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S-2 According to the Native American community, cultural values are specific 

to the individual group.  As such, it cannot be assumed that curation is the 
culturally sensitive method for the disposition of artifacts.  
The concern of the commenter related to “yet-to-be-developed methods 
and techniques” is speculative.  CEQA (§15125) requires that resources 

S-1 Mitigation in the form of the disposition of artifacts (curation or 
repatriation) is not required until prior to Final Grading signoff.  No 
changes were made to the EIR as a result of this comment.
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S-3

S-4 S-4 The comment states an overall conclusion and is not at variance with the 
environmental document.  No further response is required.

S-3 Mitigation Measure M-CR-2 (a-11) is revised to include the text, “as 
determined by agreement among the Tribes, the Principal Investigator, 
and County staff” to the end of the first paragraph.  Changes were made 
to the EIR as a result of this comment, but the changes are merely 
clarifications and not significant new information under CEQA.

S-2 be evaluated at the time that the notice of preparation is published 
(baseline) and does not require the curation of artifacts for future re-
evaluation.  The scientific information acquired during the evaluation of 
cultural resources is provided in cultural studies which are required to be 
submitted to a local repository for archival purposes (Mitigation Measure 
M-CR-2 [a-13, b-10]).  As such, the scientific value is retained through 
information provided in the cultural study and there are no unmitigated 
impacts.  No changes were made to the environmental documentation as 
a result of this comment.


