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11-1 Thank your for all your support in the implementation of SSPSHP and 

the General Plan. 
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12-1 Thank for the information. CDPR contacted Ms. Tumamait for the 

General Plan EIR review and will contact her for the State Park and 
Recreation Commission meeting on this project and for future 
projects. 
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SANTA YNEZ BAND OF MISSION INDIANS  

Tribal Elders Council 

 
P.O. Box 365   Santa Ynez    CA    93460 

 
 
 
 
August 3, 2007 
 
 
Tina Robinson, Environmental Coordinator 
Department of Parks and Recreation 
Southern Service Center 
885 Rio San Diego Drive, Suite 270 
San Diego, CA  92108 
 
 
RE:  Santa Susana Pass State Historic Park General Plan 
 
Dear Ms. Robinson: 
 

12-1 

Thank you for contacting the Tribal Elders Council at the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians 
with regards to the above mentioned project.     
 
At this time the Elders Council would like to recommend that you contact the local Chumash for 
input on this project.  The contact person is Julie Tumamait and her address is: 
365 North Pole Ave 
Ojai, CA  93023 
 
Please keep us apprised of the study as it progresses. 
 
Thank you for remembering that at one time our ancestors walked this sacred land. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
The Tribal Elders Governing Board 
 

Phone: (805) 688‐8446   Fax: (805) 693‐1768   Email: elders@santaynezchumash.org 
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13-1 Please see Master Response 2 
 
13-2 Please see Master Response 7 
 
13-3 Please see Master Response 2 
 
13-4 Please see Master Response 7 
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CDPR Response – Comment Letter 14 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
14-1  Please see Master Response 1 
 
14-2  Please see Master Response 4 
 
14-3  Please see Master Response 3 
 
14-4  Please see Master Response 5 
 
14-5  Please see Master Response 4 
 
14-6  Please see Master Response 1 
 
14-7  Please see Master Response 2 
 
14-8  Please see Master Response 1 & Master Response 3 
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(By e-mail – Petition 1) 
 
 
 
August 20, 2007 
 
 
Ms. Tina Robinson, Environmental Coordinator 
California Dept. of Parks and Recreation 
Southern Service Center 
8885 Rio San Diego Drive, #270 
San Diego, CA 92108 
 
Dear Ms. Robinson: 
 
As a homeowner/resident of the Rockpointe HOA and as a 
member of "Citizens Concerned About the Santa Susana State 
Park", I would like to raise my deep concern and strenuous 
objection to the California Parks & Recreation Departments 
proposed development plans @ the Santa Susana Pass State 
Historic Park in Chatsworth. 
 
Implementation of any of the Department's various 
development plans will have tremendous and ever lasting 
negative impact on the life and properties of Rockpointe 
and neighboring homeowners/residents. Such negative impact 
includes but is not limited to the following: 
 
1. Increased traffic in existing narrow residential 
streets, and subsequently increased safety risks to human, 
pats and properties 
 
2. Increased noise 
 
3. Increased crime, vandalism and littering 
 
4. Reduced parking availability to homeowners/residents and 
their visitors 
 
5. Reduced property values 
 
6. Increased fire hazard in an already high risk fire area 
 
7. Reduced quality of life 
 
As you know, these points and many others were already 
discussed numerous times with the Department's 

14-1 
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14-3 
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representatives, but so far at no avail, as it appears that 
the Department is determined to carry on with its plans, 
despite the overwhelming objection by the 
homeowners/residents of the neighboring communities. 
Instead of spending unnecessarily taxpayers money, I 
suggest that the Department shall dedicate more efforts and 
recourses to maintain and preserve the existing park in its 
current state, and that it will cooperate and share 
facilities and recourses with the City of Los Angeles, by 
making mutual use of the City's existing Chatsworth Park 
that borders the State's Park. 
 
While I reserve my rights to take all the necessary legal 
actions against the Department in order to prevent the 
implementation of its development plans, I have attached to 
this e-mail random sample of 10 signed Petitions by 
taxpayers, stakeholders and homeowners. The Petition calls 
upon the Department to completely discontinue and abandon 
the proposed development plans in the Santa Susana Pass 
State Historic Park. 
 
In order prevent overwhelming your e-mail system, I have 
elected to attach to my e-mail only random sample of 3 duly 
signed Petitions. The entire stock of 228 duly signed 
Petitions with 391 signatures will be sent to you today by 
overnight service with next day delivery. 
 
Note: I am sending to you copies of the Petitions, while 
the originals stay in my custody. 
 
I hope that as a public agency that was formed to serve the 
people, the Department will choose the right path and will 
listen and consider the common sense will of the very 
people that it should serve.   
 
Sincerely, 
 
Moti Bogler 
22560-3 Jeffrey Mark Court 
Chatsworth, CA 91311 

14-8 
(cont’d) 
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15-1 Please see Master Responses 1, 2, 3, 4, & 7.  CDPR understands that 

adjacent property owners feel threatened by the SSPSHP General Plan 
and the facilities proposed by it.  However, SSPSHP is an existing 
State Historic Park that does not have a general plan.  A park general 
plan is not only legally required but will assist park managers to place 
facilities and uses in appropriate locations.  Early in the general plan 
process, park staff and the public both determined that the Park should 
only have minimal facilities and that is what the General Plan 
proposes.  It is not anticipated that future facilities at SSPSHP would 
generate substantial funds because the scope and scale of any future 
visitor center or campground would be small in nature.   
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By e-mail from 
Vicki Bouzos 
10343 Larwin Ave. 
Chatsworth, CA  91311 
 
The proposed plan to invade Chatsworth with the intent to "preserve and enhance" the 
Santa Susanna Mountains is so very disappointing, to say the least. 

15-1 

 
 I have lived in Rockpointe for over 36 years. My parents were original owners and 
purchased prior to completion of the Rockpointe phase one project north of Devonshire. 
This community is virtually one of the last rural communities in the San Fernando 
Valley. It is a true shame and a disaster that our community is being forced into the 
acceptance of this project. 
  
The pretense that there will be little or no impact with respect to noise, traffic, pollution 
and fire hazard, is ludicrous! 
This project will destroy this peaceful neighborhood and rob us of the sanctuary we have 
enjoyed for 36 years. 
  
To imply that this project is "progress" is very, very sad.  
Why is "progress" always at the expense of peace and quiet?  
Why does "progress" need to include invading people's home and hearth? 
Why do they pretend that this project is about "preserving" when in truth it is about the 
funds they will gain from the venues that will be brought in? 
Why are we being lied to about the impact of this project? 
  
This will bring increased traffic, increased general noise, increased fire hazard, increased 
pollution and will lower the value of our homes. We are being robbed, raped and beaten 
up all at the same time! It is criminal and so rude to impose this unwanted developement 
on the families of Rockpointe and Chatsworth. 
  
I vehemently oppose this project. 
I feel that I am being forced out of my home that I have loved and cared for these last 36 
years. 
If my opinion means anything at all, along with most likely, every other Rockpointe 
homeowner,  
PLEASE!!! DO NOT LET THIS HAPPEN TO US!!! 
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16-1 Please see Master Response 1 
 
16-2 Please see Master Response 5 
 
16-3 Please see Master Response 2 
 
16-4 Please see Master Response 5 
 
16-5 Please see Master Response 1 
 
 
This exact form letter was also received by the following individuals: 
 
Peggy Dekom 
Marge Edison 
Jane Pahlman 
Amy Kenzor 
Diana Conemac 
Kim Carpenter 
Clifford Laidlaw 
Jacqueline Pachon 
Karen McElhaney 
Roy Rogens 
Judy Lyttle 
Matthew Weintrab 
Joseph Chess 
Bob Mair 
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17-1 Please see Master Responses 1, 2, 3, 4, & 5.  CDPR understands that 

adjacent property owners feel threatened by the SSPSHP General Plan 
and the facilities proposed by it.  However, SSPSHP is an existing 
State Historic Park that does not have a general plan.  A park general 
plan is not only legally required but will assist park managers to place 
facilities and uses in appropriate locations.  Early in the general plan 
process, park staff and the public both determined that the Park should 
only have minimal facilities and that is what the General Plan 
proposes.  It is not anticipated that future facilities at SSPSHP would 
threaten adjacent neighborhoods because the scope and scale of the 
facilities proposed would be small in nature.  More intensive facilities, 
such as a campground or visitor center, are not proposed adjacent to 
Jeffery Mark Court or other homes. 
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By e-mail from Margery Brown: 
 
 
 
 
Mrs. Maxine Fox just called me and asked me to send this on my computer for her 
immediately.  She does not have a computer, just returned from out of town today (8/20) 
and did mail a letter to you. 

17-1 
(cont’d) 

    When you receive her letter, you will see that Mrs. Fox is against any changes to the 
Santa Susanna Park. She is concerned about the increase in traffic, the increase of 
homeless and vagrants who will start open fires, and definitely the fact that this is a high 
risk fire location, with frequent fires.  "The winds and the fires are a bad combination."   
She would not be opposed to having a ranger leading groups around for educational 
purposes.  However, she is opposed to a camp grounds, with the above-mentioned 
problems.   
                                    Maxine Fox,  
  
  
                                    10141 Larwin Ave., Unit #3,  
                                     Chatsworth, CA 91311 
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18-1  Thank you for your support and work for the Park over the years. 
18-2  While CDPR agrees with your ideas, only those areas currently within the 

Park boundary are addressed in the General Plan.  New acquisitions are 
addressed on page 88 of the Preliminary General Plan/EIR. 

18-3  These subjects will be addressed in the Visitor Center, please see page 76 
of the Preliminary General Plan/EIR. 

18-4  Please see response 18-2 above. 
18-5  The Devil’s Slide portion of the “Old Stagecoach Trail” was, for all 

practical reasons, a “wagon road” from 1861-1895. Its earliest recorded use 
was during the early 1800’s to, according to Frank M. Keefer’s 1934 History 
of San Fernando Valley, accommodate ox-driven carts or carretas,” which is 
Spanish for a small wagon. On July 11, 1859, the Sacramento Union reported 
the discovery of “a pass or road . . . “strewn [with the] fragments of old 
wagons and carretas along at intervals.” The article failed to mention whether 
it was referring to the Santa Susana Pass or the San Marcos Pass north of 
Santa Barbara through the Santa Ynez Mountains. However, the 
stagecoaches did not utilize the latter until 1868, eight years after the Santa 
Susana Pass Road was completed. Therefore it is possible that the article was 
referring to the Santa Susana Pass road.  

  In 1859 the California Legislature appropriated $15,000 towards improving 
the Santa Susana Pass Wagon Road. Therefore, the road containing the 
Devil’s Slide area, which James Thompson improved between 1859 and 
1861, was originally referred to as a “wagon road” prior to 1861. Subsequent 
maps printed after the construction of the new “El Camino Nuevo” [A.K.A. 
Chatsworth Grade Road] in 1895 refer to the former as the “Old Stagecoach 
Road”. 

  As mentioned above, the next historical road improvement was the “El 
Camino Nuevo” / Chatsworth Grade Road, which was constructed in 1895, 
not 1875. Joseph W. Bannon, whose father supplied cut stone for the road’s 
construction, stated that it was paved with macadam—compressed layers of 
broken rocks held together with asphalt or tar. The 1875-1895 dates coincide 
with the Simi Valley Stagecoach Line’s use of the original 1861-built Santa 
Susan Pass Wagon Road to shuttle riders from the San Fernando train station 
over the pass to the Santa Susana Hotel west of Larry’s Station. 

  The current paved “Santa Susana Pass Grade Road” superseded the 1895-
built Chatsworth Grade Road in 1917, when the latter could no longer handle 
both wagon and automobile traffic. The Santa Susana Pass Grade Road was 
the primary route for automobiles and trucks across the pass until the opening 
of the Simi Valley-San Fernando Valley Freeway [I-118] in 1983.  

 An archival map showing the “Carreta Road” during the Mexican period did 
not come to light during the Historic Overview’s research phase. However, 
one can assume that the “the highway through the Santa Susana Pass” that 
California Governor de Sola asked Mission San Fernando Father de Ibarra to 
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furnish men and tools to widen and improve to accommodate ox-driven carts 
or carretas in 1822 was the one that the California Legislature was referring 
to in 1859 as having been “strewn [with the] fragments of old wagons and 
carretas along at intervals.” 

   According to Marie E. Northrop’s 1984 book, Spanish-Mexican Families of 
Early California: 1769-1850, Vol. II, María Manuela Guillen de la Osa, was 
baptized on 8 November 1834. While she was the second child born to her 
parents, her older sister, Maria Manuela Antonia de la Osa died four months 
after her 29 September 1833 baptism. Therefore, by default, María Manuela 
Guillen de la Osa was the eldest child.  

  According to sources referenced in the Historic Overview, the outbreak of 
the Civil War in 1861 disrupted U. S. Mail service along the Butterfield 
Overland Stage Company’s southern route from Texas to Los Angeles. To 
compensate, the U.S. Postal Service contracted the Butterfield Company to 
carry mail from San Francisco to Los Angeles via the newly completed Santa 
Susana Pass Wagon Road. The latter was 15 miles shorter than the old Coast 
Route from Ventura to Los Angeles, via Santa Paula up through the Simi 
Valley to the Santa Susana Pass, and onward to San Fernando and ultimately 
Los Angeles. The Butterfield Stages also ran between Sacramento and Los 
Angeles, via the Tejon and San Fernando passes, throughout the war.1

 The current Historic Overview does not state that the Miranda Adobe is the 
only remaining house of the original homesteads. It also recognizes the 
existence and importance of the Hill-Palmer Historic Cottage.2

  Goldman’s booklet, “Santa Susana: Over the Pass, Into the Past” was one 
of numerous references used to create the General Plan’s Historical 
Overview section. There are in fact two copies in the So. Service Center’s 
archives. 

  State Parks historian Alexa Clausen, who has been researching the De la 
Osa family for the past three years, stated that, regrettably, Ms. Hinkson’s 
interview was not among the files that the park unit staff at Los Encinos had 
brought to her attention. Ms. Clausen would be grateful if Ms. Hinkston had 
a copy that she could send to the Southern Service Center. With her 
permission, Ms. Clausen would then send a duplicate to the Park.  

                                              
1 Ciolek-Torrello, Richard, et al. A Passage in Time, Technical Report 01-26, April 2001, 60-63 and 173-174; 
Goldman, Leslie,  A Stagecoach History of Los Angeles and the Santa Susana Stage Road. In Santa Susana: Over 
the Pass ... into the Past, 14-21, 1973, 16-17; Roderick, 2001: 31; and County of Ventura Visitor Center, 
Http://www.countyofventura.org/ visitor/visitor.asp, 2004. 
2 Http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/sspshp%20historic%20resources_adb.pdf. 

 2



Santa Susana Pass State Historic Park GP/EIR 
Comment Letter 18 

 
 

 

18-4 

18-5 

 



CDPR Response – Comment Letter 19 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
19-1 Thank you for your support for the General Plan Preferred Alternative 

and for your participation in the public meeting and review process. 
 
19-2 Alternatives 1 & 2 are no longer under consideration.  Please see 

Master Response 2 for additional clarification on wildfire and 
campground issues. 
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By e-mail: 
 
 
From:  Timothy L & Stephanie J Carvalho 
                    1107 Mesa Dr 
                    Santa Susana, CA 93063 
                    
  
  
        To:  
        Tina Robinson, Enviornmental Coordinator 
        California Department of Parks and Recreation 
        Southern Service Center 
        8885 Rio San Diego Drive, Suite 270 
        San Diego, CA 92108 
        enviro@parks.ca.gov
  
  
        Our overall impression of the Santa Susana Pass State Historic Park 
Preliminary General Plan (Draft EIR) is that it is a carefully crafted and well 
written document with a very good directive for the future of Santa Susana Pass 
State Historic Park.  We are pleased to see the thoughtfulness that went into its 
creation.   19-1 
        The map illustration, figure 5, "Management Zones Preferred Alternative" is 
a terrific compilation of the input from neighbors, State Park personnel and 
concerned citizens.  We believe it would serve the public and community very 
well.  The placement and type of access (gateway and secondary) are in suitable 
locations.  The number and type of trails should provide an enjoyable experience 
for visitors.  The campground location is in an appropriate location for access and 
servicing, and not a high fire risk for the neighborhood. 
        After having said that, we must note that figure 6, "Alternative Management 
Zones", Alternative One is unsuitable, the campground is in the middle of the 
Park, in a very high fire danger area, trails are minimal.  Alternative Two, figure 6 
is the unchanged horror that caused so much consternation among all the 
communities on the mountain!!  Lilac cannot handle the traffic that would be 
generated by being a Gateway access and neither could Jeffery Mark Court!!  
And the campgrounds are in such locations as to raise the risk of wildfires 
exponentially.  If there is anyway of eliminating Alternative Two from 
consideration, please do so. 

19-2 

        Again we restate that the figure 5, "Management Zones Preferred 
Alternative" is wonderful and we think it would work for all concerned.
        Thank you,  
        Timothy and Stephanie Carvalho 
 

mailto:enviro@parks.ca.gov
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20-1 Thank you for your support for the General Plan Preferred Alternative 

and for your participation in the public meeting and review process.  
Alternatives 1 & 2 are no longer under consideration.   
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By e-mail: 
 
 
Dept. of Parks and Recreation:   
  

20-1 

After reviewing the three options of management zones preferred alternatives 
presented in your July 2, 2007 notice to interested parties, we would like to 
say we found the report clear, well written and well thought out.  In response to 
your notice, as homeowners and residents of Lilac Lane, we believe the public 
and the residents of the surrounding areas impacted by the plans will benefit 
most by the adoption of the Preferred Alternative, Figure Five and we believe it to 
be the absolute best alternative for the area.  Alternative One is acceptable and 
Alternative Two is not acceptable. 
  
Thank you for allowing our input. 
  
Mary Ann and Norton Holstrom 
7858 Lilac Lane 
Santa Susana, CA. 93063 
  
 




