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From: Peter Schmidt <deeptimeafrica@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, September 14, 2025 5:02 PM

To: Santa Rosa Public Comment@CALFIRE

Subject: Significant Concerns regarding Transparent Treatment of
Archaeological Survey Methods

Attachments: Director CalFire Sept 12.Archaeology.pdf

This Message Is From an External Sender
This message came from outside your organization.

| Report Suspicious

Dear Director,

On Behalf of the Friends of the South Fork Gualala River (FOSFGR) please find attached a
pdf copy of my Public Comments regarding the inadequacy of how archaeological survey
methods are treated in the Lucas Point THP 1-25-00099-SON. My comments include a
detailed account of how this THP violates CQQA law.

Sincerely,

Peter Schmidt, PhD
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September 12, 2025
RE: Harvest Document: 1-25-00099-SON
Dear Director,

I am writing as an archaeologist to register my strong objection to how archaeological sites are
treated in the above document:1-25-00099-SON.

I quote below what appears in the so-called confidential statement

“Pages removed from public record: 427-489 Received Date: 06/30/2025”

Pursuant to California Government Code § 7927.005 and Title 14 of the California Code of
Regulation § 969.1(a)(2)(F); exempts archaeological information from the California Public
Records Act and provides authority for state policy to keep archaeological information
confidential. This exemption provides for stronger protection of archaeological site location
information from artifact hunting, excavations and or vandalism.”

I have previously brought to your attention that it is impossible to evaluate the adequacy of an
archaeological survey if no detailed information is provided about the methods used. There is
nothing in the law that prevents methods from being discussed. The only reference is to site
locations. You know this and your in-house archaeologist is also aware of the law. Your willful
refusal to provide discussion of methods to the public for evaluation is a violation of the decision
of the Superior Court of California in and for Sonoma County (No. SCV-268396) regarding
Bootleg 1, dated July 13, 2023. To quote from the decision by Judge DeMeo (emphasis in bold):

Cultural Resources

Petitioner contends that the public was given no opportunity to review any information
regarding cultural resources, including archaeological surveys, for the Project. Petitioner
admits that specific information regarding burial or other sacred or archaeological sites and
their location may not be made public but contends that the record contains no discussion
or explanation regarding the survey methodologies or analysis, none of which is
information which is protected from public disclosure.

Respondent notes that under CEQA Guideline 15120(d) and Govt. Code section 6254, no
such information may be made public. Guideline 15120(d) indeed states, in pertinent part,
"No document prepared pursuant to this article that is available for public examination shall
include ... information about the location of archaeological sites and sacred lands, or any
other information that is subject to the disclosure restrictions of Section 6254 of the
Government Code." Govt. Code section 6254, one of the provisions governing the inspection
of public records, lists those records which need not be disclosed, except as required under
Govt. Code sections 6254. 7, regarding air pollution, and 6254.13 regarding statewide
student testing.

Section 6254(r) includes "Records of Native American graves, cemeteries, and sacred places
and records of Native American places, features, and objects described in Sections 5097.9

Received 09/15/2025
Coast Area Office
Resource Management



and 5097.993 of the Public Resources Code maintained by, or in the possession of, the
Native American Heritage Commission, another state agency, or a local agency." Respondent
notes that Govt. Code section 6254.10 also states that "Nothing in this chapter requires
disclosure of records that relate to archaeological site information and reports maintained by,
or in the possession of, the Department of Parks and Recreation, the State Historical
Resources Commission, the State Lands Commission, the Native American Heritage
Commission, another state agency, or a local agency, including the records that the agency
obtains through a consultation process between a California Native American tribe and a
state or local agency." It explains that the policy behind these protections is to prevent
looting, vandalism, or other damage to tribal cultural resources." PRC sections
21082.3(c)(2)(A); Clover Valley Foundation v. City of Rocklin (2011) 197 Cal.App.4th 200,
212.

Respondent's argument is unpersuasive. Information on methodologies employed, and
the like, are not the type of information protected under Guideline 15120(d) and Govt.
Code section 6254. Under CEQA, Guideline 15120 clearly states that the information
which may not be disclosed is ""information about the location of archaeological sites
and sacred lands, or any other information that is subject to the disclosure restrictions
of Section 6254 of the Government Code." Emphasis added. Clearly, general
explanation of the methodology or analysis conducted is not "the location of. .. sites and
... lands." It also is not the type of information shielded from disclosure under section
6254 which, again, is limited to "Records of Native American graves, cemeteries, and sacred
places and records of Native American places, features, and objects .. .." The information
which Petitioner claims should have been included in the THP record clearly does not fall
within this list. Respondent claims that the information which Petitioner claims

should have been included is nonetheless shielded from public disclosure under Govt. Code
section 6254.10 but Guideline 15120(d) does not exclude from the public record under
CEQA the documents identified in section 6254.10, which only "relate to" archaeological site
information. Moreover, revealing this information also will not impair the policy behind
shielding information on sacred or other archaeological sites from public disclosure.
Excluding from the public record information regarding cultural resources which was not
shielded from public disclosure clearly made "informed self-government" impossible in
this regard and defeated the policies of CEQA. Absent authority which actually justifies
the failure to make this information public, this constitutes a failure to proceed in the
manner required by law and violates CEQA.

The court GRANTS the petition on this point”

Why would Richardson Ranch LLC and CalFIRE purposefully ignore such an explicit and clear
legal directive? This treatment constitutes a violation of CEQA law. Moreover it places an undue
burden on the taxpayers of California by inviting a law suit to make it right. Why not do it right
and avoid the legal consequences yet again, and avoid running up expenses that the citizens of
California have to pay when CalFIRE errs?

In your response please do not provide boilerplate about the various types of survey that CalFire
considers to be appropriate to the circumstances of each case. Please save yourself the time. We
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are keenly aware of what your internal guidelines are. The point here is transparency, not a lot of
words justifying your internal protocols. Reveal what specific methods were used on different
portions of the above THP, with maps, and the dates and time devoted to each survey endeavor.
There is good reason to provide this information, given the previous and highly suspect surveys
claimed for Bootleg 2, a contiguous THP. A further public comment letter will detail the suspect
archaeological surveys conducted by person(s) employed by the Richardson Ranch LLC.

Sincerely yours,

Loetot STyt

Peter R. Schmidt

Emeritus Professor of Anthropology, University of Florida
Extraordinary Professor of Archaeology, University of Pretoria
PO Box 38

Stewarts Point, CA 95421
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