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CASTLE ROCK STATE PARK  
GENERAL PLAN 

FINAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  REPORT 
 

The Preliminary General Plan, addendum, comments received during the public 
review, and Department’s response to those comments constitute the Final EIR 
as required by the State CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations, 
Section 15132).  The Preliminary General Plan was circulated for review to state 
agencies, interested members of the public, conservation organizations, and 
local planning agencies.  Comments were received from the following: 
 

San Mateo County Trails Advisory Committee 
Barbara Cliswell 
South Skyline Association 
Stu Langdoc 
Bo Gimbal 
San Lorenzo Water District 
George Stammerjohan 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Lawrence R. Jensen 
Santa Clara Valley Audubon Society 
Earnest Goitein 
James and Karen Laudon 
Sylvia Sippel 
Eva Maria Spitz-Blum 
Paul Schoemaker 
Harold Drake 
James Gaston 
Linda V. Elkind 
Loma Prieta Chapter, Sierra Club 
Larry and Judith Watson 
La Casa Tierra Rica 
Joe Rigney 
California Department of Transportation 
Tim Gilbert 
Parks and Recreation Department, County of Santa Clara 
California Native Plant Society 
Linda Brodman 
The Varian Foundation 
Carol C. Jacobs 
Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District 
Friends of Castle Rock State Park 
California Wilderness Coalition 
 

The Final Environmental Impact Report will be used by the State Park and 
Recreation Commission in consideration of approval of the General Plan. 
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Castle Rock State Park 
Preliminary General Plan 

CEQA RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
January 21, 2000 

 
KEY 

 
 
In order to understand the full extent of the changes in the Preliminary General Plan 
and the Department’s response to public comments, the reader should review the 
Addendum as well as the comments and responses. 
 
The following key allows the reader to reference each response by categories, as well 
as the number associated to the numbered comment.   
 
Example: To review all responses related only to rock climbing, read only those 
numbers preceded by the symbol (RC), etc.  The wilderness and camping issues 
(response numbers 1 and 2) were combined into single narratives for additional clarity 
on these subjects.  
 
 
(W) Wilderness, unit classification, Declaration of Purpose 
 
(S)  Staffing, Operations, Visitor Contact 
 
(RC) Rock Climbing 
 
(P) Partridge, parking 
 
(C) Camping, Increase use 
 
(RM) Resource Management, Monitoring and assessment, History 
 
(CC) Carrying Capacity 
 
(RG) Revenue Generation, Concessions 
 
(CEQA) CEQA Compliance 
 
(I) Visitor Impacts, Environmental Impacts, Facility Impacts 
 
(PI) Public Input 
 
(NP) Natural Preserve, subclassification 
 
(D-M) Development vs. Management Plans, Level of detail 
 
(A) Alternative Plans 
 
(F) Facilities, trails 
 
(MB) Mountain Bikes 
 
(G)  Goals, Interpretation, Park values, Visitor Center 
 
(M)  Mapping, Agency coordination, Acquisition 
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Castle Rock State Park  
Preliminary General Plan 

 
RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS 

January 21, 2000 
 

 
(C) 1. Camping Issue:  Castle Rock State Park draws visitors that have a specific 

interest in this park’s environment, scenic and recreation values.  The provision 
of limited walk-in camping is for the specific benefit of those traveling from 
outside the regional area who prefer separation from the automobiles, but for 
various reasons prefer not to or can not walk greater distances to established 
primitive sites. The type of facility allowed for in the general plan guidelines does 
not include the conventional vehicle camper and is not expected to satisfy that 
type of demonstrated camping deficiency in the Santa Cruz Mountains.  The 
walk-in campsites will provide opportunities for these Castle Rock visitors to 
enjoy the spectacular evening, nighttime and morning hours at the unit; an 
opportunity that is now only enjoyed by the backpacker or the local community. 
 
The “State Park” classification does not automatically provide provisions of 
automobile camping.  Also, the intent of this general plan is not to mandate 
camping at this location, only to indicate the potential for a small cluster of walk-
in campsites, with an organized parking area and the provision for access by 
people with disabilities.   
 
The Partridge Farm Management Zone is approximately 50 acres.  It is projected 
that 10 acres will be used for development and that the remaining 40 acres will 
be restored to native habitat.  In preparing the general plan guidelines, the 
Department anticipated that approximately 5 of these 10 acres would be needed 
for the 20 units of camping.   
 
The definition of “primitive” or “developed” campgrounds is subjective.  However, 
by Department standards, the 23 campsites on the Saratoga Gap Trail, which 
requires a hike of several miles qualify as primitive.  Parking is substantially 
removed from the immediate area and flush toilets are not provided.  The 20 
walk-in campsites differ in that parking, while still clustered, varies from several 
hundred feet to several hundred yards away and low flush toilets are provided. 
 
It is acknowledged in the general plan that there are sensitive resources near the 
Partridge Farm use area.  In order to protect these sensitive areas, the general 
plan guidelines call for on-going resource assessments that will be implemented 
prior to development.  Any site-specific plan for camping will require additional 
environmental review, with a determination of potential impacts and acceptable 
mitigation.  If unacceptable impacts result, the Department will modify 
management controls, including the removal or reduction of facilities.  This is 
done regularly throughout the State Park System.  
 
It is recognized that the species composition of this developed area will not 
approximate that of a pristine natural community.  However, it is anticipated that 
any impacts associated with the campground development can be offset by the 
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restoration and protection of the surrounding natural communities in the area, 
along with the commitment to provide quality interpretation for public awareness 
and appreciation of the natural environment. 

 
(W) 2. Wilderness Issue:  Along the crest of the Santa Cruz Mountains, Castle 

Rock State Park encompasses 3,860 acres of steep, densely vegetated canyons 
and forests.  Much of the park is appreciated for its natural and scenic attributes.  
In 1968, this unit was classified as a “state park,” emphasizing resource 
preservation and protection for the park’s natural and cultural resources.  The 
General Plan process has raised questions regarding the definitions of 
wilderness, wildlands, natural areas and preserves, and the priorities for 
management within the state park classification.  
 
The state park classification (PRC 5019.53) establishes a priority for protection 
of natural and cultural resources.  As stated, “The purpose of state parks shall be 
to preserve outstanding natural, scenic, and cultural values, indigenous aquatic 
and terrestrial fauna and flora…” 
 
With wilderness classification (PRC 5019.68), the key characteristic is wildness 
itself, together with spaciousness and lack of human modification.  State 
wildernesses emphasize the visitor experiences, providing opportunities for 
solitude or primitive and unconfined types of recreation.  Wilderness areas are 
typically 5,000 acres plus; some are tens of thousands of acres in size.   
 
At Castle Rock State Park, the priority is given to the preservation of significant 
plant and animal species and their supporting ecosystems, rare plant 
communities, and unique geological features.  About half of the park exemplifies 
these outstanding qualities.  However, past land uses and recreational pursuits 
have impacted these significant resources and the situation calls for a proactive 
management approach.  A natural preserve classification (PRC 5019.71) is 
being proposed for the most sensitive resources of the park.  Natural preserves 
are characterized by wildness in the sense of resource integrity, rather than the 
spaciousness of the wilderness experience for visitors.   
 
The Department recognizes that the native ecosystems of the park need 
protection.  It also recognizes the importance in preserving the wildness that 
exist, to the degree that is possible with such intrusions as existing roads, high 
voltage power lines, noise impacts, and evidence of past developments and 
uses.  Much of the park, subjected to past human activities, has gone through 
successional phases in returning to the more natural elements.  However, 
logging occurred in some areas of the park well into the 1960’s, and such areas 
certainly do not have a “near-natural appearance.”  Several miles of abandoned 
logging roads exist within the boundaries of the proposed natural preserve.  The 
natural preserve classification allows for habitat manipulation based on scientific 
analysis, and permits the entry of heavy equipment necessary to “put these 
roads to bed” and restore the natural landforms.  These roads are potential 
sources of sediment to the San Lorenzo River, and this problem may need to be 
addressed in the future.  Also, there are other structures and developments that 
may need to be removed.  Dozens of unsightly large concrete culverts were 
abandoned by the previous owner along the old Craig Springs Road and near 
the confluence of Craig Springs Creek and the San Lorenzo River.  Wilderness 
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classification does not allow for entry of mechanical equipment necessary to 
address these needs.  In addition, routine maintenance of the power line right-of-
way is a legal obligation that the Department must accommodate, which is 
incompatible with a “designated wilderness” management.   
 
The natural preserve classification will limit development to trails only, providing 
public access while protecting the park’s most wild and sensitive areas.  The 
general plan goes further to protect resource values, by confining recreation use 
to a limited number of trails, with a primary focus on interpretation and education.   
 
The Department does not consider it appropriate to classify Castle Rock State 
Park as a state wilderness.  State park status combined with a large natural 
preserve is sufficient to protect the resources of the park.  Therefore, the general 
plan will not include a detailed analysis or program for bringing the park into a 
wilderness classification, as some reviewers have suggested.  Other suggestions 
included the use of "wilderness" in the name of this state park.  This could lead 
to confusion regarding the management directions and expectations on behalf of 
the public and other agencies, as it has in the past with Sinkyone Wilderness 
State Park.  There appears to be no advantage in repeating the situation at 
Castle Rock State Park. 
 
The Declaration of Purpose proposed in the general plan serves to recognize the 
protection of significant resources and opportunities for interpretation and the 
public’s enjoyment of these resources.   It provides a broad view of the park’s 
purpose within its state park classification.  In evaluating the present Declaration 
of Purpose, the Department determined that it should not arbitrarily discount 
“improved” facilities in the future, and that the use of modern methods may better 
serve visitor needs. The general plan goals and guidelines provide the protective 
language and important considerations for management of resources and 
facilities development.  The unit vision and descriptions of specific areas have 
been revised and strengthened, and in conjunction with the Declaration of 
Purpose provide a better image of the park’s future.  

 
(RM) 3.  Prescribed burning of the Knobcone Pine Forest can satisfy two objectives.  

One objective insures the continued existence of a plant community determined 
to be rare by the California Department of Fish and Game.  The other objective 
is a reduction of fuels that are increasing as the stands age and die.  The control 
of such a burn would not be overly difficult, since these burns utilize standardized 
Department procedures with specific prescriptions reviewed by the California 
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection.  These rigorous conditions insure 
that prescribed burns are conducted with minimal hazard to surrounding lands. 

 
(I) 4.  The lack of abundant water, toilets, camping, and concessions is the current 

condition at the park.  The public is not treading lightly as is evidenced by the 
impacts around the popular Castle Rock Ridge.  The lack of restrooms usually 
results in a sanitation problem around public use areas. 

 
(RM) 5.  Fortunately, the topography of the area you describe constrains visitors to the 

already established trail.  Shooting stars are plentiful in the park and occur in the 
grasslands and oak savannahs near ridgetops.  These flowers are not 
considered rare in the legal sense by either the federal or state government.  
However, park rules and regulations do not allow picking of wildflowers.  Further, 
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as described in the Unit Purpose and Vision portion of the preliminary general 
plan, it is the Department’s intent to motivate visitors to help protect and preserve 
all park resources through education and interpretation. 

 
(S) 6. The term “adequate” referring to funding and staffing can be subjective 

depending on the position and expectations of the observer.  Castle Rock is 
allocated two full-time ranger positions. Also, personnel from other units, such as 
Portola and Big Basin Redwoods State Parks traditionally supplement staff. 

 
 Funding and staffing are authorized by the Department of Finance and the 

Legislature and are outside the scope of the general plan. 
 
 Volunteers represent a significant contribution to park operations and 

management. During the general plan process, a number of people indicated 
their willingness to volunteer at Castle Rock State Park.  Those names were 
compiled and contacts made based on their interests.  The park currently has a 
group of individuals who assist with patrol and assessment of incidents in the 
park, particularly in the Lion Caves area.  The Mountains Sector, in which Castle 
Rock is a unit, is working on guidelines for the coordination and utilization of 
volunteers.  It is intended that volunteers will be involved and assist in almost all 
aspects of park management, including daily patrol, resource studies, facility 
maintenance, climbing regulations, etc. 

 
(I) 7.  Your reference to trespass and vandalism would indicate that neighbors of 

Castle Rock State Park have experienced serious problems on a continuous 
basis.  However, the Santa Cruz District has no records of reported incidents in 
the past several years; consequently, there does not appear to be major 
activities in these areas.  When trespasses or vandalism occur and are reported, 
a law enforcement officer is dispatched to investigate the situation, depending on 
the severity and immediacy of the offense.  A citation can be issued or arrest 
made if there is an identifiable suspect present.  Procedures to mitigate and 
curtail significant, repetitive activities would be researched, analyzed, and 
enacted.  It would be necessary to consider the specifics of each situation. 

 
 New trails and facilities would be located with adequate buffers (existing 

vegetative screening or topographic landforms) from private properties.  Signing 
will direct visitors to park facilities and points of interest, while clearly identifying 
limits of park boundaries and areas prohibited for public access.  Personal 
contacts with visitors and interpretive messages will attempt to increase public 
awareness and understanding of park rules and regulations, recreation 
opportunities on public lands, and constraints for public use due to potential 
impacts on sensitive resources and adjacent private properties.  Locations for 
trails, parking access points, and other visitor amenities and impact on water 
supplies by developments and accompanying activities would require CEQA 
documents for public review and comment.  No significant impacts are 
anticipated.  When specific facilities are proposed for on-site development, the 
plans will be subject to review for impacts and mitigation. 

 
 There is no change in the current use planned or projected for the easement 

through Indian Rock Ranch. 
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(RM) 8.  Prioritization of park programs are partly guided by an approved general plan, 
and resource protection and natural process management are given high priority 
(see Table 4, pgs. 57-58) in the general plan.  A general plan for a unit provides 
guidelines for various resource management proposals, however as a guideline 
document it does not establish program funding and is not a implementation 
plan.  Determination of a suitable resource monitoring program will be made after 
the general plan is approved.  Although a “limits of acceptable change” program 
has been discussed at public meetings and in earlier versions of the general 
plan, methods for resource monitoring and data collection are yet to be 
determined.  The Santa Cruz District, in consultation with other Department 
sections, will establish an appropriate resource assessment program.  Currently, 
the Department is implementing an “environmental conditions assessment” 
program at selected park units that provides for monitoring of park units natural 
elements and processes and provides feedback for remedial action.  Contingent 
upon funding, it is the Department’s intention to implement this program in units 
throughout the State Park System. 

 
(C) 9. Please see response to item number 1. 
 
(I) Ranger and docent patrols, trail design and routing, interpretation and public 

education can control illegal access or improper use of sensitive resources. 
 
 The water supply at Partridge Farm area currently meets domestic water quality 

standards.  The method or location for sewage disposal has not been 
determined.  A leach field is the most likely system for sewage disposal. 

 
(S) (I) Ranger patrols are the most effective deterrent to illegal camping and fires 

outside of designated areas.  We recognize that there is limited ranger staff 
available, but they would be more immediately available at the Partridge Farm 
area than currently exists.  The same restrictions for open fires that exist for the 
trail camp would apply to the proposed campsites.  Fires are permitted only in 
designated fire pits during the off-fire season. 

 
(PI) 10.  Public agencies, such as California State Parks, by their very nature are 

constantly open to public input and review.  Specifically at Castle Rock, there is 
currently a climbing committee composed of private citizens working on the 
climbing management plan, and there is a trails committee that will work on the 
trail plan. Individuals are welcome to communicate with any park employee or 
committee member in order to obtain and provide information or to express their 
viewpoints on these plans.  Comments are particularly helpful with regard to park 
plans during the preparation and implementation stages. 

 
 Advisory councils, like the Castle Rock Advisory Committee, are established for 

specific purposes to accomplish identified goals.  If a situation or project arises 
whereby an advisory council would be the most appropriate and effective forum 
for addressing a particular issue, the formation of a committee or council would 
be entertained.  

 
 The Mountains Park Superintendent has established open office hours in 

Boulder Creek.  In addition, representatives from the Santa Cruz District are 
available to attend specific meetings of the homeowners’ association to discuss 
or present particular issues or items. 
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(RC) 11.  Your request was given serious consideration during the planning process, 

both for exempting the Ridge Trail Cliff to allow climbing or revising the 
boundaries of the natural preserve.  The Department determined that by 
exempting Ridge Trail Cliff and allowing it to be climbed in the natural preserve, it 
would set an undesirable precedent for doing the same in other areas in the 
preserve.  This would encourage exploration of new climbing opportunities 
resulting in more volunteer trails and increased impacts on significant resources.  
This rock is considered cliff habitat for special status crevice roosting bats and 
potential peregrine falcon roosting.  The steep slopes and highly erosive soils at 
the base of the cliff are unfavorable for intensive use.  Concern was also 
expressed for visitor safety near the edge of the Ridge Trail cliff.  The 
Department does not support re-routing the natural preserve boundary around 
Ridge Trail Cliff.  Our objective is to enhance the recovery of ecological 
processes by limiting visitor access through the preserve to a few hiking and 
interpretive trails.  The impacted areas around Ridge Trail Cliff would be allowed 
to revegetate with native species and provide habitat for sensitive wildlife when 
climbing is discontinued at this location.   

 
(NP) The size of the proposed natural preserve encompasses not only the locations of 

sensitive plant and animal species or habitat, but includes substantial portions of 
their supporting ecosystems and significant geologic features.  As well, the 
proposed boundaries or limits of the natural preserve follow existing roads, trails, 
river and stream corridors and state park boundaries, whereby reflecting a 
practical management unit. 

 
(RC) All recreational activity directly, or indirectly, has some impact on park resources.  

One objective of the general plan is to eliminate visitor impacts on the significant 
geologic formations in the natural preserve that may result from climbing or other 
recreational uses.  Another objective is to eliminate volunteer trails that adversely 
impact native vegetation, soils, and wildlife habitat.  Low-impact climbing will be 
permitted outside the natural preserve where this activity can be better monitored 
and managed within acceptable limits, as guided by a future Climbing 
Management Plan.  

 
(RC) 12.  The statement on page 111 regarding the unavoidable impacts from 

climbing is not absolute.  The impacts associated with climbing may (emphasis 
added) continue.  However, there is a potential for significant impacts (vegetation 
loss, removal or loss of moss from rock faces, erosion of soil, etc.) even with the 
implementation of a climbing management plan.  Climbing generally 
concentrates use and is limited to specific areas; impacts from other recreational 
activities (hiking, picnicking, etc.) can be mitigated through relocation and 
dispersal. 

 
(RC) 13.  The text in the preliminary general plan will remain unchanged.  We believe 

that by inserting the word “increased” it would change the straightforward 
assertion that “impacts from climbing and other forms of recreation . . . have 
resulted in a general decline in resource values.”  Impacts from increased 
climbing would likely result in an increased decline in resource values. 
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(RC) 14.  The Department believes that the current language of the Declaration of 
Purpose …supporting ecosystems of the upper watershed of the San Lorenzo 
River… is sufficient and applies to the whole park, including the Castle Rock 
Ridge.  Also, the term Castle Rock Ridge is used by others referring to areas 
inside and outside the park along Skyline Boulevard. 

 
(I) 15.   On page 66, first paragraph, the last sentence will be revised as follows: 

 
These differentially weathered features, including caves, spheroidal 
masses referred to as “cannonballs,” and lattice-like structures on rock 
faces and walls termed “fretwork,” are often very fragile to the touch and 
can be easily damaged. 

 
(C) 16.  Please see response to item number 1.  The 20 new campsites at Partridge 

Farm are proposed to provide a somewhat different overnight experience for the 
public.  Unquestionably, there are sensitive resources near Partridge Farm as 
there are near the existing trail camp and current parking lot.  The General Plan 
proposes a baseline study and on-going assessment and evaluation program 
that could provide management and development directions or limitations. 

 
(I) Previous agriculture at Partridge Farm reduced its value to wildlife.  With the 

proposed day use parking and campsites, most of the Partridge Farm area will 
remain undeveloped and, either naturally or with resource management, can 
provide more wildlife habitat than currently exists. 

 
(P) (I) 17.  The priority for recreation enhancement at the Partridge Farm RMZ was 

selected based on the existing site condition, topography, public accessibility, 
availability or potential for providing utilities and potential for visitor contact by 
operations staff.  This combination of these characteristics makes it the best site 
in the unit for recreation enhancement.  If the existing main parking lot had not 
been constructed prior to the Partridge Farm acquisition, it would not be 
constructed in its current location, but at Partridge Farm. 

 
(D-M) 18.  The general plan is intended to be a goal-oriented planning document that 

sets forth a purpose and vision for the park that is not time-dated.  If the plan is 
too specific on how things should be done, it risks becoming obsolete when site 
specific information and greater knowledge is obtained.  Subsequent site-specific 
plans will initiate the CEQA process and second tier of environmental analysis.  

 
(S) Implementing the general plan guidelines may require involvement of 

Department staff beyond the unit rangers and/or outside assistance from the 
educational and scientific community may be needed.  However, many of the 
facilities proposed by the general plan are for replacement or relocation of 
existing uses and intended to improve the unit operation’s efficiency.  They may 
not require additional staffing. As well, the District is continually evaluating 
staffing needs with or without special projects. 

 
(I) (C) 19.  The impacts on the various ecosystems around Partridge Farm by the 24 

hour-a-day presence of people (camping) were not considered significant.  With 
the exception of the Lion Caves area, these areas are currently exposed to 
considerable visitor impact.  The proximity to the gun club and its attendant noise 
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has already displaced some wildlife.  The net impact of camping was not 
considered to be significantly adverse.  A small portion of the Partridge Farm 
area would be dedicated to visitor use; the remaining area would be allowed or 
restored to a more native state providing more wildlife habitat. 

 
(S) (P) (I) The Department recognizes that any added public use facility development 

would require additional ranger and maintenance commitment.  The concept is 
to increase efficiency by relocating or diverting some public use to one location 
providing more visitor contact.  Providing restrooms and trash receptacles at 
Partridge Farm will aid in the reduction of human waste and litter in the outlying 
areas. 

 
(C) (I) Admittedly, once public use facilities are constructed, there is considerable 

inertia to continue their operation, but not an irresistible inertia.  The Department 
is now proposing to relocate a 72-unit campground at Pfeiffer Big Sur State Park.  
Currently, trails are regularly rerouted or closed for resource protection reasons.  
The walk-in camping suggested at Partridge Farm was proposed to allow future 
consideration for overnight use, but only after appropriate resource assessments 
have taken place.  There is no funding for development.  It is the intent of the 
Department to initiate environmental baseline studies for impact assessments 
prior to any development.   

 
(I) 20.  No mitigation was proposed, because the specific impact of the 24-hour 

presence of people or camping was not considered significant.  Impacts resulting 
from all increased recreation use were considered significant and mitigation was 
proposed. 

 
(I) (A) 21.  As is stated on page 112, "It is possible to combine elements from each 

alternative to create additional alternatives."  An infinite number of alternatives 
could be created.  The alternatives presented were those that could meet all or 
some, in varying degrees, of the goals and objectives of the unit as expressed in 
the Declaration of Purpose and Unit Vision.  These alternatives were presented 
to provide a broad range of feasible proposals for discussion and comparative 
purposes.  The State Park and Recreation Commission can also modify the plan 
for their approval. 

 
(A) 22.   Please see response to item number 21. 
 
(F) 23. The trail you refer to is not designated as an “official” trail on any park maps.  

It was put in years ago by a horse concessionaire and unofficially named the Bay 
Laurel Trail.  This trail route will be considered like any other new trail when the 
Trails Management Plan is prepared. 

 
(M) 24. Maps in the final general plan will reflect the ownership of public lands based 

on our latest information at that time.  Our Department will request an update of 
open space preserve boundaries from MPROSD for this purpose. 

 
(M) 25. The Department recognizes the need to coordinate management of sediment 

sources from park roads and trails with appropriate agencies such as the 
Regional Water Quality Control Board and the San Lorenzo Valley Water 
District.  Irrespective of a Trail Management Plan, the district strives to comply 
with CEQA when maintenance is required for existing roads and trails.  Please 
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be assured that the Department will work with the San Lorenzo Valley Water 
District in developing a Trails Management Plan, especially for new roads or 
trails affecting the Water District’s property. 

 
(S) 26.   Please see response to item number 18. 
 
(O) 27.  Any errors in the history section of the general plan will be corrected. 
 
(RM) 28.  Limited surveys for red-legged frogs in 1997 yielded no observations of 

bullfrogs or red-legged frogs.  However, bullfrogs were documented as occurring 
in the park in 1979 and may still be present.  The discussion regarding exotic 
animals on page 16 will be amended to include bullfrogs. 

 
(RM) 29.  A guideline will be added under the goal of “Protect and perpetuate native 

wildlife populations at the park” that will read as follows: 
 

Guideline: 
• The Department will work with surrounding property owners and jurisdictions 

to reduce the numbers of non-native animals such as feral pigs, feral cats, 
cowbirds, bullfrogs, and starlings in the park.   

 
(RM) 30.  The Department has made a survey for both sensitive habitats and sensitive 

plant species in Castle Rock State Park.  None of the plant species on the lists 
you included in your comments were located.  The South Bay clarkia was 
reported near the park, but could not be found during field searches over two 
successive seasons.  Extensive field investigations did not reveal serpentenized 
rock outcrops and associated soils anywhere in the park.  Any proposed future 
developments are subject to CEQA, and the Department will conduct surveys for 
sensitive species during appropriate seasons. 

 
Park-wide surveys of sensitive animal species are recommended in a guideline 
that serves the goal to “Protect and perpetuate native wildlife populations at the 
park (see the second paragraph under the guidelines for this goal; page 63).” 

 
(RM) 31.  The Department agrees that such a monitoring program is warranted for 

sensitive species preservation in the park.  The “environmental condition 
assessment” program currently being developed by the Department is 
specifically intended to provide ongoing assessment of the status and trends of 
environmental conditions.  Contingent upon funding, it is the intent of the 
Department to enact this program system-wide. 

 
(P) (RM) 32.   The Partridge Farm area is not pristine.  This area has undergone land 

use alterations for over 100 years, primarily from agricultural practices (e.g., truck 
crop and Christmas tree farming).  Because of these practices, the area has 
been exposed to various forms of disturbance such as extensive topsoil loss and 
changes in plant composition.  While the area is showing signs of vegetative 
recovery, invasive exotic plants continue to dominate the understory.  There are, 
however, opportunities to restore the natural communities in this area.  
Guidelines in the proposed Preliminary General Plan call for the restoration and 
protection of cultural and natural resources in the Partridge Farm Resource 
Management Zone (page 86). 
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(P) The additional parking proposed for Partridge Farm would replace existing 

parking along the highway and in the main parking lot.  Our goal is to reduce 
impacts by reducing random access and increasing public contact, not to 
increase day-use parking capacities.  The increase of 30 cars relates to the 
parking for the proposed 20 walk-in campsites.  

 
(P) 33. The general plan on page 91, requests that Caltrans post “no parking” signs 

for approximately 2 miles along State Highway 35, south of the Summit Rock 
parking lot.  The property across the highway from Mt. Bielawski is not state park 
property.  It would likely be in the Caltrans right-of-way or Sanborn County Park 
property.  Regardless of ownership, our Department believes that developing a 
new parking lot on the opposite side of a major highway from the park would 
reduce visitor safety and increase law enforcement problems for trespassing 
onto private properties.  

 
(C) 34. Please see response to item number 1. 
 
(W) 35. Please see response to item number 2. 
  

It is true that much of the park subjected to past human activities has gone 
through successional phases leading to more natural elements and processes.  
However, logging occurred in some areas of the park well into the 1960’s, and 
such areas certainly do not have a “near-natural appearance.”  

 
 While the Department acknowledges that the size criterion could be fulfilled, it 

believes that wilderness classification is not warranted.   
 
(C) 36. Please see response to item number 1. 
 
(RM) 37. The intent of statements such as the one you quote is not to downplay the 

importance of native wildlife in the park, but rather to provide a general statement 
that characterizes the distribution of many of the park’s vertebrates in relation to 
those that have a special significance, as identified by the California Department 
of Fish and Game and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

 
(I) (C) A guideline is provided regarding overnight use facilities that tie resource 

assessments, and mitigation measures to campsite installation (page 94). Please 
see response to item number 1.    

 
(D-M) The format of general plans currently adopted by the Department of Parks and 

Recreation is such that specific information will be summarized (i.e., Resource 
Summary).  Because of the general nature of this document, the detailed 
information you suggest is not required nor provided, but more appropriately 
included in the resource inventory documents. 

 
(RM) 38.  Various accounts describe wild turkeys as being non-native to California.  

Audubon Society Encyclopedia of North American Birds by John K. Terres, 
1984, describes the present natural range of the turkey (Meleagris gallopavo) as 
being from the eastern U.S. west to Colorado and Arizona, and south into 
Mexico.  Wild turkeys are described as being first introduced into California in 
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1877 in the California Department of Fish and Game’s document entitled 
California’s Wildlife, Volume II, Birds (1990). 

 
 The Department considers brown-headed cowbirds a non-native because, while 

they entered the state on their own, human-induced conditions here prompted 
their arrival.  The discussion in the Preliminary General Plan document regarding 
cowbirds was meant to inform the reader as to the problems related to its 
phenomenal spread and the impacts it has had on other native species, 
particularly neotropical migrant songbirds that nest in California.   

 
 The impacts of human-induced populations of corvids are also of concern for the 

Department. 
 
(RM) (I) 39.  The comment about food attracting corvids and other scavengers is an 

accurate assessment. However, other parks have demonstrated sensitivity to this 
issue and success in mitigating the impacts by using animal proof trash cans. 
The general plan does not mandate a food concession. If a concession were 
considered in the future, feasibility and impact studies would be conducted.  
Please see response to item number 120. 

 
(RM) 40.  Designation of an area as moderate use intensity does not preclude the 

Department from using prescribed fire as a management tool.  It is an 
appropriate method for the park’s black oak woodlands. 

 
(NP) (W) 41. The State Park classification places its highest priority on preserving the 

outstanding natural, scenic, and cultural values in the park.  Improvements are 
made for the public’s enjoyment and education, consistent with the preservation 
of these resource values.  Within this state park classification is a proposed 
natural preserve that would provide special protection to the most significant park 
resources, whereby improvements are limited to trails.  Wilderness 
subclassifications are reserved for more spacious areas in parks where the 
visitor’s experience in primeval areas would be the primary goal.  It is the 
Department’s intentions to manage rock climbing activities and restrict climbing 
where necessary to protect nesting sites, regardless of classification. Please see 
response to item number 2 

 
(P) 42. The Partridge Farm area is the most suitable site for the provision of visitor 

parking and facilities development, based on the soils, topography, access, and 
existing vegetation.  The goal to minimize resource impacts from visitor use is 
important throughout the park regardless of the parking location, including the 
existing parking lot. 

 
(C) 43. Please see response to item numbers 1.  Walk-in campsites are compatible 

with the state park classification and resource management objectives stated in 
this general plan. 

 
(F) (MB) 44.  There are specific departmental policies concerning mountain bikes; 

however, due to the individual and unique conditions of each State Park unit, 
final determination regarding the use of mountain bikes remains at the discretion 
of the District Superintendents, as described in the Commission's policy found in 
Appendix F of the general plan.  The District, sector, and unit staff are aware of 
the inherent problems with mountain bike usage considering their impact on the 
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land, potential conflicts with other users, and the inability to regulate and ensure 
appropriate trail use throughout the park. The Castle Rock Trails Committee, 
comprised of private citizens and Department staff familiar with the area, is 
charged with working on an overall trails plan with attendant uses.  As with the 
rock climbing community, it is important to work with these user groups to 
achieve sensitivity, support, and compliance. 

 
(MB) 45. Please see response to item number 44. 
 
(D-M) 46.   The Preliminary General Plan document is a steering document at the 

most general level.  Other, more focused planning such as unitwide prescribed 
fire management, wildfire management and vegetation management plans 
provide the details necessary to follow the guidelines and achieve goals 
presented in the General Plan.  Aside from the Unitwide Wildfire Management 
Plan, no specific resource management plans have been developed or adopted 
for Castle Rock State Park; therefore, there are no details to present at this time.  

 
(RM) The concept of reinstating the benefits of fire stems from the fact that recurrent 

wildfire has been a major factor in the evolution of many of the plant 
communities in the park.  Some plant communities, such as the knobcone pine 
and chaparral assemblages, require recurrent fire for providing the right 
conditions for reproduction.  Also, without natural recurrent fire we have 
experienced an accumulation of dead fuels that would otherwise be combusted.  
Prescribed fire is employed to burn the build-up of fuel before they accumulate to 
dangerous levels. 

 
 The Department of Parks and Recreation has employed prescribed fire as a tool 

to achieve fuel management and ecological objectives since 1973.  Detailed 
unitwide plans, as well as project burn plans, are developed and implemented 
using techniques and methodology employed by the California Department of 
Forestry and Fire Protection (CDF) and the U.S. Forest Service.  Burns are only 
implemented under prescribed weather and fuel moisture conditions.  Proposed 
burn plans must be provided to the Regional Air Quality Management District for 
review and permitting.  Furthermore, Burn Plans are subjected to the California 
Environmental Quality Act process, which provides for a review period similar to 
the review period for the Preliminary General Plan.  Park neighbors and visitors 
are advised of proposed burns prior to project implementation. 

 
 The Department of Parks and Recreation maintains a cadre of trained fire 

personnel that implement burns.  Also, CDF and other federal or local fire 
agencies frequently participate on our burn projects. 

 
(I) 47.  The intent of units classified as State Parks is to preserve and protect 

natural and cultural features and processes and to provide high quality 
recreation.  When viewed from this perspective, utility easements that are 
visually intrusive and that allow for on-going alterations of vegetative and soil 
features are undesirable.  It is recognized that the Department cannot eliminate 
legal rights of way, however this should not prevent the cooperative effort 
between the utility provider and the Department from working towards a solution 
that will lend itself to protecting and preserving public resources.  Any such 
action towards the cooperative removal or undergrounding of utilities is subject to 
the California Environmental Quality Act review process. 
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(RC) 48. Not all rock climbing is recognized as damaging to resources.  The 

Department feels it should be allowed where it can be managed within 
appropriate resource management guidelines.  The general plan calls for the 
preparation of a Climbing Management Plan that will give direction to low-impact 
climbing outside the proposed natural preserve.  Please see responses to items 
number 51 and 68. 

 
(C) 49. Please see response to item number 1.  The public’s pursuit for recreational 

opportunities and experiences will increase in the Santa Cruz Mountains parks 
and open space preserves.  Nevertheless, due to the park’s resource values and 
sensitivities, the general plan does not plan for an increase of recreational use at 
Castle Rock State Park, other than for overnight use of 20 walk-in campsites.  
The parking and other facility improvements proposed by the general plan are 
intended to accommodate the current level of use while managing for improved 
resource conditions and quality recreational experiences.   

 
(S) (D-M) 50. It is not within the scope of the general plan to include a detailed 

operations plan addressing staffing, funding, and methods of implementation.  
The general plan is intended to serve as a goal-oriented vision type of long-
range plan for this state park.  The details of management and implementation 
that you request are the results of future management and project plans that will 
be prepared at a time when funding is made available and potential impacts can 
be more accurately assessed.  We are not trying to provide more recreational 
opportunities (except for the walk-in campground) for the ever growing 
population, but instead, provide guidelines on managing the existing levels of 
use. 

 
(RC) 51. On page 89, the general plan states that a Climbing Management Plan 

should be prepared to establish appropriate guidelines for climbing that protect 
geologic features and significant natural and cultural resources.  Our Department 
has begun this process with volunteers from an organized climbing committee 
and park staff.  The committee is identifying what detailed site information and 
additional studies are needed.  Experts in the scientific community and other 
agencies will be contacted for involvement in this process.  The public will have 
an opportunity to review and comment on future environmental documents that 
relate to projects proposed for implementation. 

 
(S) 52. Please see response to item number 50.  Staffing and training are not within 

the scope of the general plan.  That will be determined as a part of the various 
phases of implementation. 

 
(P) 53. The general plan does not propose an increase in Highway parking, new 

roadside parking areas, or an increase in total parking on state park property.  
Our goal is to improve parking conditions and the management of current 
problems of garbage, vandalism, and trespass.  Our Department will coordinate 
with Caltrans to evaluate existing roadside parking areas along State Highways 
35 and 9 for possible closure or improved parking use and trailhead access, as 
indicated by the guidelines on page 92 of the general plan. 
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(G) 54. Public information and education on the natural and cultural resources are 
embodied in the discussion of interpretive goals and themes for the park, as 
described on pages 75 - 80 of the general plan.  More specific guidelines and 
description of interpretive facilities and programs will be included in the 
Interpretive Prospectus currently being prepared for Castle Rock State Park.  
The District and park staff efforts in interpretive research, planning, and 
programs are supported by volunteers administered by the Volunteers in Parks 
Program or through a cooperating association.   

 
 Periodically, visitor satisfaction surveys are conducted at State Park System 

units to help understand what visitors consider most important and how satisfied 
that they are with park management, facilities, and services. 

 
(F) (MB) 55.  Please see response to item number 44. There are specific departmental 

policies concerning mountain bikes, however, due to the individual and unique 
conditions of each State Park unit, final determinations regarding the use of 
mountain bikes remain at the discretion of the District Superintendents (see Park 
Commission policy Appendix F).  The District, sector, and unit staff are aware of 
the inherent problems with mountain bike usage considering their impact on the 
land, potential conflicts with other users, and the inability to regulate and ensure 
appropriate trail use throughout the park.  A mountain bike committee has been 
established within the Santa Cruz District, and the Castle Rock Trails Committee, 
comprised of private citizens familiar with the area, is charged with working on an 
overall trails plan for this park with attendant uses. One of the goals for the 
Castle Rock Trails Committee is to facilitate locating a mountain bike route from 
the “crest to the sea.” 

 
(I) (G) 56. A general plan has been developed for this unit to address the question of 

future visitor impacts.  The guidelines focus on significant resources and modest 
improvements to better manage visitor access and appreciation of resource 
values.  The general plan identifies several planning issues and needs of park 
visitors, including resource management and operations.  We’ve identified areas 
in the park where resource conditions and facilities are sub-standard and/or need 
improvement.  Also included are guidelines to improve interpretation, education, 
parking, and management of visitor activities.  Please see response to item 
number 49.   

 
(G) 57.  An interpretive center helps to orient and educate the visitor to the particular 

area or park unit, which is integral to the individual’s experience; each visitor 
center has a different story to tell, and one does not substitute for another.  
Principally, any interpretive or visitor center in relation to Castle Rock State Park 
(depending on the size, contents, and purpose) would either be self-guiding or 
staffed with volunteers.  The visitor center suggested at the Saratoga Gap 
property has been a long term proposal encompassing a greater scope than 
Castle Rock SP and involving three agencies: Midpeninsula Regional Open 
Space District, Santa Clara County Parks and Recreation, and California State 
Parks.  This facility would require a great deal of planning and coordination 
before it could be established or become operational. 

 
(P) 58. Please see response to item numbers 32, 33, and 53. 
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(MB) 59.   Please see response to item numbers 44 and 55. 
 
(W) 60.   Please see response to item number 2. 
 
(RM) 61.   The Travertine Springs were identified as important and unique features 

of the park.  They were delineated as a specific Resource Management Zone 
and assigned resource management objectives that provide for their protection 
and preservation (see Table 4, page 58).  A section will be added in the Area 
Goals and Guidelines section that identifies the goal and guideline for this area 
as follows: 

 
 Goal:   Maintain, protect and perpetuate the Travertine Springs occurring 

in Castle Rock State Park. 
 
 Guideline:   The Department should develop and implement a specific 

area plan that provides for the protection and preservation of the 
Travertine Springs occurring in the park. 

 
 The Preliminary General Plan does not provide the detail requested regarding 

the earthen dams.  These details will be developed in the proposed Watershed 
Management Plan, as called for in the Guidelines section under “Watershed 
Management” (page 59).  

 
(P) (I) 62. The discussion of trails and parking on page 33 is only a description of 

existing facilities.  The general plan provides guidelines for the management and 
protection of sensitive resources in the areas adjacent to Partridge Farm, and the 
Department intends to establish an environmental condition assessment 
program.  Please see response to item number 8. 

 
(P) 63. Please see response to item numbers 32, 53, 108, 170, and 185.  
 
(C) 64.  Please see response to item number 1 
 
(I) 65.    Please see response to item number 110. 
 
(I) (CC) 66.  The current level of use and facility development is causing some 

resource “degradation” or impacts.  An increase in use could increase impacts, 
but with improved trail management, climbing management, facility siting, etc. it 
is possible to reduce resource impacts even with an increase in use.  The 
theoretical maximum day use for the existing or "no project" is 2018; the 
theoretical maximum for the proposed project is 2078 or a modest 3% increase. 

 
(MB) 67.  Please see response to items number 44 and 55.   A trails committee, 

comprised of staff and private citizens familiar with the park, will be working on 
an overall trail plan and attendant uses. 

 
(RC) 68.  State Parks is in full agreement “. . . that some form of management plan 

between State Parks and rock climbing organizations is necessary . . .”  Toward 
this objective, the Castle Rock Climbers Committee was established in 
December 1998.  There are 12 members of this committee representing the 
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various types of climbers, under the direction of district and park staff, with the 
goal to produce a Climbing Management Plan for Castle Rock State Park. 

 
(P) 69. Our Department does not agree with your assessment that this general plan 

is a “Partridge Development Plan”.  The park’s purpose, vision, natural preserve 
designation, resource management and recreation guidelines, and provisions for 
interpretation and education are the primary focus of this plan, and the potential 
development at Partridge constitutes less than 2% of the park for public use 
facilities. 

 
(CC) 70. The discussion of carrying capacity is presented on page 70 and referenced 

on page 48.  It is the Department’s intention to regulate visitor activities and 
determine use limits, as necessary, when detailed management and 
development plans are prepared and more site-specific information is obtained.  
Future development plans are subject to further environmental reviews. 

 
(RG) 71.  The concession possibilities or proposals at Castle Rock State Park in no 

way compare with the size and magnitude of Yosemite National Park.  The 
minimal provisions for concessions at Castle Rock State Park are not motivated 
by revenue generation but by visitor convenience and service.  Please see 
response to item number 120. 

 
(RM) 72.  The various resource management philosophical approaches, resource 

management objectives, and resource management goals represent the intent of 
the Department.  The Preliminary General Plan document, with the approval of 
the State Park and Recreation Commission, becomes the official approved 
direction that the Department intends to follow.   

 
 The Department does not see the use of the terms you identified as potential for 

a later lessening of the Department’s direction or commitments to either the 
various resource management philosophical approaches and resource 
management objectives stated in Table 4 (pp. 57-58) or goals stated in the 
Unitwide Resource Management Goals and Guidelines (pp. 59 –81) and the 
Area Resource Management Goals and Guidelines (pp. 82-98). It is necessary to 
understand the overall context of the Resource Management Directives and the 
Department’s intent in establishing them.  They are not absolute mandates, but 
are guidelines that allow the flexibility necessary for the proper management and 
protection of State Park System resources.  Similarly, the goals and guidelines of 
a general plan articulate and enforce the plan’s intent and desired outcomes.  

 
 The Department has found that deciding the method(s) of implementing a 

guideline revolves around the conditions that are current at the time a related 
management program or project proposal moves into various priorities for action.  
Therefore, it is preferred that the general plan level of planning set the goals and 
give guidelines to clarify the intent and the desired outcome, and the details of 
managing the implementation process be defined and applied at a point when 
they are more appropriate to existing conditions and known procedures. 

 
(MB) 73.   Please see response to item number 44. 
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(S) 74.  “Consolidating activities at one central point . . .”not only serves to make 
park management easier but is a well established planning principle. It is more 
effective and efficient to orient and contact people at one location in order to 
disburse information and regulate or control activities, rather than staffing a 
dozen entry points and patrolling 4000 acres to locate visitors and inform them 
about park rules and regulations.  In addition, resources are better preserved 
unitwide with facilities development limited to this one area. 

 
(P) (I) 75.  The general plan does not preclude the opportunity to explore and 

experience the park in ways that you describe.  Opportunities exist at Partridge 
to accommodate access for other visitors to have a similar experience without 
destructive consequences.  

 
(RG) 76.  The minimal facilities’ development and concessions’ proposals are factually 

not motivated by revenue generation, but to serve the visitor within the mission 
and purpose of the California Department of Parks and Recreation. 

 
(P) 77. Based on the Department’s inventory of existing resources, the Partridge 

Farm area is not considered a sensitive ecological site.  Our Department 
explored the potential benefits at Castle Rock for both wildlands preservation 
and to provide quality recreation opportunities.  The general plan has guidelines 
that can move us toward meeting that goal. 

 
(RG) 78.  The general plan does not give priority to revenue generation. 
 
(M) 79. It is true that the area you describe is primarily composed of grasslands, 

with some intermixed chaparral. Most of the mapping of park vegetation was 
based on the 1979 Castle Rock Inventory, prepared by Harvey and Stanley 
Associates.  State Park staff did selected ground truthing to determine the 
overall accuracy of this information.  At the scale used in the 1979 survey, areas 
less than an established minimum size were included as part of the surrounding 
dominant vegetation type.  The mapping scale for this general plan does allow 
for more specific delineation of plant communities, and the final general plan will 
be amended accordingly. 

 
(RM) Your description of a near monoculture of Douglas-fir in your residential area is 

accurate.  Fire suppression over a long period favors the establishment of 
Douglas-fir at the expense of grasslands and oak woodlands.  However, 
prescribed fire is only one of many methods employed by the Department for 
vegetation management.  It is left to the discretion of the district to utilize the 
most appropriate methods for managing the resources. 

 
(P) 80.   Please see response to item number 32.  Support facilities are needed to 

operate a state park, and Partridge is the best location to provide these services 
without placing them in sensitive habitats.  Partridge is currently used for staff 
housing, maintenance and administrative purposes, as well as for parking during 
special visitor events.  The goal of the general plan is to integrate these functions 
into a more cohesive arrangement that provides for support facilities needed by 
visitors while protecting resources. 

 
(W) 81. Please see response to item numbers 2. 
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(P) 82.  There is no plan to develop a new visitor center at Partridge Farm.  
However, adaptive use of the Partridge House may be considered for exhibit 
space.  Also, there is an existing interpretive shelter that would continue to be 
used for providing interpretive information.  Exhibit improvements could be made 
for this structure.  As is stated in our response to item number 1, the larger part 
of Partridge Farm will be returned to a more natural state.  The general plan 
does propose to locate the park headquarters office and visitor contact at 
Partridge Farm. 

 
(G) 83.  The general plan proposes a potential location for a multi-agency visitor 

center at the western quarter of the Saratoga Gap intersection.  This site was 
proposed for its visibility and accessibility from the highways.  The Caltrans 
maintenance site was considered, but was rejected because access from the 
Indian Rock subdivision road would interfere with residential traffic and access 
directly from the highways would require extensive construction.   

 
(CEQA) 84.  Please see response to item number 97. 
 
(CC) 85.  The discussion of carrying capacity on pages 70 - 72 clearly defines 

categories of allowable use intensity that correlate the significance, sensitivities, 
and constraints of the unit’s resources with an allowable degree of disturbance 
due to human impacts. 

 
(RM) 86.  Please see response to item number 102. 
 
(CEQA) 87. Please see response to item number 97. 
 
(D-M) 88.  It is not the intent of the general plan to provide extensive detailed resource 

data.  It provides an understanding of significant resource values as the basis for 
addressing “general” planning issues, and establishes a framework and direction 
for more focused resource planning that occurs beyond the approval of the plan.  
Collection of more detailed resource data is appropriate and necessary in 
subsequent planning phases.  

 
(CEQA) 89.  Please see response to item number 97. 
 
(RM) 90.   Please see response to item number 72. 
 
(RM) (D-M) 91.  The Preliminary General Plan provides guidelines that call for the 

development of a Watershed Management Plan (p. 59), a Prescribed Fire 
Management Plan (p. 62) and a Wildfire Management Plan (p. 63).  Additionally, 
the Unitwide Resource Management Goals & Guidelines identify the need for a 
comprehensive resource management program.  While you do not perceive 
these to be mandates, they show the Department’s intent to fulfill the Resource 
Management Objectives appearing in Table 4, pages 57 & 58.  Please see 
response to item number 72. 

 
(NP) (RM) 92.  The area proposed for subclassification as Natural Preserve is 

recognized as core habitat. This “core” area is buffered by most of the balance of 
Castle Rock State Park lands (outside of designated use areas such as Partridge 
Farm,  the Saratoga Toll Road, and heavy climbing use areas).  The discussion 
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on biocorridors (p. 64) addresses the need to identify and designate the 
connections between the Castle Rock State Park core area and other wildlands 
external to park lands.  This discussion also addresses the need to establish 
baseline data and monitor the health and function of core areas and biocorridors 
as part of the park’s resource management program. 

 
(CEQA) 93.  The Department will perform more in-depth traffic studies when more 

specific development plans are proposed.   
 
 The estimate of two trips per day per campsite is based on the assumption that 

either one party will leave and one will arrive each day or that if the campsite has 
a long- term stay, the party may leave and return to visit other parks in the area.  
An estimate of 4 trips per day per campsite was used for the Wilder Ranch 
General Plan Amendment; the higher trip generation reflects the type of camping 
(standard auto and RV sites) and the proximity of number of destinations (Santa 
Cruz, beaches, Boardwalk, and Wilder Ranch). 

 
 The Department will contact the Department of Transportation in the event there 

is need to perform any work in the highway right-of-way. 
 
(MB) 94.   Please see response to item number 44. 
 
(RM) 95. The goal and guidelines on page 66 of the general plan , related to the 

protection and preservation of tafoni features, will be revised with the use of the 
word “will” instead of “should as is suggested.  Please see addendum for general 
plan text changes.  

 
(RM) (D-M) 96.   It is not the intent of a general plan to provide detailed resource 

management programs and select specific mitigation measures.  It does provide 
resource management objectives (pp. 57-58) and guidelines for more focused 
planning that occurs through management plans following the general plan 
approval.  The CEQA process prior to project implementation addresses specific 
projects with potential impact to natural resources.   

 
(RM) Please note that the plan addresses perpetuation of natural plant communities 

(pp. 60, 62) and the use of prescribed fire, which is necessary for knobcone pine 
regeneration.  White Alder Riparian Forest is within the boundaries of the 
proposed natural preserve, and would be afforded greater protection with 
adoption of the general plan. 

 
(CEQA) (A) 97.  The CNPS is incorrect.  CCR Section15126.6 (e)(2) actually states, “If 

the environmentally superior project is the “no project” alternative, the EIR shall 
also identify an environmentally superior alternative among other alternatives.”  
The proposed project, wilderness and preservation alternatives, are 
environmentally superior to the no project alternative.  CCR Section 15093 does 
not require the public agency to justify its selection of the proposed project over 
an environmentally superior alternative.  The decision-maker is required to 
balance the benefits of the proposed project against its unavoidable 
environmental risks.  As the CNPS has recognized, the Wilderness Priority and 
the Preservation Priority alternatives are environmentally superior to the 
proposed plan.  The proposed plan was selected as better meeting the goals of 
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the Department and the unit by providing a wider range of recreational 
opportunities.  A statement of overriding considerations, if necessary, is prepared 
with the notice of determination. 
 

98. The CNPS does identify impacts (soil compaction, trampling of plants. etc.); 
however, CNPS has not provided any substantiation that these impacts will be 
significant as result of project implementation.  Relocation of the parking and the 
addition of the walk-in camping at Partridge Farm could increase the use of the 
Castle Rock Ridge area; however, it has been observed that significant user 
impacts occur at the points of attraction, the rock outcroppings and are relatively 
independent of the distance from the parking lot.  The Department expects that if 
the public entry point is relocated to Partridge Farm, a similar use pattern will 
continue.  Public use of the Castle Rock Ridge area has occurred for some 
years, and existing user impacts appear significant only in the vicinity of the 
outcrops. A goal of the general plan was to reduce the existing impacts to the 
Castle Rock Ridge area.  The Department anticipates a reduction of impacts with 
the development and implementation of the climbing management, trails, and 
vegetation management plans.  In the Department’s initial review, the impacts of 
project implementation were not considered significant.  The EIR identified no 
unavoidable impacts from project implementation.  Therefore, no mitigation 
measures were proposed.   
 

99. See Response to item number 98.  Additional mitigation measures associated 
with the development at Partridge Farm may be proposed with site specific 
planning for the area.  We concur with the need for the adoption of a resource 
assessment program prior to actual development. Ecological studies were 
performed for the Partridge Farm area by Harvey & Stanley Associates, Inc. 
titled Partridge Farm – Boisseranc Unit, Castle Rock State Park, Resources 
Description and Guidelines.  An inventory and analysis of the entire unit’s 
resources has not been completed, but is not considered necessary, because 
many of the areas will not be affected by a change of use or facility development.  
While the CNPS believes that there is a potential for significant impacts, no 
supporting evidence is provided.  The Department agrees that impacts may 
occur; however, based on observation of past use patterns and concentration of 
impacts, the impacts will not be significant to the black oak woodland.  With the 
possible expansion of black oak woodland in the undeveloped portion of 
Partridge Farm and the reintroduction of fire through prescribed burning, the net 
impact will be beneficial.  The Department does recognize that, even with 
planning and mitigation, unforeseen significant impacts may occur requiring 
relocation or removal of facilities.  CNPS has indicated that DPR is unwilling to 
remove facilities where significant impacts occur.  The Department has recently 
prepared and the Commission approved a General Plan for Pfieffer Big Sur 
State Park which calls for the removal of a campground that is impacting an old 
growth redwood grove.  The Department routinely removes or relocates 
campsites, trails, and other public use facilities where impacts have been 
subsequently found significant. 

 
(CEQA) (I) 100. The General Plan lacks the detail to make site-specific 

determinations of impacts or mitigation.  For example, we cannot determine what 
vegetation will be removed for development of camping at Partridge Farm until 
an area development plan is prepared.  Regardless, no black oaks will be 
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removed.  At that time, the second tier of environmental analysis would occur 
and specific mitigation can be determined (i.e. replacement at 2:1 ratio).    The 
General Plan does provide outlines or guidelines for mitigation measures. The 
California Native Plant Society states that “the preferred alternative fails to 
mitigate unavoidable ecological impacts to a less than significant level”.  The 
Environmental Analysis Section found no significant unavoidable impacts, nor 
does the CNPS specify any unavoidable impacts.  

 
 A statement of overriding considerations is adopted with the approval of the 

project and the filing of the notice of determination.  Section 15093 of the 
California Code of Regulations outlines the requirements for the statement of 
overriding considerations; the public agency may justify a decision using 
information in the FEIR and the public record.   

 
(CC) (NP) 101. Please see response to item numbers 85 and 102.  The low use 

intensity category is considered a “roadless” area, which in this general plan is 
given special protection with the proposed natural preserve subclassification.  
Wildland areas outside the natural preserve are appropriately classified as 
moderate use intensity under the definition on page 71.  These areas include 
unpaved roads and trails, and may include low-impact climbing activities.   

 
 The Black Oak Woodland is only included within the “low use intensity” and 

“moderate use intensity” categories.  The high use intensity area circles shown 
on the Allowable Use Intensity diagram on page 73 are conceptual and depict a 
general location where new facilities would be considered.  This plan would 
prohibit development other than trails in established Black Oak forest. 

 
(RM) 102. The natural preserve boundaries were delineated in such a manner to 

protect the sensitive resources of Castle Rock State Park, including Black Oak 
Woodland and Knobcone Pine Forest communities (see pp. 57-58, 60-61).  The 
areas of Black Oak Woodland and Knobcone Pine Forest located outside of the 
delineated boundary of the proposed Natural Preserve will continue to have 
protective status by virtue of the State Park classification and the resource 
management philosophical approach that prioritizes natural process 
management over recreation management.   

 
 The boundary was also established to continue to provide high quality, non-

destructive climbing and camping experiences at the park outside the natural 
preserve.  Regarding the area west of the San Lorenzo River, the Department 
has a legal commitment with the county to maintain the quality and condition of 
the Saratoga Toll Road to ensure that it is suitable for passage of emergency 
vehicles where necessary for fire prevention and emergency response, which 
conflicts with the Natural Preserve subclassification.  Also, vehicle access roads 
used for maintenance of high power transmission lines would be in conflict with 
this subclassification.  Therefore, this area was excluded from the proposed 
Natural Preserve. 

 
Please see response to item number 72. 

 
(W) 103. Please see response to item number 2. 
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(D-M) 104. Please see response to item numbers 46 and 91.  On page 59, the 

general plan states that a comprehensive resource management program should 
be established for the management of natural processes and elements at Castle 
Rock State Park.  The term “program” may include a management plan if 
determined necessary at a future time.  The general plan outlines the intent of 
the Department, and the guidelines direct future park management toward 
attainment of the plan’s stated goals.  However, detailed management plans, if 
included in the general plan, may not be the best method the Department would 
choose to address a problem in the future. 

 
(RM) 105.   Please refer to pgs. 60-61 of the Preliminary General Plan and the 

subsection entitled Special Plants and Communities.  Any proposed future 
developments are subject to CEQA, and the Department will conduct surveys for 
sensitive species during appropriate seasons prior to any site-specific 
development.  This is standard Department policy.  

  
 Several field surveys to compile a flora list for Castle Rock State Park were 

conducted during the spring and summer of 1996 and 1997.  Special attention 
was focused on 14 special plant species identified by research as potentially 
occurring in the park.  A single species, Brewer’s calandrinia, was located in the 
park. 

 
(RM) 106. Dogtail grass is listed in the Appendix A of the Preliminary General Plan.  

Certainly this exotic grass is a component of the herbaceous understories of the 
Black Oak Woodlands.  However, the degree of its adverse effects on the 
herbaceous understories is debatable.  It is only one of several non-native and  
native species that comprise the herbaceous cover.  More information on exotic 
species and Castle Rock plant communities is provided in the Resource 
Inventory for the park, which is on file at the Northern Service Center and the 
Santa Cruz District office.  Expert opinion is divided as to the efficacy of burning 
in order to encourage a more native composition for grasslands and herbaceous 
understories of oak savannahs.  Some feel that the seasonal timing of 
prescribed burning may be the determining factor in success of these burns, 
although the evidence is not currently conclusive.  It is not the intent of a general 
plan to provide detailed resource management programs.  More focused 
planning, such as prescribed fire management or exotic plant control, is 
developed, prepared, and implemented at the district level. 

 
(NP) (W) 107. The Subclassification section within the Existing Conditions section 

will be amended to include or reference all categories of units that may be 
included within the boundaries of another unit of the State Park System. 

 
(P) (F) 108. A visitor survey that was conducted early in the planning process and 

input from park management staff indicated that management of parking was 
one of the important issues to be addressed by the general plan.  The parking 
issues included access locations, capacity, fees, potential resource impacts, and 
visitor safety.  The three goals established for the Partridge Farm area evolved 
from these expressed concerns.   

 
The present need, or demand, for off-highway parking is greater than the current 
capacity of the existing lot, unless visitor access and use are severely reduced 
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(as your proposal suggest they should be).  The identified parking lot cannot and 
should not be expanded at this location, due to significant resource impacts.  
The parking considerations are not for expanding visitor use, but to 
accommodate cars currently parking along the highway.  The existing interim 
parking lot was developed in a former meadow and natural drainage, at a time of 
limited state park ownership.  Partridge was considered as having good potential 
for day use parking, if properly designed, and if emphasis was placed on 
protecting resources.  The Partridge Farm area has sufficient size to establish 
buffers between facilities and sensitive resources.  This area also has sufficient 
size to situate a park office for visitor contact, park orientation, and improved 
interpretation of resource values.  As stated on page 91, in phase 2, “Parking 
would be removed from the existing parking lot, with no net increase in the 
overall day use parking capacity for this area.”  This describes the intentions of 
the Department.  Parking alternatives are discussed, based on the outcomes of 
resource assessments and management of visitor impacts. 

 
(C) (P) 109. The general plan on pages 94 and 95 describes the guidelines and goal to 

“rehabilitate existing campsites and trails, and restore the primitive camping 
experience.”  The existing and proposed trail camps discussed in the general 
plan will provide an improved primitive camping experience.  Please see 
response to item number 1. 
 

(G) The quality of visitor experience of the Lion Caves, Goat Rock, and the Black 
Oak Woodland can be measured differently by different people.  For those 
people who are seeking wilderness, any increase in visitation will be noticed.  For 
climbers, the quality of experience will be affected by the closure of some rocks 
for climbing, while this same action will enhance the experience for others 
interested in the geologic formations, flora, and fauna.  Castle Rock State Park is 
currently affected by other disturbances such as two state highways, residential 
developments, a gun club, and rock climbing activities.  Consequently, we do not 
considered this a wilderness experience. 
 

(RM) 110. On page 48 of the general plan, the first and second paragraphs will be 
deleted.  This text will be revised and inserted in “The Plan” section, following the 
discussion of Allowable Use Intensity as follows:   

 
MANAGING RESOURCES AND VISITOR IMPACTS 
 
It is recognized that any recreational use produces at least some 
impact, and that the Department needs to manage visitor impacts.  
Also recognized is the importance of providing and maintaining 
diversity in resource features and conditions of the park.  
 
Goal:   Apply processes and methods of visitor impact analysis to 
minimize resources impacts and maintain appropriate types and 
levels of visitor use within this unit. 
 
Guidelines: In accordance with the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA), prior to site specific development or preparation of 
management plans, the area of potential impact will be surveyed 
and reviewed by appropriate personnel and responsible agencies.  
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Resource conditions will be assessed an appropriate actions taken 
to maintain acceptable conditions and manage use accordingly.  
 

The reference to standards and stable systems has been deleted from the 
General Plan as indicated above.  Standards for resources conditions and 
assessments may be established as part of management plans prepared at a 
later date.  Please see response to item number 31. 

 
(W) 111. Please see response to item numbers 1 and 173. 
 
(RM) 112. It is fully expected that guidelines will be followed.  Please see response 

to item numbers 72 and 102. 
(D-M) 113. A general plan sets the goals and provides guidelines to clarify intent and 

a desired outcome for various resource management proposals.  It is not an 
implementation plan, and does not establish focused planning efforts for 
resource management.  Addressing specific resource needs may require 
management plans, such as a prescribed burn plan.  However, the detailed 
methodology for achieving the intended outcomes occurs at the district level.  
Please see response to item number 104. 

 
 Public review occurs when a Negative Declaration or Environmental Impact 

Report is required for future projects, which may include a management plan or 
proposed development project. 

 
(RM) 114. Please see response to items number 46, 113, and 138.   
 
 A general plan sets the goals and provides guidelines to clarify intent and a 

desired outcome for various resource management proposals.  It is not an 
implementation plan, and does not establish resource management program 
priorities. The details for the methods of achieving the intended results are the 
product of future management planning that typically occurs at the district level. 

 
(RM) 115. Perpetuation of natural vegetation elements will generally provide the 

necessary habitat conditions for native fauna.  The goals regarding wildlife 
management (p. 63) and biocorridors (p. 64) provide guidelines that iterate the 
necessary intent and direction for perpetuating native wildlife. 

 
 It is fully expected that guidelines will be followed.  Please see response to item 

number 72 regarding the use of “guidelines.”   
 
(RM) 116. The Department recognizes the importance of bioconnectivity and 

appropriately includes a goal and guidelines that reflect this importance.  These 
guidelines recommend “the collection of baseline information and the monitoring 
of the health and function of core areas and biocorridors.”  The details for the 
methods of achieving the intended results are the product of future management 
planning that typically occurs at the district level. 

 
 In many cases the Department has no influence or legal empowerment to ensure 

how private lands adjoining parks are managed.  Identification of connectivity 
across lands of private owners can create legal problems for the Department.  
Hence, the phrase, “whenever possible”, is appropriate.  
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 The CEQA process does not obligate the Department to address any significant 

ecological impacts on the Santa Cruz Mountains bioregion. 
 
(RM) 117. The dark skies will be identified as a significant natural resource on page 

23 of the general plan as follows: 
  
Dark Skies 

Although not often recognized, dark skies are a significant natural 
resource, especially for the urban dweller seeking a place absent of light 
pollution sources so common in the metropolitan areas of the Santa Clara 
Valley to the east.  Castle Rock State Park is a good location for viewing 
dark skies.  The park’s distance and orientation away from the city lights 
creates favorable conditions along Skyline Boulevard for this type of 
activity.  Support facilities, such as parking and restrooms, and other 
developments can increase light pollution and require design 
considerations to minimize impacts. 

 
(RM) (I) Astronomy activities require vehicle access for loading and unloading 

telescopes, as well as parking and restroom facilities.  This activity is currently 
accommodated at Partridge Farm by special use permit.  A guideline exists on 
page 87 of the general plan that calls for consideration of astronomy activities in 
the future facility planning and designs.  The lighting industry produces several 
types of lighting fixtures that reduce light pollution, and along with proper design 
can minimize the impacts from area lighting.  Environmental impacts will be 
further evaluated at the time more specific development plans are proposed. 

 
 The description of visitors experiencing clear moonless nights is also mentioned 

in the Spirit of Place on page 3. 
 
(CC) 118. The general plan, on page 70, clearly states “The carrying capacity of land 

is understood here to mean a land’s inherent ability to sustain over time both the 
integrity of its natural systems and the land uses dependent upon them.”  
Furthermore, it defines categories of allowable use intensity that correlate the 
significance, sensitivities, and constraints of the unit’s resources with an 
allowable degree of disturbance due to human impacts.  The evaluations of 
resource constraints were partly derived from earlier analysis and mapping of 
soils, slope, vegetation, hydrology, wildlife habitats, seismic potential, and 
erosion potential.  The impact on resources, resource management goals, and 
visitor perceptions and attitudes are interdependent components that were used 
to make determinations on carrying capacity or use intensity. 

 
 The discussion of carrying capacity and allowable use intensity is adequate for 

this goal-oriented general plan and first tier environmental review.   
 
(F) 119. The reference to the amount of additional trails projected for the park on 

page 74 will be deleted from the general plan.  The Department determined it is 
unnecessary to include, since it does not indicate the actual or potential 
locations, length, or type of trail use, which would be the purpose of the future 
Trail’s Plan.  The 10 miles of trails mentioned in the general plan was a general 
estimate of the unit’s trail potential, considering a possible loop-trail that could 
follow portions of the existing road at the southern end of the unit. 
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 The general plan, on page 84, provides goals and guidelines for special 

protection of sensitive plant and wildlife habitats and geologic features.  Included 
in these guidelines it is stated that “... limited trails should be designed to provide 
access in areas where they would have the least impact on wildlife habitat and 
ecological systems.  Future trails development should be guided by a unitwide 
trails plan and directed by Departmental resource management and interpretive 
policies, whereby preservation and resource protection are considered the 
primary management philosophy in the area.” 

 
(RG) 120. The Department’s policy for concessions is stated on page 81 of the 

general plan.  The general plan does not propose or anticipate concession 
facility development at Castle Rock State Park.  However, the Department does 
support concession contracts as a legitimate means of providing visitor services 
and products.  As stated in the general plan “specific proposals to contract for 
services will be considered on a case-by-case basis.” 

 
 The guideline on page 81 will be deleted:  
 

• Mobile food units should be considered for providing contract services 
to visitors of Castle Rock State Park, when operated in appropriate 
parking lot locations. 

 
(RM) (NP) 121. Please see response to item number 102. 
 
(I) CEQA (RM) 122. Please see response to item number 138.  The Department 

believes there is sufficient language in the Castle Rock State Park Preliminary 
General Plan for protection of sensitive ecological resources.  The general plan 
sets goals and provides guidelines to clarify intent and a desired outcome for 
various resource management proposals and programs.  It is not an 
implementation plan.  The Department carries that out through the responsibility 
of the district.  The Department is not going to provide a Revised Preliminary 
General Plan that expands the boundaries of CRSP; any plan indicating 
expanded boundaries of the unit could subject this Department to liability for 
inverse condemnation. 

 
(P) (D-M) 123. The general plan will not address issues related to how or when the 

plan will be implemented.  The Department’s future decisions to remove existing 
parking or establish new parking areas will follow other processes after the 
general plan is adopted.  These processes involve interrelated components such 
as: funding, staffing, agency coordination, resource protection, site 
investigations, or preparation of management plans.  Please see response to 
item number 108.  

 
(C) (W) 124. Please see response to item numbers 1, 2, 49, and 109.  Castle 

Rock State Park will continue to provide opportunities for visitor experiences that 
are compatible with resource management objectives.  The state park 
classification and proposed declaration of purpose, will remain as presented in 
the preliminary general plan. 

 



  Page 29 of 40 

(CEQA) 125. The Department disagrees with the CNPS’ opinion that the 
Preliminary General Plan is in violation of the California Environmental Quality Act.   
A. Please see response to item number 97. 
B. CNPS has opined that the Preliminary General Plan (PGP) has failed to 

identify significant environmental impacts of the proposed project.  The EIR for 
the General Plan focused on general impacts of the project implementation as 
part of the “tiering” approach.  The Department is aware that additional impacts 
may be identified when specific projects are formulated; however, the 
identification of such impacts at this level of planning would be purely 
speculative.  The CNPS has not provided any example or substantiation of 
those impacts that should be identified. 

C. The CNPS has expressed the opinion that the PGP fails to mitigate to a less 
than significant level the unavoidable impacts associated with shifting the 
visitor impact to Partridge Farm.   Please see response to item number 98. 

 
(RM) 126. The information in this appendix was derived from several sources, 

including published literature, San Jose State University, and local 
knowledgeable botanists.  Both the Santa Clara and Santa Cruz Chapters of 
CNPS were contacted for their knowledge of the flora of Castle Rock State Park.  
DPR staff compiled a list of observed plant species from several field trips in 
1996 and 1997.  A comprehensive Plant Life inventory of Castle Rock State 
Park, including an extensive list of vascular plant species, is on file at the 
Northern Service Center and the Santa Cruz District office. 

 
(M) 127. Maps appearing in the general plan are prepared for long-range planning 

purposes.  Map information was obtained from the United States Geological 
Society (USGS) 1998, 1997- 98 field investigations, 1963 and 1979 aerial photo 
surveys, and 1979 study by Harvey & Stanley Associates, Inc. titled Natural 
Resources Inventory of Castle Rock State Park and the Upper San Lorenzo 
River Basin (including constraint maps).  

 
(RM) (M) Detailed information, including references, is provided in the draft Natural 

Resource Inventories for Castle Rock State Park, which are on file at the 
Northern Service Center and the Santa Cruz District office.  The scale of maps 
appears on the right side of each map.  Department staff conducted numerous 
field trips in 1996 and 1997 to collect natural resource information and to verify 
and ground truth other data sources.  Every delineated Ecological Unit was field 
checked by Department staff.  The mapping scale necessarily limits the detail of 
mapped information.  For example, an area of vegetation 10m X 10m would be 
mapped as an inclusion within the surrounding dominant vegetation type.  
However, if the small area of vegetation was a rare natural plant community, this 
would be noted.  The derivation of ecological units and their application to 
natural processes and organisms is detailed in the Ecology Resource Inventory 
for the park.  In short, the Ecological Unit boundaries for this park are primarily 
determined on the basis of watersheds and hydrologic processes. 

 
(RM) 128. You have corrected an oversight in our editing.  The wording in the last 

sentence, paragraph 2, page 15, will be revised as follows:   
“Although not as biologically diverse unique as ancient forests, these second 
growth communities provide valuable wildlife habitat.” 
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(CEQA) (W) 129. The Preliminary General Plan provides generalized concepts and 
assessment of impacts.  Subsequent planning, such as resource management 
plans and project plans, will provide greater detail necessary for a more 
complete evaluation and mitigation, as required through the California 
Environmental Quality Act processes.  Please see response to item number 2. 

 
(RM) 130. This paragraph was constructed to portray the historic land uses the park 

has been subjected to and provide general examples of some of the results 
these land use practices have on wildlife.  Because the park does not have long 
term records in regards to wildlife composition, references were made to wildlife 
species that are documented for Santa Cruz County.  References to blue 
grosbeaks and burrowing owls will be stricken from the paragraph.  Please see 
response to item number 131. 

 
(G) (P) 131. Page 16, paragraph 4 will be revised as follows: 

 
Historic land use in the state park has included the introduction of a variety of 
disturbance factors that affect native wildlife populations.  These include 
logging, tan-bark and firewood harvesting, poaching, hunting, trapping, 
highway and residence residential construction, agricultural conversion, 
Native American vegetation burning by Native Americans, wildfire prevention 
and suppression, and the introduction of exotic plants and animals.  
Volunteer habitat restoration projects have mitigated some of the past 
disturbances.  The California grizzly bear, Mexican jaguar, California condor, 
blue grosbeak and coho salmon and burrowing owl no longer exist in Santa 
Cruz County or have experienced significant population declines there the 
vicinity of the park.  

 
(D-M) 132. Please see response to item number 131. 
 
(RM) 133. Forest stands are protected at Castle Rock State Park by virtue of the 

“State Park” classification.  It is the intent of the Department to retain healthy 
stands of forested habitats at the park to serve as you suggest. 

 
(RM) 134. A sentence will be added to the preamble of the Sensitive Animals 

section, page 17, that says:  “See Appendix B, page 130, for a list of sensitive 
wildlife species that occur, or for which potential habitat exists within Castle Rock 
State Park.”  The General Plan format provides for a summary of resources.  
The Resource Inventory for the park, which is an open document in terms of the 
need to continue to update information, provides or references species-specific 
information. 

 
(RM) 135. Please see response to item number 134.  Also refer to Appendix B in the 

general plan for a list of bird species. 
 
(RM) (D-M) 136. Managing vegetation towards a natural condition with a minimum of 

disruption to natural processes means to manage the vegetation in such a 
manner that natural community and population dynamics will continue to 
function.  A minimum disruption to natural processes may entail alternative 
methods of replicating natural processes, such as the use of prescribed fire to 
relieve the danger of wildfire while continuing the processes that fire drives.  
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Quantitative objectives and goals are necessary; however, the General Plan 
document is not meant to provide this detail.   Resource Management Planning 
provides the details of how to achieve the broad goals of the General Plan.  

 
(I) The only plant community that could be considered sensitive in this area is the 

Black Oak Woodland, which is of local significance, but common statewide.  A 
perceived significant impact from excessive numbers of visitors is exaggerated.  
While some impact from visitors is a possibility, it would not be significant.  The 
real threat is a lack of regeneration due to several factors, including the loss of 
acorns and seedlings from wildlife consumption and a total suppression of fire in 
this community for at least the past 50 years.  In many locations, replacement by 
Douglas-fir is an end result in the absence of periodic fires. 

 
(RM) 137. The goal presented on page 60, paragraph 2 states:  “Preserve and 

perpetuate examples of natural plant communities, restore, protect, and maintain 
native ecosystems and indigenous flora and fauna.”  Native forests are inclusive 
under this goal.  The resource management objectives for the various Resource 
Management Zones (pp. 57-58) reinforce this goal.  Please see response to item 
number 138 regarding setting quantitative targets. 

 
(D-M) 138. The General Plan does not determine the details of how all goals will be 

achieved.  How and when these are accomplished are determined by more 
detailed planning efforts.  

 
(CC) (D-M) 139. Please see response to item number 70.  The Department agrees 

that further studies are needed to determine actual carrying capacities based on 
quantitative information and analysis.  However, this is only a “general” plan as 
we intended, and not a detailed management plan as you suggest it should be.  

 
(RM) 140. It is the goal of the proposed Preliminary General Plan to protect and 

perpetuate native wildlife populations at the park (p. 63).  Wildlife regulatory 
agencies have reviewed and commented on the Preliminary General Plan.  
These agencies have not indicated that there is anything proposed in the 
document that warrants endangered species consultation.   

 
(D-M) 141.   The level of analysis was commensurate with the level of detail for the 

General Plan.  The life of a general plan is supposedly about 20 years.  During 
that time, the Department will be considering and implementing a variety of 
management and project plans for the unit.  At the those times, the Department 
will be able to analyze more specific impacts to sensitive species and the status 
of some species could be better defined or recognized. 

 
(CEQA)  142.  The Preservation Priority and Wilderness Classification Alternatives are 

ecologically superior to the proposed plan; however, they do not provide the 
same level of recreational or range of resource management opportunities as the 
proposed plan. 

 
(CEQA)  143.  Please see response to item number 97. 
 
(G) 144. Thank you for your support of the proposed general plan and strong 

commitment to the future of Castle Rock State Park. 
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(RC) 145. As a state park, protecting and preserving significant resources at Castle 

Rock is a primary goal of our Department.  It is also a primary goal of this 
general plan.  State parks also provide for public access and recreational 
opportunities.  Climbing is considered a legitimate form of recreation (even in 
wilderness) if resources are protected and visitor activities can be managed such 
that resource impacts are kept within a desired range.  The general plan calls for 
the preparation of a climbing management plan to determine how and where 
low-impact climbing can continue, with minimal impacts to resources.  The 
process for preparing this management plan includes further scientific studies 
and environmental review.  To protect the most significant resources in the park, 
a natural preserve is proposed in the general plan where all types of climbing 
would be prohibited.  The general plan does not propose development for an 
ever increasing use of this state park.  It attempts to improve the organization of 
administrative, public contact, and visitor support facilities, with expectations for 
improved management capabilities, resource conditions, and visitor enjoyment.  
Our Department’s mission (or approach) is to manage for both “protection” and 
appropriate “use”, and to prepare plans that define the relationship between 
these two goals for each State Park System unit. 

 
(M) 146. The Santa Clara County Parks Department states in their park's brochure 

that the Upper Stevens Creek County Park has mature stands of Douglas fir and 
redwoods. 

 
(S) 147. The reference to concerns about ranger staffing on page 10 of the 

General Plan will be changed to read “inadequate.”  Castle Rock State Park is 
allocated two full-time ranger positions.  While one ranger has worked 
continuously at this unit since 1981, according to our records, the other position 
has been vacant a total of 17 months since 1984 due to staff changes.  All 
rangers have additional responsibilities that require time away from their primary 
assignments, particularly associated with being a peace officer (e.g., defensive 
tactics, first responder, firearms qualification, POST legal requirements, and 
court appearances).  Other voluntary duties include firearms instruction and 
inspection, union representation, and various types of training. Infrequently, 
perhaps once a month, a ranger is requested at another park for emergencies or 
specific staffing situations.  These circumstances are typical for most field 
employees. 

 
(RM) 148. Even though this state park was established in 1968, the lands on which 

logging continued into the early 1970’s occurred on private property before it was 
acquired by the State.   

 
(D-M) 149.   Although the efforts of Tony Look and the Sempervirens Fund are much 

appreciated by the Department, it is not the function of the General Plan to 
provide a complete history of the unit.  A more detailed history can be found in 
the unit Resource Inventory document. 

 
(RM) 150. The Lion Caves is temporarily closed to the “public”, due to the resource 

damage and the lack of an authorized trail.  The general plan includes the Lion 
Caves within the proposed natural preserve that would prohibit climbing 
activities, but still allow public access for interpretive purposes. 
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(I) 151. The general plan addresses this issue on pages 10 and 69.  On page 37, 
gun range noise pollution will be added to the list of common issues with other 
agencies. 

 
(MB) 152.  Please see response to items number 44 and 55.  
 
(RC) The Castle Rock Climbers Committee was established in December 1998, to 

assist the Department in preparing a Climbing Management Plan.  This 
committee is reviewing for applicability other recent plans, such as Pinnacles 
National Monument and Joshua Tree National Park, and will determine 
additional research needs.  All research and documents produced by this 
committee will be shared with other agencies. 

 
(RM) 153. Introductory language will be added on page 62 which describes the 

benefits of fire under controlled, prescriptive conditions, but recognizes the 
dangers associated with wildfires occurring under conditions not within the 
control of park managers. 

 
(M) (MB) 154. Please see response to item number 152.  The general plan 

encourages this type of coordination between agencies to resolve issues of 
common interest, particularly in planning regional trails that connect state parks 
with county parks and MROSD open space preserves. 

 
(S) 155. Please see responses to items number 1, 18, and 74. There most likely 

would not be a gate closure as is the practice at other camping facilities in 
California State Parks. Currently, the public can enter the park at various 
locations and hike to the two trail camps, although the turnouts are posted 
closed one-half hour after sunset. Visitors do not usually stray away from their 
campsites in the dark. 

 
 The campground would be year-round.  Pets are allowed on leash in camping 

areas throughout State park units and are monitored by park staff and 
volunteers.  

 
 Use is anticipated for the proposed camping facility at Partridge Farm as visitors 

currently have to hike approximately two and one-half mile to the present Castle 
Rock Trail Camp (23 sites). The walk-in campsites will have easier accessibility 
and some enhanced amenities. 

 
(S) 156.  New facilities proposed are minimal and located in one area; hence, these 

facilities should not substantially increase requirements for additional staff. 
 
(MB) 157.  Please see responses to items number 44 and 152.  As previously 

mentioned, the State’s bicycle policy renders local decisions regarding the use of 
mountain bikes subject to the discretion of the District Superintendent. 

 
(W) (DOP) 158. No comparisons exist between Sinkyone and Castle Rock, other 

than to point out their differences.  Sinkyone is a larger state park (7,367 acres) 
with very different issues.  The general plan and its declared purpose for Castle 
Rock SP “. . . is to preserve the outstanding natural resources, wildland values, 
and supporting ecosystems ... while providing opportunities for the visiting public 
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to enjoy and be inspired...”.  The goals and guidelines of the general plan aim 
toward achieving both preservation and recreation objectives, within the 
parameters of the state park classification.  This plan and its proposals are not 
based on a mandate to generate revenues. 

 
(W) 159. We prefer to be more descriptive than rely on terms such as wilderness, 

where the meaning often varies between individuals. 
 
(RC) 160. Areas such as the Castle Rock Ridge Resource Management Zone have 

been subjected to rock climbing for numerous years.  Cursory surveys of some 
“climbing rocks” during the inventory phase of this project showed evidence of 
use by wildlife, particularly rodents.   Turkey vultures have been observed 
nesting in a small cave located near a climbing route.  While this information 
suggests that some species do coexist with rock climbers, we do not have 
enough data to show the full extent of interactions, and it is likely that shy 
species may be precluded.  The Climbing Management Plan currently being 
developed for the park will address the interactions of climbers and wildlife, and 
develop and implement strategies to conserve species.  The goal of protecting 
significant resource values in relation to low-impact rock climbing is identified on 
page 89 of the Preliminary General Plan document. 

 
(RM) 161. Travertine Springs and its associated formations are identified as a 

significant natural resource of the Travertine Springs RMZ (Table 4, Page 58).  
The resource management objectives described for this RMZ include the 
protection of springs and seeps.  Please see response to item number 61. 

 
(RM) 162. The Preliminary General Plan calls for the development of a Watershed 

Management Plan, which will identify specific management actions intended to 
achieve watershed management goals (page 59).  The structures you refer to 
should be addressed under this proposed management plan. 

 
(I) 163. While there is considerable use of the trails near the main parking lot, the 

greatest user impacts occur at the points of attraction—the Falls, and the various 
rock formations.  These attractions are already easily accessible from the 
existing main parking lot.  Control measures at the site of impact should have 
more effect on the protection of resources than the location of the parking lot.  
The proximity of the Lion Caves to the proposed public access at Partridge Farm 
was of concern to the planning team; improved accessibility could lead to use 
impacts.  The plan proposes to include the Lion Caves within the Natural 
Preserve boundaries, which would restrict some uses of the area.  An authorized 
trail would be designed to control access into this area.  Further, the use of 
Partridge Farm as a the primary visitor contact would enable the staff to more 
conveniently patrol the Lion Caves and educate the public to the sensitivity and 
need for protection of the Lion Caves area. 

 
(I) 164. The commentator is correct in noting that the issues of concern to this 

Department are primarily those that occur in the two-dimensional aspect.  Those 
issues of a three-dimensional character were not considered as threatening.  
There are no known oil or mineral reserves in the immediate vicinity to constitute 
a viable threat.  The noise impact from aircraft passing over the park is 
considerably less intrusive than that of the neighboring gun range, as has been 
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pointed out by the commentors.  The impacts of air pollution are beyond the 
jurisdictional concerns of the Department. 

 
(G) 165. The Department's mission is to protect resources and provide recreational 

opportunities.  Please see response to item number 1. 
 
(P) 166. Phasing is not mentioned on page 44, but is discussed on page 91 of the 

general plan.  The general plan, on pages 86 - 92, also describes the goals and 
guidelines for Partridge and day-use parking development and future planning 
considerations during this transition period.  The goals of the general plan are 
felt to be attainable, under favorable conditions and with mitigation of some 
potential impacts.  While some development proposals may never be realized,  
there are benefits to the public even if two smaller parking lots result and 
roadside parking is removed off the highway shoulder.  On page 91, the general 
plan states “... with no increase in overall day use parking capacity for this area.”  

 
(G) (M) (I) 167. The multi-agency visitor center, as discussed on page 98, requires 

further study of alternative sites and programs, if the various agencies determine 
it desirable to pursue in the future.  The Department considered the potential for 
a park headquarters office and primary visitor contact location at Saratoga Gap.  
However, this alternative was discounted due to the related impacts of long-term 
parking and traffic. 

 
(P) 168. The general plan’s goals and guidelines on pages 90 - 92, recognize the 

visitor and operational needs for parking as an integrated system, and directs 
improvements to specific areas for specific needs.  The general plan does 
propose the improvement of smaller roadside parking areas at trailhead 
locations, as you suggested.  The day-use parking proposed for Partridge 
addresses the visitor access and parking needs for the Castle Rock Ridge area, 
as well.  Off-highway parking is much easier and more efficient to manage than 
sporadic roadside parking.  Partridge has a larger land base than any other 
location in the park, including the existing main parking lot.  It would provide for 
the appropriate design and development of required parking facilities. 

 
(P) (M)  169. As stated in the guidelines on page 91, “Actions should be initiated 

through Caltrans for highway parking restrictions and access requirements in 
conjunction with plan development at Partridge Farm.”  Our Department is 
required to submit detailed drawings and obtain an encroachment permit from 
Caltrans prior to the construction of major public use facilities with access off the 
State Highway.  Improved design requirements for access and egress off State 
Highway 35 will be coordinated with Caltrans when future detailed plans are 
prepared.  The general plan does not go into this level of detailed planning and 
design.  

 
(C) 170. Please see response to item number 1.   
 
(I) Visitors should not feed the animals and should pack out everything they bring 

into the park.  Also, visitors must use garbage containers when provided.  Park 
managers are working with the industry to design tamper-proof containers and 
food storage systems for campgrounds and picnic areas.  The least desirable 
alternative is to remove all people. 
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(RC) 171. Rock climbing has been an ongoing activity at Castle Rock State Park 

since its establishment and does not represent a new, proposed use or impact. 
Particularly considering the current work being done at the national level in this 
regard, it appears appropriate to have a rock climbing committee research, 
analyze, evaluate, recommend, document and implement policies in conjunction 
with this park unit.  Please see responses to items number 51, 68, and 145. 

 
(RM) “Appropriate personnel” can include, but is not limited to, Departments within the 

Resource Agency and Parks and Recreation headquarters, district, and sector 
staff, university students and professors, private consultants and volunteers, or 
other private citizens and organizations.  It is difficult to determine who will be 
involved until the process is initiated. 

 
(I) California State Parks staff usually is in the best position to identify impacts or 

changing conditions, while park visitors, volunteers, and researchers may have 
occasion to notice a situation that warrants attention.  The district’s resource 
ecologist and unit rangers primarily carry out these types of resource 
assessment programs.  District personnel will provide data, analysis, and 
mitigation measures, with involvement by headquarters staff and consultation 
with other entities.  

 
(I) 172. The existing resource impacts are occurring as result of uncontrolled use - 

volunteer trails, improper (high impact) climbing, lack of public education of the 
rules and resource sensitivities, dispersed use without proper sanitation and 
waste removal, etc. 

 
(W) 173. The Declaration of Purpose (DOP) serves to recognize the significant 

resources to be protected and the opportunities for interpretation and the public’s 
enjoyment of these resource values.  Our Department recognizes that some 
earlier DOPs were written in terms that were too general while others may have 
included terms such as “near wilderness” that could be interpreted differently, 
without clear definition.  The interim DOP guided the initial acquisition and 
management of less than 600 acres.  Subsequent acquisition added 3000 plus 
acres to the park with justification for its wide recreation potential and 
management of watersheds and critical habitat.  In evaluating the earlier DOP, 
the Department determined that the DOP should not arbitrarily discount 
“improved” facilities in the future, and that the use of modern methods may better 
serve visitor needs.  The general plan, on page 95, provides goals and 
guidelines to enhance the primitive camping experience, without using the 
Declaration of Purpose to unnecessarily restrict future opportunities. 

 
(I) (M) 174. The radio towers on Mt. Bielawski are not on state park property, 

therefore the Department has no authority to act upon their removal.  However, 
the Department is concerned about the development of radio towers on Mt. 
Bielawski, as stated on page 42, and the guideline on page 68 directs the 
Department to work with adjoining jurisdictions regarding land use and 
development within the viewshed of the unit, which would include CDF and the 
towers. 

 
(RM) 175. The guidelines on page 67 indicate that measures will be taken to identify, 

record, and protect all significant historic and prehistoric sites and features.  On-
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going investigations will identify and record rock art sites in the park and 
determine their significance and the desired level of protection.  The Department 
will consider different methods to be implemented in order to protect these 
resources.  The method or selection of the specific mitigation measure is not 
within the scope of the general plan. 

 
(W) (MB) 176. The plan does not propose that the park be returned to a 

wilderness state, therefore it is an issue already covered by existing Department 
and Park Commission policy (see Appendix F).  Please see responses to items 
numbers 2, 44, and 55.   

 
 
(G) 177. The magnetometer has not been ignored.  It has a place in the 

Interpretive Prospectus, which more fully discusses interpretation for the park.  
However, we agree that it is important and will include it in the General Plan.  
The following guideline will be added on page 79 of the General Plan: 

 
Guidelines for Magnetometer Site: 
 

• It is recommended that the Magnetometer Site, near Castle Rock Trail 
Camp, be interpreted for its own value as well as the role Russell 
Varian, early proponent of the park, played in developing it. 

 
(C) 178. Please see response to item number 1.   
  
(D-M) The Department will prepare an overall site plan for the project area, prior to the 

construction of major facilities at Partridge Farm.  Minor capitol outlay 
improvements and provisions for immediate public use can be accomplished 
without the required site plan.  All development and changes in land uses are 
subject to an environmental review for the purposes of CEQA.  

 
 The general plan calls for a resource assessment, but it would be inappropriate 

for the general plan to determine how, when, and to what level it will be 
accomplished. 

 
(P) 179. There is no implication made by this statement that impacts will be the 

same.  It only implies that the general plan would not increase the day use 
parking capacity or generate an increase in overall visitor attendance due to 
parking. 

 
(I) Site investigations and resource assessments do not necessarily constitute a 

plan.  The term “should” in this general plan indicates the Department’s intent to 
take appropriate actions, without mandating specific plans that may or may not 
be appropriate at a future time of implementation.  

 
(P) 180. The goal stated for roadside parking on page 92 is unrelated to the 

development of Partridge.   
 
 The California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection personnel respond to 

medical emergencies in the park and utilize Partridge Farm as a helicopter-
landing zone for medical evacuations.  Development at Partridge Farm may 
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preclude the continued use of this area for this purpose.  However, other 
locations will be evaluated that could provide a suitable replacement site for 
emergency evacuation. 

 
(C) 181. Please see response to item number 1.   
 
(I) 182.   No mitigation is proposed for the presence of park vehicles at the trail 

camps because this is an existing condition.  The relocation of the park 
headquarters to Partridge Farm would mitigate the impacts of this existing 
condition. 

 
(I) (G) 183.   Due to the difference in elevation between the highway and Caltrans 

maintenance yard, construction of an entrance would be extremely difficult.  The 
construction of a two-story parking structure would be prohibitively expensive 
particularly in view of the current level of use, and more so if public use is to be 
discouraged as some commentors have recommended.  The northwest corner of 
the Saratoga Gap intersection was considered by the planning team for a park 
headquarters and visitor center, but was rejected due to the potential traffic 
congestion it could create at the intersection and the problems it would continue 
with the separation of the public access/parking area, headquarters, and visitor 
center.  A visitor center with a park headquarters office at the northwest corner 
would require a larger parking area than the proposed multi-agency facility.  Use 
of the Caltrans maintenance yard for parking was rejected due to the potential 
hazard of pedestrian crossings of the highway.  In addition, CalTrans has 
recently withdrawn its intention to surplus or transfer their property.  The multi-
agency facility was seen as a center for the public to orient themselves to the 
recreational opportunities of the Santa Cruz Mountains.  Stops there would be of 
short duration and parking requirements, therefore, would be small. 

 
(MB) 184.   The general plan neither authorizes or restricts the use of mountain bikes 

in Castle Rock State Park.  Mountain bike use is currently allowed only on the 
service road to the trail camp.  The Department has an existing policy and 
process for making determinations regarding mountain bike use, and grants this 
authority to the District Superintendent (see Appendix F).  The decision to allow 
mountain bike use is also subject to the requirements of the California 
Environmental Quality Act. 

 
(M) 185.   The Department has no plans to acquire the Mount Bielawski property.  If 

the Mount Bielawski property were offered for sale, the Department could 
investigate its potential as an addition to the unit.  If the Department could 
acquire the property, existing easements, agreements, etc. for the 
communication equipment could preclude their removal. 

 
(P) (I) 186.   Page 107 recognizes the potential safety and traffic hazard for public 

access and egress at Partridge Farm.  A pedestrian crossing of Highway 35 to 
the Skyline Trail will need to be selected in view of the potential safety concerns.   

 
(I) (RM)  187.   Two geologists were consulted during the planning effort to consider the 

impacts on the tafoni.  A field trip was arranged with the planning team's 
resource ecologists.  The conclusion reached was there was a greater and more 
immediate threat to the other natural resources (vegetation and soils).  
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Protection of those resources could lead to some protection of the tafoni.  
Further, the subclassification of a portion of the State Park as Natural Preserve 
would give greater protection to the tafoni within the preserve.  The climbing 
management plan, should also provide for some protection of the tafoni in those 
areas outside of the proposed Natural Preserve. 

 
 Although of limited extent in the Santa Cruz Mountains, Black Oak Woodland 

(Black Oak Forest) is not considered a rare natural plant community as defined 
by the Department of Fish and Game.  It is widely distributed throughout the 
state.  The Lion Caves is not a plant community, but is included within the 
mapped Northern Mixed Chaparral vegetation type. 

 
(CEQA) (I) 188.   Please see response to items number 72 and 110.  Department 

staff would develop thresholds of significance or initiate mitigation measures.  As 
to the climbing impacts outside of the proposed Preserve, those lands are still 
classified as a State Park and subject to the protection of that classification.  In 
an effort to mitigate the impacts of climbing, the Department has already started 
the preparation of a climbing management plan as is recommended in the 
Preliminary General Plan. 

 
(W) 189.   Please see response to item numbers 1, 2, 21, and 183.  The use of 

"wilderness" in the name of the unit has led to confusion regarding the 
management directions and expectations on behalf of the public and other 
agencies in regards to Sinkyone Wilderness State Park.  There appears to be no 
advantage to repeating the situation at Castle Rock State Park. 

 
(W) (RM)  190.   Please see response to item numbers 2, 102, and 110. 
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FINDINGS 
CASTLE ROCK STATE PARK GENERAL PLAN 

 
 
CULTURAL RESOURCES 
IMPACT 
There is a potential impact to cultural resources. 
 
MITIGATION 
Prior to site specific development or preparation of management plans, areas of potential impact will be reviewed 
by Departmental historians and archeologists to determine the presence and significance of cultural resources, 
the potential impact and recommended mitigation, if appropriate.  The alteration or removal of any historic or 
archeological features will be subject to PRC 5024.5 review requirements.  The evaluation is reviewed by the 
Departmental coordinator and also by the Office of Historic Preservation, if impact to a National Register-eligible 
site is possible.   
 Responsibility: Department Historian/Archeologist  
 Monitoring/Reporting: An evaluation required under PRC 5024.5 is submitted by Departmental 

historians or archeologist to the Office of Historic Preservation for their 
concurrence. 

 
FINDING 
The impact resulting from development or resource management projects can be mitigated to a non-significant 
level.  Significance of impact resulting from public use to unidentified sites or resources can not be determined.  
 
ESTHETICS 
IMPACT 
There are potential visual impacts. 
 
MITIGATION  
Visual impacts can be mitigated by careful siting, design, and selection of materials.  Landscaping with native 
plant species in the Partridge Farm area could screen development of parking areas and walk-in campsites. 
 Responsibility: Project manager, Department of Parks and Recreation 
 Monitoring/Reporting: Project review required as part of the second tier     
 CEQA  process.  
   
FINDING 
The impact can be mitigated to a non-significant level. 
 
WILDLIFE 
IMPACT 
There is a potential impact to wildlife. 
 
MITIGATION 
Prior to construction of facilities and trails, areas of potential impact will be surveyed for the presence of the 
endangered or threatened animal species.  If there is a potential for impact, the Department of Fish and Game 
and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service will be consulted.  Facilities or trails will be relocated to avoid impact.  
Nesting or spawning periods can be avoided with proper scheduling of construction or resource management 
activities. 
 Responsibility: District Staff/Resource Ecologist 
 Monitoring/Reporting: Project review required as part of the second tier     
 CEQA  process.  



 

 

 
FINDING 
The impact resulting from development or resource management projects can be mitigated to a non-significant 
level.  Significance of impact resulting from public use can not be determined.  Proposed resource monitoring will 
provide Department with basis for future evaluation.   
 
VEGETATION 
IMPACT 
There is a potential impact to vegetation, including listed plant species, and sensitive plant communities. 
 
MITIGATION 
Prior to any habitat restoration or construction, the areas will be surveyed for the presence of listed plant species 
and sensitive plant communities.  If any are found in the proposed area of construction or habitat restoration, the 
Department will consult with the US Fish and Wildlife Service and the Department of Fish and Game to 
incorporate protective measures or redesign the project to avoid impact. 
 Responsibility: District Staff/Resource Ecologist 
 Monitoring/Reporting: Project review required as part of the second tier     
 CEQA  process. 
 
FINDING 
The impact resulting from development or resource management projects can be mitigated to a non-significant 
level.  Significance of impact resulting from public use can not be determined.  Proposed resource monitoring will 
provide Department with basis for future evaluation. 
 
TRAFFIC 
IMPACT 
There is potential impact to traffic at the entrance for Partridge Farm. 
 
MITIGATION 
The Department will consult with the CalTrans for the design requirements for providing safe access and egress 
at Partridge Farm. Left turn channelization and right turn acceleration and deceleration lanes may be necessary. 
 Responsibility: Department project manager 
 Monitoring/reporting:  Project review required as part of the second tier CEQA  process.  Conformance 

with CalTrans  standards or recommendations will be considered meeting 
minimum requirements.        

FINDING 
The impact can be mitigated to a non-significant level. 
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