 
residents. 

In order to avoid having the canyon residents show up at the next meeting and rehashing last meetings 
topics it is recommended that you correct the meeting minutes to reflect the entire meeting content 
and republish its contents.  

Regards, 

Kenneth W. Sheets 
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Historic Architectural Field Survey. 
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 East Bay Regional Park District
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Date : 24 August 2019 

From: Kenneth S. Sheets Jr. 
           18400 Bollinger Canyon Road 
           San Ramon, CA 94583 
           kwsheets@hotmail.com 
           1-925-389-6718 mobile 
 

To :   East Bay Regional Park District (EBRPD) 
Attn: Kim Thai 
          2950 Peralta Oaks Court 
          Oakland, CA 94605 
          kthai@ebparks.org 
          1-510-544-2320 
CC :   Board of Directors EBRPD  
          President - Beverly Lane, blane@ebparks.org  
 

Subject: Response by canyon resident to Southern Las Trampas LUPA NOP 082019 proposal. 
 
Dear Ms. Thai, 
 

I have been a canyon resident for many years and one of the qualities that Bollinger Canyon has is that 
only a few miles from the city feels like one has traveled for hours to get to a special rural place to enjoy 
the open space. It is understood that everyone should have the opportunity to enjoy these beautiful 
lands and that EBRPD as the owner of the Chen property has the right to develop the property for public 
access if they deem it necessary.  

What has not been considered is that during the first Southern Las Trampas LUPA meeting on 07 Jun 17 
that the canyon residents strongly objected to the location proposed by the EBRPD which was directly 
across from the existing long-time family home of Mr. Jeff Fagundes.  

The attached following section in bold is part of the letter I sent in 2017 as a response to this meeting: 

“Almost to a person objections were voiced as to the location of the proposed parking lot and 
trail head being directly across from the home site of canyon resident, Jeff Fagundes and the 
adjacent family owned out buildings. 
The consensus of canyon residents was that (IF) the trail head and associated parking had to 
be located near the Fagundes house that it should NOT be located anywhere close to the 
property line, i.e. inside the current corral area. It was also recommended that if the Park 
selected that location, against the wishes of most canyon residents, that the location be at 
least 200-300 feet setback from the property line. (Out of sight from the roads edge). The 
canyon resident consensus was if the proposed parking had to be located there that the flat 
building pad, previously used for a barn, on the Chen property would be the preferred 
parking area. 
It was also noted by canyon residents that if the existing trail on the top of the hills was to be 
extended or improved that the logical location for increased parking or an improved access 
point would be on Park property adjacent to the Faria Project.” 

mailto:kwsheets@hotmail.com
mailto:kthai@ebparks.org
mailto:blane@ebparks.org


In more than two years the EBRPD has done nothing to involve the public, (the canyon residents), in the 
design of this proposed trail head. It would be most prudent to have Mr. Fagundes and perhaps 2 other 
canyon residents participate in a small group to assist EBRPD in the design of this area. It would give 
credence to the design that locals were involved rather than work against the park. We realize that this 
is coming and would rather be a participant vs. adversary in its design and development.   

Resident Concerns: 

1. The most objectionable part of the proposal from EBRPD is that it is located at the property line on 
Bollinger Canyon Road without setbacks of any kind. Residents must abide by building codes and 
setbacks. The Park design locates the parking area on the property line at the street with a zero-set 
back. Minimum setbacks in this area are 50-75 feet from the property line. This alone would eliminate 
the parking area near the road. Codes and setbacks are in place to specifically keep your primary 
proposal from being constructed. Yes, variances are available but that is for projects that are 
constrained by topography. This is not the case when 600 plus acres of the Chen Property are available 
for a parking area and trail head. 

2. Unless absolutely necessary parking should be located away from busy streets. This permits the 
project to shield by vegetation and other means the access road, parking area and will keep noise and 
other pollution from neighboring residences. Many of your EBRPD parks are designed in this manner. 
Parks are a place of peace and tranquility. Installing one a hundred feet from someone’s front door 
would dramatically increase noise pollution and eliminate the currently tranquil atmosphere. The 
attached map was developed by LSA and the Fagundes residences were intentionally left off the map.  

It was proposed at the 07 June 2017 meeting that the proposed location for this parking area should be 
the old barn area that existed there for many years and only recently blew down in 2016. Removed in 
2018 the pad is a perfect area for a parking area. In this location trees can be added to shield noise and 
other pollution from resident homes. 

In addition, and as a matter of public safety the location away from roads also keeps children from 
accidentally getting away from parental control and wandering into a roadway. This road has a 45 mile 
per hour speed limit that is often exceeded. A small child or pet on the road would have no chance of 
survival against a 2-ton car at that speed. 

3. The access road should not be installed directly across from the Fagundes residence. Alternative 
locations area available that would be more acceptable. An access point approximately 150 feet to the 
south and just south of the dry run off creek would be the preferred alternative. With the removal of a 
couple of trees an access road could be constructed to Site C with the use of a couple of culverts. A 
second location but less favorable would be 200 feet north of the currently proposed Site A parking lot. 
Both locations offer easy access to Site C and an adequate parking area. 

4. Site C, the old barn pad, offers the best solution to all the EBRPD proposals. What is listed as a water 
diversion berm into barn area is an easy fix with either an earthen swale or a couple hundred feet of 
culvert pipe. All these streams are not year-round streams but seasonal run off ditches and should not 
be treated as wetlands area problems. Easily graded into a parking pad area Site C, the old barn is by far 
the cheapest resolution to the Park’s request for a parking area. 



Site B, would require major grading of an area that should not be disturbed when another alternative, 
such as Site C is available. 

5. The 01 August 2019 Southern Las Trampas LUPA letter states that one of the reasons for this parking 
area is Emergency Vehicle and Maintenance Access (EVMA). If this is being used to justify a parking area 
it is a shallow reason for a parking area and does not designate where on the Chen property it would be 
located. There are multiple EVMA access points along both sides of the canyon and there 2 are within 1 
mile of the proposed parking area. One from the Danville side and the other from the Bollinger Canyon 
side. Yes, it would add another point of access however it is not going to be the only access as the report 
infers. 

6. There are other concerns of residents along the ridge trail to the Chen Property:  

      A. Install one or more water stations at various locations on the trail from the park entrance to the 
          Faria Project.  There is a water main on the ridge and EBMUD has jurisdiction over this line.  

      B. Install sanitation stations in the form of Sani-Huts or toilet facilities with septic systems. 

      C. Locate garbage cans along the trail and have EBRPD vehicles empty them on a regular basis. 

      D. Develop a method of keeping park visitors from trespassing on canyon owner’s private property. 
           At the present time park visitors are jumping or cutting existing fences with signs that clearly state      
           private property no trespassing. 
 
      E. How will the park be managed after closing hours. Will an EBRPD truck close a physical gate. 

      F. Install trail signs that indicate where you are on the ridge trail and where to enter or exit. 

In closing the residents acknowledge that the park has the right to manage their property and install 
these kind of public access within reason. The current proposal of a parking area with no setback and 
next to a residential set of homes is not prudent planning on the Park’s part. Residents would like the 
opportunity to participate in a design that the park can live with while at the same time not degrade 
natural scenery or impact other residential properties.  

Regards, 

Kenneth W. Sheets Jr.  
Canyon Resident 
 

Attachment 1: Las Trampas – Chen Property – LSA vicinity map 

CC: Jeff Fagundes  

     : Beverly Lane 
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August 22, 2019 
 
Kim Thai 
Senior Planner 
East Bay Regional Parks District 
2950 Peralta Oaks Court 
Oakland, CA 94605 
 
 RE: Southern Las Trampas Wilderness Regional Preserve 
 Project File: 3037A-06 208-230-044, -045, -046, -033 
 

Dear Ms. Thai: 
 
We have reviewed the Land Use Plan Amendment and Initial Study for the Southern Las 
Trampas Wilderness Regional Preserve located at the southern portion of Las Trampas 
Wilderness Regional Preserve (Las Trampas). The project is located in south-central 
Contra Costa County, on the western periphery of the San Ramon Valley within the City 
of San Ramon, Town of Danville, and unincorporated areas of Contra Costa County. 
Bollinger Canyon Road is a Contra Costa County maintained road. Las Trampas drains 
into Bollinger Creek, which connects to San Ramon Creek, a Contra Costa County Flood 
Control and Water Conservation District Creek. We received the land use plan 
amendment on August 5, 2019, and offer the following comments: 
 

1. No construction shall take place within Bollinger Canyon Road right of way 
without an encroachment permit from Contra Costa County. 

 
2. Bollinger Canyon Road must remain open and unobstructed throughout 

construction. 
 

3. The applicant should be required to comply with the current NPDES (National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System) requirements under the County 
Stormwater Management and Discharge Control Ordinances and the C.3 
Guidebook.  

 
4. Portions of the Peter’s Ranch and Elworthy parcels may be located within 

Drainage Area 37A, for which a drainage fee is due in accordance with Flood 
Control Ordinance Number 85-41. By ordinance, all developments filed in this 
area are subject to the provisions of the drainage fee ordinance. Effective 
August 12, 2019, the current fee in this drainage area is $925 per square foot of 
newly created impervious surface. The drainage area fee for this lot should be 
collected prior to issuing a building permit for this project. 



Kim Thai 
August 22, 2019 
Page 2 of 2 
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5. According to ordinance 85-41, lots greater than 20 acres in area, provided that 

less than ten percent of the lot area is covered by impervious surfaces, shall not 
be required to pay the drainage area fee. 
 

6. If any creek or channel improvements are added, we recommend that you apply 
for a County drainage 1010 permit. 

 
Thank you for allowing us to provide comments on this development, and we welcome 
continued coordination. Should you have any questions, please contact me at (925) 
313-2222 or Teri Rie at (925) 313-2363. 
 

 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Gabriel Piña 
Flood Control Staff 
Contra Costa County Flood Control 
& Water Conservation District 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
GP:cw 
G:\fldctl\CurDev\CITIES\San Ramon\3037A-06\APN 208-230-044, 045 ,046, 033\Initial Study Comments.docx 
 
c: Tim Jensen, Flood Control  
 Michelle Cordis, Flood Control  
 Teri E. Rie, Flood Control 
 Jeff Carlton, Finance 
 Judi Kallerman, Dept. of Conservation & Development 



From: PAWS <pawsinharmony@comcast.net> 
Sent: August 26, 2019 
To: Kim Thai kthai@ebparks.org 
CC: Lynda Blaskca <pawsinharmony@comcast.net> 
Subject: Bollinger Canyon Road Proposed parking lot 
 
Dear Kim, 

I am writing to you in response to the proposed location of a parking lot and hiking trail on Bollinger 
Canyon Road in San Ramon. This proposed location is directly across from the homes of my friends.  
I am asking you to consider making this beautiful land available to more people in a way that allows 
these residents of Bollinger Canyon Road to continue to live in peace without the noise, dust and 
extreme lack of privacy that cars and people will bring.  

Knowing there is an option of locating the parking lot in Staging Area B provides a possible win/win 
for the hikers and the Bollinger Canyon residents. This alternate location with the use of a paved 
driveway and parking lot will preserve the beauty, peace and harmony ~ for everyone! 

Thank you for considering this and helping to finding a solution that benefits everyone. 

Sincerely, 

Lynda Blaska 



 



From: Body by Bees <bodybybees@gmail.com> 
Sent: August 26, 2019 
To: Kim Thai <kthai@ebparks.org> 
Subject: Southern Las Trampas LUPA, Chen Parcel 
 
Dear Kim Thai: 

Thank you for taking the time to consider our concerns regarding the Southern Las Trampas LUPA. 
While we understand and believe in public trails, Jeff, Shala, and Ron have respectfully expressed 
concern with regards to their peace, safety, and way of life.  

I know and respect these residents, who reside directly across the street from the proposed 
construction and public access point. Jeff, Shala, and Ron are very quiet and private people, and 
they sincerely cherish the sacred privacy and tranquility their homes provide. Jeff's family and his 
animals have lived there, peacfully enjoying the pristine nature, his entire life. He feels his property 
value and way of life will be greatly affected, and I do agree. 

We also have exclusive meditation retreats quite often at Shala's home to enjoy the rustic 
tranquility. A small group of us visit from local areas, and a few from afar, in order to enjoy such a 
rare, pristine, private space, such as these two special homes. It is just so rare in the Bay Area, and it 
would be sad to see the public parking lot and trail impeding upon their privacy and quiet nature.  

I often go there just to watch the animals in their natural habitat and feel the quiet. It is such a 
special place. You can even hear the creek on their property and it is so special, especially in the Bay. 

Thanks again for considering our concerns. Have a beautiful day!  

Sincerely, 

Billie Espinoza 

Founder, Energy Healer | Body by Bees 

Bee Mobile: (510) 334-7189 
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August 29, 2019 
 
Kim Thai, Project Planner 
East Bay Regional Park District 
2950 Peralta Oaks Court 
Oakland, CA 94605 
 
RE: Southern Las Trampas Wilderness Regional Preserve Land Use Plan Amendment 

 
Dear Ms. Thai: 
 
This memo serves as Contra Costa County’s (“County”) comments on the Initial Study, which contains 
a Circulation Assessment (“Assessment”), for the subject amendment. Thank you for the opportunity 
to comment. 

 
1. Page 3 of the Assessment does not identify which of the two proposed locations for a staging 

area within the Chen property was preferred for development. (The Assessment only states 
“…this location…”) If a detailed site plan for the preferred staging area is available, the 
County’s Department of Conservation and Development and Public Works Department would 
appreciate the opportunity to review it. 
 

2. The Assessment describes two proposed small trailhead parking areas on the Faria property, 
but does not provide a detailed site plan for them. Similar to the Chen property staging area, if 
a detailed site plan for the two proposed trailhead parking areas is available, the County’s 
Department of Conservation and Development and Public Works Department would appreciate 
the opportunity to review it. 
 

3. Descriptions of the existing and proposed bicycle facilities on Bollinger Canyon Road leading to 
the Southern Las Trampas Wilderness Regional Preserve (“Preserve”) are incorrect or missing 
in the Assessment. A Class II bicycle facility exists on Bollinger Canyon Road from Crow 
Canyon Road to just north of Deerwood Drive. North of Deerwood Drive to the Bollinger 
Canyon Staging Area, Bollinger Canyon Road is classified as having a proposed Class II bicycle 
facility, per the Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA) Countywide Bicycle and 
Pedestrian Plan.1 At minimum, the proposed staging areas should accommodate right-of-way 
for a future Class II bicycle facility2 along Bollinger Canyon Road.3  

                                                 
1 Contra Costa Countywide Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan, Appendix D – Local Bicycle Networks and Projects- 

https://ccta.net/wp-content/uploads/2018/10/5b86dd5e16447.pdf 
2 Specifications for a Class II bicycle facility can be found in Sections 301.2 and 1002.1(2) of the Caltrans Highway 

Design Manual (https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/design/documents/hdm-complete-14dec2018.pdf). 

                            
                                   John Kopchik 
                                              Director              
 
                                        Aruna Bhat 
                                  Deputy Director  
                                       
        Jason Crapo 
                                   Deputy Director 
 

Maureen Toms 
                                   Deputy Director 
                                     
                                          Kelli Zenn 
            Business Operations Manager 
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Martinez, CA  94553 
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https://ccta.net/wp-content/uploads/2018/10/5b86dd5e16447.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/design/documents/hdm-complete-14dec2018.pdf
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4. The Assessment does not evaluate the impact of the project on pedestrians (leading to and 

surrounding the Preserve), bicycles, and transit, as required by the CCTA Technical Procedures. 
 

5. To accommodate Preserve visitors who will park on-street along Bollinger Canyon Road and 
walk to the proposed staging areas, pedestrian improvements along Bollinger Canyon Road 
should be considered.4 The Assessment identifies instances at existing staging areas and 
trailheads where Preserve visitors park on-street and walk along Bollinger Canyon Road. 
Pedestrian improvements along Bollinger Canyon Road would coincide with the County’s 
Complete Streets Policy to “provide safe, comfortable, and convenient travel along and across 
rights-of-way…that serves all categories of users.” 

 
6. Central Contra Costa Transit Authority (AKA County Connection), not CCTA, as stated in the 

Assessment, is the name of the transit provider that serves the area immediately south of the 
the Preserve. County Connection Route 35 (not Route 36), which operates on weekdays only, 
stops at the corner of Bollinger Canyon Road and Crow Canyon Road and connects to the 
Dublin/Pleasanton BART Station (not West Dublin/Pleasanton BART Station). Not identified in 
the Initial Study and Assessment, the area immediately to the east of the Preserve is served by 
County Connection Routes 21 (weekdays) and 321 (weekends), which connects to the Walnut 
Creek BART Station, another BART station in proximity to the Preserve. 
 

7. The turning movements maps included in the Assessment should show the Bollinger Canyon 
Road/Crow Canyon Road study intersection. 
 

8. The Initial Study and Assessment use LOS “D” as the threshold for significant impact for the 
study intersections, consistent with the City of San Ramon and the Town of Danville’s General 
Plans. However, the study intersections located in the County should reflect the thresholds 
identified in the County’s General Plan – Growth Management Element. The area where these 
particular study intersections are located is designated Semi-Rural, which has a LOS standard 
of High C.5 

 
9. The Initial Study and the Trip Generation section of the Assessment state that “…nationally 

used trip generation rates such as those published by the ITE...were not used to forecast 
project traffic…” because trip characteristics are unique to “individual large park environments 
and level of amenity.” The Assessment uses trail mileage, total acreage, and parking spaces as 
criteria for determining trip generation counts for the Preserve. However, the Assessment does 
not provide a detailed rationale for 1) the selection of these three criteria as a basis for trip 
generation counts and 2) the calculation of trip generation rates for each of these criteria.  

 
10. The tables in the Assessment and Initial Study that are associated with LOS analysis show data 

for both Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU) and Delay in one column, which can be 
confusing to the reader. For clarity purposes, ICU and Delay data should be displayed in two 
separate columns. 
 

                                                                                                                                                             
3 The Faria and Chen Staging Areas are located between Deadwood Drive and the Bollinger Canyon Staging Area, 

along the segment of Bollinger Canyon Road that is designated as having a Proposed Class II bicycle facility. 
4 The FHWA’s Making Local and Rural Roads Safer for Pedestrians and Bicycles document 

(https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/local_rural/training/fhwasa14090/ped_bike.pdf) identifies enhancements that can 

improve pedestrian and bicycle safety on rural roads. 
5 From Table 4-1 of the Contra Costa County General Plan – Growth Management Element 

(https://www.contracosta.ca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/30914/Ch4-Growth-Management-Element?bidId=) 

https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/local_rural/training/fhwasa14090/ped_bike.pdf
https://www.contracosta.ca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/30914/Ch4-Growth-Management-Element?bidId=


File: COMDEV  > Transportation  > Agencies (CCTA, MTC, SR4, ABAG, BAAQMD, etc)  > East Bay Regional Park District 
G:\Transportation\R. Sarmiento\Assignments\Development Review\Other Jurisdictions\Other\EBRPD\Southern Las Trampas 

LUPA\Southern Las Trampas LUPA Comment Letter.doc 

11. The Assessment provides very minimal detail on Trip Distribution and no information on Trip 
Assignment. Analysis of these two components are required to be included in the Assessment, 
per the CCTA Technical Procedures. 

 
If you have any questions, please call me at (925) 674-7822 or e-mail me at 
Robert.Sarmiento@dcd.cccounty.us. 
 
Respectfully, 
 

 
 
Robert Sarmiento 
Planner II 
 
 
c: John Cunningham, DCD 
 Maureen Toms, DCD 

mailto:Robert.Sarmiento@dcd.cccounty.us


 



August 28, 2019 

East Bay Regional Park District 
2950 Peralta Oaks Court,  
Oakland, CA 94605 

Attn: Kim Thai, Planner                                         sent via email: kthai@ebparks.org 

 RE: Notice of Preparation - Southern Las Trampas Wilderness Regional Preserve 

 Dear Ms. Thai,  

 The East Bay Chapter of the California Native Plant Society (EBCNPS) submits the following 
comments in response to the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the land use plan amendment 
(LUPA) and environmental impact report (EIR) for the East Bay Regional Park District’s (EBRPD) 
project entitled “Southern Las Trampas Wilderness Regional Preserve Land Use Plan 
Amendment” dated August 1, 2019.  

 As active supporters of open space that provides habitat for locally native plants and animals, 
we support the goals of the project, including 1) maintaining the wilderness attribute of the 
site, 2) the use of minimally-disturbing development approaches, 3) improvement of native 
habitat values (including pond, seep and wetland enhancement), and 4) ongoing management 
of invasive plant species. Below are additional comments to advance EBRPD’s dual mission of 
preserving open space and natural resources and providing recreational opportunities.  

1. Conduct comprehensive, well-timed floristic surveys for special-status plants and sensitive
natural communities.

a. The EIR needs to be based on well-timed, comprehensive floristic surveys as well as
adequate sampling of representative, diverse locations, given the numerous ecological
communities within the proposed Project Area. Surveys at should be conducted in any
areas where new construction is planned, including proposed new trail construction or
modifications.  Comprehensive floistic survey methods are described in the CDFW
protocols (Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native
Plant



Populations and Natural Communities, CA Dept. of Fish and Wildlife, March 2018) and in 
the CNPS protocols (CNPS Botanical Survey Guidelines, CNPS, June, 2001) 

b. The NOP should utilize the most current standard for vegetation classification from
CDFW for identifying natural communities and sensitive natural communities, including
referencing the Manual of California Vegetation for vegetation alliance descriptions, as
well as the CNPS Survey of California Vegetation Classification and Mapping Standards
(January 11, 2018) and  Guidelines for Mapping Rare Vegetation CNPS (January 2011).

c. Consistent with CEQA guidelines, the botanical surveys should include locally rare and
unusual plants. EBCNPS provides an online database of Rare and Unusual Plants at
https://ebcnps.org/.

d. Baseline botanical surveys and mapping are recommended for ongoing wilderness
preserve management to assess the botanical impacts of park management, including
grazing and fuels management, to maintain, and ideally enhance, these park resources.
Botanical surveys for the EIR should record and map unique and botanically diverse
areas within grasslands, woodlands, chaparral, forests, and riparian areas, in
general. Surveys should be performed by a qualified botanist.

2. Provide sufficient information in Environmental Setting section of the EIR to inform restoration, 
management, and habitat enhancement in the LUPA plan for grasslands, chaparral, riparian 
areas, and woodlands.
Botanical information indicates numerous native plants and sensitive natural communities in 
the general project area. Many are native grasses and forbs.

a. We recommend including any historical land use information that would inform LUPA 
restoration plans and the EIR for this wilderness preserve, such as if any present-day 
grasslands were formerly native grassland, chaparral, oak and other woodland,.

b. Baseline surveys for the EIR should record the location of unique soil types, topography, 
and hydrology in the project area that may support unique, rare and endangered flora, 
or that can be used for restoration of rare and endangered flora. Pallid manzanita
(Arctostaphylos pallida) was reported historically at Las Trampas. Whether it is present 
or not, the location and soil type for this species should be noted in the EIR and LUPA.

3. Restoration projects and opportunities should be described. Restoration should be developed 
under the guidance of a botanist and/or conservation ecologist.

a. The pond, seep and wetland enhancement plans provide an opportunity to develop 
unique habitats. The selection of plants that are locally native should take place under 
the guidance of a botanist and/or conservation ecologist.

b. Future habitat restoration, habitat enhancement, and trail and other maintenance 
activities should also be developed under the guidance of a botanist and /or 
conservation ecologist.



4. The LUPA and EIR needs to consider impacts of trail uses on special-status flora and fauna by
area and trail type, particularly narrow trails, and provide alternatives that avoid significant 
impacts to special status plants, sensitive plant communities, and fauna, both directly and 
indirectly.

The NOP Initial Study includes a table (Table 1.c Project Trails) and two paragraph discussion of 
the “Trail Connections and Access Points” with the following statement: “…..4.9 miles include 
trail connections that are covered under CEQA through separate environmental documents 
and would be incorporated and referenced in this EIR.”
Impacts from trails and trail uses need to be analyzed for specific and cumulative impacts and 
mitigated for from afresh. Trail locations and uses should based on the EIR analysis and LUPA 
plan alternatives in this wilderness preserve. The development and uses of new trails should not 
be pre-determined, as indicated in Table 1, prior to the development of the LUPA and EIR.
See also comment regarding “EIR alternatives.”

5. The impacts of grazing need to be analyzed

The NOP indicates EBRPD’s intent to include grazing in the land management policies for the 

project.

a. The reproduction rate of oak species have been greatly reduced throughout the state of 
California. The EIR should describe how grazing practices will avoid or minimize impacts 
of grazing on seedling growth and recruitment of oak species.

b. Studies have shown that well-timed, controlled grazing can be used to enhance the 
native plant populations in grassland areas while reducing fire risk and invasive species. 
The EIR should provide details on how grazing management will be managed and 
monitored in the project area to derive benign or positive impacts on native grasses, 
forbs, and other plant communities.

c. Riparian areas are sensitive to cattle use. The EIR should address mitigation measures 
such as fencing to ensure the ongoing health and diversity of riparian native plant 
habitats that could be affected by ongoing cattle grazing.

6. Develop adequate alternatives that analyze and mitigate for impacts consistent with the intent 
of the park’s “wilderness preserve” designation.

The District’s Master Plan states that the District uses land use designations to indicate “the 
levels of resource protection required and recreational intensity allowed in special areas of a 
park.” The Master Plan also states that the “LUP for a preserve will delineate significant 
resources with Special Protection features.”  The designation of “wilderness preserve” should 
include protection of significant natural resources and also ensure the user’s experience of 
special character of the wilderness preserve.



The LUPA and EIR need to provide sufficient alternatives that allow the public to comment on a 
superior alternative consistent with the designation of a “wilderness preserve.”  

We hope that the enclosed comments will be helpful to EBRPD as it continues planning this 
project. As EBRPD is a public trustee agency, we are certain you understand the importance of 
protecting native plant communities and the animals that depend upon them—especially 
during a time of unprecedented urbanization and degraded landscapes. The public has few 
opportunities to understand and appreciate the unique and beautiful character of the local 
environment. The proposed Southern Las Trampas Wilderness Regional Preserve represents an 
opportunity in the East Bay to enhance and uphold the values of wilderness and native habitats 
for both the wildlife that depend upon them and the people who appreciate them.  

Sincerely, 

Jim Hanson 
EBCNPS Conservation Committee Chair  

cc: Tri Do, EBCNPS Conservation Committee 



 

Gavin Newsom, Governor 
David Bunn, Director 

 
 
 

State of California Natural Resources Agency | Department of Conservation  
Northern District, 801 K Street, MS 18-05, Sacramento, CA 95814 

conservation.ca.gov | T: (916) 322-1110 | F: (916) 323-0424 
 

August 30, 2019 

State Clearinghouse 
State.Clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov
PO Box 3044 
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 
 
CEQA Project:  #SCH 2019071058 
Lead Agency:  East Bay Regional Parks District 
Project Title:   Southern Las Trampas Wilderness Regional Preserve Land Use Plan   

Amendment 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Construction Site Well Review (CSWR) ID: 1011664 
 
Assessor Parcel Number(s): 208580013, 208220010, 208230046, 208230032, 208230033, 

208016014, 208240054 
Project Location Address: Unincorporated areas of Contra Costa County, San Ramon, 

California, 94582 
 
Public Resources Code (PRC) § 3208.1 establishes well re-abandonment responsibility 
when a previously plugged and abandoned well will be impacted by planned property 
development or construction activities. Local permitting agencies, property owners, 
and/or developers should be aware of, and fully understand, that significant and 
potentially dangerous issues may be associated with development near oil, gas, and 
geothermal wells. 
 
The Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources (Division) has received and reviewed 
the above referenced project dated August 26,2019. To assist local permitting agencies, 
property owners, and developers in making wise land use decisions regarding potential 
development near oil, gas, or geothermal wells, the Division provides the following well 
evaluation. 
 
The project is located in Contra Costa County, within the boundaries of the following 
fields: Any Field 
 

DocuSign Envelope ID: 71D4B28D-CBD1-4212-B765-4A1AA2FD4F68



CEQA Project:  #SCH 2019071058 
Lead Agency:  East Bay Regional Parks District 
Project Title:  Southern Las Trampas Wilderness Regional Preserve Land Use Plan   

Amendment 
 
 

Page 2 of 5 

 

Our records indicate there are two (2) known oil or gas wells located within the project 
boundary as identified in the application. 
 

 Number of wells Not Abandoned to Current Division Requirements as Prescribed 
by Law and Projected to Be Built Over or Have Future Access Impeded by this 
project: 0 

 Number of wells Not Abandoned to Current Division Requirements as Prescribed 
by Law and Not Projected to Be Built Over or Have Future Access Impeded by this 
project: 2 

 Number of wells Abandoned to Current Division Requirements as Prescribed by 
Law and Projected to Be Built Over or Have Future Access Impeded by this project: 
0 

 Number of wells Abandoned to Current Division Requirements as Prescribed by 
Law and Not Projected to Be Built Over or Have Future Access Impeded by this 
project: 0 

 
API Well Designation Operator Well Evaluations 
0401300006 Elworthly 1 Phillips Petroleum 

Company 
No base of 
freshwater plug 
inside surface 
casing.   
Shoe plug does not 
meet current 
standards. 

0401300187 Buttes-Costa 1 Venoco, LLC No base of 
freshwater plug 
inside surface 
casing.   
Shoe plug does not 
meet current 
standards. 

 
 
The Division categorically advices against building over, or in any way impeding access 
to, oil, gas, or geothermal wells. Impeding access to a well could result in the need to 
remove any structure or obstacle that prevents or impedes access including, but not 
limited to, buildings, housing, fencing, landscaping, trees, pools, patios, sidewalks, 
roadways, and decking. Maintaining sufficient access is considered the ability for a well 
servicing unit and associated necessary equipment to reach a well from a public street or 

DocuSign Envelope ID: 71D4B28D-CBD1-4212-B765-4A1AA2FD4F68



CEQA Project:  #SCH 2019071058 
Lead Agency:  East Bay Regional Parks District 
Project Title:  Southern Las Trampas Wilderness Regional Preserve Land Use Plan   

Amendment 
 
 

Page 3 of 5 

 

access way, solely over the parcel on which the well is located. A well servicing unit, and 
any necessary equipment, should be able to pass unimpeded along and over the route, 
and should be able to access the well without disturbing the integrity of surrounding 
infrastructure. 
 
There are no guarantees a well abandoned in compliance with current Division 
requirements as prescribed by law will not start leaking in the future. It always remains a 
possibility that any well may start to leak oil, gas, and/or water after abandonment, no 
matter how thoroughly the well was plugged and abandoned. The Division 
acknowledges wells plugged and abandoned to the most current Division requirements 
as prescribed by law have a lower probability of leaking in the future, however there is no 
guarantees that such abandonments will not leak. 
 
The Division advises that all wells identified on the development parcel prior to, or during, 
development activities be tested for liquid and gas leakage. Surveyed locations should 
be provided to the Division in Latitude and Longitude, NAD 83 decimal format. The 
Division expects any wells found leaking to be reported to it immediately. 
Failure to plug and re-abandon the well may result in enforcement action, including an 
order to perform re-abandonment well work, pursuant to PRC § 3208.1, and 3224. 
 
PRC § 3208.1 give the Division the authority to order or permit the re-abandonment of 
any well where it has reason to question the integrity of the previous abandonment, or if 
the well is not accessible or visible. Responsibility for re-abandonment costs may be 
affected by the choices made by the local permitting agency, property owner, and/or 
developer in considering the general advice set forth in this letter. The PRC continues to 
define the person or entity responsible for re-abandonment as: 
 

1. The property owner - If the well was plugged and abandoned in conformance 
with Division requirements at the time of abandonment, and in its current condition 
does not pose an immediate danger to life, health, and property, but requires 
additional work solely because the owner of the property on which the well is 
located proposes construction on the property that would prevent or impede 
access to the well for purposes of remedying a currently perceived future 
problem, then the owner of the property on which the well is located shall obtain 
all rights necessary to re-abandon the well and be responsible for the re-
abandonment. 

 
2. The person or entity causing construction over or near the well - If the well was 

plugged and abandoned in conformance with Division requirements at the time 
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of plugging  and abandonment, and the property owner, developer, or local 
agency permitting the construction failed either to obtain an opinion from the 
supervisor or district deputy as to whether the previously abandoned well is 
required to be re-abandoned, or to follow the advice of the supervisor or district 
deputy not to undertake the construction, then the person or entity causing the 
construction over or near the well shall obtain all rights necessary to re-abandon 
the well and be responsible for the re-abandonment. 

 
3. The party or parties responsible for disturbing the integrity of the abandonment - If 

the well was plugged and abandoned in conformance with Division requirements 
at the time of plugging and abandonment, and after that time someone other 
than the operator or an affiliate of the operator disturbed the integrity of the 
abandonment in the course of developing the property, then the party or parties 
responsible for disturbing the integrity of the abandonment shall be responsible for 
the re-abandonment. 

 
No well work may be performed on any oil, gas, or geothermal well without written 
approval from the Division. Well work requiring approval includes, but is not limited to, 
mitigating leaking gas or other fluids from abandoned wells, modifications to well casings, 
and/or any other re-abandonment work. The Division also regulates the top of a plugged 
and abandoned well's minimum and maximum depth below final grade. California Code 
Regulations §1723.5 states well casings shall be cut off at least 5 feet but no more than 10 
feet below grade. If any well needs to be lowered or raised (i.e. casing cut down or 
casing riser added) to meet this regulation, a permit from the Division is required before 
work can start. 
 
The Division makes the following additional recommendations to the local permitting 
agency, property owner, and developer: 
 

1. To ensure that present and future property owners are aware of (a) the existence 
of all wells located on the property, and (b) potentially significant issues associated 
with any improvements near oil or gas wells, the Division recommends that 
information regarding the above identified well(s), and any other pertinent 
information obtained after the issuance of this letter, be communicated to the 
appropriate county recorder for inclusion in the title information of the subject real 
property. 

 
2. The Division recommends that any soil containing hydrocarbons be disposed of in 

accordance with local, state, and federal laws. Please notify the appropriate 
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authorities if soil containing significant amounts of hydrocarbons is discovered 
during development. 

 
As indicated in PRC § 3106, the Division has statutory authority over the drilling, operation, 
maintenance, and abandonment of oil, gas, and geothermal wells, and attendant 
facilities, to prevent, as far as possible, damage to life, health, property, and natural 
resources; damage to underground oil, gas, and geothermal deposits; and damage to 
underground and surface waters suitable for irrigation  or domestic purposes. In addition 
to the Division's authority to order work on wells pursuant to PRC §§ 3208.1 and 3224, it has 
authority to issue civil and criminal penalties under PRC §§ 3236, 3236.5, and 3359 for 
violations within the Division's jurisdictional authority. The Division does not regulate 
grading, excavations, or other land use issues. 
 
If during development activities, any wells are encountered that were not part of this 
review, the property owner is expected to immediately notify the Division's construction 
site well review engineer in the Northern district office, and file for Division review an 
amended site plan with well casing diagrams. The District office will send a follow-up well 
evaluation letter to the property owner and local permitting agency. 
 
Should you have any questions, please contact me at (916) 322-1110 or via email at 
Charlene.Wardlow@conservation.ca.gov  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Charlene Wardlow  
Northern District Deputy 
 
 
cc:  Kim Thai 
 kthai@ebparks.org 

East Bay Regional Parks District 
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