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SUMMARY OF PUBLIC COMMENTS 
ON THE PRELIMINARY ALTERNATIVES 

Golden Gate National Recreation Area & Muir Woods National Monument 
General Management Plan 

October 31, 2008 
 

 
 
This summary report provides an overview of the public comments received in the summer of 
2008 in response to the preliminary alternatives for the general management plan (GMP) 
that were presented in Newsletter 4. 
 
Throughout the spring and early summer of 2008, the park staff mailed more than 4,000 
copies of Newsletter 4 and distributed another 4,000 copies to individuals and organizations. 
In addition, an electronic copy was made available on the park’s website and an email 
version was sent to individuals and organizations that provided the park with their email 
addresses. 
 
The GMP preliminary alternatives were posted to the NPS Park Planning website for public 
review from April 29 - August 1, 2008. More than 200 responses were posted by individuals 
and groups. Five public meetings were held in June 2008 across the Bay area – attended by 
approximately 300 people. Approximately, 180 letters and comment forms were received 
from a variety of individuals, organizations, and agencies. Overall, about 400 commenters, 
not including those who came to the open houses, provided more than 1,500 substantive 
comments on the GMP preliminary alternatives. 
 
Part 1, on pages 1-10, is a general overview of comments received from individuals, 
agencies, and organizations on the preliminary alternatives. 
 
Part 2 on pages 11-23, contain a more detailed synthesis of the comments organized 
according to issue/concern topic. 
 
 

PART 1: GENERAL OVERVIEW 
 
Comments from Individuals 
 

Agriculture 

1. Maintain opportunities for agriculture in parts of the GGNRA 

 

Alcatraz 

1. Mixed comments about how much of the island to open to visitors; some want more access, 
others are concern about wildlife. 

2. Numerous comments support no new facilities but desire to use existing historic structures for 
interpretation and contemporary purposes, but don’t make it into Disneyland. 
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3. Concerns about overnight accommodations are: visitor access 24 hours throughout the island, 
increase disruption to wildlife/bird population, introduction of food and garbage that becomes 
accessible to wildlife, and lack of infrastructure necessary for food and overnight services, e.g. 
water, sewage, energy, and waste disposal. 

 

Biking 

1. Expand biking opportunities, longer loop trails, trailheads – especially in San Mateo County 

2. Need safety improvements for bicycles on the roadways. 

 

Boundary 

1. Need a regional look at boundary changes regarding habitat, trails and other shared objectives, in 
addition to regional collaboration. 

 

Dogs 

1. Allow the historic use of off-lease dog walking, especially in sites around San Francisco. Most 
comments centered on Fort Funston, Ocean Beach, and specific areas in Marin County. 

2. Provide opportunities for dog walking. 

 

Education/Interpretation 

1. Need more engaging programs for youth 

2. Increase opportunities for visitor, partners, communities to engage in participatory science and 
stewardship. 

3. Improve outreach to recreational fishers about resource protection 

 

Fire 

1. Continue working with Marin organizations in removing invasive plants and fire threats 

2. Need to develop plan for removing invasive plants in Rancho Corral de Tierra 

 

Fishing 

1. Opposed to any additional restrictions on recreational fishing in the park 

 

Equestrian 

1. At minimum, maintain current opportunities but support expanding trailheads to handle trucks 
and trailers, short and long distance loop trail opportunities, and stables 

2. Recognize this use as a part of the cultural heritage and landscape. We also are the eyes for NPS in 
monitoring public use 

3. Desire to retain facilities at Golden Gate Dairy and concerned about facilities at Lower Redwood 
Creek. 

4. Use Best Management Practices (BMPs) in retaining stables rather than relocation 

5. Enhance equestrian public programming for youth and all ages 
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6. Work with local community and equestrian groups in developing plans for areas that affect the 
stables and trails 

 

Hiker Huts 

1. Work with San Mateo community to explore hiker hut concept paper submitted. 

 

Housing 

1. Support affordable housing within park for partners and employees 

2. Support stream restoration at Capehart without losing housing units (need to replace units lost) 

 

Management 

1. Work closely with those affected by NPS plan 

2. Work with other land managers for consistency in signing, access, maps, regulations, 
maintenance, and outreach 

 

Muir Beach 

1. Do not want new facilities that will attract more visitor use. NPS does not manage the crowds that 
already exist. 

2. The community of Muir Beach desires to retain the rural, quiet setting. 

 

Muir Woods 

1. Wide range of support from retaining existing conditions to removing facilities. 

2. Comments are in agreement about the necessity of preserving the old-growth redwood forest and 
that the public must continue to have access to the forest. 

3. Retain just enough parking if alternative transportation is reliable and makes up for any that is 
removed. 

4. Muir Woods is not a church; retain visitor amenities that support the experience. 

5. Trails at Muir Woods are too armored and over developed vs. many like the trails clean and swept 
and accessible. 

6. The presence of too many people is impacting the redwood forest of Muir Woods 

 

Recreational Opportunities 

1. Need to emphasize that outdoor recreation is the primary reason for why the park was 
established. This means the park should help support the needs of the urban population and not 
limit access to the park. 

2. All alternatives are biased toward conservation rather than providing public access and 
opportunities to open spaces. 

 

Roads 

1. Provide scenic pull-offs, viewpoints, and even restrooms along with safer roads and access to park 
sites. 
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Slide Ranch 

1. Retain environmental education at Slide Ranch. 

 

Trails 

1. Trails are the heart of the park and need more discussion in the GMP including trail connectivity, 
multi-use related opportunities and issues, accessibility, and safety. 

2. Increase regional planning for a comprehensive trail system that is coordinated among many 
properties. 

 

Transportation 

1. Continue to explore and institute alternative transportation solutions. 

2. Implement transportation strategies in collaboration with adjacent jurisdictions and land 
managers. 

 

Comments from Agencies 
 

California Coastal Conservancy 

1. Preliminary alternatives are so broad that the conservancy doesn’t fully understand the basis of 
the alternatives. 

2. At Mori Point and Pedro Point - support Alt 1, in-step with the investment made over the years. 

3. At Montara Lighthouse – support Alt. 1, and enhance current hostel and day use programming 
and not limit overnight use to specific groups 

4. Educational should also focus on engaging visitors, communities and partners in participatory 
science, education, and stewardship with emphasis on the coastal environment. 

5. Support Alt. 2’s emphasis on forms of recreation that would not significantly reduce the cross 
section of the public that could access GGNRA – allowing for visitor experience of nature and 
would allow for the enhancement of natural resources 

6. Park Service leadership/ collaboration is needed in addressing proactive adaptation and 
management regarding climate change and sea level rising. 

 

California State Parks 

1. Stresses the importance of collaboration and recommends that stronger language be included in 
the GMP. Recommends close coordination on trails issues to ensure seamless visitor experiences. 

2. Supports off-site welcome center for Muir Woods and recommends development of a visitor 
intercept facility (parking, trailhead, restroom, etc.) at Homestead Hill on GGNRA land. Suggests 
operation of this facility could be a partnership between NPS, State Parks, and Marin Municipal 
Water District. 

3. Supports Alt. 1 for the Banducci site (Lower Redwood Creek) as it preserves equestrian use and 
allows for development of stables proximal to Santos Meadows facilities. 

 

City of Pacifica, GGNRA Liaison Committee 
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1. GMP needs more narrative about Pacifica and the San Mateo areas including discussion of lands 
that could come into the park. 

2. Support scenic corridor designations. Picardo Ranch should come into the park. Support 
equestrian uses. NPS should commit to maintaining trails for equestrians. 

3. Need to look for areas to provide for trucks and horse trailers. 

4. Hikers huts are not the same as rustic overnight accommodations; want the plan to explore the 
idea from the concept paper. 

5. Advocate connecting trails and public transportation opportunities throughout San Mateo 
County with Rancho Corral de Tierra. 

6. Desire more programs for youth and facilities dedicated to youth programs and support possible 
intern and stewardship programs. 

 

City of Pacifica, City Council 

1. Council concurs with GGRNA Liaison Committee (see above). 

2. Multi-agency visitor information and orientation center should be located in Pacifica; and agree 
that a smaller facility in south San Mateo County. 

3. Increase trail access to Bay Area Ridge Trail and SF Watershed lands. 

4. Provide for continuation of Shelldance Nursery. 

5. Supports Scenic Corridor designation, clarification of hiking hut concept, equestrian trail and 
uses, and public transit. 

 

Gulf of the Farallones National Marine Sanctuary 

1. Acknowledge specific collaboration and partnerships when describing potential actions. 

2. Support water quality improvements leading into the coastal zone. 

3. Add National Marine Sanctuary boundaries to the GGNRA maps 

4. Discuss in greater detail collaboration in protection and education of the marine sensitive 
resource zones 

5. Tie management zones and strategy in sensitive marine zones with recommendations from the 
Seabird Technical Advisory Committee, including areas of Rocky Point and Muir Beach. (The 
GMP does not address Muir Beach.) 

6. Address climate change for each management zone. 

7. Support Alt. 2 proposals for Highway 1, Slide Ranch, and Lower Redwood Creek 

8. Clarify language for Natural Zone in Alternative 2 for off-shore waters 

9.  Support Alt. 2 for Pedro Point and Devil’s Slide in protecting the bird colony. 

 

San Francisco Public Works Department (Executive Committee for the Ocean Beach Restoration – 
Great Highway Erosion Control Project) 

1. Alternative 1 is in tune with the efforts started in 2002 but want more detailed specifics. 

2. The complexity of use and users should be discussed in the GMP 

3. Alternatives 2 & 3: areas described as natural along Ocean Beach are not actually natural. The 
bluffs are fill. If natural erosion occurs it will expose deleterious material. 
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San Mateo County Parks 

1. Encourages GGNRA to assist in implementing and meeting the goals (at many sites) of the 
Regional Trail Master Plan. Also recommends connection between Picardo Ranch and San Pedro 
Valley County Park. 

2. Supports continued agriculture at Ranch Corral de Tierra, as well as overnight lodging options 
(RV, tent, cabin camping). 

3. Recommends review of Midcoast Action Plan, which documents recreational needs of the area, 
for ideas for Rancho property planning. Encourages GGNRA to be a leader in mitigating water 
quality issues that could impact Fitzgerald Marine Reserve and restoring streams to support 
salmon. 

 

Stinson Beach County Water District 

1. Requests to be a “partner” and be added to formal contact list. As a landowner and special district 
inside the park, requests to be included in future technical working groups or stakeholder 
meetings. 

2. Supports upgrading Stinson Beach facilities, especially septic disposal system. Recommends 
upgrading of septic system; requests that septic and bathroom facility be addressed even if 
parking is removed.  

 

Tamalpais Community Services District 

1. Supports Alt. 2 because it preserves peacefulness and sanctuary of Headlands. Opposed to 
additional development, especially at Tennessee Valley and Kirby Cove. GGNRA should focus on 
invasive plant management and restoration. 

 

US Congresswoman Jackie Speier 

1. Recommends San Mateo County Historical Association as a partner for historic resources study. 

2. Recommends Sanchez Adobe as site for multi-agency interpretive center. Suggests GGNRA 
contact Caltrans and Coastal Conservancy as possible funding partners. 

 

Comments from Organizations 
 

Alcatraz Alumni Association 

1. Support rehabilitation of buildings to support expanded visitor opportunities on the Island. (See 
letter for specific building proposals.) 

 

Coastside Horse Council 

1. Support expanded equestrian opportunities and continued multi-use trails at Rancho Corral de 
Tierra. Maintain barns and stables. (See comprehensive letter and attachments for specific 
proposals.) 

 

Crissy Field Dog Group 

1. Suggests using a more integrated approach for the management concepts so that alternatives are 
not mutually exclusive. 
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2. Current conditions as described in Newsletter #4 are not accurate and do not reflect historic dog 
use and other recreational activity. 

3. The structure of the plan is not adequately described and prevents meaningful comment. 

4. Major concerns exist over the relationship between the GMP, the Dog Management Plan/EIS, 
and the Crissy Field Plan/EA – how are they connected, and will one preclude decisions of 
another? 

 

EnviroHorse 

1. Support increased trail access and connections for hiking and equestrian use at Phleger Estate – 
opposed to bike use. 

2. At Rancho Corral de Tierra: support multi-use trails with regional connections, keeping existing 
stables, creating adequate parking and trailheads, and developing a horse camp. 

 

Equestrian Trail Riders’ Action Committee (ETRAC) 

1. Supports continuation of multi-use trails throughout the park. Support unpaved trails and 
expanded parking that accommodates trailers. 

2. Support trailhead development and increased parking at San Mateo County lands, especially at 
Rancho Corral de Tierra.  Support horse camp at Rancho. Support longer trail loops for bikes and 
equestrians and connections to regional trails. Recommend formation of a volunteer Mounted 
Horse Patrol for Rancho property. Maintain equestrian facilities and stables at Rancho. (See letter 
for specific proposals for Rancho property.) 

3. Opposed to bikes at Phleger Estate. 

 

Golden Gate Audubon Society 

1. Support Alt. 2 for Alcatraz and oppose major elements of Alts. 1 and 3 – namely the opening of 
closed areas, building of additional facilities, and establishment of food service and overnight 
accommodations which would adversely impact bird behavior and habitat. Support expanded 
interpretation of the Island’s natural history. 

2. Support Alt. 2 for the SF coastline, with the exception of Land’s End. At Land’s End and Ft. 
Miley, support keeping exotic trees as they are important to migratory birds. 

3. Support community garden at Ft. Mason and preservation of tress that provide habitat elsewhere. 

4. Concerned about plans for Ocean Beach – need to ensure that a functioning dune system is 
maintained and habitat for Western snowy plovers is enhanced. (See letter for specific proposals 
about zoning of Ocean Beach.) 

5. At Fort Funston, maintain Battery Davis until threatened by erosion and have a removal plan in 
place. Also incorporate importance of preservation of bank swallow habitat into zoning and 
description of alternative. Encourage NPS to restrict dogs to paved areas and require use of 
leashes. 

6. Encourage expansion of sensitive resources zone to cover the entire channel of the Golden Gate. 
Support designation of waters offshore of Ft. Funston and Mori Point as part of a marine reserve. 

7. Support Alt. 2 for San Mateo County, including opposition to increased access to the SFPUC 
Watershed – it should remain a nature preserve. 

 

Marin Audubon Society 
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1. Supports Alt. 2 - opposed to new development, extensive new trails, and increases in visitor use of 
the marine environment. 

2. Support restrictions on visitor use at Muir Woods – including redesign of the trail system to limit 
access, but concerned about new impacts. Support removal of paved trail surfaces. 

3. Opposed to food service and overnight accommodations at Alcatraz. (See letter for specific 
proposals on zoning and closure areas on the Island.) 

 

Marin Conservation League 

1. Supports Alt. 2 because it focuses on natural resource preservation and restoration. 

2. Recommends review of Marin Countywide Plan and increased collaboration with adjacent public 
land managers to support regional stewardship goals. 

3. Recommends that the GMP elaborate on how the trail system will be addressed and incorporated 
in the plan. 

4. Supports Slide Ranch at its existing location; Alt. 1. 

5. Maintain existing parking at Stinson Beach. 

6. Supports expansion of parking and picnic at Tennessee Valley, coupled with restoration of 
disturbed sites and removal of non-essential structures. 

7. Opposed to food service, warming hut, and overnight accommodations in Tennessee Valley and 
Rodeo Valley. 

8. Supports combination of Alt. 1 and 2 for Capehart housing – keep minimal park housing and 
restore the remainder. 

9. Supports Alt. 1 for Muir Woods Camino del Cañon because it is already impacted and allows for 
conservation education. 

 

Marin County Bicycle Coalition 

1. Supports safety improvements for pedestrian and bicycling use. 

2. Supports expanded trail opportunities and connections to communities. 

 

Marin Green Dog Alliance 

1. Supports GGNRA as a recreation area with expanded trail connections, continued existence of 
fire roads throughout Marin County, and continued/expanded access for on-leash dog walking. 

 

Marin Horse Council 

1. Supports maintenance of stables at Golden Gate Dairy and in Frank’s Valley. 

2. Opposed to any reduction in the number of horses boarded in Muir Beach. 

3. Opposed to removal of stables at Tennessee Valley and conversion of balloon hanger in 
Headlands. 

4. Recommends further restrictions on trail access for mountain bikes due to safety concerns. 

 

Ocean Riders 

1. Concerned about conflicts between bikes and equestrians and safety – recommends limiting bike 
use to fire roads. 
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2. Maintain all existing equestrian facilities and equestrian opportunities in all management zones. 

3. Support combining the ideas from Alts. 1 and 3 at Golden Gate Dairy: relocating only six horses 
to the Banducci site (Lower Redwood Creek) and slightly reducing the number of horses at 
Golden Gate Dairy. 

4. Support keeping Slide Ranch in its current location. 

5. Support organic farming at the Banducci site. 

6. Support Alt. 1 for Tennessee Valley and Miwok Stables – maintain stalls, add horse camping and 
mounted patrol program. 

7. Support facility development ideas of Alt. 1 for the Marin Headlands; but need to add equestrian 
uses. 

8. Opposed to conversion of balloon hanger into a maintenance facility. 

9. Support Alt. 1 for San Mateo County lands. Pursue Picardo Ranch acquisition so long as 
equestrian facility remains. 

 

Point Reyes Bird Observatory 

1. Supports protection of seabird habitat on Alcatraz, including seasonal closures, expanded use of 
sensitive resources zone, and the “wilding” of the Island. 

2. Opposed to expanded visitor use, food service, and overnight accommodations on Alcatraz due 
to potential for impacts to wildlife. 

3. Supports closures and protection for seabirds during breeding season (February-September) and 
recommends a “no-use” marine zone (300 feet distance from shore) during this period. 

 

Redwood High School, Larkspur 

1. Supports Slide Ranch in its current location. 

 

San Francisco Horseman’s Association 

1. Support increased accessibility to parklands for hikers, bicyclists, and horseback riders. 

2. Recommend keeping all existing equestrian facilities. 

3. Limit new development and buildings in the park and focus on increasing and improving the trail 
system, including trailhead improvements with amenities (see letter for specific proposals). 

 

San Mateo County Farm Bureau 

1. Requests NPS place more emphasis on the importance of irrigated row crop commercial farming 
operation at Rancho Corral de Tierra. 

2. Recommends incorporating buffer zones between active agricultural operations and public trails 
to prevent public safety issues and protect food safety and security. Looks forward to 
participating in discussions about trail planning at Rancho and in San Mateo County. 

3. Concerned about “incorporating agricultural landscapes into the visitor experience” from the 
standpoint of not impacting the viability of the agricultural production. 

4. Stresses importance of water resources for domestic and agricultural uses, not just for riparian 
and habitat value. Better descriptions of water resources should be included in the No-Action 
description. 
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San Mateo County Historical Association 

1. Support Alt. 1 for San Mateo County – especially the multi-agency visitor facility along Highway 
1. Recommend that it be sited at the Sanchez Adobe historic site in Pacifica. Excited about 
partnering with GGNRA and the County on this project. 

 

Santa Cruz Horsemen’s Association 

1. Support preservation of equestrian facilities at access to riding trails throughout the park. 

 

Slide Ranch 

1. Opposes any relocation of Slide Ranch operation and facilities and encourages NPS to select Alt. 
1, which supports continued use and enables GGNRA to meet its mission and environmental 
education goals. 

 

Stinson Beach Village Association 

1. Would like to have more detailed information on what NPS will do in “exploring” options for alt. 
transportation. 

2. Wants to know where new “sustainable facilities” would be located. 

3. Interested in reviewing plans for parking lot removal. 

4. Supports new roadside facilities along Highway 1 and Panoramic Highway that could help reduce 
pressure on main lot at Stinson Beach. 

5. Encourages NPS to conduct a transparent process – different than the Comprehensive 
Transportation Management Plan (CTMP) effort. 

 

Surfrider Foundation 

1. Encourages greater regional collaboration with agencies in response to climate change and 
changes to beach access. 

2. Support Alt. 1 as it promotes recreational access. 

3. Opposed to elimination of south parking lot at Stinson Beach. 

4. Opposed to abandonment of Highway 1. 

5. Support Alt .1 for Slide Ranch. 

6. Support Alt. 1 for Golden Gate Dairy; opposed to removal of residences and any restrictions on 
equestrian use. 

7. Support Alt. 1 for Forts Barry and Cronkhite as it expands recreational uses. 

8. Opposed to any motorized boating in the 1,000-foot strip of off-shore waters. 

 

Transportation Alternatives for Marin (TAM) 

1. Supports increases in non-motorized access to GGNRA lands 

2. Recommends specific facility improvements for pedestrian and bicycling from Vista Point to Ft. 
Baker, at Manzanita station, in Tamalpais Valley, in Tennessee Valley, from Manzanita to Muir 
Woods, a northern Marin loop, and at Stinson Beach. (See letter for specifics.) 
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University of California, Berkeley, Dept. of Anthropology 

1. Supports “Living Indian Museum System” concept for GGNRA. 



12 
 

PART 2: COMMENTS BY TOPIC 

 
 
Accommodations 

� Provide a diversity of overnight accommodations – camping to rustic huts/lodges 

� Keep affordability in mind 

� Don’t let the park get touristy with accommodations, keep it “green” 

� Opposed to any overnight accommodations (hotels or camping) on Alcatraz due to impact on birds 
and other natural resources 

� Alcatraz lacks infrastructure to support accommodations and is not earthquake proof 

� Montara Light hostel should be open to all not just designated groups 

 

Biking 

� Need improved safety for cyclists, including bicycle paths and lanes; cooperate with other land 
managers to make bicycle connections 

� Mountain biking is a viable recreation option; need more mountain bike trails 

� Bicyclists should not be allowed in any natural area, or single-track trails but only on paved roads 
because of their resource impacts and conflicts with other users 

� Bikes should be allowed in the Phleger Estate 

� Bikes should not be allowed in the Phleger Estate 

� Specific routes for bicycle trails were proposed, (see comment #51) 

� Desire loop bike opportunities and connections with communities 

� Mountain bikes on narrow trails cause user conflicts and accidents 

 

Boundary 

� Need a regional look at boundary changes regarding habitat, trails & other shared objectives 

� Focus financial resources on restoration within the park rather than buying land  

� Obtain a small coastal parcel in the City of Pacific – west of the post office 

� Add National Marine Sanctuary boundaries to maps 

 

Cultural Resources 

� Restore Alcatraz to its condition in 1963 – a small town on the island, keep the historic gardens, 
restore the parade ground, remove the rubble, keep Alcatraz as a historical site 

� Preserve the Capehart housing for its historical significance 

� Preserve historic structures along Conzelman and Bunker Roads 

� Focus on the history of Ft. Cronkhite 

� Tightly manage Point Bonita Lighthouse – protect resources and public safety 

� There isn’t a conflict between Alts. 2 and 3 for the military lands 
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� Agriculture is key component of the cultural landscapes of the park 

� Protect existing agricultural uses as part of the area’s, and the park’s cultural heritage (incl. Golden 
Gate Dairy, Banducci, and Slide Ranch). 

� Slide Ranch is important for its Portuguese history among other values 

� Preserve the cultural and rural character around Muir Beach 

� The dog walking community is a cultural resource 

� Preserve and interpret the ranching and equestrian culture in Marin and San Mateo counties, 
including preserving the ranches and stables 

� Use the Sanchez Adobe as a living history museum or as a multi-agency visitor center 

� Remove the Nike radar, it’s a nuisance 

� Maintain coastal fortifications only until erosion and natural processes prevail, then adopt managed 
retreat 

� Opposed to any overnight accommodations (hotels) on Alcatraz as it would ruin the integrity and 
character of the cultural resource setting 

 

Dogs 

� Collaborate between native plant, cultural resource, and dog communities 

� Dog walking is a viable recreational opportunity; need to maintain the rights of dog owners 
including new areas in San Mateo County 

� Preserve dog walking opportunities in Marin county, especially for the communities of Sausalito 
and Mill Valley where the GGNRA “uplands” are at their back door 

� Need to define areas where on-leash dog walking is allowed 

� NPS should provide more facilities that support dog walking activities 

� Investigate more options for dog management and accommodation at Fort Funston 

� Preserve dog walking opportunities at Rancho Corral de Tierra, including off-leash 

� Shuttle system should include dog walkers 

� Dogs are part of the family, so the park needs to be accessible to all family members 

� Need more detailed planning that allows for consideration of where dogs really need to be 
restricted versus where more access could be provided 

� Need more off-leash opportunities 

� Use the public to help with monitoring and enforcement of regulations 

� Dog management at Ft. Funston should be protective of sensitive resources 

� Dog management at Ft. Funston should include off-leash dog areas 

 

Education 

� Slide Ranch should stay at its current location. The location (surrounded by diverse coastal 
ecosystems and its proximity to a large urban area) is critical to its educational success. The 
programs are crafted around the resources in this setting. No other site could compare to this 
location. 
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� Need more interactive programs that engage children 

� Alt. 1 should also include engaging visitors, the public, and partners in participatory science 

� Need improved interpretive/educational signage 

� Park rangers on the ground are the most important part of effective education 

� Embrace and expand programming targeted at youth 

 

Equestrian 

� Prefer that equestrian stables not be relocated to Lower Redwood Creek; may hinder creek 
restoration efforts 

� Support partnering to maintain an equestrian presence at the Frank Valley Camp with no further 
reduction in the horse population or presence in these combined areas. 

� Support Alt. 1 for the former Banducci flower farm allowing for the development of stables on 
GGNRA land proximal to the Santos Meadows facilities 

� Don’t support moving horses to Banducci: would lose the visibility of horses in the community; part 
of the area’s history; need to work with the Volunteer Fire Department to test compatibility. 

� Need improved horse trailer parking that is safe at Tennessee Valley and other locations; horse tie-
ups needed at Tennessee Valley and other locations; water troughs and picnic tables needed at 
specific locations. (See comment #94 for details.) 

� Oppose removing barn and paddocks at lower Tennessee Valley 

� Horse stables should stay at Muir Beach 

� Maintain horse use and stables at Golden Gate Dairy in their existing location 

� Oppose any options for expanding visitor services at Golden Gate Dairy as the area is already 
congested 

� Oppose moving Miwok stables to lower Marincello Rd; area has been restored 

� Outreach for kids and other public programming is needed at stables 

� Sometimes public programming and private boarding aren’t compatible due to safety issues 

� Marin lands are a hiker’s and equestrian’s paradise 

� Maintain Presidio Riding Club facilities and expand stables 

� Equestrians should be included in the evolved cultural landscape zone 

� Equestrian history is an important part of the cultural landscape. Protect the presence of horses – 
this is a very important part of the park and supports the community 

� Question the existence of data for needing to move equestrian facilities away from creek corridors – 
look at BMPs for minimizing impacts – already doing this at most sites 

� Support Alt. 1 for most of the park, but it does not go far enough in retaining existing equestrian 
facilities and expanding trail opportunities 

� Keep equestrian trails open, even if some need to be redesigned or relocated 

� Connect hiking and equestrian trails; clearly sign where different users can go 

� Need to develop a mounted horse patrol 

� Need an equine evacuation plan – see Marin Horse Council 
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� Need a Federal Advisory Committee Act (FACA) committee for equestrians; carefully plan for 
equestrian facilities and uses with input from knowledgeable community members 

� If stables were closed at Rancho, public would have to commute long distances to access other 
stables 

� The horse stables at Rancho are well-kept and should remain, they contribute greatly to the 
community and represent the area’s history 

� Equestrian use is fine as long as the users are educated on appropriate use 

� New equestrian trails and loops should be planned in Rancho, Phleger and on Sweeney Ridge 

� Include equestrian use at Pedro Point and Devil’s Slide 

� Need more detailed site planning for equestrian facilities – area identified for relocation of stables in 
Rancho is very steep 

 

Facilities 

� Any new development should be done in a sustainable manner 

� Provide sustainable housing at Capehart along with creek restoration 

� Support continued adaptive reuse of Ft. Barry and Ft. Cronkhite structures along with warming hut 
and transit stop 

� No new structures should be added at Alcatraz; don’t commercialize like Disneyland 

� Place Intertribal Living Museum on Alcatraz 

� Oppose large parking areas at Golden gate Dairy, lower Redwood Creek, or Muir Beach 

� Oppose warming hut at Fort Funston 

� Opposed to converting the historic balloon hanger to NPS maintenance use 

� Oppose a visitor service facility at Tennessee Valley – it is already congested. An information station 
with better signage and maps would be better 

� Provide a trail to the beach from the Marine Mammal Center 

� Support proposals on Conzelman Rd, Bunker Rd, Hwy 1 and Panoramic Hwy; enhance parking 
along Conzelman and Bunker 

� Support visitor facility improvements in Oakwood Valley 

� Remove Slide Ranch facilities and put in a trailhead 

� Keep Slide Ranch facilities at current location 

� Remove or reduce the size of the south parking lot at Stinson Beach 

� Support improvements in parking and visitor amenities at Stinson Beach 

� Support removing non-historic structures and restoration to natural conditions 

� Need visitor services at Muir Woods shuttle location 

� Concern about new visitor structures at shuttle location 

� Muir Woods has been over “armored.” Remove paved parking and trails, focus on the trees 

� Muir Woods is not a church, keep plenty of close parking and services for families 
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� Support creation of an offsite "welcome center” for Muir Woods. Also support the development of 
a parking facility, picnic area, transportation connection, trail head, restrooms, and information 
center at Homestead Hill on GGNRA land to serve multiple jurisdictions  

� Keep some parking at Muir Woods until reliable transit is provided, and for off-peak times 

� Support use of Camp Hillwood structures for educational opportunities 

� Diverse visitor opportunities and related support facilities help engage visitors in the park 

� Share facilities (e.g., parking, trails) among different users 

� NPS should provide more facilities that support dog walking activities 

� Need plans for parking needs along the urban/rural boundary 

� Add pullouts, viewpoints, and restrooms along Hwy 1 and Panoramic 

� Be flexible in locating wireless facilities within the park 

� Need more trailheads but not too big 

 

Fire 

� Fires have been suppressed for too long in Muir Woods 

� Fuels should be diminished for border areas that are at least 2X as wide as the trees are tall for 
forested boundaries and probably acres wide for chaparral boundaries 

� Fire planning – Look at San Mateo County plans 

� Need to cross-reference goals and objectives of Fire Management Plan with GMP  

 

Fishing 

� Opposed to any additional restrictions on recreational fishing in the park 

� NPS should maintain all jetties and piers to maintain fishing opportunities 

� NPS should establish and outreach program to educate recreational fishers about changes in rules 
and regulations, including establishing relationships with tackle shops and fishing supply stores 

 

Management 

� Support new statues and symbols on Alcatraz. (See comments #19 and 32.) 

� Consider the sustainability of Alcatraz 

� Work with other agencies to expand off-road parking, passing areas, and turnouts 

� Slide Ranch is a great example of connecting people to parks, a great community resource 

� Need to increase Ranger patrol from Lands End through Ocean Beach 

 

Marine Resources 

� The offshore area at Muir Beach is very sensitive and a closure to motorized boats, and motorized 
boat fishing, perhaps as far up as Slide Ranch, would be desirable 

� Support shore fishing except near the mouth of Redwood Creek 
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� Question the proposal to establish a sensitive resources zone (marine reserve) along the shoreline 
and within the sub-tidal portions of the GGNRA. It raises the need to do site-specific studies of 
sensitive resources before making far-reaching management decisions. 

� High levels of visitor use that would occur in the offshore areas at Fort Baker, Muir Beach and Point 
Bonita would result in adverse impacts to diving birds. Monitoring should occur. 

� The zoning of offshore marine areas should be more protective – expand use of sensitive zone to 
include the entire channel of the Golden Gate 

� Support designation of offshore waters at Fort Funston as part of marine reserve 

� Preferred alternative should include specific actions for protection of breeding seabirds at Devil’s 
Slide Rock. 

 

Natural Resources 

� Preserve the native wildlife on and around the island of Alcatraz; nesting birds are compatible with 
human use, protect the bird habitat 

� Support the idea of Alcatraz being in a more natural state – historic gardens gone wild 

� Oppose opening currently closed areas (Alcatraz trails and Parade Ground) to public use due to 
impacts on bird nesting and breeding 

� Opposed to any foodservice on Alcatraz due to impact on wildlife and human-wildlife interactions 

� Opposed to any overnight accommodations (hotels or camping) on Alcatraz due to impact on birds 
and other natural resources 

� Consider sustainability of Alcatraz 

� Restore natural processes at Bolinas Lagoon 

� Support restriction of visitor access to protect Mission Blue Butterfly 

� Support abandonment of Hwy 1 if a slide occurs 

� Concern about any visitor use/services proposals that restrict creek restoration options 

� Should explore water storage options to protect salmon in Redwood Creek 

� Remove invasives – need to mention these goals in the plan 

� Removal of invasive trees (Eucalyptus) should take into consideration the need for tree 
replacement, especially for their carbon reduction values and also for migratory bird habitat 

� Support restoration of dunes at Stinson Beach although there is also concern about the congestion 
this may cause in the community – need to improve alternative transportation options 

� Restore as much natural habitat in Tennessee Valley as possible – keep it wild 

� Support removal of Capehart housing and restoration of the area 

� Need 100 foot setbacks from creek banks – follow Marin County Plan 

� Educational programs need to teach people to protect the environment 

� Preservation of trees should be the primary focus at Muir Woods; remove the trails from the valley, 
restore to a more natural state 

� Camino del Cañon should be rated as a sensitive resource area due to nesting spotted owls 
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� Support restoration of Redwood Creek, but need balance – an all-shuttle option will restrict too 
many people. Support mixture of shuttle and some parking 

� Muir Woods is messy – clean up the brush, can’t see the trees 

� Reduce duplication of trails 

� Make liberal use of the sensitive resource zone 

� Data regarding the impact of equestrian operations on water quality are inconclusive – in fact, water 
quality has been improving since 2000 when Best Management Practices (BMPs) were implemented 
at Rancho 

� Use BMPs to manage equestrian stables rather than relocation 

� Alts. 1 and 3 have the best plan for protecting resources while also providing for visitors 

� Restore Black Point at Fort Mason 

� Dog management should be protective of natural habitats 

� Question the feasibility of a natural zone at Ocean Beach 

� Protect the integrity and diversity of Milagra Ridge 

� Grazing can be a beneficial tool for managing grasslands and vegetation 

� The impact of off-leash dogs and people on birds and other natural resources is overstated 

� The Fort Mason community garden provides important habitat for birds and other animals 

� The area off Point Bonita (Bird Island) is now home to a common murre colony and also Brandt’s 
cormorants - the zoning of the offshore area in preferred alt. should be re-evaluated 

 

Planning 

� Planning doesn’t consider the needs of the surrounding community – need to consider them like a 
“threatened and endangered species”. Banducci Farm is a life-sustaining resource 

� Identify any differences in utilities to Muir Beach 

� Need to identify how zoning affect partner programs 

� Need to think about the impact Slide Ranch has had on children when considering planning 

� Need to address climate change in the plan 

� The value of collaboration and comprehensive planning cannot be overstated and should be 
included in the final GMP as a strong and powerful directive of implementation for years to come. 
This collaborative process should be strong enough to help shape the future updating of the Mount 
Tamalpais State Park General Plan. 

� Many policies and programs in the Marin Countywide Plan deserve your consideration, and the 
GGNRA plan should be consistent with that plan. 

� County of Marin is committed to restoration of Redwood Creek 

� Need to address the needs for safe, accessible, and multi-use trails 

� Need to make sure there is clarity on how specific comments have been addressed in the plan 

� Need to talk with the local communities and specific groups, use workshops to delve into subjects 
further 

� Need to work at getting input from diverse and emerging audiences 
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� Need to be more clear about your proposals – a lot of “vague” references 

� Include captions on photos 

� Need to mix and match from the alternatives – the preferred should be combo of all three 

� Need to explain how we will accomplish our goals in the plan 

� Reinstate the advisory council 

� Investigate and determine trail access and ownership 

� Don’t let language regarding the SFPUC restrict other recreation plans for these lands – let the 
county develop a comprehensive trails plan 

� Improve trail connectivity to other public lands 

� Look at other successful models of equestrian use on public lands, need site specific planning for 
equestrian facilities and uses 

� Rancho must be carefully planned and in partnership with local community 

� Look up plans for San Mateo at www.eparks.net 

� Need to coordinate information among public land managing agencies, e.g., trail maps 

� Don’t make all areas serve everyone – specialize the areas within the park 

� Too much information and difficult to navigate the newsletter 

� Newsletter is terrific and well organized (see comment #194) 

� Emphasize fire fuel load reduction and provide opportunities for sustainable agriculture 

� Support the Living Indian Museum concept 

� Base the environmental review of the plan on science “ecology” not the politics of 
“environmentalism” (comment #182), on peer-reviewed scientific evidence 

� Too little emphasis on recreational uses and access, too much on conservation and preservation of 
natural resources 

� Needs some clarity of how the other plans fit into this plan, e.g. equestrian 

� Description of existing condition is not correct, doesn’t reflect dog uses 

� The need for inclusion and clarification of overlapping jurisdiction of GFNMS are needed 

 

Recreation 

� Need private boat tie-up at Alcatraz 

� Support overnight uses at Alcatraz 

� Hotel on Alcatraz Island would ruin its cultural history 

� There is not enough focus on recreational opportunities at Ocean Beach 

� Visitors facilities need to be improved at Ocean Beach 

� Any alternative must include at least 2 wildlife protection zones at Ocean Beach 

� Support water trail and beach access, camping and connections to the Bay as long as resources are 
protected 

� Need to protect sensitive off-shore areas from Muir Beach to the north 
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� Preserve recreational uses that are shoreline dependent 

� Preserve the “peacefulness” of the Marin Headlands 

� Keep Headland’s visitor center where it is, there are no views or attractions at Capehart 

� Support warming hut at Fort Cronkite 

� Don’t lose natural experience at Kirby Cove 

� Tennessee Valley: maintain the rustic qualities and lack of major facilities, don’t expand 

� Tennessee Valley warming hut and expansion of trailhead is needed 

� Need a trail connection between Franks Valley and Muir Beach 

� Connect hiking and equestrian trails; leave equestrian trails in place 

� Support downgrading fire roads to trails 

� Need to give consideration to the hiking, foot races, and bicycle tours that cross park lands 

� Improve bicycle safety and opportunities 

� Do not eliminate equestrian facilities 

� Need equestrian facilities and opportunities throughout the park 

� Visitors should not be coddled and expect all the comforts of home 

� Dog walking is a viable recreation opportunity 

� Current conditions are not correctly reflected at Oakwood, Gerbode, Marin City Ridge (comment 
#217) 

� Traditional recreation includes off-leash dog walking 

� Carefully consider recreational use by commercial/large nonprofit uses displacing or significantly 
impacting recreational users. 

� This is a National Recreation Area – there is no emphasis in the plan on recreation 

� Don’t restrict access to large areas in GGNRA – it should be open to as many people as possible, 
the park has acres and acres, don’t make it off-limits 

� Balance resource protection and recreation opportunities 

� No alternative is aligned with original purpose of park “the maintenance of needed recreational 
open space necessary for urban environment and planning” 

� All the concepts are biased to conservation and ignores balancing between recreation and 
conservation 

� San Francisco depends on GGNRA for access to outdoor recreation, don’t close us out 

� No visitor center at Golden Gate Dairy, no bus stop, too small of space, can’t handle large volumes 
of cars 

� Continue horse use and agriculture at Golden Gate Dairy 

� Preserve the non-commercial feeling of Muir Beach 

� Recreation opportunities connect people to the parks 

� Need more interpretation and education in the park 
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� Support Alternative 2 to heighten visitor’s experience of natural resources while still providing 
access to a cross section of the public 

� Need picnic tables at Ft. Baker for hikers and bicyclists 

� Rancho should have diverse recreation opportunities, keep existing recreation opportunities  

 

Special Events 

� The number and size of special events are growing out of control 

� Plan needs to address informal uses and occasional large special events 

 

Trails 

� Trails are the heart and soul of GGNRA, need to directly address that the trail system will provide 
safe, accessible and multi-use trails. Also, enhance trail connections (to other parklands and 
communities) and provide long-distance trails 

� Requiring on-trail access is appropriate given the status of the Mission Blue Butterfly 

� Expand access to trails by improved parking and right of entry along the park periphery 

� Support additional trail connections to the California Coastal Trail 

� Continue trail connections through the Redwood Creek area, connecting to Highway 1 

� Support downgrading of roads to trails 

� Desire of California State Parks - Marin District to maintain trail connections, develop improved 
signage, maintain trails to similar standards, and providing regional information 

� Support extending multiuse trail to connect with the Mill Valley Bike Path (Bay Trail) 

� Address feeder trail restoration and maintenance and trail connections at Tennessee Valley 

� Connect Frank Valley to Muir Beach Trail. 

� Consider pedestrian connection from Pier 4 to Fort Mason Center – a more level grade for walking 

� Continue the improvements of Lands End by providing escrow and endowment funds  

� Connect trails to the Legion of Honor area and manage the forest  

� Support Devils Slide as a trail 

� Phleger Estate - new/multi-use trails, repair or realign existing trails, connect trails 

� Connect Mori Point and Sweeney Ridge with a trail and wildlife bridge over Hwy 1 

� Have a boardwalk at the top of Timber Path at Mori Point 

� Trail thru SFPUC watershed is concern for fire and compliance w/ watershed plan threatened and 
endangered species 

� Create E-W linkage by expanded easements with SFPUC from Bay Area Ridge Trail to the ocean; 
make them multi-use, work with BART 

� Have a connecting trail between southern end Sweeney Ridge and San Pedro Valley County Park 

� Support use of SFPUC roads or trails to connect Sweeny Ridge with San Pedro Park, Montara 
Mountain, Rancho, and Scarper Peak, etc. Also connect San Andreas Trail to Sweeny Ridge 

� “North El Granada” (school district) has potential for trail through this school property 
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� Trail system should be expanded to accommodate increase in use 

� Trails should be removed from the valley in Muir Woods to allow natural processes 

� If Muir Woods trails are relocated, they should still be ADA (accessible) 

� Provide unpaved multi-use (bikes, horses) trail in Muir Woods 

� Allow for more visitor access to Muir Woods via the historic railcar trail 

� Remove duplicate trails 

� Removing trails on valley bottom will limit access to the creek and the trees in Muir Woods 

� Some trails should not have to be shared by both bikers and equestrians 

� Allow dog access to a substantial amount of trails 

� Should include bicycling on trails. Bikes are not more damaging to resources then hikers 

� Trail plan is forcing all the user groups onto the same trail increasing tension and conflicts 

� Should address the trail system and its ability to provide safe passage for walkers, hikers, runners, 
equestrians 

� Preserve equestrian access to and trough Golden Gate Park from Fort Funston 

� Maintain equestrian trails at Picardo Ranch 

� Make multi-use trails equestrian friendly in Rancho 

� Create new trails in Phleger and Rancho for horses that are loops - 2hr/4hr/6hr, connect with 
other lands 

� Consider volunteer horse patrol for all trails 

� Provide adequate rig parking to support equestrian uses 

� Consider human use impacts from trails adjacent to agriculture areas 

� Need crossing at Hwy 1 to provide access from CA Coastal Trail to Bay Area Ridge Trail near 
Rancho 

� Prefer trails kept in natural state (non-paved) but in a way that allows multi-use if possible 

� Provide dirt/gravel shoulder along paved trails like CA Coastal Trail in Pacifica 

� Need to work with all land managers to improve consistency of trail management and regulations 

� Need to have Oakwood Valley Trail open to dogs 

� We urge the NPS to work with Bob Winklemann to resolve trail connections and pedestrian safety 
issues at Muir Beach 

 

Transportation 

� Support moving Alcatraz access to Pier 4, potential partnering with San Francisco Maritime 
National Historical Park 

� Consider smaller boats/ferries to Alcatraz to limit impacts 

� Conzelman and Bunker Roads – only remove parking if safe, convenient and frequent 
transportation available, the proposed Marin Headlands roads improvements are great 

� Need to consider enhanced parking along Conzelman, Bunker and McCullough Roads 
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� Vista Point/Ft Baker - look at impact of all transportation related to this area. 

� Golden Gate Dairy: Alt. 1 is reasonable if fire truck access is preserved and a safe bicycle route is 
available from proposed Diaz Ridge trail connecting to California Coastal Trail  

� Concern about large parking area at Golden Gate Dairy, lower Redwood Creek, Muir Beach 

� No bus stop or supporting visitor transportation at Golden Gate Dairy; too small 

� Support public transit to Muir Beach and collaboration with County 

� Support idea of abandoning Highway 1 in the event of a major landslide 

� Oppose abandonment of Hwy 1 in the event of a major landslide due to impact on community of 
Stinson Beach 

� Concern that if Hwy 1 is abandoned, public access would suffer and other public and private 
facilities could be negatively affected, also this is a spectacular road, have significant implications 
for two communities, increase traffic on Panoramic Highway, diminish public access  

� Support maintaining Hwy 1 and providing increased informational signage and pullouts  

� Strongly support improved safety measures for bicyclist on Hwy 1 

� Remove or reduce the size of the south parking lot at Stinson Beach, although there is also concern 
about the congestion this may cause in the community – need to improve alternative 
transportation options before removing parking 

� Support for improvements in parking at Stinson Beach 

� Tennessee Valley - need more parking/shuttle, including separate facilities for horse trailer parking 

� Desperate need for bike lanes - especially in Marin Headlands and over Mt. Tam. 

� Consider needs of community regarding use of the roadways, concern over closures to Muir 
Woods Road and Hwy 1 between Muir Beach and Stinson Beach – this is infeasible and unrealistic 

� Hikers need better parking and/or shuttle or bus service to trailheads 

� Need visitor services at Muir Woods shuttle location 

� Integrate sites by transit – Muir Woods to Banducci to Muir Beach 

� Convenience is the uppermost consideration in providing parking and shuttles 

� Support for no automobiles to Muir Woods, exception for cars carrying handicapped persons  

� Concern over parking facility at Tam Junction due to displacing local shops, while inviting many 
cars to a section of Hwy 1 that is already over-flowing, also this area is in a flood zone 

� Support the development of a parking facility, picnic area, transportation connection, trail head, 
restrooms, and information center at Homestead Hill on GGNRA land  

� Concerned that requiring nearly all visitors to arrive by shuttle would greatly decrease the number 
of people who will experience Muir Woods. Support approach of providing a shuttle service and 
decreased/modified parking 

� Muir Woods is similar to Yosemite (access and traffic), smaller vans and buses would be better 

� Keep parking at Muir Woods until reliable transportation from convenient site is available; retain 
some parking on-site at Muir Woods for off-peak access 

� The Muir Woods shuttle to the Sausalito ferry is essential and needs to be heavily publicized 

� No visitor’s center at Muir Beach. Shuttles from San Francisco or Mt Tam Junction are a better 
solution 
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� Shuttle service is needed for people with dogs 

� Parking should be planned and marked to discourage parking in residential neighborhoods 

� Include a small ferry terminal and ferry operation to Ft. Baker from San Francisco, Alcatraz, Angel 
Island, and other portions of the GGNRA 

� Transportation solutions should be environmentally friendly 

� Housing in the park minimizes transportation needs and driving 

� Support bringing the street car back through Fort Mason 

� Street car to Fort Mason is too expensive. First priority should be solutions for accessing Ocean 
Beach and Fort Funston 

� Correct the safety issues at West Ft. Miley – egress, road surfaces  

� Alt. 3 may be most advantageous for transit. Uses multiple transportation operators to connect 
national treasures 

� Shelldance Nursery – need safe access from Hwy 1 

� Need public transportation to Slide Ranch and Stinson Beach area of the park 

 

Undeveloped Lands 

� Preservation is critical to Muir Woods, support idea of removing structures  

� Protect open space at Fort Mason’s Great Meadow 

� Lands End should be preserved and enhanced for its natural and scenic beauty 

 

User Capacity 

� Very concerned that impact from expanded visitor use will degrade/risk natural resources. 

� Tennessee Valley is never crowded now. A wide variety of users would further cause congestion 

� Hikers and equestrians need protection from bikes especially on single track trails  

� Please consider adequate parking for different types of users (e.g., horse trailers, RVs) 

� Visitor traffic in Muir Woods is far beyond what this small site can carry 

� Establishing the capacity at Muir Woods is important to do first; then the other decisions follow, 
e.g. shuttles and removing facilities 

� Consider having separate trails at congested areas (1st ½ m of trail) and then merge back to one, 
separate user groups where tensions occur 

� Consider potential impact of use on neighborhoods 

� Need language for how public access in SFPUC can be managed while protecting water. 
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84 P

Muir�Woods�is�particularly�accessible�to�those�who�live�in�Muir�Woods�and�our�love�of�the�place�is�a�part�of�our�reason�for�being�
here.�We�are�fortunate�to�be�able�to�take�solitary�and�inspirational�walks�at�early�morning�or�late�evening�hours,�but�we�also�take�
delight�in�sharing�these�wonderful�woods�with�fellow�visitors�from�around�the�world.

84 P

We�appreciate�well�planned�and�executed�improvements�to�the�park�such�as�the�boardwalks�and�bridge�replacements.�We�
would�look�forward�to�hearing�of�any�plans�to�improve�parking�areas,�but�we�are�not�receptive�to�any�alternative�plan�to�remove�
the�main�parking�area�as�well�as�a�major�portion�of�the�lower�parking�lot,�or�to�remove�the�loop�trail�or�any�bridges�to�
accommodate�a�restoration�of�"floodplain�function"�along�the�valley�bottom.��It�would�be�a�shame�to�replace�the�opportunity�for�
full�access�along�existing�trails�with�a�more�limited�trail�system�that�is�above�the�valley�floor,�"highly�controlled�and�limited�to�
designated�areas�and�activities."

84 P
We�are�also�concerned�about�a�spillover�effect�of�limiting�parking�at�the�park.�Visitors�in�cars,�intent�on�seeing�the�woods,�would�
utilize�available�parking�on�residential�streets�to�the�extent�such�parking�was�convenient�to�any�planned�shuttle�stops.

84 P
We would like to suggest long range planning for the undergrounding of power lines in critical areas for scenic and safetyWe� ld� e�to� �long� �pl i �for� � dergroun �of� � �in� cal� �for� ic� � fety�
considerations.

86 C

More�interpretive�interaction.�Educates�and�allows�questions�to�be�answered.�More�accessible�trails�to�be�available�for�mountain�
bike�riding.�Shuttle�service�to�Muir�Woods�is�a�great�idea�but�must�be�priced�reasonably.�Maintain�Muir�woods�accessibility�for�
disabled�citizens,�they�really�appreciate�and�enjoy�the�experience.�Establish�biking,�hiking�and�primitive�camping�in�San�Mateo.�
Yes,�no�plans�to�create�single�track�mountain�bike�trails.�This�is�important�due�to�the�great�number�of�mountain�bikers�in�
California�whom�pay�taxes�and�deserve�a�place�to�ride.�more�mountain�bike�trails!!!!

90 C

I�am�a�resident�in�San�Francisco�and�a�passionate�advocate�for�nature.�One�of�my�favorite�places�in�the�world�when�I�cross�over�
the�bridge�is�Muir�Woods.�I�know�its�always�been�an�incredible�money�machine�for�the�GGNRA�with�the�tourist�industry,�
however�it�saddens�me�to�hear�of�any�more�building�and�expansion�within�the�general�management�plan�of�this�small�jewel.�I�
believe�it�already�exceeds�it�capability�with�what�human�beings�ask�from�it�vs.�what�it�gets�from�us.�Let�us�look�to�other�places�
within�the�GGNRA�hour�growth�and�leave�Muir�Woods�as�it�is.�If�anything�I�am�for�a�plan�that�would�even�pull�back�from�what�we�
already�have�there.�

100 P

I�strongly�support�continuing�the�current�Manzanita�Muir�Woods�shuttle,�and�the�West�Marin�shuttle,�so�long�as�the�bus/vans�
remain�small�and�don't�endanger�those�of�us�who�drive�that�winding�road�regularly.�Manzanita�is�an�area�long�ago�surrendered�
to�cars.�Please�don't�let�Muir�Beach�become�another.
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166 P

C.�Muir�Woods�National�Monument:�The�parking�lots�at�Muir�Woods�should�not�be�reduced�or�eliminated�until�and�unless�the�
number�of�cars�using�them�has�been�diminished�by�the�use�of�shuttle�buses�and�parking�facilities�at�connecting�mass�transit�
transfer�points.�I�am�extremely�concerned�about�the�impact�of�moving�Muir�Woods�facilities�to�Muir�Beach,�and�encourage�
discussion�of�land�swaps�with�the�State,�where�useful�and�feasible,�to�accommodate�those�needs�as�an�alternative.�It�is�also�
untenable�to�even�consider�closing�Muir�Woods�Road�to�local�traffic�as�that�would�leave�the�residents�of�Muir�Beach�highly�
vulnerable�to�being�stranded�during�emergency�situations�and�road�maintenance.�

166 P

In�addition,�while�I�support�efforts�to�restore�the�natural�flood�plain�and�create�a�sustainable�visitor�program,�it�would�be�a�
shame�to�replace�access�along�the�valley�floor�with�a�limited�trail�system�above�the�valley�floor�that�is�"highly�controlled�and�
limited�to�designated�areas�and�activities."�This�is�not�consistent�with�the�need�for�Muir�Woods�to�provide�an�accessible�
opportunity�for�visitors�to�fully�experience�the�wonders�of�this�great�treasure.

166 P

D.�Public�Transit:�I�support�efforts�to�provide�public�transit�to�the�Muir�Beach�parking�lot�to�lessen�the�impact�of�private�cars.�I�
would�urge�the�Park�Service�to�collaborate�with�the�County�to�provide�appropriately�sized�public�transit�for�both�local�residents�
and�Muir�Beach�visitors.

170 P

I�am�writing�to�encourage�you�to�leave�Muir�Woods�as�it�is...so�that�all�people�can�enjoy�it,�especially�handicapped�people�who�
can�now�drive�up�to�the�entrance,�and�be�allowed�to�enter�easily,�and�enjoy�the�beautiful�trees.�With�the�new�plan,�they�as�well�
as�the�elderly�would�have�a�great�distance�to�go�to�access�this�wonderful�park.�One�of�its�greatest�gifts�is�its�accessibility...it�is�
designed�so�beautifully�now,�it�is�hard�to�imagine�why�you�are�trying�to�alter�the�plan...the�wonderful�way�it�unfolds,�and�the�
simplicity�of�the�walk�which�people�can�so�easily�enjoy�needs�no�further�adjustments...sometimes�it�is�best�just�to�leave�
something�alone...it�makes�one�wonder�why�you�are�trying�to�change�something�that�works�so�well.�The�bridges�that�you�want�
to�take�out�also�add�to�the�simple�peacefulness�of�the�pathways...the�loop�trail�makes�it�possible�for�all�types�of�people�to�go�as�
far�as�they�are�able....it�is�perfect�as�is...please�leave�alone!!�

178 P

I�have�read�the�alternative�scenarios�proposed�for�Muir�Woods.�First�I�would�like�to�share�this:�I�am�a�professional�graphic�
designer�of�27�years,�and�I�had�a�great�deal�of�difficulty�navigating�through�the�information�that�was�meant�to�make�the�
alternatives�clear.�The�various�pages�and�columns�were�split�up�in�such�a�way�as�to�be�disorienting.�The�layout�alone�could�be�
vastly�improved.�Also,�and�more�importantly,�the�language�employed�in�communicating�the�various�scenarios�is�manipulative�
and�vague�in�most�cases.�Each�of�the�scenarios�presented�sound...well,�"sound"���in�a�way.�But�reading�between�the�lines,�I�would�
have�to�say�that�only�alternative�2�comes�close�to�what�I�envision�for�not�only�Muir�Woods,�but�for�all�National�Park�lands�and�
historical�sites.�This�could�be�summed�up�as�the�"less�is�more"�approach.�Less�building,�less�pavement,�less�messing�with�the�
natural�setting�equals�a�more�real�and�healthy�experience�both�for�the�sites�themselves�and�the�visitors.�
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178 P

Visitors�should�not�be�coddled�and�expect�all�the�comforts�of�home�when�they�are�not�home.�If�they�wish�to�go�shopping,�even�
for�gear�and�guidebooks,�they�can�go�to�REI�before�getting�on�the�shuttle�to�the�woods.�If�they�get�wet�or�cold�or�hungry�on�their�
visit,�chances�are�they�will�survive�and�have�a�great�story�to�tell�when�they�get�home.�The�next�time�they�come�they�will�be�
prepared.

178 P

Qualified�and�caring�rangers�and�volunteers�sharing�their�knowledge�and�experience�are�the�most�important�part�of�the�park�
experience�after�the�place�itself.�Determining�what�their�needs�are�in�order�to�perform�their�duties�is�the�most�important�task�at�
hand.�Although�interpretative�exhibits�are�interesting�if�well�done,�they�do�not�take�the�place�of�a�live�naturalist�in�a�live�setting.
And�if,�in�their�creation,�they�threaten�to�destroy�the�very�thing�they�are�interpreting,�what�is�the�point?

178 P

I�personally�abhor�the�idea�of�thematic�trails.�I'm�not�opposed�to�educating�the�public�from�different�and�interesting�
perspectives,�but�these�perspectives�must�be�considered�in�context�with�each�other�if�we�have�any�hope�of�reconnecting�the�
whole�person�to�the�holistic�reality�of�nature.

178 P

Determining�what�is�necessary�for�"minimum�impact"�is�difficult�and�subject�to�interpretation.�But�if�that�is�the�stated�goal,�p j p g ,
which�I�believe�it�should�be,�it�will�pave�the�way�for�less�pavement,�the�removal�of�unnecessary�buildings�and�structures,�
reduction�of�superfluous�signage,�and�the�restoration�of�the�natural�environment.
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Generally�Marin�Audubon�supports�Alternative�2�because�its�goal�is�to�achieve�the�highest�level�of�natural�resource�protection.�
We�particularly�support�controlling�visitor�access.�
All�activities,�educational�or�otherwise,�should�be�passive�and�designed�to�lead�the�visitor�to�appreciate�and�participate�in�the�
unique�and�majestic�experience�of�an�old�growth�redwood�forest,�which�exists�few�places�in�the�world.�We�support�removal�of�
buildings,�restoring�natural�conditions�of�Redwood�Creek,�restoring�floodplain�functions,�and�creating�conditions�to�allow�the�
creek�to�naturally�meander.�This�would�be�a�great�benefit�to�spawning�salmon.�We�support�this�alternative’s�emphasis�on�
protection�of�this�unique�redwood�ecosystem.�
We�also�support�redesign�of�the�trail�system,�to�accommodate�fewer�visitors.�We�do�not�object�to�trail�remaining�in�the�
floodplain�as�long�as�it�is�recognized�it�may�flood�during�some�winter�rainy�periods,�but�we�do�support�restoration�of�natural�
processes�as�the�primary�goal.�
Concerning�possible�relocation�of�trails,�GGNRA�needs�to�assess�possible�adverse�impacts�of�relocating�the�trail.�Could�there�be�
more�environmentally�sensitive�conditions�and�impacts,�such�as�erosion�potential,�tree�removal�and/or�habitat�loss,�with�
relocating�elsewhere?�All�trails�should�have�a�natural�surface.�Removal�of�paved�surfaces�which�were�installed�by�GGNRA�some�
years�ago,�after�which�the�trees�began�to�show�signs�of�decline,�is�long�overdue.��
Under�Alternative�I�Muir�Woods�would�be�managed�to�provide�a�national�park�experience�which�would�include�various�activities.�
In�our�view�the�best�educator�is�experiencing�nature�itself.�Buildings�and�simply�take�people�away�from�this�magnificent�forest.�p g g p y p p y g
Improved�access�means�more�people�and�larger�crowds�which�detract�from�this�primeval�forest�and�its�quiet�atmosphere.�
Alternative�3�would�create�a�museum�type�experience�which�is�unnecessary�and�out�of�place�in�this�majestic�habitat.�We�
appreciate�that�visitor�use�would�be�carefully�limited�but�wonder�if�this�simply�means�there�would�be�more�trails�that�people�
would�be�limited�to.�We�think�theme�trails�are�an�unnecessary�distraction�from�the�majestic�nature�of�this�natural�ecosystem.�
Any�trail�relocation�should�be�carefully�evaluated�to�ensure�the�construction�and�use�impacts�would�not�be�worse�than�where�
they�are�now.�
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old growth redwood forest and its natural functions Visitor use is inevitable and important in its global importance as a World
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4.�Muir�Woods�National�Monument:�Juggling�the�need�for�access�to�this�venerable�stand�of�redwoods�that�was�created�close�to�a�
major�population�center�with�the�express�purpose�of�being�remarkably�accessible,�and�the�preservation�of�those�same�great�
trees,�is�a�balancing�act�that�we�understand�well.�Our�concern�is�that�the�parking�lots�at�Muif�Woods�not�be�reduced�or�
eliminated�until�and�unless�the�number�of�cars�using�them�has�been�diminished�by�the�use�of�shuttle�buses�and�parking�facilities�
at�connecting�mass�transit�transfer�points.�
We�are�extremely�concerned�about�the�impacts�of�moving�Muir�Woods�facilities�to�Muir�Beach.�and�encourage�discussion�of�land�
swaps�with�the�cte,�where�usable�and�feasible,�to�accommodate�those�needs.�
In�addition,�we�local�Marin�County�people�love�to�hike�in�Muir�Woods!�While�we�support�efforts�to�restore�the�natural�flood�
plain�and�create�a�sustainable�visitor�program,�it�would�be�a�shame�to�replace�access�along�the�valley�floor�with�a�limited�trail�
system�above�the�valley�floor�that�is�“highly�controlled�and�limited�to�designated�areas�and�activities.”�This�is�not�consistent�with�
the�need�for�Muir�Woods�to�provide�an�accessible�opportunity�for�visitors�to�fully�experience�the�wonders�of�this�great�treasure.�

226 L

SPECIFIC�COMMENTS�BY�SUB�AREA:�
Muir�Woods:�
Overview:�The�approach�to�“managing”�Muir�Woods�should�place�the�highest�emphasis�on�restoring�the�primeval�character�of�
old growth redwood forest and its natural functions Visitor use is inevitable and important in its global importance as a World� � � � � � � .� � � � � � � � � � � � � �
Heritage�site,�but�visitation�should�be�secondary�if�we�expect�the�ecosystem�to�be�self—�sustaining�over�the�long�term.�We�are�in�
the�unhappy�circumstance�of�possibly�“loving�the�place�to�death.”�
Arrival�and�Entry:�This�area�should�be�reduced�in�size�to�allow�Redwood�Creek�a�more�natural�floodplain.�Visitor�access�should�
rely�upon�an�expanded�shuttle�service,�and�physical�improvements�for�visitors,�including�shops�and�most�administration�should�
be�relocated.�
Redwood�Forest�and�Redwood�Creek:�The�natural�conditions�of�the�redwood�forest�and�floodplain�should�be�preserved�and�
where�necessary,�restored�(e.g.�habitat�along�Redwood�Creek�within�the�Monument)�to�the�greatest�extent�possible.�We�are�
emphatic�that�this�is�not�an�“outdoor�museum!”�The�cultural�history�of�Muir�Woods�is�secondary�to�the�long�term�integrity�of�
the�ecosystem.�
Camino�del�Canon�(Muir�Woods�Addition):�This�area,�which�has�had�a�long�history�of�human�use,�offers�the�opportunity�for�
conservation�education.�It�could�accommodate�both�administration�and�education�facilities�for�Muir�Woods�as�well�as�provide�
for�natural�landscape�preservation.�For�this�area�we�would�recommend�the�Alternative�Concept�1�approach.�
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Comment�
ID�#

Comment�(Direct�quotations�from�comment�submissions)

8 C 2)�Alcatraz�is�part�of�the�Bay�Trail�to�connect�more�people.

8 C
1)�Alcatraz:�Historic�westside�prisoners'�gardens�s/b�designated�"Evolved�Cultural�landscape"�in�all�alternatives�(See�Carole�
Ashford).

19 E

Put�a�statue�of�a�Native�American�woman�(Ohlone?)on�the�island,�the�same�size�as�the�Statue�of�Liberty,�it�would�be�fitting,�
considering�the�history�of�Alcatraz.�Maybe�have�a�design�contest...
There�is�an�artists�welding��center�in�Oakland�called�"The�Crucible"�,�I'm�sure�they�could�build�a�statue.
If�not�them�,then�some�other�American�artist�could�do�it.
It�would�be�a�wonderful�balance�for�the�country,�and�it�would�be�a�beautiful�symbol�of�recognition�of�the�Native�Americans.�Plus,�it�
would�be�a�HUGE�moneymaker!

22 E

I�just�read�an�article�requesting�input�on�the�establishment�of�a�hotel�on�the�island.�I�would�like�to�make�a�suggestion�that�could�
possibly�be�less�costly,�and�possibly�attract�many�more�for�a�stay.�Revamp�20�or�25�of�the�cells,�and�offer�a��package�weekend�stay�
for�tourists,�say�$200.00�for�the�package,�which�would�include�the�stay�in�an�assigned�cell,�and�meals,�with�the�tour�of�the�island.�I�
believe�that�this�would�give�the�tourist�the�ultimate�experience,�and�allow�them�to�experience�something�which�can't�be�done�
l h I k th t I ld t k d t f it ti l l if it i th f ll f t i i i l I l b li th telsewhere.� �know�that� �would�take�advantage�of�it,�particularly� � �is�the�former�cell�of�a�notorious�criminal.� �also�believe�that�

there�would�be�such�a�demand,�in�the�future�you�would�have�to�expand�the�number�of�cells�available.

23 E

NO�NO�NO!!!�to�Alcatraz�development!!!�Are�you�crazy?�Leave�The�Rock�alone,�don't�destroy�it's�character,�and�say�NO�to�a�hotel�
or�any�other�development.�This�is�about�respect,�history,�cultural�sensitivity,�and�just�plain�sense!�I�am�appalled�at�the�
irresponsible�behavior�of�this,�the�agency�entrusted�with�the�preservation�of�our�most�sacred�areas.�The�NPS�mission�is�about�
preservation�first,�and�how�could�enjoyment�be�really�enhanced�by�a�hotel�on�a�prison�island?

26 I

Alcatraz���sell�the�trash�as�treasure�in�the�bookstore!;�I�believe�this�resource�needs�to�be�maintained�as�a�destination�and�all�
facilities�need�to�remain�accessible�to�the�public;�From�my�experience�the�public�enjoys�this�island�for�it's�built�environment�and�
it's�historic�human�presence;��develop�green�energy�sources�for�the�island;�I�like�Power�Plant�Alt.�#�1

32 P

Think�big!�Put�a�statue�of�Justice�on�the�rock�that�would�be�similar�to�and�be�a�sister�to�the�Statue�of�Liberty�on�our�country's�
opposite�coast.�California�has�long�been�a�leader�in�fighting�for�Justice.�Many�movements�have�thrived�here,�from�farm�workers�to�
Native�Americans�to�gay�couples.�Immigrants�have�sought�freedom�and�justice�here�in�California.�What�could�be�more�uplifting�
than�a�giant�statue�of�justice�arising�out�of�a�decrepit�old�prison.�Like�SF�rebuilding�after�the�Earthquake�of�1906,�like�our�recovery�
after�flood�and�fire,�like�immigrants�beginning�a�new�life...�California�is�about�new�beginnings�and�equal�chances.�A�beautiful�statue�
of�Justice�would�symbolize�that�and�provide�inspiration�for�all.
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no�idea�what�is� �to�the�over�2�million� �in�the�US�under�lock�and�

32 P

PS�It�would�help�attract�international�attention�and�tourist�$$$.
�
PSS�Keep�the�some�of�the�prison�and�grounds�for�tours�similar�to�current�use.�Preserve�the�native�wildlife�on�and�around�the�
island.�Don't�invest�heavily�in�preserving�an�old�prison;�invest�in�the�future�not�the�past.�No�hotels,�meeting�rooms,�retreat�
centers....�etc.
�
Send�me�a�proper�email�address�instead�of�this�form�and�I�can�send�you�some�pictures�of�Justice,�hopefully�photo�shopped�onto�
Alcatraz.�This�form�would�not�allow�me�to�add�them.

35 C Alcatraz�must�provide�ample/maximum�habitat�for�nesting�birds.�This�is�compatible�with�human�use�of�the�island.�

43 P

I�urge�the�Parks�Service�to�keep�Alcatraz�as�a�historical�site,�bringing�the�history�of�that�prison,�its�inmates,�episodes�in�that�history�
to�the�public.
�
The�prison�is�a�unique�chance�for�average�citizens�to�get�an�idea�of�what�prison�is�like.�Citizens�urge�being�"tough�on�crime"�with�
no�idea�what�is�happening�to�the�over�2�million�people�in�the�US�under�lock�and�key.happening people key.

43 P

We�are�the�number�one�world�leaders�in�locking�up�our�citizens.�We�need�to�understand�more�what�this�actually�means�and�
Alcatraz�is�a�wonderful�opportunity�to�teach�that�lesson.
�
I�urge�you�to�bring�out�the�sense�of�what�prison�is�even�more�than�you�do�(very�well)�now.
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Looking�more�specifically�into�the�Alcatraz�alternatives�I�have�some�major�concerns.�For�the�Island�perimeter�area�alternatives�1�
and�3�worry�me.�Alternatives�1�and�3�say�that�they�allow�for�trails�around�the�perimeter�to�be�open�all�times�of�the�year�for�
visitors,�but�at�the�same�time�managed�to�protect�natural�habitat�values.�If�the�visitors�are�allowed�in�any�of�the�current�closed�
areas�during�the�breeding�season�(Feb�1���Sept�15),�the�birds�will�choose�not�to�breed�there�and�there�will�no�longer�be�nesting�
birds�to�be�observed�while�they�are�on�this�trail.�Overall�I�believe�more�natural�resource�protection,�interpretation,�and�outreach�
are�needed�on�the�Island.�This�is�an�important�part�of�Alcatraz's�natural�history�and�what�Alcatraz�used�to�be�like�before�anything�
was�built�on�the�Island.�It�is�a�great�opportunity�for�people�to�connect�with�nature�up�close,�which�doesn't�happen�very�often�these�
days�and�should�be�thought�of�as�just�as�important�as�the�prison�and�military�years.�Keeping�the�historic�gardens�land�space�to�
what�they�have�now�is�important,�the�more�space�they�are�given�the�more�habitat�is�taken�away�from�the�seabirds�on�the�Island.�
These�gardens�are�beautiful�and�the�visitors�enjoy�them,�but�they�can�not�overtake�the�Island�because�this�is�habitat�loss�for�the�
seabirds.�Also�if�food�service�is�brought�to�the�Island�this�will�increase�the�amount�of�trash�and�food�scraps�on�the�Island�which�will�
foster�rats�and�other�predators�which�will�negatively�affect�the�seabirds.�There�are�two�things�which�I�agree�with�about�the�other�
alternatives�on�Alcatraz.�I�believe�the�laundry�building�should�be�able�to�be�used�for�events�outside�of�the�breeding�season.�Also�I�
think�the�historic�buoys�in�alternative�three�should�be�set�out�not�only�for�historic�reasons,�but�for�resource�protection�and�
keeping�boats�away�from�the�birds�on�the�Island.�I�also�think�taking�small�boats�from�Fort�Mason�as�getting�part�of�the�historic�feel�
of�the�ferry�ride�as�well�is�a�great�idea.�Overall�I�believe�alternative�number�2�is�the�most�important,�although�I�realize�people�have�
differing�opinions�and�some�concepts�from�all�alternatives�will�probably�be�implemented.�I�agree�with�some�of�the�different�ideas�
of�alternatives�1�and�3,�but�I�hope�the�committee�always�keeps�in�mind�the�wildlife�and�native�habitats�that�our�parks�have�and�
need�to�protect�for�future�generations.�Thank�you!

81 P

Alcatraz�Island��Alternative�2
Overview:�Offering�visitors�more�opportunities�for�learning�about�the�island's�natural�as�well�as�cultural�history�and�current�
resources�to�provide�a�better�balance�between�the�two�management�mandates.�Main�Prison�Building�and�adjacent�areas:�
Maintaining�natural�areas�and�seasonal�closures�around�the�Laundry�Building,�Model�Industries�Building,�Parade�Ground�and�
western�side�of�the�island,�while�still�providing�limited�visitor�access�for�wildlife�viewing,�research�and�education.�Maintaining�the�
rubble�piles�as�important�bird�breeding�habitat.�Power�Plant�and�Quartermaster�Warehouse:�We�commend�attempts�to�protect�
sensitive�seabird�areas�around�the�Laundry�Building�and�Model�Industries�building�during�breeding�season�(February���September)�
by�excluding�maintenance�activities�and�visitor�access�near�these�structures�during�February��September.�Island�Perimeter:�
Positive�natural�resource�protections�proposed�in�Alternative�2�include�the�preservation�and�protection�of�natural�habitat�values�
with�visitor�use�and�access�highly�managed�around�the�island�perimeter�(i.e.,�seasonal�closures�near�seabird�breeding�colonies�
along�the�northeastern,�south�and�west�perimeters).
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Offshore�Marine�Environment:�Positive�natural�resource�protections�proposed�in�Alternative�2�include�a�sensitive�resource�zone�
out�to�300'�off�the�island's�western�shore�that�would�exclude�boat�traffic,�while�still�allowing�some�boat�traffic�along�the�eastern�
side�of�the�island.

81 P

Visitor�Areas:�We�agree�with�the�seasonal�closure�of�the�Agave�Trail�and�Parade�Ground,�as�presently�maintained,�which�is�an�
important�management�tactic�to�protect�sensitive�breeding�bird�resources,�including�Western�and�California�Gulls,�Brandt's�
Cormorants�breeding�on�the�cliffs�directly�below�the�Parade�Ground,�and�Pigeon�Guillemots�nesting�in�crevices�all�along�the�cliffs�
and�below�the�Agave�Trail.

It�is�not�clear�from�the�map�presented�in�conjunction�with�Alternative�2�if�the�West�Road�would�remain�open�to�visitors.�Increased�
interpretive�signs�and�placards�warning�of�restricted�areas�due�to�seabird�breeding�are�needed�in�this�area,�but�the�West�Road�
offers�the�only�cormorant�colony�viewing�available�to�visitors.�From�this�standpoint,�the�West�Road�access�is�extremely�valuable�
for�education�and�outreach�associated�with�the�theme�of�preserving�and�enjoying�coastal�ecosystems.

81 P

Alcatraz�Island��Alternative�3
Offshore�Marine�Environment:�Reinstalling�a�line�of�historic�buoys�circling�the�island�to�prohibit�boat�traffic�near�the�island�g y g p
(particularly�the�western�shore�to�reduce�disturbance�to�seabird�colonies).

81 P

Alcatraz�Island�Alternative�1
Food�Service:�The�introduction�of�food�service�on�the�island�would�create�a�much�greater�potential�for
"�injury�to�wildlife�(gulls�eating�and�getting�tangled�in�food�trash),
"�negative�interactions�between�wildlife�and�humans�(gulls�becoming�aggressive�while�attempting�to�get�food�from�visitors),�"�
increased�trash,�and�introduction�of�pests�and�predators�such�as�rats�(which�can�decimate�seabird�colonies�by�eating�eggs�and�
small�chicks).

81 P

Alcatraz�Island�Alternative�1
Overnight�Accommodations:�Providing�overnight�accommodations�(hotel,�hostel,�camping)�would�"�introduce�additional�
disruption�of�seabird�nesting�and�roosting�areas�through�human�activity,�night�lighting,�noise,�"�increased�potential�for�visitors�
accessing�unauthorized�areas.
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Alcatraz�Island�Alternative�1
Visitor�Areas:�Alternative�1�suggests�that�gulls�should�be�managed�in�'core�visitor�areas'�including�the�Parade�Ground�and�Laundry�
Building�which�would�be�'high�use'�visitor�areas.�"�The�Parade�Ground�currently�provides�the�largest�non�disturbed�area�of�
Western�Gull�and�Black�crowned�Night�heron�breeding�habitat,�as�well�as�the�only�breeding�habitat�for�California�Gulls.�"�Increased�
human�use�of�the�Laundry�Building�area�would�be�disruptive�to�Western�Gulls�as�well�as�Brandt's�Cormorants�nesting�adjacent�to�
the�building.�"�The�potential�to�disrupt�breeding�Black�Oystercatchers,�Pelagic�Cormorants�and�Pigeon�Guillemots�along�the�cliffs�
and�seawall�under�the�Laundry�Building�would�also�be�quite�high�(this�is�the�only�location�on�the�island�at�which�Pelagic�
Cormorants�and�Black�Oystercatchers�nest).

81 P

Alcatraz�Island�Alternative�1
Model�Industries�Building:�Alternative�1�also�suggests�using�the�Model�Industries�Building�for�Park�Operations�with�high�staff�use.�"�
This�would�greatly�increase�disturbance�to�Brandt's�and�Pelagic�Cormorants,�Western�Gulls,�Pigeon�Guillemots,�Black�
Oystercatchers,�and�Black�crowned�Night�herons�nesting�nearby.�

81 P

Alcatraz�Island�Alternative�1
Trails:�Opening�trails�such�as�the�Agave�Trail�and�Lower�Walkways�would�"�remove�much�additional�gull�and�night�heron�breeding�
habitat�"�potentially�disturb�breeding�guillemots�and�cormorants�(those�which�have�been�using�the�area�north�of�the�Powerhouse�
and�south�of�the�Dock).�"�Alternative�1�designates�a�'sensitive'�area�along�the�western�cliffs,�but�from�the�map�it�doesn't�appear�as�
if�this�includes�the�walkway�below�Barker�Beach�and�the�Greenhouse�Gardens.�If�not,�this�would�greatly�increase�the�potential�for�
disturbance�to�the�largest�concentration�of�breeding�Brandt's�Cormorants,�night�herons�and�Snowy�Egrets.�"�A�scenic�corridor�
around�the�perimeter�of�Alcatraz�would�be�established�by�Alternative�1,�anticipated�as�a�moderate�to�high�use�area.�If�allowed�
between�February���September�when�birds�are�nesting,�this�would�not�provide�sufficient�wildlife�protection.

81 P

Alcatraz�Island�Alternative�2
Food�Service:�Introduction�of�food�service�at�Building�64�would:�"�pose�a�greater�potential�for�injury�to�wildlife�(gulls�eating�and�
getting�tangled�in�food�trash),�"�increase�negative�interactions�between�wildlife�and�humans�(gulls�begging/stealing�food),�"�
increase�trash�on�the�island,�"�and�could�contribute�to�the�introduction�of�predators�to�the�island�such�as�rats.

81 P

Alcatraz�Island�Alternative�2
Overnight�Accommodations:�Providing�overnight�accommodations�(hotel,�hostel,�camping)�would�"�introduce�additional�
disruption�of�seabird�nesting�and�roosting�areas�through�human�activity,�night�lighting,�noise,�"�increased�potential�for�visitors�
accessing�unauthorized�areas.
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81 P

Alcatraz�Island�Alternative�2
Building�and�Landscape�Maintenance:�Proposed�increased�maintenance�of�landscapes�between�the�Dock�and�the�Cellhouse�would:�
"�reduce�available�Western�Gull�and�Black�crowned�Night�heron�habitat,�Since�this�is�the�most�highly�trafficked�visitor�pathway�
and�the�bird�habitat�in�this�area�has�largely�already�been�lost,�this�could�be�viewed�as�a�mitigation�for�other�areas�now�being�used�
or�proposed�to�be�opened�(such�as�near�the�Model�Industries�or�Laundry�Buildings,�etc.).�These�other�areas�could�remain�closed�
and�highlighted�through�outreach�efforts�as�a�valuable�natural�resource�and�the�wild�side�of�Alcatraz�which�is�also�an�important�
part�of�the�island's�history.
Although�we�commend�attempts�to�protect�sensitive�seabird�areas�around�the�Laundry�Building�and�Model�Industries�building�
during�breeding�season�(February���September),�we�are�not�sure�it�is�realistic�for�the�park�to�forego�all�maintenance�on�these�
structures,�given�its�mandate�to�protect�both�natural�and�cultural�resources.�It�should�be�feasible�for�maintenance�to�be�done�on�
these�buildings�and�surrounding�structures�during�the�non�seabird�breeding�season�(fall���winter).

81 P

Alcatraz�Island�Alternative�2
Visitor�Areas:�It�is�not�clear�from�the�map�presented�in�conjunction�with�Alternative�2�if�the�West�Road�would�remain�open�to�p j p
visitors.�Increased�interpretive�signs�and�placards�warning�of�restricted�areas�due�to�seabird�breeding�are�needed�in�this�area,�but�
the�West�Road�offers�the�only�cormorant�colony�viewing�available�to�visitors.�From�this�standpoint,�the�West�Road�access�is�
extremely�valuable�for�education�and�outreach�associated�with�the�theme�of�preserving�and�enjoying�coastal�ecosystems.

81 P

Alcatraz�Island�Alternative�2
Marine�Zone:�Expanding�the�definition�of�"sensitive�area"�in�the�300�foot�closure�could�be�improved�by�designating�the�area�as�a�
no�use�zone�during�seabird�breeding�season�(February���September).�Even�one�unintentional�human�intrusion�into�this�area,�if�ill�
timed�and�too�close,�could�cause�seabird�colony�abandonment.�A�scenic�corridor�of�moderate�to�high�use�allowed�past�300'�away�
from�the�island�would�probably�be�fine�with�regards�to�the�bird�resources�on�the�island,�as�long�as�loud�noises�(such�as�gunshots�
and�cannon�fire)�were�not�allowed.

81 P

Alcatraz�Island:�Alternative�3
Building�and�Landscape�Maintenance:�This�alternative�proposes�the�major�renovation�of�many�island�structures.�Construction�
projects�should�be�limited�to�outside�the�bird�breeding�season�from�February���September.
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81 P

Visitor�Areas:�Alternative�3�also�proposed�a�high�use�area�in�and�around�the�Model�Industries�Building.�This�proposal�for�moderate�
and�high�use�in�the�listed�areas�would:
"�effectively�remove�most�of�the�bird�breeding�habitat�on�Alcatraz,�as�the�birds�rely�on�undisturbed�habitat�to�successfully�raise�
young,�"�increase�disturbance�to�all�species�of�breeding�waterbirds�in�any�remaining�habitat,�"�and,�the�Model�Industries�and�
Laundry�Building�areas�in�particular�are�very�high�density�bird�areas�and�the�only�location�of�some�breeding�species�(e.g.,�Pelagic�
Cormorants,�Black�Oystercatchers).

81 P

Marine�Zone:�Alternative�3�does�propose�a�Historic�Immersion�Zone�with�no�access�within�1000'�of�the�island,�delineated�by�buoys�
which�would�potentially�protect�seabird�colonies�from�marine�based�disturbance�(boats,�kayaks,�jet�skis,�etc).�However,�if�on�
island�uses�are�allowed�as�proposed�in�earlier�sections�of�Alternative�3,�this�would�preclude�the�formation�of�any�seabird�colonies�
during�the�breeding�season�and�thus�marine�based�protection�would�be�pointless�from�a�natural�resources�standpoint.

81 P
"�We�find�that�none�of�the�alternatives�as�presently�described�will�meet�the�Park�Service�mandate�to�adequately�protect�both�
cultural�and�natural�resources�on�the�island.

81 P
"�The�introduction�of�food�service�and�overnight�accommodations�to�the�island�would�likely�have�significant�negative�affects�on�
bird�nesting,�roosting,�foraging�behavior,�survival.g g g g

81 P

"�Opening�the�Parade�Ground,�Laundry�Building,�Model�Industries�Building,�Agave�Trail,�Lower�Walkways,�the�walkway�below�
Barker�Beach,�and�the�Greenhouse�Gardens�to�increased�visitor�use�will�have�significant�impacts�on�bird�populations,�including�the�
exclusion�of�important�breeding�colonies�from�Alcatraz�Island.

81 P
"�Seasonal�closures�such�as�those�already�in�place�are�an�important�tool�for�managing�mixed�use�areas�and�should�be�considered�
for�all�revised�access�and�maintenance�activities.

81 P
"�Human�access�by�tourists�and�maintenance�to�sensitive�natural�resource�areas�(seabird�breeding�colonies)�should�be�prevented�
during�the�months�of�February���September.

81 P
"�Conservation�of�seabirds�in�the�marine�zone�could�be�improved�if�the�300�foot�sensitive�area�was�defined�as�a�no�use�zone�
during�the�months�of�February���September.

81 P
"�Reinstalling�a�line�of�historic�buoys�circling�the�island�to�prohibit�boat�traffic�near�the�island�(particularly�the�western�shore),�
would�reduce�disturbance�to�seabird�colonies.

81 C Alcatraz:�providing�overnight�stay�is�a�bad�idea�and�too�costly�for�what�is�achieved.�Bad�use�of�funding.�

83 E

I�heard�on�the�news�that�you�might�be�opening�tourist�attractions�on�Alcatraz.�I�would�like�to�suggest�Alcatraz�be�converted�to�an�
island�like�the�Mackinac�Island�in�Michigan�with�no�automobiles.�Transportation�by�horses,�carriages�or�bicycles/tricycles.�If�visitors�
prefer,�hiking.
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85 C

Many�of�the�ideas�contained�within�the�Alcatraz�alternatives�1�&3�are�very�good.�The�focus�of�the�island�should�be�on�the�cultural�
human�experience.�The�idea�about�a�hotel�overnight�accommodation�is�a�mistake.�The�city�of�SF�has�enough�rooms�already���and�
those�rooms�have�power�and�sewage�systems�in�place���not�so�for�Alcatraz.�Yes,�the�Alcatraz�plan�should�include�a�general�clean�up�
of�the�islands�rubble�piles.�Why�does�this�National�Park�feature�enormous�piles�of�trash?�Trash�and�the�smell�of�thousands�of�bird�
waste�have�no�place�in�one�of�americas�treasures.�the�plan�for�converting�Alcatraz�building�b4�into�a�hotel�is�shortsighted.�The�
building�rests�atop�a�pre�civil�war�fortification�that�is�not�earthquake�safe.�The�problems�with�water�,�power�and�sewage�will�
bankrupt�the�park�hotel�operator.�

89 P

ALCATRAZ��I�oppose�expansion�of�buildings�on�Alcatraz.�I�support�the�use�of�existing�buildings�for�such�uses�as�overnight�use.
The�proposed�Alcatraz�Island�over�night�facilities�and�food�service�should�be�designed�and�built�in�an�environmentally�friendly�and�
sustainable�manner�and�which�restricts�wildlife�from�accessing�human�food�or�trash.

93 L We�strongly�support�removing�the�rubble�from�the�parade�ground�and�opening�this�area�to�more�foot�traffic.�
93 L We�strongly�support�concentrating�the�bird�nesting�on�the�western�side�of�the�Island.�

93 L
We�strongly�support�rebuilding�the�Social�Hall�for�use�as�the�Alcatraz�Alumni�Museum,�and�include�the�two�lane�bowling�alley�and�
snack�bar�on�the�lower�floor�with�full�auditorium�and�commercial�kitchen�on�the�main�floor�to�provide�services�to�the�public.�

93 L
We�support�refurbishing�Industries�buildings�for�gatherings,�meetings,�class�rooms,�museum�and�displays,�including�an�operating�
kitchen.�

93 L
We�support�refurbishing�apartments�in�64�building,�for�use�as�a�centerpiece,�multipurpose�facility�to�include�overnight�Hostel�
lodging,�Post�Office,�canteen,�class�rooms,�administrative�offices.�

93 L We�support�using�the�kitchen�of�the�Cell�House�for�use�of�overnight�lodging.�

93 L
If�there�is�to�be�a�hotel�on�Alcatraz,�we�would�support�the�rebuilding�of�A,�B,�&�C�buildings�for�use�as�a�hotel.�The�outer�façade�and�
interior�common�areas�should�be�to�historic�dimensions�and�finishes.�

93 L
We�support�green�technology�for�sewer,�heat,�water,�power,�etc.�with�necessary�equipment�housed�in�existing�shop�buildings�or�
concealed�from�the�public�view�and�access.�

93 L

We�support�rebuilding�the�two�apartments�of�the�Light�House;��the�Wardens�house;�four�Lieutenants�cottages;�rebuilding�the�
Medical�Technicians�house,�behind�the�Wardens�House;���rebuilding�the�No.�2�Road�Tower.�(We�were�able�to�salvage�the�spot�
light);�purchase�and�restoration�of�the�Warden�Johnston�to�be�maintained�at�its�historic�pier.���Any�of�these�structures�could�be�
used�by�GGNRA�staff,�and�for�overnight�lodging,�classrooms,�artifact�sales,�museums,�and�food�service.����������������������������������������������������

125 P
The�proposed�Alcatraz�Island�overnight�facilities�and�food�service�should�be�designed�and�built�in�an�environmentally�friendly�and�
sustainable�manner�and�which�restricts�wildlife�from�accessing�human�food�or�trash.
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that sensitive wildlife areas need preservation is incomplete Cliffs are the most significant element of habitat that needs

177 P

Preliminary�Alternatives�for�Alcatraz�Island.�I�support�Alternatives�2�and�3�for�all�of�Alcatraz.�I�believe�the�wildlife�and�cultural�
history�of�the�island�should�be�protected.�I�do�not�believe�a�hotel�should�be�built�on�the�island.�In�my�opinion�that�would�ruin�the�
cultural�history�of�this�site.�people�come�to�this�island�to�learn�about�the�prison,�not�to�stay�in�a�hotel.�Building�minor�overnight�
accommodations�within�the�existing�structures�would�be�preferable,�but�I�believe�that�already�exists�with�the�educational�
overnight�stays�in�the�cells.

202 L

Thank�you�for�the�opportunity�to�comment�on�the�GGNRA�plans.�
I’d�like�to�suggest�that�on�Alcatraz�Island,�ample�space�should�be�dedicated�for�birds�and�other�wildlife�that�need�an�undisturbed�
place�to�rest�and�nest�in�the�bay.�I�believe�this�is�listed�as�Alternative�2.�

212 L

ALCATRAZ�ISLAND�
There�are�many�problems�with�Alternative�1�that�make�it�inappropriate�for�this�or�any�other�unit�of�the�National�Park�System.�The�
categorical�denial�of�the�natural�values�of�the�island�is�unacceptable.�Of�particular�concern�is�that�the�section�“Arrival�Area�
including�the�entry�pier�and�Building�64”�needs�a�natural�history�element.�We�oppose�opening�closed�areas�to�the�public.�This�
would�cause�irreparable�environmental�damage�to�seabirds.�Building�more�amenities�such�as�a�hotel�is�completely�inappropriate�
for�Alcatraz.�It�is�actually�a�contrast�to�the�actual�history�of�the�island�in�which�prisoners�were�kept�in�strict�confinement.�The�idea�
that sensitive wildlife areas need preservation is incomplete Cliffs are the most significant element of habitat that needs� � � � � � � .� � � � � � � � � � �
preservation�and�they�aren’t�even�mentioned.�Management�of�gulls�to�reduce�conflicts�in�core�visitor�use�areas�could�well�mean�
shooting�or�poisoning�gulls.�This�is�a�terrible�idea�for�an�agency�that�is�supposed�to�preserve�the�natural�elements�of�our�parks.�
Human�impacts�need�to�be�controlled.�We�oppose�the�Diverse�Opportunities�Zone�in�favor�of�maintaining�the�status�quo.�We�
oppose�removal�of�rubble�from�the�Parade�Ground�and�any�efforts�to�manage�bird�populations�to�accommodate�enhanced�visitor�
access.�Should�the�“Natural�Zone”�proposed�in�Alternative�1�be�adopted�it�would�require�the�destruction�of�significant�bird�habitat.�
Closing�seabird�colonies,�particularly�cliffs,�during�the�nesting�season�only�would�compromise�their�value�as�roosting�sites.�All�
access�points�above�cliff�dwelling�birds�should�be�permanently�closed.�
�

212 L

Should�alternative�1�be�adopted�there�are�significant�problems�associated�with�it�that�must�be�considered.�First�is�the�matter�of�
fresh�water.�It�would�seem�the�only�way�to�provide�an�ample�supply�of�fresh�water�for�the�proposed�amenities�would�be�to�install�
a�pipeline�to�San�Francisco.�That�must�be�made�part�of�this�proposal�if�it�goes�further.�Second�is�the�matter�of�supplying�food,�
laundry�services,�trash�removal�and�all�the�other�things�that�are�part�of�a�major�resort.�Maintaining�a�residential�visitor�complex�
will�require�a�considerably�greater�activity�on�the�island�and�that�must�be�addressed�as�well.�For�those�reasons,�as�well�as�the�
impact�on�wildlife,�we�oppose�Alternative�1.

212 L
We�oppose�Alternative�3�because�it�too�would�reduce�bird�habitat�and�underemphasize�the�natural�values�of�the�island.�
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212 L

We�support�Alternative�2�for�Alcatraz.�Specifically,�we�support�improvements�to�the�arrival/departure�area�and�Building�64�that�
include�wildlife�and�environmentally�friendly�design.�Access�to�wildlife�that�would�be�disruptive�to�their�nesting�or�their�roosting�
should�be�limited�to�researchers�and�park�staff�and�volunteers.�Food�services�should�be�limited�and�no�human�food�should�be�
permitted�on�the�island’s�trails�or�outdoor�areas.�Beside�interpreting�the�island’s�history,�it�is�critical�that�the�National�Park�Service�
improve�the�interpretation�of�the�island’s�natural�history.�As�one�of�the�west�coast’s�most�easily�accessible,�and�most�significant,�
seabird�colonies,�the�natural�history�interpretation�of�Alcatraz�should�equal�that�of�its�historic�interpretation.�

212 L

For�the�most�part,�Golden�Gate�Audubon�supports�Alternative�2�for�the�San�Francisco�coastline.�We�don’t�agree�with�any�
alternative�for�Land’s�End�and�we�have�significant�questions�about�alternatives�for�Ocean�Beach�and�Fort�Funston.�

218 L

Alcatraz�Island�
Marin�Audubon�supports�Alternative�2�as�the�alternative�that�is�the�most�protective�of�Alcatraz’s�incredibly�rich�and�diverse�avian�
resources,�however,�for�the�reasons�listed�below,�this�alternative�has�some�aspects�that�would�be�detrimental.�In�particular�
establishing�food�service�opening�the�Parade�Ground.�
With�the�removal�of�the�prison�and�intensive�human�uses,�wildlife�have�recolonized�Alcatraz�and�it�has�become�the�most�diverse�
and�intensely�used�island�for�breeding�and�roosting�seabirds�in�the�Bay�and�probably�along�the�Coast�as�well..�Certainly�the�use�of�g g p y
Alcatraz�by�wildlife�goes�back�many�centuries,�but�this�historic�use�has�not�been�documented�and�recognized.�While�the�human�
historical�uses�are�emphasized�these�days,�in�our�view�Alcatraz’s�bird�life�ranks�up�with�the�Galapagos�and�as�a�single�island�
probably�has�more�diversity�and�populations�than�most�of�the�Galapagos.�Protection�of�its�current�and�historic�natural�resources�
should�be�emphasized�in�all�planning.�Unfortunately,�none�of�the�alternatives�currently�described�would�provide�adequate�
protection�for�natural�resources.�

218 L

For�all�alternatives,�we�strongly�oppose�introduction�of�food�service�because�of�potential�adverse�impacts.�Food�service�will�create�
conditions�that�will�incite�the�gulls�to�become�more�aggressive�increased�trash,�negative�interactions�between�people�and�birds,�
and�increased�predators�(rats)�which�can�significantly�impact�nesting�colonies�by�eating�eggs.�

218 L

Overnight�Accommodations�(camping,�hotel)�should�not�be�introduced�because�the�increased�human�activity,�lighting,�food�use�
and�noise,�all�of�which�would�adversely�impact�the�nesting�colonies�and�roosting�birds.�It�would�increase�the�risk�of�extensive�
disturbance�because,�unless�guards�were�present�at�the�nesting�areas�all�night,�it�would�provide�opportunities�for�people�to�go�
into�closed�nesting�areas�and�cause�significant�disturbance.�This�could�lead�to�abandonment�of�colonies.�
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218 L

We�have�the�following�specific�recommendations�about�Alternative�2�to�best�ensure�it�does�not�create�conditions�that�will�
degrade�natural�resources:�
1.�Close�all�maintenance�and�access�areas�during�nesting�season�(February�to�September)�Seasonal�To�reduce�disturbance�
potential�to�nesting�birds.�
2.�In�the�Marine�Zone,�designate�a�300�foot�closure�along�the�northeastern,�south�and�west�perimeter�areas�as�no�use�zones�
during�seabird�breeding�season�from�February�to�September.�The�buoys�that�once�circled�the�island�should�be�replaced�to�noticing�
boaters�that�boats�are�prohibited.�Also,�access�to�these�colonies�from�above�on�the�island�must�be�restricted�during�breeding�
season.�
3.�Maintain�natural�areas�around�the�Laundry�building,�Model�Industries�building,�the�Parade�
Grounds,�the�western�side�of�the�island�and�the�rubble�piles�which�are�important�breeding�habitat.�
Particularly�during�breeding�season,�visitors�and�maintenance�activity�should�he�prohibited.�
Maintenance�on�the�landscape�between�the�dock�and�cellhouse�should�be�conducted�during�the�
Fall�and�Winter�months�only,�when�the�seabirds�are�not�nesting.�
4.�Establish�seasonal�closures�of�Agave�Trail�and�the�Parade�Ground�to�protect�sensitive�breeding�birds�(Western�and�California�
Gulls,�Brandt’s�Cormorants,�breeding�on�the�cliffs�below�the�Parade�Ground,�Pigeon�Guillemots�nesting�on�the�cliffs�below�Agave�

218 L

Regarding�other�Alternatives.�g g
Alternative�1�
(See�discussion�above�about�food�service�and�overnight�use)�
We�strongly�oppose�opening�the�Parade�Ground�and�Laundry�buildings�to�visitor�use�at�all,�much�less�for�high�use�access.�
Furthermore�the�concept�of�“managing”�the�gulls�in�the�‘core�visitor”�areas�Parade�Ground�is�unrealistic�and�impossible.�The�
Parade�Ground�is�the�largest�non��disturbed�area�of�Western�Gull�and�Black�crowned�Night�Heron�breeding�habitat�and�the�only�
breeding�for�California�Gulls.�The�Laundry�building�is�a�breeding�site�for�Western�Gulls�and�Brandt’s�Cormorants�nest�adjacent�to�
the�building.�Allowing�these�to�be�high�use�areas�would�have�widespread�and�significant�impact�to�these�species.�Further,�there�is�
potential�for�significant�destruction�of�breeding�Black�Oystercatchers,�Pelagic�Cormorant�and�Pigeon�Guillemot�along�the�seawall�
under�the�laundry�buildings.�
Using�the�Model�Industries�Building�for�Park�operations�would�also�adversely�impact�Pigeon�Guillemots,�Black�Oystercatchers�and�
Black�crowned�Nigh�Herons�
Opening�the�Agave�Trail,�lower�walkways,�walkway�between�Barker�Beach�and�Greenhouse�Gardens�corridor�around�perimeter�of�
the�island�all�would�have�significant�adverse�impact�to�nesting�birds�in�the�vicinity.�We�urge�that�these�trail�not�be�opened.�
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Alternative�3���
This�alternative�could�have�significant�adverse�impacts�from�major�renovation�of�many�island�structures�with�no�recognition�that�
nesting�season�February�to�September�should�be�avoided.�Moderate�to�high�use�areas�are�proposed�in�and�around�Model�
Industry’s�building�should�be�dropped.�Because�this�area�is�used�by�many�of�the�birds�to�raise�young,�this�use�would�eliminate�
most�of�the�breeding�habitat,�would�cause�the�birds�to�concentrate�in�other�areas�thereby�increasing�predation�and�disturbance�in�
all�other�areas.�Of�particular�concern�is�that�only�places�Black�Oystercatchers�and�Pelagic�Cormorants�nest�is�the�Model�Industries�
and�Laundry�Building�areas.�
The�proposal�for�a�1,000�foot�Historic�Immersion�Zone�around�the�island�could�be�beneficial�to�the�birds,�but�only�if�on�the�on�
island�activities�were�restricted.�Otherwise�there�would�be�disturbance�from�above�which�would�significantly�reduce�or�destroy�
the�nesting�seabird�colony.�
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Alcatraz�Island:�
•�No�Hotel�or�overnight�accommodations�on�the�island,�think�about�the�costs�of�supplying�fresh�water�and�waste�removal.�
•�Food�services,�yes�
I�take�offense�with�your�statement.”The�rubble�on�the�Parade�Ground�would�be�removed�and�bird�populations�would�be�managed�y p p g
to�accommodate�enhanced�visitor�access.�“It�should�be�the�other�way�around.�
•�Don’t�commercialize�Alcatraz,�we�do�not�need�a�Disneyland�
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I�have�a�suggestion�regarding�Alcatraz�Island.�It�is�the�perfect�place�to�have�a�Museum�of�Torture.�I�have�visited�the�Museum�of�
Torture�in�Paris,�France,�and�it�is�quite�a�draw.�There�are�guillotines�surrounded�by�huge�pictures�of�lopped�off�heads,�garrotes�
used�in�Spain�to�separate�neck�vertebrae�(very�painful�before�you�die),�nipple�pinchers�(pliers),�things�to�pull�out�finger�nails�or�jam�
metal�wedges�underneath,�sharp�pegs�to�sit�on,�etc.�There�are�some�nifty�devices�out�there!�Most�of�the�devices�are�accompanied�
by�huge�pictures�of�similar�devices�in�use.�
People�line�up�by�the�thousands�to�get�into�this�place.�Go�and�visit�it.�They�have�about�300�torture�devices.�I�guess�you�could�add�
water�boarding�to�the�list.�
Anyway,�people�do�relish�this�sort�of�thing�and�they�will�pay�an�entrance�price.�
My�vote�for�an�income�earner�at�Alcatraz�is�to�open�a�Torture�Museum.�
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The�Alcatraz�Island�Intertribal�Living�Museum�(AIILM).�Two�of�the�most�significant
legacies�of�the�Indian�Occupation�of�Alcatraz�Island�are:�the�acknowledgement�that
Native�Cultures�are�still�alive,�and�a�sense�of�Hemispherical�Intertribal�Unity.
Civic�Engagement�for�the�AIILM�would�be�on�a�national�and�interactional�level,�working
with�Tribal�Museums�through�out�the�United�States,�Canada�and�Latin�America.�Due�to
the�broad�geographic�area�the�AIILM�will�be�dealing�with,�operational�control�must
remain�with�the�Alcatraz�Island�curatorial�staff.
Through�Civic�Engagement�an�appropriate�museum�location�site�can�be�determined�in
cooperation.�The�selection�committee�would�determined�if�an�existing�building�should�be
renovated,�or�start�a�new�facility�from�scratch.
One�recommendation�is�to�place�for�the�AIILM�on�the�ground�level�of�the�New�Industries
building�that�faces�the�Golden�Gate.�There�are�two�large�rooms�in�the�New�Industries
building�that�could�accommodate�the�AlILM.�The�first�room�should�be�a�transition�room
and�the�second�room�the�actual�gallery�area.�The�gallery�area�(interior�of�second�room)
needs�to�be�encapsulated�to�provide�a�museum�quality�environment�to�control�light,
temperature�and�humidity.�The�impressive�view�of�the�Golden�Gate�needs�to�bep y p
maintained�for�dramatic�effect,�with�sealed�UV�filtered�glass�and�if�need�be�inner
partitions.�The�first�room�could�have�interpretive�panels�explaining�the�Living�Indian�Museum
concept�and�program.�Most�importantly,�the�first�room�would�be�an�environmental
transition�space.�If�the�first�room�is�not�enough�of�an�environmental�buffer�to�maintain
the�environmental�controls�in�the�gallery�room,�then�it�is�recommended�that�a�rotating
glass�door�be�used�to�maintain�the�environmental�seal�in�the�gallery�room.
Another�recommendation�would�be�to�refurbish�what�is�now�called�the�"Chapel"�next�to
the�Electric�Shop.�The�main�consideration�for�this�building�is�to�create�a�handicap�access.
If�it�is�determined�that�a�new�facility�is�needed,�a�recommended�site�would�be�at�the�edge
of�the�Parade�Grounds�facing�San�Francisco.�Site�location,�size�and�other�details�would
be�negotiated�through�Civic�Engagement.
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Alcatraz�Island���Alternative�2
Overview:�Offering�visitors�more�opportunities�for�learning�about�the�island's�natural�as
well�as�cultural�history�and�current�resources�to�provide�a�better�balance�between�the�two
management�mandates.
Main�Prison�Building�and�adjacent�areas:�Maintaining�natural�areas�and�seasonal
closures�around�the�Laundry�Building,�Model�Industries�Building,�Parade�Ground�and
western�side�of�the�island,�while�still�providing�limited�visitor�access�for�wildlife�viewing,
research�and�education.�Maintaining�the�rubble�piles�as�important�bird�breeding�habitat.
Power�Plant�and�Quartermaster�Warehouse:�We�commend�attempts�to�protect
sensitive�seabird�areas�around�the�Laundry�Building�and�Model�Industries�building�during
breeding�season�(February���September)�by�excluding�maintenance�activities�and�visitor
access�near�these�structures�during�February���September.
Island�Perimeter:�Positive�natural�resource�protections�proposed�in�Alternative�2�include
the�preservation�and�protection�of�natural�habitat�values�with�visitor�use�and�access�highly
managed�around�the�island�perimeter�(Le..�seasonal�closures�near�seabird�breeding�colonies
along�the�northeastern,�south�and�west�perimeters).p )
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Visitor�Areas:�We�agree�with�the�seasonal�closure�of�the�Agave�Trail�and�Parade�Ground,
as�presently�maintained,�which�is�an�important�management�tactic�to�protect�sensitive
breeding�bird�resources,�including�Western�and�California�Gulls,�Brandt's�Cormorants
breeding�on�the�cliffs�directly�below�the�Parade�Ground,�and�Pigeon�Guillemots�nesting�in
crevices�all�along�the�cliffs�and�below�the�Agave�Trail.
It�is�not�clear�from�the�map�presented�in�conjunction�with�Alternative�2�if�the�West�Road
would�remain�open�to�visitors.�Increased�interpretive�signs�and�placards�warning�of
restricted�areas�due�to�seabird�breeding�are�needed�in�this�area,�but�the�West�Road�offers
the�only�cormorant�colony�viewing�available�to�visitors.�From�this�standpoint,�the�West
Road�access�is�extremely�valuable�for�education�and�outreach�associated�with�the�theme�of
preserving�and�enjoying�coastal�ecosystems.
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Offshore�Marine�Environment:�Positive�natural�resource�protections�proposed�in
Alternative�2�include�a�sensitive�resource�zone�out�to�300'�off�the�island's�western�shore
that�would�exclude�boat�traffic,�while�still�allowing�some�boat�traffic�along�the�eastern�side
of�the�island.�Reinstalling�a�line�of�historic�buoys�circling�the�island�to
prohibit�boat�traffic�near�the�island�(particularly�the�western�shore�to�reduce�disturbance�to
seabird�colonies).
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Alcatraz�Island�Alternative�I
Food�Service:�The�introduction�of�food�service�on�the�island�would�create�a�much
greater�potential�for
•�injury�to�wildlife�(gulls�eating�and�getting�tangled�in�food�trash),
•�negative�interactions�between�wildlife�and�humans�(gulls�becoming�aggressive�while
attempting�to�get�food�from�visitors).
•�increased�trash.�and�introduction�of�pests�and�predators�such�as�rats�(which�can
decimate�seabird�colonies�by�eating�eggs�and�small�chicks).
Overnight�Accommodations:�Providing�overnight�accommodations�(hotel.�hostel.
camping)�would
•�introduce�additional�disruption�of�seabird�nesting�and�roosting�areas�through�human
activity,�night�lighting,�noise.
•�increased�potential�for�visitors�accessing�unauthorized�areas.
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Visitor�Areas:�Alternative�I�suggests�that�gulls�should�be�managed�in�'core�visitor�areas'
including�the�Parade�Ground�and�Laundry�Building�which�would�be�'high�use'�visitor�areas.
•�The�Parade�Ground�currently�provides�the�largest�non�disturbed�area�of�Western
Gull�and�Black�crowned�Night�heron�breeding�habitat,�as�well�as�the�only�breeding
habitat�for�California�Gulls.
•�Increased�human�use�of�the�Laundry�Building�area�would�be�disruptive�to�Western
Gulls�as�well�as�Brandt's�Cormorants�nesting�adjacent�to�the�building.
•�The�potential�to�disrupt�breeding�Black�Oystercatchers.�Pelagic�Cormorants�and
Pigeon�Guillemots�along�the�cliffs�and�seawall�under�the�Laundry�Building�would�also
be�quite�high�(this�is�the�only�location�on�the�island�at�which�Pelagic�Cormorants�and
Black�Oystercatchers�nest).
Model�Industries�Building:�Alternative�I�also�suggests�using�the�Model�Industries�Building
for�Park�Operations�with�high�staff�use.
•�This�would�greatly�increase�disturbance�to�Brandt's�and�Pelagic�Cormorants.
Western�Gulls,�Pigeon�Guillemots,�Black�Oystercatchers.�and�Black�crowned�Night�herons
nesting�nearby.
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Trails:�Opening�trails�such�as�the�Agave�Trail�and�Lower�Walkways�would
•�remove�much�additional�gull�and�night�heron�breeding�habitat
•�potentially�disturb�breeding�guillemots�and�cormorants�(those�which�have�been�using
the�area�north�of�the�Powerhouse�and�south�of�the�Dock).
•�Alternative�I�designates�a�'sensitive'�area�along�the�western�cliffs.�but�from�the�map
it�doesn't�appear�as�if�this�includes�the�walkway�below�Barker�Beach�and�the
Greenhouse�Gardens.�If�not,�this�would�greatly�increase�the�potential�for
disturbance�to�the�largest�concentration�of�breeding�Brandt's�Cormorants,�night
herons�and�Snowy�Egrets.
•�A�scenic�corridor�around�the�perimeter�of�Alcatraz�would�be�established�by
Alternative�I,�anticipated�as�a�moderate�to�high�use�area.�If�allowed�between
February���September�when�birds�are�nesting.�this�would�not�provide�sufficient
wildlife�protection.
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Alcatraz�Island�Alternative�2
Food�Service:�Introduction�of�food�service�at�Building�64�would:
•�pose�a�greater�potential�for�injury�to�wildlife�(gulls�eating�and�getting�tangled�in�foodp g p j y g g g g
trash),
•�increase�negative�interactions�between�wildlife�and�humans�(gulls�begging/stealing
food).
•�increase�trash�on�the�island.
•�and�could�contribute�to�the�introduction�of�predators�to�the�island�such�as�rats.
Overnight�Accommodations:�Providing�overnight�accommodations�(hotel.�hostel,
camping)�would
•�introduce�additional�disruption�of�seabird�nesting�and�roosting�areas�through�human
activity,�night�lighting.�noise.
•�increased�potential�for�visitors�accessing�unauthorized�areas.
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Building�and�Landscape�Maintenance:�Proposed�increased�maintenance�of�landscapes
between�the�Dock�and�the�Cell�house�would:
•�reduce�available�Western�Gull�and�Black�crowned�Night�heron�habitat,
Since�this�is�the�most�highly�trafficked�visitor�pathway�and�the�bird�habitat�in�this�area
has�largely�already�been�lost,�this�could�be�viewed�as�a�mitigation�for�other�areas�now
being�used�or�proposed�to�be�opened�(such�as�near�the�Model�Industries�or�Laundry
Buildings.�etc.).�These�other�areas�could�remain�closed�and�highlighted�through
outreach�efforts�as�a�valuable�natural�resource�and�the�wild�side�of�Alcatraz�which�is
also�an�important�part�of�the�island's�history.
Although�we�commend�attempts�to�protect�sensitive�seabird�areas�around�the�Laundry
Building�and�Model�Industries�building�during�breeding�season�(February���September).�we
are�not�sure�it�is�realistic�for�the�park�to�forego�all�maintenance�on�these�structures.�given
its�mandate�to�protect�both�natural�and�cultural�resources.�It�should�be�feasible�for
maintenance�to�be�done�on�these�buildings�and�surrounding�structures�during�the�no�seabird
breeding�season�(fall���winter).
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Visitor�Areas:�It�is�not�clear�from�the�map�presented�in�conjunction�with�Alternative�2�ifp j
the�West�Road�would�remain�open�to�visitors.�Increased�interpretive�signs�and�placards
warning�of�restricted�areas�due�to�seabird�breeding�are�needed�in�this�area,�but�the�West
Road�offers�the�only�cormorant�colony�viewing�available�to�visitors.�From�this�standpoint.
the�West�Road�access�is�extremely�valuable�for�education�and�outreach�associated�with�the
theme�of�preserving�and�enjoying�coastal�ecosystems.
Marine�Zone:�Expanding�the�definition�of�"sensitive�area"�in�the�300�foot�closure�could
be'improved�by�designating�the�area�as�a�no�use�zone�during�seabird�breeding�season
(February���September).�Even�one�unintentional�human�intrusion�into�this�area,�if�ill�timed
and�too�close,�could�cause�seabird�colony�abandonment.�A�scenic�corridor�of�moderate�to
high�use�allowed�past�300'�away�from�the�island�would�probably�be�fine�with�regards�to�the
bird�resources�on�the�island,�as�long�as�loud�noises�(such�as�gunshots�and�cannon�fire)�were
not�allowed.
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Alcatraz�Island:�Alternative�3
Building�and�Landscape�Maintenance:�This�alternative�proposes�the�major�renovation
of�many�island�structures.�Construction�projects�should�be�limited�to�outside�the�bird
breeding�season�from�February���September.
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Visitor�Areas:�Alternative�3�also�proposed�a�high�use�area�in�and�around�the�Model
Industries�Building.�This�proposal�for�moderate�and�high�use�in�the�listed�areas�would:
•�effectively�remove�most�of�the�bird�breeding�habitat�on�Alcatraz,�as�the�birds�rely
on�undisturbed�habitat�to�successfully�raise�young,
•�increase�disturbance�to�all�species�of�breeding�waterbirds�in�any�remaining�habitat,
•�and,�the�Model�Industries�and�Laundry�Building�areas�in�particular�are�very�high
density�bird�areas�and�the�only�location�of�some�breeding�species�(e.g.,�Pelagic
Cormorants,�Black�Oystercatchers).
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Marine�Zone:�Alternative�3�does�propose�a�Historic�Immersion�Zone�with�no�access
within�1000'�of�the�island,�delineated�by�buoys�which�would�potentially�protect�seabird
colonies�from�marine�based�disturbance�(boats,�kayaks,�jet�skis,�etc).�However,�if�on�island
uses�are�allowed�as�proposed�in�earlier�sections�of�Alternative�3.�this�would�preclude�the
formation�of�any�seabird�colonies�during�the�breeding�season�and�thus�marine�based
protection�would�be�pointless�from�a�natural�resources�standpoint.
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Other�Comments:�•�We�find�that�none�of�the�alternatives�as�presently�described�will�meet�the�Park
Service�mandate�to�adequately�protect�both�cultural�and�natural�resources�on�theq y p
Island.
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•�The�introduction�of�food�service�and�overnight�accommodations�to�the�island�would
likely�have�significant�negative�affects�on�bird�nesting,�roosting,�foraging�behavior,
survival.
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Opening�the�Parade�Ground,�Laundry�Building,�Model�Industries�Building,�Agave
Trail,�Lower�Walkways,�the�walkway�below�Barker�Beach,�and�the�Greenhouse
Gardens�to�increased�visitor�use�will�have�significant�impacts�on�bird�populations,
including�the�exclusion�of�important�breeding�colonies�from�Alcatraz�Island.
•�Seasonal�closures�such�as�those�already�in�place�are�an�important�tool�for�managing
mixed�use�areas�and�should�be�considered�for�all�revised�access�and�maintenance
activities.
•�Human�access�by�tourists�and�maintenance�to�sensitive�natural�resource�areas
(seabird�breeding�colonies)�should�be�prevented�during�the�months�of�February�September.
•�Conservation�of�seabirds�in�the�marine�zone�could�be�improved�if�the�300�foot
sensitive�area�was�defined�as�a�no�use�zone�during�the�months�of�February�September.
•�Reinstalling�a�line�of�historic�buoys�circling�the�island�to�prohibit�boat�traffic�near�the
island�(particularly�the�western�shore),�would�reduce�disturbance�to�seabird
colonies.
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Thank�you�for�the�opportunity�to�respond�to�the�present�draft�general��
management�plan�for�the�GGNRA.��This�communication�consists�of�several��
parts.��We�will�first�respond�to�your�question�#2,�and�tie�in�our��
answers�to�question�#1�—�and�to:�"Why�these�ideas�are�most�important"�—��
to�our�specific�STAR�ALLIANCE�Foundation�proposal�for�the�"Ring�of��
Understanding"�over�Alcatraz.��Of�course�there�is�no�reason�that�values��
from�each�of�the�three�proposed�alternatives�cannot�be�integrated�into��
an�overall�master�plan,�emphasizing�in�application�some�values�more��
prominently�in�some�sites,�and�some�values�more�prominently�in�others,��
while�honoring�all.
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Park�Service�Question�#2):��Are�there�any�important�elements/ideas�that��
the�planning�team�missed�in�the�preliminary�alternatives?

STAR�ALLIANCE�Foundation�response:���Proposed�Alternative�#1�for��
Alcatraz�Island,�while�conceptually�excellent�in�many�respects,�may�not��p y y p
be�sufficient�to�allow�fully�for�the�bold�proposed�structure:�"The�Ring��
of�Peaceful�Understanding,"�conceived�to�"hover"�in�the�air�space�over��
the�main�prison.��A�version�of�the�following�abbreviated�description��
was�sent�in�early�July�by�e�mail�to�the�fourteen�hundred�members�of��
Architects,�Designers�and�Planners�for�Social�Responsibility,�Northern��
California�Chapter.

>����The�STAR�ALLIANCE�Foundation�of�Berkeley�has�been�dedicated�since��
>�1985�to�promoting�"Universal�Peace�Ethics"�in�a�variety�of�ways,��
>�including�a�"Citizens'�Declaration�of�Highest�Common�Ideals"�for��
>�peace.�(www.STARALLIANCE.org).
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�STAR�ALLIANCE�is�proposing�to�the�United�States�National�Park�Service��
>�a�major�monument�over�Alcatraz�to�beautify�the�island�and�the�Bay��
>�Area,�to�improve�visitor�experiences,�and�to�make�an�important��
>�symbolic�statement�in�support�of�timeless�values.

>����In�its�purest�sense,�except�for�the�footprint�of�its�legs,�the��
>�monument�is�conceived�to�occupy�only�air�space�above�the�prison.��We��
>�feel�this�is�an�ideal�opportunity�to�make�an�aesthetic�and�symbolic��
>�improvement�of�global/universal�proportions�with�minimal�disruption�to��
>�the�island's�natural�habitat,�while�remaining�consistent�with�historic��
>�Native�American�sympathies�and�important�elements�of�both�conservative��
>�and�progressive�values�generally.
>
>����As�conceived�first�in�early�2001:�"The�Ring�of�Understanding"�would��
>�in�effect�"hover"�over�the�prison�on�five�flying�arch�legs�surrounding��
>�the�main�prison�block.��It�would�provide�spectacular,�unobstructed,��p p p
>�elevated�360�degree�views�of�the�Bay�Area�far�superior�and��
>�complementary�to�present�view�opportunities�from�the�island.��At�the��
>�same�time�the�Ring�would�serve�as�a�magnificent,�elegant�pedestal�for��
>�statuary�of�up�to�thirty�human�figures�(prominently�including�Native��
>�Americans)�gathered�around�the�roof�of�the�ring,�representing�the��
>�diversity�of�humankind�—�eyes�and�arms�raised�in�a�handclasp�of�joyful��
>�unity�and�solidarity�"in�commitment�to�Our�Highest�Common�Ideals."���
>�The�ideals�or�"Primary�Peace�Principles"�would�be�represented�as�a��
>�column�of�some�thirty�stars�splayed�out�at�the�top,�rising�above�the��
>�center�of�The�Ring�with�Planet�Earth�at�mid�column.��Meeting,�display,��
>�and�restaurant�space�might�be�housed�inside�The�Ring�interior�to�a��
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The�following�phrases�culled�from�preliminary�overall�planning��
alternative�#1,�struck�us�as�particularly�important�in�today's�global��
social�environment:
Reaching�out
Engaging�the�community
Attracting�and�welcoming�people
Connecting�people�[and]�large...population(s)
Promoting�understanding,�enjoyment,�preservation�and�health�—�all�as��
ways�to�reinvigorate�the�human�spirit.
"Parks�to�the�people"
Actively�seek�[to�respond�to]�diversity�of�visitors
Encourage�visitors...
Enhance�outreach�and�access...�welcoming.
Foster�visitors'�deep�personal�connection�to�the�park
Encourage�hands�on�stewardship�through�visitor�opportunities�that��
promote�personal�health�and�responsibilityp p p y
Maximize�adaptive�reuse...to�support�visitor�enjoyment,�understanding��
and�community�connections
Work�with�interested�groups�and�populations�to�manage�cultural�resources
Deepen�visitor�understanding.
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Phrases�from�Alternative�#2�that�struck�us�as�particularly�important:

Intentionally�connecting�resources�and�systems�to�form�contiguous��
habitat

Manage�low�impact�visitor�use
[Our�note:�This�can�be�accomplished�partly�by�concentrating�high�impact��
visitor�use.��Furthermore,�in�the�case�of�The�Ring,�many�more�visitors��
than�actually�go�to�the�island�could�enjoy�it�from�a�distance,�often�on��
a�daily�basis,�and�via�media,�etc..]

Integrity

Resiliency

Promote�partnershipsp p

Phrases�from�Alternative�#3�that�struck�us�as�particularly�important:

Highest�level�of�preservation�to�protect�their�value�in�perpetuity.
[With�the�Ring�representing�the�culturally�evolved�present�and�future,��
the�prison's�counterpoint�symbolic�value�will�be�preserved�even�as�the��
structure(s)�continue�to�crumble.]
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Park�Service�Question:�"WHY"�are�these�most�important?

To�answer�this�question�we�may�borrow�from�a�STAR�ALLIANCE�Foundation��
description�of�"The�Challenge�of�Peace"�in�today's�world.

Universal�Need.��There�is�an�intense�need�for�peaceful,�individual�and��
social�integration�worldwide,�marked�by�stark�inequities�in�economic,��
legal,�political,�and�educational�status�and�opportunities�leading�to��
widespread�dissatisfaction,�crime�and�violence,�including�terrorism�and��
environmental�degradation�affecting�everyone.

Fulfilling�the�needs�for�peaceful�social�integration�and�healthy�human��
progress�is�vital�to�the�preservation�of�our�common�home,�Planet�Earth;��
to�safety,�fulfillment�and�happiness�for�all.

In�an�age�of�nuclear�weaponry�and�proliferation,�terrorism�and��g p y p
potential�environmental�and�economic�collapse;�allowing�any�social��
element�to�remain�chronically�isolated�and�disaffected�courts��
unacceptable,�continuing�danger�and�unnecessary�waste�of�critical��
resources�needed�for�everyone’s�higher,�more�lasting�interests.
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A�“STAR�ALLIANCE”�Response.��Responding�to�“The�Challenge�of�Peace”��
since�1985,�The�STAR�ALLIANCE�Foundation�acts�as�a�catalyst�to�“do�less��
and�accomplish�more”�by�stimulating�human�beings�to�a�higher�level�of��
ethical�mutual�behavior�and�appreciation�—�to�more�efficient�and��
effective�conflict�resolution,�transformation�and�achievements�for��
common�advancement�everywhere.

A�Virtually�Unlimited�Potential�“Market.”��To�this�end�the�Foundation��
reaches�out�to�virtually�everyone.��Regardless�of�origin,�current��
viewpoint�and�level�of�responsibility;�individuals�are�invited�to��
study,�discuss,�understand�and�commit�(or�reinforce�existing��
commitments)�to�universal�“core�values.”��United�in�this�common��
commitment;�individual�people,�governments,�businesses,�institutions��
and�communities�—�including�those�in�need�of�extra�support�and��
rehabilitation�—�can�and�will�find�transformative�energies�and��
resources�unlocked�to�achieve�healthier�conservative�and�progressive��
goals�in�better�balance.���

It�would�seem�obvious�that�Alcatraz�island,�situated�prominently�as�it��
is�at�the�world�renowned�Golden�Gate,�represents�a�set�of�critical��
opportunities�for�the�United�States�of�America�—�historic�torchbearer��
of�democracy�for�the�world�—��to�rehabilitate�and�maintain�its�global��
leadership�position�and�role�for�peace,�responsible�freedom�and��
planetary�stewardship.
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A�bold�new�national�monument�at�Alcatraz,�"The�Ring�of�Peaceful��
Understanding"�—�will�stand�in�symbolic�counterpoint�to�an�aging��
historic�monument�to�crime,�suffering�and�isolation.��The�Ring�will��
reach�out�and�welcome�visitors�from�a�great�distance�to�a�celebration��
of�core�values�for�successful�global�integration�in�peace.��It�will�add��
an�important�new�layer�of�history�to�the�island�pointing�to�an�evolved��
future,�while�illuminating�the�lesser�evolved,�historic�layers�that��
have�come�before�and�the�natural�basis�of�all:�the�land�and�surrounding��
waters.��It�will�attract�and�welcome�people�and�connect�them�to�each��
other�and�to�their�collective�pasts;�to�their�more�evolved�presents��
(and�"presence");�and�point�to�a�shared�future�of�universal�values�for��
freedom�and�democracy.��It�will�promote�human�understanding,�a�sense�of��
personal�responsibility�and�much�sheer�enjoyment.��In�all�these�ways�it��
will�reinvigorate�the�human�spirit.���It�will�be�the�"highest�and�best��g p g
use"�of�a�naturally�spectacular�physical�and�social�pedestal�on��
Alcatraz,�giving�superior�meaning�to�the�concept�of�"Parks�for�the��
People."��It�will�enhance�and�complement�the�Golden�Gate�Bridge�and�add��
importantly�to�the�"Golden�Gate�Experience."��It�will�enhance�views��
greatly�—�both�from�and�to�the�island�—�over�far�distances,�and�in�this��
way�reach�far�more�people�on�a�daily�basis.

The�West�Coast�has�an�important,�established�pioneering�role�in�United��
States�and�world�history.��Drawing�on�its�historic�distinction�as�site��
of�the�"first�West�Coast�lighthouse,"�Alcatraz�will�become�an�important��

245 E lighthouse�for�the�future�of�shared�values�in�peace.
In�regard�to�the�three�proposed�future�plans�for�Alcatraz�Island.�The�Alcatraz�Alumni�Association�Inc�and�as�a�former�resident�
would�like�to�offer�the�following�comments.�We�strongly�support�removing�the�rubble�from�the�Parade�ground�and�opening�this�
area�to�foot�traffic.�We�support�concentrating�the�birds�nesting�on�the�Western�side�of�the�island.�We�strongly�support�
redeveloping�the�Social�Hall�for�use�as�the�Alcatraz�Alumni�Museum�including�the�two�lane�bowling�alley�and�snack�baron�the�
lower�floor�with�full�auditorium�and�commercial�kitchen�on�the�main�floor.�We�support�refurnishing�industries�buildings�for�
gatherings,�meetings.�Class�rooms�museum�and�displays�including�kitchen.�We�support�refurnishing�apartments�in�64�building�for�
use�as�a�center�piece,�multi�purpose�facility�to�include�overnight�Hotel�lodging,�Post�Office,�Canteen,�class�rooms,�administrative�
offices,�etc.��We�support�using�the�kitchen�of�the�cell�house�for�use�of�overnight�lodging.�If�there�is�to�be�a�hotel�on�Alcatraz,�we�
would support the rebuilding of A,B and C buildings for use as a hotel. The outer facade and interior should be a historic
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42P P

I�simply�want�to�say�that�adding�ANY�kind�of�hotel�or�inn�would�utterly�ruin�the�experience�of�the�visitor�to�Alcatraz.�The�visitor�is�
supposed�to�get�a�feeling�of�what�it�was�like�on�the�island�for�those�who�were�imprisoned�there.�They�shouldn't�have�access�to�
snacks�and�lodging.�For�goodness�sake�does�every�national�park�site�have�to�be�snack�and�lodging�ready!?�Some�places�should�just�
be�preserved�for�day�time�visits�and�that�is�all.�If�people�want�to�spend�more�time�on�Alcatraz�they�can�come�back�the�next�day�
and�following�one�after�that.�A�hotel�is�a�mistake.

44P P
Concerning�Alcatraz�island,�I�believe�the�ideas�in�Alternative�2�to�let�more�of�the�island�go�into�a�natural�state,�and�to�emphasize�
the�important�geographic�position�of�the�island�in�terms�of�ecology�are�wonderful�ideas.

44P P

3.�Concerning�Alcatraz�island,�I�do�not�like�the�idea�found�in�Alternative�1�of�putting�a�hotel�on�the�island.�The�island�sits�in�the�
middle�of�the�bay,�and�all�of�us�in�the�Bay�Area�see�it�on�a�regular�basis.�It�belongs�to�all�of�us,�not�just�those�who�could�afford�to�
pay�for�a�night�at�the�hotel.

97,�93,�
106,�107,
99,�87,�94
140,�81,�
96,�151,�
95

�
,�

P
I�urge�you�to�design�and�build�the�proposed�Alcatraz�Island�overnight�facilities�and�food�service�in�an�environmentally�friendly�and�
sustainable�manner,�which�restricts�wildlife�from�accessing�human�food�and�trash/waste.
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ID�#
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t� Comment�(Direct�quotations�from�comment�submissions)

78 P

Comments�on�Lower�Redwood�Creek�(former�Banducci�flower�farm)�Improving�conditions�for�salmon,�other�wildlife,�
and�ecosystem�function�should�be�the�top�priority.�Riparian�habitats�play�essential�roles�for�wildlife�as�well�as�providing�
ecosystem�services�for�humans.�Unfortunately,�riparian�habitat�in�California�is�among�the�most�degraded�hence�raising�
it�in�priority�for�restoration�and�enhancement.�My�research�along�this�stretch�of�Redwood�Creek�and�others�in�Marin�
County�suggests�that�the�adjacent�uplands�are�also�important�areas�for�riparian�associated�breeding�birds�during�the�
post�breeding�period.�Enhancement�and�restoration�of�the�uplands�is�important�for�watershed�health�in�general.

78 P

I�am�concerned�that�habitat�succession�is�moving�many�of�Marin's�habitats�toward�Douglas�Fir�dominated���i.e.,�
grassland�to�coastal�scrub�to�Douglas�fir.�I�suggest�developing�a�plan�to�preserve�the�diverse�habitat�types�(amount�and�
location)�and�then�developing�ways�to�manage�for�this�mosaic.

82 P

I�would�like�to�strongly�urge�that�Alternative�1�be�adopted�because�this�is�the�only�alternative�that�will�allow�Slide�Ranch�
to�stay�in�its�current�location.�The�current�location�is�not�only�stunningly�beautiful;�it�is�also�an�appropriate�location�
because�of�its�historic�buildings�and�the�example�it�offers�of�a�small,�simple�farming�community.�The�staff�and�buildings example simple farming community
volunteers�have�created�a�very�special�small�farm�that�allows�visitors����and�particularly�children����to�experience�a�
simpler�and�more�environmentally�friendly�lifestyle.�Over�almost�forty�years,�Slide�Ranch�staff�and�volunteers�have�
offered�so�much�to�the�community�as�well�as�caring�for�the�environment�by�removing�nonnative�plants�and�tending�the�
wonderful�gardens.�The�suggestion�that�Slide�Ranch�should�be�moved�contained�in�the�other�alternatives�seems�to�be�
based�on�the�assumption�that�there�are�other�locations�that�could�offer�the�same�benefits�as�the�current�one.�That�
assumption�reflects�a�fundamental�lack�of�appreciation�of�what�Slide�Ranch�offers.�I�wonder�if�those�supporting�those�
alternatives�have�spent�any�time�at�Slide�Ranch,�or�sent�their�children�to�one�of�the�camps�or�other�learning�programs.�
My�children�have�returned�year�after�year�to�Slide�Ranch�for�camp�and�other�programs�and�I�can�tell�you�that�the�
experiences�they�have�had�have�been�truly�transformational�and�have�influenced�their�attitude�towards�the�
environment�and�their�own�lives�more�than�just�about�any�other�educational�program.�To�relocate�Slide�Ranch�would�be�
a�terrible�loss�to�our�community.�

84 C

The�closest�alternative�to�my�ideals�would�be�Alt�1�with�the�following�exception:�retain�the�Golden�Gate�Dairy�Stables�in�
Muir�Beach�in�its�existing�location.�It�has�a�long�history�on�the�park�and�operates�in�a�very�environmentally�conscious�
manner.�It�is�consistent�with�the�history�of�the�park�to�leave�this�stable�in�place.�It�was�a�dairy�and�had�a�population�of�
horses�for�many�years.�
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84 C

I�also�wish�that�you�leave�all�equestrian�trails�in�their�current�location.�Horses�have�long�been�apart�of�the�GGNRA,�even�
before�the�park�was�officially�formed.�We�are�becoming�a�culture�of�nature�deprived�citizens.�Eliminating�domesticated�
work�animals�from�our�lands�adds�to�this�deprivation.�Horses�are�a�mode�of�transportation�for�park�users�who�are�not�
physically�capable�of�hiking�and�biking�on�trails.�This�represents�a�large�grouping�of�trail�riders�who�are�middle�aged�and�
older.�This�has�not�been�mentioned�anywhere�in�the�park�proposals.�

88 C

Alternative�1���managing�the�area�to�enhance�the�environmental�and�farm�education�center�facilities.�We�rarely�care�for�
something�we�are�not�connected�to.�Slide�Ranch�connects�myself�and�l000's�of�children�and�families�to�animals,�plants,�
food,�nature�and�most�important�themselves.�it�provides�a�setting�where�humans�live�without�dominating,�dream�while�
they�work�and�undoubtfully�grow.�It�is�a�refuge�from�a�world�that�often�moves�to�fast�and�forgets�what�matters.�It�is�a�
home�to�so�many,�though�only�a�few�actually�live�there.�Slide�Ranch�and�its�present�location�are�precious�jewels�for�the�
bay�area�and�the�world.�I�spent�11�months�at�Slide�Ranch�as�a�teacher�in�residence�in�2001.�I�had�a�college�education�but�
I�know�nothing�about�how�a�broccoli�plant�grew�or�what�kind�of�climate�a�tomato�plant�liked�or�how�to�care�for�
chickens.�I�was�a�vegetarian�who�had�never�seen�an�imagined�an�animal�could�be�killed�respectfully.�I�connected�to�
nature�mostly�through�photos�on�my�bedroom�wall.��The�previous�two�years�of�my�life�I�worked�in�the�education�field�in�
the�inner�city.�Learning�there�was�often�abstract�and�boredom�regular�problem.�At�Slide�Ranch�children�were�
immediately�engaged.�the�goats,�sheep,�chickens,�garden�cap�most,�trails,�ocean�and�tide�pools�were�more�then�enough�. , ,
to�fill�a�four�hour�field�trip�I�believe�for�many�children�it�was�the�highlight�of�their�school�year.�Some�living�in�the�Bay�
area���had�never�ever�seen�the�ocean�before.�

89 C

Tennessee�valley�the�history�of�Marincello�should�be�promoted�so�that�visitors�can�appreciate�the�effort�that�saved�the�
area�from�development.�The�scale�model�(GGNRA)�could�be�put�on�display�and�the�"gate"�to�the�project�could�be�
reconstructed.�All�this�would�inspire�others�in�their�preservation�efforts�and�would�also�preserve�and�important�part�of�
the�local�history.�

91 C

Alternative�1�should�be�a�preferred�alternative.�The�Main�County�park���lands�are�a�huge�draw�for�people�in�the�county,�
SF,�as�well�as�visitors.�Enhancing�and�improving�the�park�lands�could�only�be�good�for�all�visitors.�The�park�lands�is�one�of�
the�main�reasons�I�live�here�in�Mill�Valley.�Slide�Ranch�should�remain�in�its�current�location�because�where�is�it�is,�it�is�
really�quite�a�magical�experience�every�time.�My�family�love�its�scenic�views�as�well�as�its�proximity�to�the�ocean�and�
tidal�pools.�Our�children's�favorite�campsite�is�Slide�Ranch�for�these�reasons.�
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98 P

I�believe�it�is�very�important�to�preserve�the�non�commercialized�feeling�of�Muir�Beach's�central�area.�Right�now�we�
have�a�small�inn,�a�volunteer�fire�department,�and�a�small�horse�boarding�operation.�It�is�very�important�to�me�that�
these�elements�be�kept�pretty�much�as�wonderful�as�they�are�now,�as�well�as�Slide�Ranch.�It�would�be�a�shame�if�Muir�
Beach's�public�face�were�trashed�to�turn�it�into�a�pit�stop�for�Muir�Woods.�I�love�our�firemen,�our�mailboxes,�our�little�
(now�fixed�up)�house.�I�love�seeing�horses.�The�traffic�is�already�very�bad,�and�I�hope�any�increased�public�transportation�
can�be�kept�small�in�size�and�QUIET.�This�is�a�rural�community,�based�in�farming�history.�It�is�not�a�wilderness,�and�so�
Alternative�2�seems�to�me�the�least�appropriate,�except�for�its�emphasis�on�quiet.

98 P

Yes,�there�was�no�talk�in�this�plan�about�the�trails,�their�maintenance�and�improvement�and�use.�Muir�Beach�is�not�a�
sports�center,�and�I'd�like�to�see�the�trails�around�it�not�turned�into�a�big�draw�for�even�more�bikes�than�are�already�
here.�There�also�wasn't�much�talk�about�the�beach.�I�would�prefer�it�not�to�be�turned�into�Stinson��it's�just�too�small�for�
use�beyond�what's�already�there.

98 P

I�have�lived�in�and�loved�Muir�Beach�for�over�30�years.�Many�of�the�changes�being�proposed�are�because�Cal�Trans�
threw�some�rocks�into�the�ocean,�many�years�ago.�Now�we�live�with�the�consequences.�Years�of�construction�noise.�
Changes�we�can't�predict.�It�would�be�good�if�the�flooding�were�dealt�with,�and�I'm�grateful�for�improvements,�but�I�
worry that the spirit of the place will be damaged I know that both the Banducci family and long term workers there�th �th � irit�of�th �pl �will�be� amage .� �know�th �both�th �Band i�family� �long� � k �th �
and�the�Ocean�Riders�barn�are�under�strong�pressures�from�the�part.�But�these�are�organic�parts�of�what�makes�Muir�
Beach�what�it�is.�Not�obstacles,�but�heritage,�living�connections�to�the�history�of�the�area.�Please�do�not�throw�either�of�
these�operations�out�for�some�abstract�idea�of�what�the�GGNRA�should�be.�Point�Reyes�has�ranches,�so�can�Muir�Beach�
have�our�agricultural�component.

98 P
Faint�hope:�any�chance�of�passing�a�rule�about�motorcycles�and�mufflers?�I�know�this�isn't�your�domain,�just�thought�I'd�
mention.

100 P

I�am�writing�in�support�of�the�Official�Ocean�Riders�comment/letter,�signed�by�Maureen�Pinto�on�behalf�of�all�Ocean�
Riders�members.�In�that�letter,�we�request�that�we�be�allowed�to�stay�at�the�current�site�(The�Dairy;�Alternative�1)�but�
also�be�given�some�new�auxiliary�space�on�Lower�Redwood�Creek�(Alternative�3).�Our�current�numbers�are�severely�
compressed,�compared�to�historical�uses,�and�if�we�are�to�provide�the�very�rewarding�public�programs�that�we've�
proved�and�documented�we�can�do�in�the�past,�we�need�some�breathing�room�for�more�members�and�horses,�not�
further�compression�of�space,�as�seems�sadly�inevitable�at�the�Dairy�site.�A�very�small�number�of�people�has�put�a�very�
large�amount�of�money�and�time�into�Best�Management�keeping�of�horses�at�the�Dairy.�We�have�worked�for�many�
years�now�to�become�a�good�force�in�our�ecosystem,�human�and�natural,�in�that�place,�and�could�do�so�equally�if�given�
new�facilities�in�the�Lower�Redwood�Creek�area��but�the�investment�of�both�time�and�money�really�needs�to�be�spread�
out�among�a�somewhat�larger�number.
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100 P

I�would�like�personally�to�request�that,�however�the�renovated�house�at�the�Dairy�site�be�used,�it�NOT�be�turned�into�a�
visitors'�center.�The�space�is�simply�too�small�to�accommodate�more�cars,�when�the�Fire�Dept�already�requires�space�for�
their�own�cars�in�case�of�emergency�calls.�Plus,�a�visitors'�center�is�not�a�true�historical�use�for�this�beautiful�set�of�
weathered�buildings,�once�a�ranch.�Continued�agricultural�type�use,�and�the�presence�of�horses�that�bring�pleasure�to�
so�many,�is�far�more�in�keeping�with�both�the�strengths�and�the�limitations�of�the�Dairy�site.�I�would�hope�that�whoever�
moves�into�that�house�might�have�some�horse�skills�as�well,�since�they�would�be�the�person�closest�by,�in�case�of�
emergency.

100 P

TRAILS.�Both�their�maintenance�and�improvement,�and�the�very�important�preservation�of�single�track�trails�without�
bicyclists,�who�wear�central�grooves�that�cause�erosion�by�gullying�rain;�startle�hikers,�horses,�and�wildlife�with�their�
sudden�appearance;�and�in�general�are�out�of�keeping�with�the�"natural"�part�of�nature.�A�bike,�unlike�a�horse,�is�a�man�
made�machine,�and�I�don't�think�it�belongs�in�the�same�place�that�people�go�because�they�want�to�be�in�and�with�
nature.�(This�one�aspect�of�Alternative�2's�goals,�I�strongly�support,�though�I�strongly�disagree�with�the�part�of�
Alternative�2�that�would�banish�horses�from�inside�the�GGNRA��as�the�ranches�are�part�of�Point�Reyes�National�
Seashore,�so�the�equestrian�barns�can�be�part�of�GGNRA�without�detriment��indeed,�with�increased�pleasure,�as�I�see�
every�time�I�ride�the�delight�on�the�faces�of�most�who�I�encounter.)

100 P Slide�Ranch�is�a�treasure,�as�is.�Please�don't�require�them�to�change.require change.

100 P

Muir�Beach�is�also�a�treasure.�I�used�to�live�there,�and�have�many�friends�who�still�do.�Please�don't�turn�it�into�a�way�to�
"solve"�the�problem�of�Muir�Woods,�which�would�simply�displace�traffic�from�one�place�onto�another,�creating�two�
places�at�risk�of�ruin�by�overuse�where�there�now�is�one.�Muir�Beach�is�a�wonderful�place�to�encounter�for�those�going�
up�the�coast,�who�see�the�Pelican,�the�mailboxes,�the�barn,�and�stop�to�photograph�what�is�now�a�source�of�delight.�It�is�
the�first�rural�community�encountered�as�one�heads�north�on�Route�One�from�San�Francisco,�and�a�superb�opening�note�
for�that�drive�along�the�coast.�Busses,�parking,�and�any�other�kind�of�development�would�be�out�of�keeping,�and�would�
take�something�wonderful�and�turn�it�into�one�more�degraded�spot.�

110 P

Regarding�Tennessee�Valley�plans�:no�to�moving�existing�buildings�of�TV�Nursery�and�Horse�Patrol.�I�prefer�to�keep�the�
nursery�and�horse�patrol�at�the�current�site.�It�makes�no�sense�to�tear�all�the�already�existing�buildings�down�and�to�
damage�more�land�to�build�new�and�more�buildings.�Besides,�the�nursery�has�only�a�small�group�of�staff�and�volunteers,�
and�moving�it�to�the�parking�lot�area�could�impede�the�work�to�be�done�by�interruptions�by�well�meaning�visitors.�It�is�
also�a�safety�issue.

110 P Keep�camping�only�at�Haypress�camp,�this�is�enough�for�the�valley.
110 P No�to�more�buildings(rustic�facilities?)�and�commercialization�of�Tennessee�Valley.
110 P No�expansion�of�horse�facilities�to�lower�Marincello.

110 P
With�all�these�so�called�improvements�you�would�lose�the�very�nature�and�beauty�that�makes�the�Tennessee�Valley�
watershed�so�attractive�and�special�in�its�way.
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our heritage If THE GGNRA proposes to preserve other cultural sites in the park the cultural site and program at Slide

115 P

In�Marin�County�I�support�the�position�of�the�Marin�Horse�Council�and�want�to�go�on�record�as�supporting�the�continued�
presence�of�the�horse�facilities�and�increases�in�access�to�trails.�The�final�plan�must�address�the�presence�and�
requirements�of�equestrians.�

121 P

Our�family�believes�that�the�proposal�to�move�Slide�Ranch�would�be�a�huge�mistake.�Our�family�has�had�the�opportunity�
to�visit�Slide�Ranch�several�times.�Its�setting�above�the�ocean�is�beautiful.�You�can�barely�see�it�from�the�road�(thus�there�
is�little�to�no�impact�of�views�from�the�road).�Given�the�relatively�small�amount�of�animals�they�maintain�(for�the�
amount�of�space�they�occupy),�they�seem�to�have�a�minimal�impact�on�the�land.�The�educational�work�they�do�at�Slide�
Ranch�is�outstanding.�If�anything,�the�Park�Service�should�be�doing�all�they�can�to�support�them;�rather�than�threatening�
to�move�them�away�from�their�current�location.�We�strongly�encourage�you�to�abandon�the�idea�of�moving�Slide�Ranch.

127 P

Answer:�Regarding�Slide�Ranch,�the�most�important�idea�to�include�in�your�preferred�alternative�is�allowing�the�Slide�
Ranch�to�remain�in�its�current�location.�Slide�Ranch�is�a�Cultural�Resource�as�well�as�an�education�center.�Slide�Ranch�
demonstrates�to�the�Bay�Area�community�the�sustainability�of�a�small�farm�system�in�the�midst�of�a�natural�landscape.�
This�important�piece�of�our�nations�culture,�small�sustainable�farms�within�natural�systems,�is�a�rapidly�fading�piece�of�
our heritage If THE GGNRA proposes to preserve other cultural sites in the park the cultural site and program at Slide� .� � � � � � � � � � � � ,� � � � � � � �
Ranch�should�also�be�maintained,�and�should�be�allowed�to�stay�in�its�current�location.

127 P

As�you�know,�the�Slide�Ranch�site�was�historically�a�dairy�farm;�back�before�the�Golden�Gate�Bridge�was�built.�While�
preserving�the�cultural�heritage�of�farming�at�the�site,�Slide�Ranch�has�demonstrated�how�the�natural�systems�can�be�
restored�with�careful�application�of�sustainable�farming�methods�and�organic�systems.�The�land�has�improved�
dramatically�from�the�intense�over�grazing�it�experienced�in�the�dairy�farm�days.�With�more�infusion�of�capital�from�the�
NPS�and�others,�even�more�restoration�could�be�accomplished�around�the�animal�enclosures�and�gardens.

127 P

Slide�Ranch�is�a�care�taker�of�the�site.�Additional�restoration�taking�place�around�the�area�could�be�cared�for�by�the�Slide�
Ranch�staff�who�live�on�site.�Their�ears�and�eyes�can�protect�the�restoration�projects�when�the�park�service�employees�
and�contractors�have�gone�home�for�the�evening.�The�Slide�Ranch�staff's�knowledge�of�the�site�and�the�local�species�
could�be�invaluable�in�restoring�the�native�vegetation�around�the�site.�Restoration�of�the�area�is�possible�while�still�
keeping�the�Slide�Ranch�program�and�facilities�on�site.�In�fact,�the�Slide�Ranch�facilities�(and�any�improvements�that�
might�be�approved�in�the�future),�could�act�as�an�education�center�for�park�visitors�about�landscape�restoration.�It�could�
be�a�demonstration�site�for�broader�restorations,�and�for�how�individuals�can�restore�a�bit�of�the�native�ecosystem�in�
their�garden.
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127 P

Whatever�your�preferred�alternative�is,�I�feel�it�must�include�Slide�Ranch�as�a�functioning�sustainable�education�program�
at�its�current�site.�The�GGNRA�is�not�a�pristine�park�without�some�imprints�of�human�culture.�If�you�allow�other�major�
footprints�of�human�culture�to�remain�in�the�park,�you�must�allow�this�teeny�toe�print�of�Slide�Ranch�to�remain.

127 P

Answer:�Well,�something�you�got�wrong�is�calling�Slide�Ranch�"remote."
Schools�from�Marin�County,�San�Francisco,�Contra�Costa�County�and�Alameda�County�and�beyond�visit�Slide�Ranch.�They�
certainly�do�not�consider�it�to�be�a�remote�location.�So�the�current�phrasing�for�Alternative�#2�regarding�remoteness�is�
not�supportable.

127 P

There�are�existing�park�partners�up�and�down�the�Marin�County�Coast.�The�partner�I�know�best,�Slide�Ranch�has�been�a�
very�dedicated�steward�of�the�land.�They�have�kept�the�impact�low�while�opening�the�eyes�of�many�to�the�world�beyond�
their�own�urban�or�suburban�neighborhood.�At�Slide�Ranch,�one�learns�about�one's�relationship�with�food�and�fiber;�
with�enormous�grey�whales�and�teeny�intertidal�anemones.�In�addition,�as�many�of�you�have�likely�experienced,�being�
at�the�ocean�and�hearing�the�surf�returning�and�returning,�or�gazing�out�to�the�Pacific's�horizon�and�seeing�its�beauty�
and�enormity,�one�also�experiences�deeply�how�one�is�a�simple�part�of�a�vast�whole.�When�a�program�participant�wakes�
up�with�the�chickens�and�sees�the�morning�light�slanting�through�the�fog�on�the�waves,�they�feel�connected�the�the�
broader�world�beyond�their�front�step.�They�learn�about�the�cycles�of�the�ocean�through�the�tides,�the�cycles�of�the�
seasons�in�the�garden,�and�the�cycles�of�the�day�in�gathering�a�warn�egg�from�the�chicken�coop.�Their�sense�of�
responsibility�and�stewardship�for�the�creatures�and�lands�and�waters�around�them�likely�grows.�Having�a�program�site�
overlooking�the�vast�Pacific,�brings�the�message�of�connectedness�home�like�nothing�else�can.�Slide's�coast�side�location�
is�key�to�the�effectiveness�of�it's�programs.

131 P

We�urge�the�National�Park�Service�(NPS)�to�include�coordination�with�other�regional�planning�entities,�such�as�County�of�
Marin�and�the�State�of�California,�to�maintain�the�existing�trail�system�(fire�roads)�and�to�develop�additional�links�to�
connect�these�roads�as�needed.�This�would�allow�access�to�the�open�spaces�we�cherish�here�in�Marin�without�driving�
into�any�of�the�parks.�This�concept�is�in�keeping�with�the�stated�goal�of�the�GGNRA�Transportation�Plan�that�is�currently�
in�development.

131 P

Of�particular�interest�to�our�group�is�access�to�the�fire�roads�that�run�throughout�the�Marin�Headlands�(and�connect�
with�fire�roads�in�neighboring�County�and�State�park�lands).�For�residents�in�Southern�Marin�these�areas�are�our�
'backyard'.�We�walk�these�roads�and�never�cease�to�marvel�at�the�beauty�and�variety�of�wildlife,�plants�and�geography�
that�exist�so�close�to�home.
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Alternative 1 a Natural Zone: outside the trail corridor, the area would be managed to protect undeveloped coastal

131 P

We�have�followed�the�GGNRA�Dog�Management�Committee�meetings�closely.�While�we�were�not�allowed�a�seat�on�the�
main�Committee,�one�of�our�members�did�have�a�seat�on�the�Technical�Sub�committee.�At�the�end�of�the�two�years�of�
meetings�there�was�very�little�agreement�on�where�we,�the�citizens,�could�walk�in�the�GGNRA�with�our�dogs.�In�
particular,�there�was�little�or�no�discussion�on�where�we�could�walk�with�our�dogs�on�leash.

Almost�the�whole�of�the�two�years�was�spent�on�off�leash�discussion,�and�two�of�the�three�areas�that�are�under�
consideration�for�off�leash�use�in�Marin�County�are�Rodeo�Beach�and�Muir�Beach.�This�is�especially�concerning�since�
both�of�these�beaches�seem�to�have�vanished�from�the�General�Management�Plan�entirely�(areas�close�by�are�included:�
Golden�Gate�Dairy�and�Creek,�and�Marin�Headlands:�Fort�Barry�and�Fort�Cronkite,�but�not�the�Beaches).�In�addition,�
Rodeo�Beach�may�be�eliminated�from�consideration�if�the�Transportation�Plan�goes�to�shuttles�in�the�Headlands.�That�
leaves�us�with�(possibly)�a�very�short�walk�up�Oakwood�Valley�Trail.

This�letter�addresses�our�concerns�about�on�leash�dog�walking�in�the�Marin�Headlands�(all�areas�listed:�Fort�Barry�and�
Fort�Cronkite;�Conzelman,�Bunker�and�McCullough�Roads;�Oakwood�Valley,�Marin�City�Ridge�and�Gerbode�Valley;�
Tennessee�Valley).�The�specific�Alternatives�refer�to�the�'Uplands'�of�the�Marin�Headlands�as�either:
� Alternative 1 � a Natural Zone: "outside the trail corridor, the area would be managed to protect undeveloped coastal�� � ��� � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � �
habitat�and�outstanding�natural�features�that�are�backdrops�to�the�scenic�corridor�experience".�We�are�only�interested�
in�access�to�the�fire�roads�that�transect�these�areas,�so�do�not�think�our�presence�with�a�dog�on�leash�(or�a�horse�or�a�
bike)�should�cause�concern.
�Alternative�2���a�Sensitive�Resources�Zone:�"Visitor�access�would�be�highly�controlled�and�restricted�to�designated�trails�
in�this�zone."
We�are�not�sure�what�this�means�as�it�relates�to�recreational�use,�but�we�suspect�it�implies�we�humans�are�not�entirely�
welcome,�let�alone�humans�with�dogs,�and/or�horses,�and/or�bikes.
��Alternative�3��seems�to�generally�follow�the�same�guidelines�for�use�as�Alternative�1.



Marin�County�Public�Comments 8�of�58

y

131 P

The�same�fundamental�goals�are�included�in�all�three�of�the�Concepts/Alternatives;�the�difference�we�see�is�in�the�
emphasis�of�the�goals.�We�whole�heartedly�support�Concept�#1:�Connecting�People�with�the�Parks,�"Park�management�
would�focus�on�ways�to�attract�and�welcome�people,�connect�people�with�the�resources,�and�promote�understanding,�
enjoyment,�preservation�and�health."�This�Concept�emphasizes�the�NPS�management�commitment�to�the�founding�idea�
of�the�GGNRA,�ie�"parks�to�the�people."
�
We�realize�that�the�final�General�Management�Plan�will�contain�elements�from�all�three�Alternative�Management�
Concepts;�however,�whenever�there�are�conflicts�among�the�three,�we�urge�you�to�give�primary�consideration�to�
Concept�#1:�Connecting�People�with�the�Parks.

131 P

The�areas�that�the�Alternatives�refer�to�as�"the�Uplands",�are�the�areas�those�of�us�living�in�the�communities�of�Sausalito�
and�Mill�Valley�consider�our�"backyard".�These�are�the�areas�that�we�can�access�without�driving�into�the�GGNRA.�These�
are�the�areas�that�we�want�to�access�with�our�dogs�(on�leash)�and�our�bikes�and�our�horses,�just�as�many�have�for�as�
long�as�most�of�us�can�remember.

151 P

Alternative�1,�connecting�People�to�the�Park�is�the�best�option�for�the�Fort�Barry�Stables,�operated�by�the�Presidio�, g p p , p y
Riding�Club�(PRC).�The�stables�should�remain�as�a�boarding�stable�and�under�current�management.�Allowing�diverse�
opportunities�will�let�people�with�different�interests�to�enjoy�the�park.�We�also�think�this�will�allow�the�PRC�to�offer�
additional�public�outreach�programs.
�
Visitors�to�the�Horse�Hotel,�the�PRC's�current�public�outreach�program,�frequently�request�more�camping�options,�so�
that�is�an�idea�we�support.

151 P

The�PRC�would�also�like�to�incorporate�some�of�the�historical�education�ideas,�like�installing�interpretive�signs�for�the�Ft.�
Barry�Balloon�Hanger�to�give�visitors�an�idea�of�the�history�of�the�site.�The�stables�are�historic,�having�been�at�the�Ft.�
Barry�site�for�over�40�years.

151 P

We�do�not�think�using�the�facility�as�an�equipment�storage�area�would�enhance�the�visitor�experience.�We�do�not�
support�returning�the�buildings�to�their�state�as�a�motor�pool�or�missile�repair�site�as�suggested�in�Alternative�3.�The�
public�currently�gets�more�enjoyment�from�the�facility�as�a�stable.�Families�with�children�enjoy�coming�to�visit�the�
horses�and�an�empty�garage�would�not�have�the�same�recreational�value.
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Hello,� �name�is�Laurie�Wilson�and�have�lived�a� �outdoor�life�in�Mill� �for�over�21� ,�and�I�use�some� �of�

151 P

The�amount�of�environmental�protected�area�in�Alternative�2�seems�excessive�and�we�believe�that�it�will�be�difficult�to�
eliminate�everyone,�including�hikers,�from�the�area�south�of�Bunker�Road�to�the�Golden�Gate�Bridge.�This�is�the�most�
populated�area�of�the�park,�and�the�area�serviced�by�public�transit.�These�trails�are�some�of�the�most�popular�and�
should�remain�open�to�hikers,�equestrians�and�cyclists.

151 P

A�warming�hut�or�food�service�would�be�valuable�near�the�Ft.�Cronkite�beach.�This�is�also�the�terminal�of�the�Muni�bus�
service,�so�it�would�be�a�good�location�for�people�to�eat�while�waiting�for�transportation.�Other�locations�would�simply�
not�get�the�amount�of�visitors�to�support�it.�Ft.�Barry�would�NOT�be�a�good�place�to�put�food�service.

151 P The�current�Visitor�Center�in�the�Headlands�is�sufficient;�a�new�Visitor�Center�is�not�needed.

154 P
Marin����There�is�very�little�area�designated�for�"diverse�opportunities"�anywhere�in�the�Marin�holdings�of�the�GGNRA�in�
Alternative�1.�Alternative�2�and�3�have�essentially�no�recreational�access�anywhere�in�Marin�(except�for�Stinson�Beach).

160 P
San�Mateo�and�Marin:�There�are�very�few�sites�where�"diverse�opportunities"�(a�designation�that�includes�off�leash�dog�
walking)�will�be�allowed�in�alt.�1;�your�2�&�3�are�disastrous�alternatives.

161 P

Hello,�my�name�is�Laurie�Wilson�and�have�lived�a�very�outdoor�life�in�Mill�Valley�for�over�21�years,�and�I�use�some�part�of�my very Valley years part
GGNRA�on�a�weekly�basis.�I�am�also�a�parent�of�two�school�age�children,�5�and�10�years�old.�Our�oldest�has�attended�
Slide�Ranch's�weekly�summer�camps�3�years�now,�and�was�on�a�waiting�list�for�a�week�earlier�this�summer.�We�LOVE�the�
camp,�and�it�is�very�popular,�and�fills�up�by�late�March.�We�enjoy�carpooling�with�other�Mill�Valley�kids,�and�we�hope�
that�it�will�be�available�in�the�future�for�our�younger�child�to�enjoy.�There�is�no�place�like�it�in�Marin,�and�attending�the�
children's�"farmers�market"�on�the�last�afternoon,�and�seeing�all�the�things�they�created,�is�just�wonderful.
Please�seriously�consider�Alternative�#1,�"People�in�Parks"�or�"People�And�Parks",�or�whatever�it�is�called.�Surely�there�is�
enough�Natural�Zone�along�our�beautiful�coast�already.

166 P

As�a�resident�of�Muir�Beach�whose�family�will�be�substantially�impacted�by�any�and�all�changes�included�in�your�plans�in�
newsletter�4,�I�respectfully�submit�my�opinions�as�follows�regarding�the�alternatives�that�are�most�important�to�include�
in�the�preferred�alternative:�A.�Golden�Gate�Dairy:�eliminate�options�for�visitor�services�of�any�kind�at�the�Golden�Gate�
Dairy.�Any�additional�use�at�this�site�such�as�moving�Muir�Woods�activities�to�the�Dairy,�installing�an�informational�kiosk�
or�adding�a�bus�stop�for�the�Muir�Woods�shuttle�is�absolutely�inappropriate,�out�of�the�question,�and�is�strongly�
opposed.�The�traffic�and�space�constraints�make�this�idea�wholly�untenable.�I�support�the�continued�presence�at�the�
Dairy�of�the�Muir�Beach�Volunteer�Fire�Department,�which�protects�the�entire�community,�from�Three�Corners�and�
Green�Gulch�Farm�to�Muir�Woods,�Slide�Ranch,�and�beyond.�I�also�support�the�preservation�of�the�historic�presence�of�
horses�at�the�Dairy,�under�the�auspices�of�Ocean�Riders�of�Marin.�I�would�also�support�allowing�Ocean�Riders�to�use�
Banducci�Ranch�as�a�base�of�operations�as�well.



Marin�County�Public�Comments 10�of�58

166 P

B.�Slide�Ranch:�maintain,�nurture�and�support�the�Slide�Ranch�environmental�educational�center�where�it�is�now�
located,�on�the�site�of�an�old�coast�dairy�ranch.�Slide�Ranch�is�a�gem�for�the�whole�Bay�Area,�and�my�own�children�have�
found�great�pleasure�and�education�in�experiencing�their�camps�or�just�hiking�down�there�to�visit�the�goats�and�sheep.�
By�experiencing�a�working�farm�and�garden,�it�offers�my�children�their�first�opportunity�to�learn�that�food�does�not�
originate�on�grocery�store�shelves.�It�also�allows�my�children�to�experience�nature�both�on�land�and�in�the�tide�pools�at�
ocean's�edge.�This�gives�them�a�sense�of�the�importance�of�environmental�stewardship.�This�coastal�site�is�intrinsic�to�
my�children's�experience.�Slide�Ranch�must�remain�as�it�is,�and�where�it�is.

168 P

1.�(I�spend�most�of�my�GGNRA�time�in�Marin�County�so�comments�apply�to�Marin�only.)�All�three�management�concepts�
are�viable,�with�some�concepts�working�better�in�certain�areas�than�others.�For�example,�Muir�Woods�is�a�National�
Treasure,�deserving�of�Alternative�3,�focus�on�National�Treasures.�Other�lower�Marin�GGNRA�areas�should�remain�at�the�
use�level�that�they�enjoy�today,�as�they�are�popular�areas�and�should�not�be�made�less�accessible�to�the�public.�
However,�the�inland/coastal�area�from�Muir�Beach�to�the�headlands�should�not�be�made�more�accessible�to�the�public�
than�it�is�now,�because�it�is�a�natural�corridor�for�the�flora�and�fauna�running�along�the�riparian�area,�especially�in�
reference�to�the�existing�multi�use�trail.�The�trail�should�not�be�enhanced,�as�only�walk�in�camping�should�be�
encouraged.�The�entire�area�should�be�promoted�as�a�"leave�no�trace"�area�(as�should�all�of�the�scenic�corridor�zones),�
and�users�should�be�encouraged�to�consider�it�a�"National�Recreation�Area"�and�not�a�"National�Picnic�Area."�There�are�g
plenty�of�close�by�opportunities�for�users�to�enjoy�the�area�without�walking�far,�such�as�at�Rodeo�Beach�and�at�Muir�
Beach.�Camping�in�the�lower�Tennessee�Valley�near�the�NPS�patrol�stables�should�continue�for�special�groups,�as�at�

168 P

The�main�Parking�Lot�area�of�Tennessee�Valley�is�in�desperate�need�of�expansion,�and�an�historic�looking�warming�hut�
(with�museum�quality�photographs�and�history�of�the�area)�at�that�location�would�encourage�users�to�eat�and�drink�at�
the�trailhead�and�appreciate�the�mostly�untouched�landscape�where�they�would�hike.

168 P

One�comment�about�the�Capehart�Housing�Area�in�the�Marin�Headlands:�The�housing�should�be�retained,�because�
affordable�housing�for�park�volunteers�and�interns�is�a�necessity.�They�are�our�Park�Ambassadors.�let's�keep�them�in�the�
park.�The�housing�could�easily�be�made�attractive�(it�is�not�so�now)�by�adding�architectural�grade�trellising,�vegas,�etc.�
and�by�tucking�the�garbage�receptacles�away�behind�one�of�those�trellises.

168 P
3.�I�cannot�overemphasize�the�importance�of�good�signage.�The�public�these�days�need�guidelines�for�proper�park�use,�
whether�it�be�trail�use�etiquette�(bikes,�horses,�hikers),�garbage�etiquette,�or�noise�etiquette�for�us�bird�watchers.
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that� � �have�and�would�continue�to�be�made�to�both�the� �and� �facilities�at�their�

177 P

Preliminary�Alternatives�for�Marin�County,�Tennessee�Valley.�I�believe�that�a�combination�of�Alternatives�1�and�2�should�
be�included�in�the�preferred�alternative.�Trailhead�site�improvements�including�an�improved�parking�lot/picnic�area�are�
desperately�needed�to�support�the�high�use�of�this�part�of�the�Park.�A�warming�hut�would�not�be�beneficial�for�this�site.�
The�area�is�already�a�popular�destination�at�maximum�capacity�on�weekends.�Increase�in�use�will�also�contribute�to�the�
introduction�of�more�weeds�along�the�trails.�I�believe�that�the�attraction�to�this�site�is�because�of�it's�rustic�qualities�and�
lack�of�major�facilities.�People�come�to�Tennessee�Valley�for�it's�easy�access�to�hike,�bike�and�enjoy�the�beauty�and�
wildlife�of�an�area�so�close�to�urban�life.�Introducing�increased�facilities�would�draw�in�more�people�to�the�point�of�over�
capacity�and�would�eliminate�the�reasons�why�people�come�to�this�area�in�the�first�place.�I�also�do�not�believe�that�
moving�the�nursery�and�horse�patrol�to�a�new�location�located�up�by�the�entrance�would�greatly�benefit�the�
preservation�of�the�natural�ecosystems�in�Tennessee�Valley.

177 P

The�cost�and�impact�of�tearing�down�the�equestrian�barn�and�nursery�facilities�and�moving�them�both�up�to�the�main�
entrance�in�an�undeveloped�area�would�seem�to�cause�much�more�disturbance�than�if�the�facilities�were�to�remain�on�
their�existing�footprint�and�restoration�improvements�were�made�around�them.�Creating�a�new�facilities�footprint�in�
order�to�remove�an�old�one�would�not�necessarily�result�in�a�net�gain�of�preserved�natural�areas.�Especially�considering�
that�many�improvements�have�and�would�continue�to�be�made�to�both�the�equestrian�and�nursery�facilities�at�their�many improvements equestrian nursery
existing�location.�With�regard�to�existing�development�in�Lower�TV,I�support�alternative�1,�paragraph�6.�

177 P

If�the�facilities�and�programs�to�remain�in�there�current�location,�I�believe�that�more�sustainable�transportation�should�
be�acquired�for�staff/volunteers�that�work�there.�This�may�be�bicycles�or�electric�carts/vehicles�which�transport�people�
to�and�from�the�parking�lot�down�to�the�nursery�and�horse�patrol�areas.

177 P

I�do�not�support�expanding�the�Miwok�Stables�to�the�area�of�lower�Marincello�Road.�This�area�has�been�stewarded�by�
volunteers�for�many�years�in�attempts�to�remove�invasive�species�introduced�by�the�original�development�of�
Marincello.�This�is�a�high�use�area�and�should�be�shared�by�all�park�visitors.

177 P I�highly�support�public�transit�and�an�improved�multi�use�trail�to�connect�with�the�Mill�Valley�Bike�Path.

177 P

If�the�existing�structures�are�to�be�removed�I�hope�that�the�Park�will�follow�the�most�sustainable�practices�not�only�in�
creating�new�facilities,�but�in�removing�the�old�ones.�For�example,�the�ranch�house�located�next�to�the�nursery�is�slated�
for�demolition.�The�support�beams�in�the�ceiling�appear�to�be�old�growth�redwood.�If�at�all�possible�it�would�be�great�if�
a�reclaimed�redwood�company�could�offer�their�services�to�help�dismantle�the�house�in�exchange�for�the�wood.�I�realize�
there�are�legal�restrictions�with�anything�being�taken�from�the�Park,�especially�for�profit,�but�it�would�be�beneficial�to�all�
if�agreements�like�this�could�be�made.



Marin�County�Public�Comments 12�of�58

177 P

Preliminary�Alternatives�for�Marin�Headlands:�Oakwood�Valley,�Marin�City,�Ridge,�and�Gerbode�Valley.�1.��
I�support�Alternative�2,�Preserving�and�Enjoying�Coastal�Ecosystems�for�these�areas.�As�with�most�of�the�Park,�I�believe�
visitor�attraction�is�to�the�wild�character�of�the�landscape�and�increased�visitor�amenities�would�diminish�this�character.�
I�do�support�continued�and�expanded�primitive�camping�opportunities�as�a�regular�comment�I�often�receive�from�Park�
visitors�is�that�there�are�not�enough�camping�opportunities�in�the�GGNRA.

177 P
Preliminary�Alternatives�for�Lower�Redwood�Creek.�I�support�Alternative�2�for�this�area�as�I�believe�that�restoration�of�
the�creek�and�the�surrounding�habitat�are�extremely�important�for�the�benefit�of�the�salmon.�

177 P

Preliminary�Alternatives�for�Marin�Headlands:�Fort�Barry�and�Fort�Cronkhite�.I�support�Alternative�1�for�this�area�as�I�
think�Park�visitors�should�have�a�range�of�activities�including�military�history,�stewardship,�recreation�and�education�
which�are�all�well�represented�in�this�area�of�the�Park.

177 P

Preliminary�Alternatives�for�Marin�Headlands:�Capehart�Housing�Area.�I�support�Alternative�1�for�this�area�as�I�believe�
housing�is�an�important�benefit�for�staff�and�especially�interns�who�provide�work�in�return�for�a�small�stipend�and�the�
free�housing.�Interns�are�an�integral�part�of�the�many�stewardship�programs�we�have�in�the�park.�The�only�way�these�
interns�can�afford�to�work�for�"free"�is�by�having�access�to�the�housing.y g g

179 P

#3�Overall�the�3�options�have�an�emphasis�on�protecting�natural�resources�and�discouraging�recreation.�This�is�not�what�
Congress�intended�when�it�established�the�GGNRA�in�1972,�nor�is�it�the�vision�of�San�Francisco�when�we�gave�our�land�
to�the�GGNRA.�The�GGNRA�has�the�majority�of�open�space�in�S.�F�and�owns�all�the�beaches.�They�are�the�largest�
landowner�in�Marin.�The�need�for�the�public�to�recreate�should�be�a�vital�consideration�for�a�valid�General�Management�
Plan.

180 P

From:�Supporters�of�horseback�riding�in�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area��(1)�Support�for�preservation�of�
equestrian�facilities:�Ember�Ridge,�Picardo�Ranch�(Millwood),�SFPUC�Watershed�easements,�Moss�Beach�Ranch,�Ocean�
View�Stables,�Renegade�Ranch,�Presidio�Riding�Club,�Miwok�Stables�and�Golden�Gate�Dairy.

181 P

Preferred�Alt���ideas�most�important�to�include:�For�Marin�Headlands�and�Oakwood�Valley:�preferred�alternative�is�
Alternative�2.�Maintain�natural�and�wild�park�experience.�Continue�to�keep�pets�out�of�the�valley�so�wildlife�can�feed�
uninterrupted�and�human�observation�of�wildlife�can�continue.�Install�outdoor�interactive�native�american�exhibit�like�
Pont�Reyes�has.�Remove�dams�and�restore�creeks�to�create�pre�European�contact�feel.�Do�not�expand�into�restored�
valleys�off�Marincello�Road�or�wetland�to�the�north�of�the�parking�lot.�Keep�facility�impacts�to�a�minimum�that�currently�
exists.�Do�not�move�NPS�facilities�(nursery�and�horse�patrol)�out�of�the�valley.�This�will�reduce�NPS�presence�which�will�
not�exist�otherwise.�Natural�resources�are�protected�by�presence�and�occupation�of�NPS�facilities.�Do�not�expand�
camping�in�other�locations�besides�Haypress�camp.�Water�and�restrooms�should�be�available�at�the�parking�lot�but�a�gift�
shop/warming�hut�should�not.
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this Your rangers are nowhere near the beach Our volunteer firemen regularly monitor the situation to keep the

181 P

For�Rodeo�and�Gerbode�Valley�preferred�alt�2.,�Remove�housing�north�of�Bunker�road�and�restore�natural�features.�
Keep�visitor�service�where�they�are!�People�will�not�stop�there�are�no�views�or�compelling�features�in�this�area.�The�
current�V.C.�is�centrally�located�and�reduces�driving�impacts�in�the�valley.�If�located�to�the�east,�Many�visitors�will�drive�
to�the�beach�then�have�to�drive�back�to�get�a�map�then�to�the�trailheads�again.�Do�not�concentrate�visitor�and�park�
infrastructure�near�the�valley�entrance�this�endangers�the�ecological�function�by�placing�more�people�and�potential�
pathogens�and�pests�at�the�headwaters�of�the�watershed�potential�pathogens�and�pests�will�have�a�more�difficult�time�
establishing�when�accidentally�introduced�to�the�bluffward�regions

181 P
Kirby�Cove�Alt�2�preferred,�Do�not�lose�nature�experience,�maintain�existing�level�of�visitor�services,�restore�watershed�
to�more�natural�conditions

183 P

I�have�lived�next�to�the�parking�lot�in�Muir�Beach�for�25�years.�I�fully�understood�the�consequences�of�living�next�to�this�
beautiful�beach�and�the�crowds�that�are�attracted�to�the�area�when�I�moved�in.�While�the�Park�Service�may�have�had�
great�intentions�it�has�consistently�failed�to�accommodate�the�large�crowds�in�the�area:�Failure�to�control�traffic,�
parking,�and�litter.�At�the�same�time�the�Park�Service�has�reduced�the�space�available�for�families�to�picnic,�use�the�
beach�and�hike�the�trails.�In�an�effort�to�restore�the�area�to�its�natural�habitat,�the�Park�Service�has�put�the�same�
number�of�people�into�a�much�smaller�area.�Tempers�rise,�horns�honk,�and�the�feelings�are�not�positive.�I�see�and�hear�
this Your rangers are nowhere near the beach Our volunteer firemen regularly monitor the situation to keep the.� � � � � � � .� � � � � � � � � � �
peace.�They�have�much�more�important�issues�to�deal�with�than�traffic�control.�Your�good�intentions�have�failed.�Now�
we�are�looking�to�add�to�this�mess�by�putting�in�additional�park�services�at�the�Diary.�Who�is�going�to�monitor�the�
increase�in�the�flow�of�traffic?�Clearly�not�the�Park�Service.�The�job�is�not�getting�done�now�with�the�existing�services�
how�will�it�possibly�work�with�the�new�plans.�Muir�Beach/Pacific�Way�has�no�more�room�for�additional�cars.�The�new�

183 P

My�suggestions�are�as�follows�(for�Muir�Beach):
1.�Put�information�kiosks�over�the�hill�near�the�exits�from�the�freeways.�The�kiosks�can�be�located�with�the�shuttle�buses�
as�this�will�encourage�people�out�of�their�cars�and�into�the�bus.
2.�Keep�administrative�job�and�offices�over�the�hill.�We�don't�need�that�additional�traffic�and�parking�requirements.�
Many�of�the�functions�you�are�addressing�do�not�need�to�be�onsite.
3.�Stop�trying�to�change�the�Diary.�It�works.�Not�everything�must�be�fixed,�improved�or�changed.�It�works.
4.�Please�give�as�much�consideration�to�the�many�people�living�at�Banducci�Farm�as�you�have�given�the�fish�in�Redwood�
Creek.�These�people�are�as�precious�to�us�at�Muir�Beach�as�the�fish�are�to�you.�This�is�their�lives�you�are�changing.�Thank�
you�for�the�chance�to�provide�my�comments.�I�look�forward�to�good�solutions�to�the�issues�you�are�addressing�and�hope�
that�Muir�Beach�will�continue�to�be�a�destination�for�visitors�and�that�their�trip�will�be�a�joyful�one.
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185 L

In�Marin�County�I�support�the�position�of�the�Marin�Horse�Council�and�want�to�go�on�record�as�supporting�the�continued�
presence�of�the�horse�facilities�and�increases�in�access�to�trails.�The�final�plan�must�address�the�presence�and�
requirements�of�equestrians.�

190 P

The�overflow�crowd�that�met�at�the�Muir�Beach�Community�Center�on�June�26th�demonstrated�Muir�Beach's�strong�
feelings�regarding�some�of�the�proposed�alternatives�in�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area�General�
Management�Plan.�The�community�also�expressed�disappointment�at�the�lack�of�collaboration�in�developing�General�
Management�Plan�alternatives�and�great�concern�that�its�input�may�not�be�given�due�consideration.�We�seek�to�
maintain�a�balance�between�environmental�stewardship,�recreational�enjoyment�for�generations�to�come,�the�nurturing�
of�the�social�fabric�of�our�community,�and�protection�of�cultural�and�historic�resources.�This�takes�recognition�that�
horses�and�barns�at�the�Dairy,�sheep�and�gardens�at�Slide�Ranch,�flowers�on�the�hillsides,�people�and�old�farm�buildings�
at�Banducci�Ranch,�and�rows�of�vegetables�and�zen�buddhist�practice�at�Green�Gulch�Farm�are�what�make�this�place�
beautiful�and�unique.�They�are�what�make�this�area�as�attractive�to�our�visitors�as�it�is�to�us.�Its�coastal,�rural,�ranching�
history�must�be�preserved,�protected,�and�appreciated�by�all.�We�strongly�support�this�vision�of�the�GGNRA�General�
Management�Plan:

190 P

1.�Golden�Gate�Dairy:�eliminate�options�for�visitor�services�of�any�kind�at�the�Golden�Gate�Dairy.�There�is�no�room!�We�
support�both�the�preservation�of�the�historic�presence�of�horses�at�the�Dairy,�under�the�auspices�of�Ocean�Riders�of�
Marin,�and�the�continued�presence�of�the�Muir�Beach�Volunteer�Fire�Department,�which�protects�the�entire�community,�
from�Three�Corners�and�Green�Gulch�Farm�to�Muir�Woods,�Slide�Ranch,�and�beyond.�Ocean�Riders�of�Marin�continues�a�
long�history�of�kids�and�horses�at�the�Dairy�and�provides�riding�opportunities�for�horse�lovers�of�all�ages.�In�addition,�it�is�
committed�to�fostering�outreach�programs�for�under�served�youth�by�offering�them�a�chance�to�experience�the�thrill�of�
riding�a�horse�in�the�wild.�Ocean�Riders�has�shown�its�commitment�to�environmental�stewardship�by�working�tirelessly�
to�minimize�its�impact�in�the�watershed,�and�working�to�preserve�the�integrity�of�the�land,�water,�flora�and�fauna�of�
Redwood�Creek.�Because�the�co�existence�of�horses�and�fire�engines�is�essential,�but�not�always�easy,�any�additional�use�
at�this�site�such�as�moving�Muir�Woods�activities�to�the�Dairy,�installing�an�informational�kiosk�or�adding�a�bus�stop�for�
the�Muir�Woods�shuttle�is�absolutely�inappropriate,�out�of�the�question,�and�will�be�strongly�opposed.
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190 P

2.�Banducci�Ranch:�the�cultural�and�historical�integrity�of�Banducci�Ranch,�which�has�been�in�the�Banducci�family�since�
the�thirties,�must�be�supported.�This�includes�the�ownership/partnership�role�of�Amadeo�Banducci,�who,�as�the�last�
rancher�in�this�valley,�personifies�Muir�Beach�living�history.�With�his�vision�as�a�farmer�and�a�steward�of�the�land,�he�
must�be�allowed�to�run�his�ranch�and�to�pass�it�on�to�his�family.�Ranches�are�run�with�farm�labor,�and�develop�a�farm�
community�of�their�own�that�extends�beyond�the�immediate�family.�We�support�this�long�standing�community�at�
Banducci�Ranch,�and�treasure�its�diversity.�These�are�our�friends�and�neighbors,�and�must�not�be�removed�from�their�
homes.

190 P

3.�Slide�Ranch:�maintain,�nurture�and�support�the�Slide�Ranch�environmental�educational�center�where�it�is�now�
located,�on�the�site�of�an�old�coast�dairy�ranch.�Slide�Ranch�is�a�gem�for�the�whole�Bay�Area.�By�experiencing�a�working�
farm�and�garden,�it�offers�many�children�their�first�opportunity�to�learn�that�food�does�not�originate�on�grocery�store�
shelves.�It�also�allows�these�children�to�experience�nature�both�on�land�and�in�the�tide�pools�at�ocean's�edge.�This�gives�
them�a�sense�of�the�importance�of�environmental�stewardship.�This�coastal�site�is�intrinsic�to�the�children's�experience.�
Slide�Ranch�must�remain�as�it�is,�and�where�it�is.

190 P

4.�Muir�Woods�National�Monument:�Juggling�the�need�for�access�to�this�venerable�stand�of�redwoods�that�was�created�
close�to�a�major�population�center�with�the�express�purpose�of�being�remarkably�accessible,�and�the�preservation�of�
those same great trees is a balancing act that we understand well Our concern is that the parking lots at Muir Woods� � �trees,�is� �balancing� � at� � derstand� .�Our� �is� at� � king�lots�at�Muir�Wood �
not�be�reduced�or�eliminated�until�and�unless�the�number�of�cars�using�them�has�been�diminished�by�the�use�of�shuttle�
buses�and�parking�facilities�at�connecting�mass�transit�transfer�points.��

190 P
We�are�extremely�concerned�about�the�impacts�of�moving�Muir�Woods�facilities�to�Muir�Beach,�and�encourage�
discussion�of�land�swaps�with�the�State,�where�useful�and�feasible,�to�accommodate�those�needs.

190 P

In�addition,�we�local�Marin�County�people�love�to�hike�in�Muir�Woods!�While�we�support�efforts�to�restore�the�natural�
flood�plain�and�create�a�sustainable�visitor�program,�it�would�be�a�shame�to�replace�access�along�the�valley�floor�with�a�
limited�trail�system�above�the�valley�floor�that�is�"highly�controlled�and�limited�to�designated�areas�and�activities."�This�
is�not�consistent�with�the�need�for�Muir�Woods�to�provide�an�accessible�opportunity�for�visitors�to�fully�experience�the�
wonders�of�this�great�treasure.

190 P

5.�Trailhead�Development:�We�do�not�support�any�proposal�for�intensified�development�of�trailheads�with�new�facilities�
such�as�parking�lots,�restrooms�or�picnic�areas.�The�wild,�undeveloped�appearance�of�the�Golden�Gate�National�
Recreation�Area�is�what�makes�it�so�spectacular.

190 P

6.�Interagency�Coordination:�We�strongly�support�the�efforts�at�improved�coordination�with�neighboring�agencies�and�
organizations�to�better�manage�the�park�for�environmental�restoration,�protection�of�species�diversity,�and�building�
resiliency�to�climate�change.
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190 P

7.�Public�Transit:�We�support�efforts�to�provide�public�transit�to�the�Muir�Beach�parking�lot�to�lessen�the�impact�of�
private�cars.�We�urge�the�Park�Service�to�collaborate�with�the�County�to�provide�appropriately�sized�public�transit�for�
both�local�residents�and�Muir�Beach�visitors.

190 P

8.�Miscellaneous:�Lastly,�we�urge�consideration�of�Shirley�Souza�Nygren's�request�for�a�name�change�of�Santos�
Meadows�to�Souza�Meadows,�and�we�urge�the�Park�Service�to�work�cooperatively�with�Bob�Winklemann�to�resolve�trail�
connections�and�pedestrian�safety�issues.

192 L

It�is�confusing�to�me�that�a�plan�(Alternative)�exists�for�Slide�Ranch�to�relocate�“if�they�should�want�to”�when�they�have�
clearly�stated�they�do�not�want�to.�The�NPS�seems�concerned�about�their�location�because�“Slide�Ranch�is�called�“Slide”�
Ranch�for�a�reason”�and�the�area�is�“sensitive�and�unstable”�and�“may�not�be�the�best�location�for�the�activities�that�are�
currently�going�on�there”.�.�.�However,�.�.�the�NPS�stated�that�if�Slide�Ranch�were�to�relocate,�the�NPS�would�use�the�site�
for�exactly�what�Slide�Ranch�is�doing�now�only�increase�the�visitor�activities.�
In�other�words,�they�say�that�Slide�Ranch�is�located�on�sensitive�and�unstable�ground�and�
clearly�support�the�idea�of�relocating�them�to�reduce�the�impact/footprint�on�the�area�
yet.�.�.they�would�turn�that�area�into�a�bigger�and�better�Slide�Ranch�if�it�became�
available!!.�Leave�Slide�Ranch�alone!�

192 L

I also take issue with the idea of putting a visitor center and public transit stop at the Golden Gate Dairy There is a�al �take�issue�with� � �of� ng� �visitor� t � � c� ransit�st �at� �Go �Gate�Dairy.� �is� �
concern�for�the�Fire�Department�not�being�able�to�perform�it’s�duties�effectively�if�there�were�that�kind�of�congestion�in�
that�area.�Nothing�else�should�need�to�be�said!�In�light�of�this�concern,�relocating�the�equestrian�facilities�seems�logical.�
Give�the�Fire�Department�The�Dairy.�The�Fire�Department�would�have�easier�access�in�and�out�for�emergencies�(which�
will�probably�increase�as�the�NPS�continues�to�draw�more�people�and�as�regular�large�transit�and�tour�busses�are�
allowed�to�be�on�these�narrow,�twisting�roads).�The�large�barn�(renovated)�would�give�them�much�needed�space�for�a�
variety�of�things�including�community�preparedness�classes.�Moving�the�equestrian�facilities�would�also�eliminate�the�
often�dangerous�crossing�of�horses�over�Highway�One.�Adding�MORE�to�the�dairy�makes�no�sense...�we�don’t�need�
MORE�congestion�at�that�intersection�or�at�the�Fire�Department.�Why�not�use�the�farm�land�at�Kern�Lane�on�Frank’s�
Valley�Road�(Muir�Woods�Road)..�.looks�like�a�nice�spot�for�a�visitor’s�center�(renovate�the�old�barn)..�.plenty�of�room�for�
busses.

192 L

As�for�the�Banducci�Ranch..�.all�I�can�say�is..�.what�a�travesty�to�move�those�people..�.and,�for�what�purpose??�Is�it�
necessary�to�be�so�destructive�in�order�to�create?�There�is�so�much�land�in�this�park�system,�it�baffles�me�that�anyone�
would�even�consider�moving�out�families�that�have�been�here�for�generations�and�are�an�integral�part�bf�the�
community!�Find�another�location�for�your�planned�activities..�.there�is�plenty�of�land�in�the�park�system.�
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The�NPS�seems�to�have�a�concern�about�the�‘Stewardship”�of�the�land.�From�my�perspective,�the�NPS�is�the�big�business�
in�West�Marin�(check�comment?)�and�causes�the�greatest�impact/footprint�with�a�goal�to�increase�that�impact�by�
drawing�more�people�and�building�more�facilities.�I�am�certainly�not�against�that...�the�Park�belongs�to�the�People!�
However,�the�impact�the�NPS�has�is�far�greater�than�the�impact�of�those�living�at�Banducci�Ranch,�the�activities�at�Slide�
Ranch�or�the�minimal�activity�at�The�Dairy.

193 L

In�Marin�County�I�support�the�position�of�the�Marin�Horse�Council�and�want�to�go�on�record�as�supporting�the�continued�
presence�of�the�horse�facilities�and�increases�in�access�to�trails.�The�final�plan�must�address�the�presence�and�
requirements�of�equestrians.

197 P

Topic�2:Some�types�of�recreational�use�cannot�be�easily�shifted�or�replaced�if�they�are�limited�or�prohibited.�There�
should�be�a�recognition�that�shoreline�dependent�uses�like�windsurfing,�kitesurfing,�kayaking,�fishing,�etc.�can�only�occur�
in�limited�areas�in�some�cases�such�as�the�Marin�Headlands.�An�emphasis�should�be�placed�on�preserving�recreational�
uses�that�are�shoreline�dependent�and�have�limited�areas�where�access�is�practical.�For�windsurfers,�Point�Cavallo�is�the�
only�practical�access�along�a�10+�mile�stretch�of�shore.�These�uses�should�retain�access�to�the�shoreline�including�
vehicular�access�if�that�is�required�to�allow�for�the�transport�of�equipment.�Access�points�along�the�shoreline�should�be�
recognized�as�a�gateway�to�the�open�waters�and�non�motorized�users�should�have�access�equal�to�motorized�boaters�
who�will�not�be�affected�by�proposed�car�free�days.

197 L

The�closest�alternative�proposed�to�my�desires�would�be�#1�—�Connecting�People�With�the�Parks.�However�I�differ�with�
the�proposal�with�regards�to�movement�of�any�equestrian�facilities,�especially�the�Golden�Gate�Dairy�Stables�which�has�
a�historical�presence�in�the�park�and�shares�it’s�facility�with�the�Muir�Beach�Volunteer�Fire�Dept.�I�am�vehemently�
opposed�to�moving�the�Dairy�Stables�from�it’s�present�site�as�it�is�very�well�run�and�is�very�conscientious�about�
protecting�the�surrounding�ecosystem.�

198 L

Following�your�suggestion,�we�are�submitting�this�letter�to�you.�We�are�very�concerned�about�the�future�of�the�Banducci�
site�that�is�part�of�the�Redwood�Creek�watershed.�Historically,�this�land�has�been�used�for�farming�purposes�since�at�
least�the�turn�of�the�century.�The�Banducci’s�alone�have�been�occupying�and�farming�this�land�for�at�least�70�years.�
In�the�GGNRA�general�management�plan,�it�states�that�the�park�service�is�trying�to�preserve�the�natural�vitality�and�
unique�cultural�history�of�the�park�lands.�By�allowing�this�land�to�be�farmed�the�GGNRA�will�be�preserving�cultural�
history,�and�creating�another�potential�educational�opportunity,�which�I�know�the�park�service�also�places�high�value�on.�
This�letter�is�to�inform�you�of�our�intentions�to�farm�on�the�Banducci�site.�Amadeo�Banducci�is�a�skilled�farmer,�who�is�
very�familiar�with�the�landscape,�and�understands�what�it�takes�to�make�a�successful�farm.�We�are�willing�to�do�the�
work,�and�have�been�for�many�years.�By�farming�this�site,�we�will�preserve,�protect,�and�share�the�legacy�of�this�land�
together.�
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For�instance,�look�at�guiding�principles�(which�are�included).�
Also�it�would�be�useful�to�think�in�terms�of�the�Agricultural�Park�model�as�presented�by�SAGE�(Sustainable�Agriculture�
Education���see�their�website�at�www.sage.org,�
especially�the�Sunol�project).�The�basic�idea�is�that�an�agricultural�park�is�a�place�that�
integrates�sustainable�agriculture�and�local�community�needs,�natural�resources,�
stewardship�and�public�education�in�a�mutually�beneficial�way�by�sharing�resources.�
Our�watershed,�because�of�its�relatively�small�scale�and�its�rich�diversity,�could�become�a�progressive�land�use�model�for�
how�the�National�Park�Service�could�work�and�partner�
with�Its�neighbors�and�local�government�
Components�
1)�Preserve�and�improve�upon�the�agrarian�heritage�as�it�has�been�practiced�for�the�last�70�y�by�the�Banducci�family.�
Work�with�MALT�(Marin�Agricultural�Land�Trust).�
2)�All�fanning�activity�would�be�certified�organic�under�the�auspices�of�MOCA�(Marin
Organic�Certification�Agency).�
3)�Greenhouse�propagation:�Build�two�greenhouses,�one�for�native�plants�for�Muir�Beach�landscaping,�as�well�as�for�
Muir�Woods,�to�be�used�for�aspiration,�fire�control�fl2��C’L�and�water�conservation�projects,�and�one�for�production�of�p p j p
nursery�crops�and�starts�for�‘‘�field�production.�
4)�Field�production:�Develop�in�scale�with�fragile�ecosystem,�analyze�and�improve�soil�
conditions,�create�value�added�product�for�sale,�use�packing�shed,�cooler.�Join�Marin
Organic�for�technical�and�marketing�support.
5)�Plant�food�crops�for�food�security�for�the�greater�Muir�Beach�neighborhood.�In�case�of�
a�natural�or�other�disaster�we�could�feed�ourselves,�and�excess�food�could�be�donated�to�
the�Maim�Food�Bank.�Work�with�Muir�Beach�disaster�committee.�
.6)�Develop�a�composting�system�for�Muir�Beach�so�we�can�process�our�own�waste�in�a�
beneficial�way�Worms�coialdaid�the�process�(with�or�without)�horse�manure�Woiic�with�
�.���the�Muir�Beach�Garden�Club�.�—�
��.7)�Education:�The�basis�ol’cdu�c&woidd�be�a�working�farm�utilizing�and�enhancing�
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202 P

Thank�you�for�the�opportunity�to�comment�on�the�preliminary�alternatives�for�the�GGNRA�General�Management�Plan�
(GMP)�as�described�in�Newsletter�4.�This�excellent�newsletter�has�been�very�useful�in�understanding�the�proposed�
alternatives.�As�a�County�Supervisor�representing�some�of�the�Marin�communities�adjacent�to�the�GGNRA,�I�am�pleased�
to�provide�comments.�Topic�Question�2�Planning�Issues�and�Management�Concepts
Newsletter�4�identifies�broad�planning�issues�to�be�addressed�in�the�GMP�as�well�as�over�arching�management�concepts.�
I�strongly�urge�that,�under�headings�related�to�sustainable�natural�resource�management,�the�National�Park�Service�
incorporate�opportunities�for�active�agriculture�on�appropriate�sites.�Specifically,�grazing�is�widely�known�as�a�beneficial�
tool�for�managing�natural�resources�on�grasslands�for�the�benefit�of�native�plant�species�and�for�fire�fuel�load�reduction.�
Additionally,�agriculture�is�a�very�significant�piece�of�the�history�of�the�lands�managed�by�the�GGNRA�in�Marin,�and�it�is�
important�to�go�beyond�"emphasizing�sites�and�stories"�of�agriculture�to�an�active�and�meaningful�demonstration�of�
these�vital�cultural�resources.

202 P

The�GMP�update�is�lacking�in�that�it�does�not�adequately�address�the�issue�of�fire�and�fuel�load,�both�as�a�broad�
planning/management�objective,�and�in�the�specific�geographic�areas.�It�is�vitally�important�to�continue�fuel�load�
reduction�via�projects,�including�prescribed�burns,�where�appropriate.�While�this�is�addressed�in�the�GGRNA�Fire�projects, including prescribed burns, appropriate.
Management�Plan,�cross�reference�would�be�valuable.

202 P

I�also�encourage�the�GGNRA�to�be�flexible�with�respect�to�locating�wireless�facilities�on�parklands,�as�long�as�those�
facilities�are�disguised�as�elements�of�the�surrounding�landscape�or�development.�The�Marin�County's�
Telecommunications�Facilities�Policy�Plan�may�be�worth�reviewing�as�you�consider�this�issue�in�your�management�plan.

202 P

All�three�alternatives�provide�important�elements.�Access�to�trails,�expanded�protection�of�coastal�ecosystems,�and�
emphasis�on�national�treasures�are�all�of�high�priority�and�should�be�included�in�the�preferred�alternative.�As�mentioned�
above,�a�preferred�alternative�for�the�overview�would�emphasize�the�importance�of�fire�fuel�load�reduction�and�would�
create�opportunities�for�sustainable�agriculture�in�appropriate�locations.
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I�strongly�support�a�preferred�alternative�which�would�enhance�alternative�transportation�and�reduce�congestion.�If�the�
laudable�proposal�in�Alternative�2�to�restore�sand�dunes�and�remove�the�south�parking�lot�is�pursued,�it�should�only�be�
done�with�the�certainty�that�the�reduction�in�parking�will�not�increase�parking�problems�and�congestion�in�the�Stinson�
Beach�community.
�
Development�of�GGNRA�lands�around�Easkoot�Creek�has�disrupted�the�natural�stream�flow�and�has�contributed�to�
flooding�downstream�and�backwater�effects�upstream�of�park�property,�negatively�impacting�the�community�of�Stinson�
Beach.�I�encourage�the�restoration�of�a�more�natural�flow�to�Easkoot�Creek�and�for�the�benefit�of�riparian�habitats,�
wetlands�and�flood�control.�Alternative�2�includes�the�re�design�of�the�parking�lot,�which�could�incorporate�the�
restoration�of�a�more�natural�flow�to�Easkoot�Creek,�providing�significant�flood�control�benefits�to�the�community.�I�
urge�the�GGNRA�to�consider�a�possible�modification�of�Alternative�2�to�include�flood�control�objectives.�Further�
information�is�available�from�Neal�Conatser�Marin�Department�of�Public�Works�at�415�507�2941�or�
nconatser@co.marin.ca.us.
�
The�commitment�to�the�ongoing�restoration�of�Bolinas�Lagoon,�as�described�in�all�three�alternatives,�is�greatly�
appreciated.

202 P

While�Marin�County�is�open�to�opportunities�suggested�in�both�Alternatives�1�and�2�to�collaborate�on�improved�access�
and�restoration�of�the�coastal�ecosystem,�we�are�concerned�about�the�suggestion�in�Alternative�2�that�the�National�Park�
Service�would�encourage�abandonment�of�a�segment�of�Highway�One�between�Muir�Beach�and�Stinson�Beach�should�
there�be�a�catastrophic�landslide.�Closure�of�Highway�One�would�have�significant�implications�for�the�two�nearest�
communities,�would�increase�traffic�to�Panoramic�Highway�and�would�diminish�public�access.�This�should�be�eliminated�
from�the�preferred�alternative.�Alternative�transportation�is�strongly�supported.�A�preferred�alternative�for�this�section�
of�the�GMP�would�also�address�fuel�load�reduction�because�of�the�proximity�of�park�lands�to�urban�areas.

202 P

I�strongly�urge�that�the�preferred�alternative�provide�no�change,�and�that�Slide�Ranch�remain�in�its�current�location.�The�
operation�of�Slide�Ranch�at�its�present�site�under�the�management�of�the�existing�non�profit�has�provided�outstanding�
and�widely�appreciated�programs�for�youth�and�adults.�The�current�location,�while�challenging�in�some�senses,�is�in�fact�
part�of�the�extraordinary�and�unique�character�of�this�unusual�resource.�Its�remoteness�is�an�asset,�not�a�problem,�and�
the�facility�should�not�be�relocated.
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Lower�Redwood�Creek
Generally�Alternative�1�is�preferred,�but�I�support�the�inclusion�of�several�elements�of�Alternative�2.�The�County�of�
Marin�remains�committed�to�a�partnership�with�the�GGNRA�for�the�restoration�of�Redwood�Creek,�in�particular�on�the�
replacement�of�the�Pacific�Way�Bridge.�It�may�be�helpful�to�identify�replacement�of�the�bridge�as�a�priority.
�
Additionally,�I�strongly�support�the�Alternative�1�proposal�to�incorporate�a�small�scale�educational,�organic�farm�on�this�
site.�Structures�needed�to�support�such�a�farm�should�be�preserved.�While�it�is�not�addressed�formally�in�the�GMP,�the�
Banducci�family�should�be�allowed�to�be�part�of�any�agricultural�operation�there.�I�also�recommend�that�two�elements�
of�Alternative�2�be�included�in�the�preferred�alternative.�Specifically,�I�strongly�support�efforts�to�increase�water�storage�
capacity�for�the�benefit�of�human�activities�as�well�as�to�reduce�summer�extraction.�Also,�the�County�of�Marin�will�be�
open�to�the�exploration�of�realignment�of�Franks�Valley�Road�for�protection�of�natural�resources.

202 P

Alternative�1�is�preferred�for�its�greater�support�of�community�services�and�emphasis�on�trails�and�provision�of�a�bus�
stop.�It�is�vitally�important�to�continue�to�support�the�Muir�Beach�Volunteer�Fire�Department,�and�if�possible�to�expand�
their�use�of�the�buildings�for�meeting�training�space�and�storage.�The�presence�of�the�Fire�Department�is�highly�
beneficial�to�both�the�GGNRA�in�responding�to�emergencies�in�the�recreational�area,�as�well�as�to�the�Muir�Beach�
Community.�One�important�exception�to�Alternative�1�is�that�the�equestrian�facility�should�be�preserved�in�its�current�
location.
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As�a�member�of�the�equestrian�community,�I�wish�to�go�on�record�in�strong�support�of�alternative�1:�Connecting�People�
with�the�Parks.�This�is�the�only�alternative�that�preserves�the�current�stables�in�GGNRA�parkland�in�Marin�county,�as�well�
as�recommending�diverse�uses�by�the�multi�user�community,�including�equestrians.�I�am�strongly�in�favor�of�improved�
trail�access,�improved�parking�areas,�trail�maintenance�and�improvement�for�use�in�all�weather�conditions,�as�well�as�
picnic�tables,�water�troughs,�hitching�rails�and�manure�bunkers�for�proper�manure�management.�
I�believe�that�the�best�way�to�ensure�access�to�the�parks�by�future�generations�is�to�promote�opportunities�for�diverse�
use�of�the�GGNRA�territories�by�all�user�groups.�For�many�of�us,�most�of�these�rugged�parklands�would�be�off�limits,�
were�it�not�for�the�access�provided�by�our�equine�mounts.�And�in�order�to�enhance�the�visitor�experience�for�equestrian�
users,�we�need�well�maintained�trails,�picnic�tables,�restrooms,�and�easy�to�use�(from�horse�back)�gates�and�latches.�
The�areas�that�I�am�most�concerned�about�ensuring�access�to�(and�that�are�discussed�in�the�current�draft�management�
plan)�include�(but�are�not�limited�to):�Tennessee�Valley,�Mann�1�leadlands:�
Oakwood�Valley,�Mad�City�Ridge�and�Gerbode�Valley,�and�Golden�Gate�Dairy.�
B)�The�missing�important�elements�are:�
•�Recognition�of�the�valuable�resource�that�exists�in�the�current�trail�system�
•�Advocacy�for�multi�user�trails�that�connect�to�other�trail�systems.�
•�Analysis�of�what�is�needed�to�enable�equestrian�access�(as�described�above).�y q ( )
•�Appreciation�for�what�the�volunteer�communities,�such�as�horse�clubs,�can�and�are�willing�to�contribute�to�making�a�
safe�multi�user�environment�for�all�visitors.�

206 P

Please�do�not�move�Slide�Ranch�from�it's�present�site!�I�was�a�Teacher�In�Residence�eight�years�ago;�it�was�incredible�
experience�in�on�of�the�most�beautiful�places�I�have�ever�been.�I�believe�that�the�site�is�an�integral�part�of�the�Ranch's�
teachings.�The�people,�young�and�old,�who�visited�the�Ranch�were�visibly�effected�by�the�peace,�simplicity�and�beauty�of�
the�site.�I�do�not�think�that�the�program�would�have�the�same�power�if�it�was�in�a�"less�remote�area".�Contrarily,�I�
believe�that�is�precisely�why�the�program�works.

When�I�was�there�we�were�told�that�the�staff�hoped�that�we�would�be�like�seeds�and�disperse�our�knowledge�and�try�to�
make�other�places�sustainable�and�keep�them�beautiful.�I�do�my�best�to�continue�the�work�and�continue�to�dram�of�a�
place�that�I�might�live�the�way�I�did�at�Slide�Ranch.�These�are�precarious�times,�why�destroy�something�that�has�worked�
and�continues�to�be�positive�for�almost�forty�years.�
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Marin�County����There�is�very�little�area�designated�as�"Diverse�Opportunities"�anywhere�in�Marin�County�in�Alternative�
1.�The�areas�for�Diverse�Opportunities�and�recreational�access�and�uses�must�be�expanded.�They�are�too�small�in�
Alternative�1.�Alternatives�2�and�3�are�unacceptable�because�they�have�essentially�no�recreational�access�anywhere�in�
Marin,�except�for�Stinson�Beach.

208 P
I�have�been�a�camper�at�Slide�Ranch�for�three�years.�This�has�been�a�farm�for�over�one�hundred�years.�I�can�not�imagine�
slide�ranch�being�anywhere�but�where�it�is.�Please�do�not�move�slide�ranch.

210 L

My�comments�are�limited�to�page�14�and�15�of�your�recent�news�letter�as�these�issues�have�the�most�impact�and�hold�
the�most�interest�for�the�town�of�Stinson�Beach.�My�comments�also�cover�the�information�gathered�or�not�gathered�as�
was�mostly�the�case,�at�your�June�10th�open�house�in�the�SF�Bay�Model,�multi�purpose�room.�To�begin�with�separating�
your�proposals�as�abstract�as�they�are,�into�Alternatives�1,2�or�3�seems�almost�silly.�Under�alt.�1�the�park�managers�
would�explore�ways�to�improve�visitor�access�to�Stinson�Beach,�such�as�introducing�seasonal�alternative�transportation�
and�would�continue�to�work�with�the�community�to�address�congestion.�In�alt.�2�the�park�managers�would�explore�year�
round�alternative�transportation�after�years�of�comprehensive�transit��management�plan�meetings�and�now�plan�a�lot�of�
exploring�has�been�done.�The�county�of�Marin�brought�us�the�Stage�and�has�supplied�some�deputies�to�direct�traffic�at�
the�stop�sign���park�entrance�juggernaut�during�seasonal�peak�traffic�periods.�Stinson�Beach�would�like�to�know�what�
exactly you have in mind The idea of choosing alternative 1 over alt 2 because we like seasonal alternative� � � � .� � � � � � � � � � � � � � �
transportation�rather�than�year�round�seems�silly.�A�ranger�at�the�park�entrance�at�peak�traffic�hours�to�assist�the�count�
deputies�would�seem�like�a�good�simple�concept�but�its�not�in�any�of�the�alternatives.��

210 L

In�both�alternatives�1�and�2�sustainable�new�facilities�would�replace�deteriorated�restrooms,�showers,�picnic�areas�and�
parking�lots.�The�existing�deterioration�are�concrete�concepts.�They�exist�sustainable�new�facilities�is�completely�
abstract�and�could�mean�just�about�anything.�Stinson�Beach�would�love�to�see�the�preliminary�concept�drawings.�How�
does�alt�1�differ�from�alt�2?�Where�are�the�new�bathrooms�going�to�be�located�at�exactly?�At�the�June�10th�NPS�open�
house�i�asked�these�questions�and�expressed�the�fact�that�over�recent�years�the�consensus�in�Stinson�Beach�has�been�
that�preserving�the�number�of�parking�spaces�in�the�park�is�important�but�maintaining�the�no�fee�status�of�the�parking�
lot�critical�managing�traffic�and�parking�congestion�in�town.�All�the�NPS�I�talked�to�were�invasive�when�it�came�to�any�
thing�specific�about�any�of�the�alternatives.�In�alternative�2�the�Easkoot�Creek�riparian�corridor�would�be�further�
enhanced�by�redesigning�the�parking�lot�and�the�south�parking�lot�would�be�removed�to�support�wet�land�restoration.�
Although�environmental�restoration�does�not�necessarily�reduce�the�number�of�available�parking�spaces�a�significant�
reduction�seems�likely.�Again�Stinson�Beach�would�love�to�see�the�plan.
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As�private�property�ownership�in�Stinson�Beach�fill�the�flood�plain�along�the�Easkoot�Creek,�mitigation�flooding�in�town�
may�began�to�take�precedent�over�parking,�Wetland�restoration�and�developing�a�sustainable�creel�riparian�habitat�zone�
in�the�park�that�functions�naturally�during�periods�of�high�and�low�rainfall�and�supports�the�variety�of�indigenous�plant�
and�animals�species�while�helping�to�mitigate�flooding�in�the�developed�part�of�the�town�may�well�become�very�
attractive�in�a�practical�as�well�as�environmental�sense.�Again�Stinson�Beach�would�love�to�see�the�plan.�
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Under�highway�1�and�Panoramic�highway�it�mentions�new�facilities,�such�as�pullouts,�picnic�areas,�restrooms,�etc.�These�
kinds�of�facilities�including�parking,�developed�at�the�old�white�gate�ranch�house�site�would�be�a�boom�to�those�who�like�
to�hike�the�Mid�Hill�and�or�enjoy�the�panoramic�views�from�that�area.�It�might�also�take�a�bit�of�the�pressure�off�the�
main�parking�lot�at�the�beach�and�would�also�still�be�within�quick�reach�of�the�Stinson�Beach�fire�dept�and�EMI.�we�
would�loke�to�see�what�you�have�in�mind.�The�Stinson�Beach�Village�Association�would�be�very�open�to�meeting�with�an�
informed�person�from�the�park�service�with�specifics,�hopefully�site�plans�of�what�it�is�you�would�like�to�do�in�our�locale.�
The�comprehensive�transit�management�plan�process�seemed�allot�like�a�game�of�"hide�the�ball"�hopefully�this�time�
things�will�be�more�transparent.�
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I�am�writing�in�response�to�your�request�for�input�on�the�new�General�Management�Plan�for�the�GGNRA.�I�would�like�to�
note that although I hike and ride a bike I am specifically writing as an equestrian because I feel this user group has notte� at�alth h� � e� �ride� � e� � � cally� ng� � � tri �because� �feel� s� � �has� �
been�fairly�represented�in�the�GMP.�
I�am�disappointed�to�see�a�focus�on�management,�control,�and�policing�in�the�language�that�appears�to�limit�and�confine�
access�to�the�park.�I�also�sense�a�tendency�to�homogenize�the�park�by�eating�away�at�its�unique�regional�character�and�
history.�The�legacy�of�southern�and�western�Marin�County�is�largely�agricultural�and�speaks�to�us�culturally�through�the�
barns,�dairies,�farms,�and�ranches�that�follow�the�coast�north.�If�the�GGNRA�does�not�want�to�allow�grazing�of�cattle�and�
sheep�on�these�lands�they�can�at�least�continue�to�allow�horses�to�represent�this�important�historic�element.�The�barns,�
dairies,�farms,�and�ranches�should�be�treasured�and�preserved�in�this�landscape.�Horses�are�iconic�in�the�American�west.�
They�are�recreational,�therapeutic,�and�provide�trail�access�to�some�who�can�no�longer�walk�the�trails.�Despite�all�of�this�
the�NPS�continues�to�squeeze�them�out.�Trail�access�is�limited,�practical�needs�(such�as�water)�are�ignored,�trailer�
parking�is�restricted,�and�horse�facilities�are�being�taken�down�or�turned�into�maintenance�sheds.�
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The�trail�systems�should�be�improved�and�expanded�to�help�distribute�the�increasing�number�of�park�users.�Closing�trails�
only�results�in�overuse�and�generates�tension�and�abuses.�The�trails�are�the�heart�of�the�park!�This�is�not�to�say�that�
trails�cannot�be�differentiated�in�terms�of�use�and�safety.�Mountain�bikes�have�become�a�frightening�and�terrorizing�
element�on�the�trails.�They�should�not�be�allowed�on�single�track�trails.�They�have�taken�over�and�marred�trails�
throughout�Marin�County.�
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Equestrian�facilities�are�already�limited�in�the�GGNRA.�Currently,�however,�they�are�spaced�so�that�they�can�still�support�
one�another�by�acting�as�destinations,�way�stations,�watering�locations,�emergency�facilities�that�provide�tie�rails�and�
paddocks�should�an�equestrian�encounter�a�problem.�Interfering�with�this�critical�mass�will�no�doubt�undermine�the�
future�of�all.�
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PROPOSED�ALTERNATIVES�regarding�Marin�Headlands:�There�appears�to�be�a�catch�22�at�work�here.�At�a�presentation�I�
was�told�that�two�of�the�alternatives�allowed�the�equestrian�facility�(Marin�Headlands�Stables�at�Rodeo�Valley)�to�stay�
but�apparently�cut�them�off�from�trails.�Despite�this�Information,�none�of�the�alternatives�appear�to�support�the�
continuation�of�this�equestrian�facility.�I�oppose�converting�the�balloon�hanger/indoor�arena�Into�a�maintenance�shed.�
This�unique�building�should�remain�part�of�an�already�delicate�equestrian�network.�
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PROPOSED�ALTERNATIVES�regarding�Tennessee�Valley�and�Miwok�Stables.��It�appears�that�Miwok�Stables�Is�allowed�to�
stay�but�the�barn�and�paddocks�in�lower�Tennessee�Valley�are�being�removed.�This�seems�incredibly�destructive�and�
wasteful.�This�is�a�historic�cultural�location�and�could�be�kept�for�the�mounted�patrol�or�for�horse�camping.�It�Is�part�of�
the�equestrian�network�that�offers�opportunities�for�overall�Improvement.�It�Is�also�an�important�cultural�vista�along�the�
major�trail�down�Tennessee�Valley.�
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PROPOSED ALTERNATIVES pertaining to Golden Gate Dairy: I feel this proposal offers more catch 22 alternatives The� � � � � � � � � � � � � � � .� �
GMP�Is�suggesting�moves�that�are�not�approved�to�locations�that�are�not�built.�I�do�not�think�the�GMP’s�Intention�here�
Is�honorable.�This�facility�has�a�long�history�and�has�worked�hard�to�maintain�their�stewardship�at�this�location.�They�are�
committed�to�the�land,�education,�and�outreach.�I�support�Alternative�3,�as�it�Is�the�only�one�that�appears�to�allow�this�
historic�cultural�resource�and�anchor�to�the�equestrian�network�to�remain.�I�cannot�Imagine�the�drive�along�this�section�
of�Highway�1�without�the�barns,�corrals�and�mailboxes�marking�this�Intersection.�The�GGNRA�was�brought�into�the�
National�Park�System�because�of�it’s�unique�location�and�character.�Undermining�it’s�special�quality�by�eroding�the�
cultural�resources�is�a�crude�and�short�sighted�management�plan.
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MARIN�COUNTY:�Please�find�below�comments�on�the�alternatives�for�Golden�Gate�Dairy,�Miwok�Stables�at�Tennessee�
Valley�and�the�Presidio�Riding�Club�in�the�Mann�Headlands,�Fort�Barry,�and�Fort�Cronkhite.The�three�stables�on�GGNRA�
land�in�Mann�County�are�a�needed�asset�to�the�area.�For�equestrians,�they�are�vital.��They�provide�overnight�horse�
stabling�to�the�traveling�equestrian�public.�Their�location�nearby�a�Youth�Hostel�offers�affordable�accommodation�for�
the�people:��A�unique�and�very�valuable�combination.�They�make�it�possible�for�riding�clubs�to�organize�group�rides�by�
making�the�barns�located�on�GGNRA�property�available�for�parking�rigs,�providing�water,�and�providing�tying�posts�for�
horses.�They�offer�rest�stops,�overnight�destinations,�and�boarding�facilities.�
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GOLDEN�GATE�DAIRY:�Alternative�Two�(2)�is�unacceptable,�because�equestrians�are�forbidden�except�on�a�severely�
limited�numbers�of�trails.�Alternative�Three�(3),�retaining�the�ranch�“as�is”�and�offering�equestrian�access�to�trails�while�
keeping�the�historical�dairy�ranching�spirit�alive,�is�preferable.�The�ranch�has�been�successfully�operated�in�the�existing�
location�for�years�and�is�historically�a�landmark.�In�Alternative�One�(1)�the�suggestion�of�having�horses�on�Lower�
Redwood�Creek�next�to�the�State�Parks�arena�would�create�a�wonderful�opportunity�for�developing�educational�
programs�that�could�be�merged�with�some�of�the�visions�of�the�local�organic�farmer.�In�the�vicinity�of�the�Golden�Gate�
Dairy,�one�issue�that�needs�urgent�immediate�remedial�attention�is�the�lack�of�a�connector�trail�between�Frank�Valley�
Horse�Camp�and�Muir�Beach.�Equestrians�have�to�use�Highway�One.�This�is�very�dangerous,�as�buses,�cars,�and�
motorcycles�pass�us�dangerously.�It�is�much�worse�on�the�weekend.�Equestrians�would�be�happy�to�work�with�GGNRA�
to�find�the�right�location�for�this�connector�trail�and�to�volunteer�in�building�it.�
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TENNESSEE�VALLEY�:Alternative�One�(1)�“Connecting�People�with�the�Parks”�would�be�the�best�selection�for�the�area.�It�
is�essential�that�the�existing�equestrian�facilities�be�retained�and�possibly�expanded.�After�all,�horses�are�a�great�
attraction�to�other�park�visitors.�Regarding�the�statement�“Trailhead�site�improvements,�including�a�warming�hut�(food�
and�visitor�information)�“:�We�do�not�need�such�an�accommodation�adjacent�to�a�trailhead�or�parking�area.�There�are�
now�enough�visitors’�centers�in�the�Marin�Headlands,�and�adjacent�state�parks.�Opening�a�food�store�at�this�location�is�
not�suitable,�because�it�will�bring�more�traffic�and�congestion�to�the�area.�An�informative�station�with�a�map�and�better�suitable, bring congestion map
signage�would�best�serve�this�area.�This�trailhead�is�very�heavily�visited,�especially�on�the�weekend,�by�every�class�of�
trail�users:�hikers,�bicyclists,�horseback�riders,�and�baby�strollers.�It�is�important�to�plan�a�better�parking�area�for�cars�
and�trucks�with�trailers,�motor�homes,�etc.�The�picnic�area�needs�to�offer�a�place�to�tie�horses,�give�access�to�water�for�
dogs�and�horses,�and�provide�a�better�restroom�facilities�for�the�visiting�humans.��Alternative�Two�(2)�and�Three�(3)�for�
the�Tennessee�Valley�are�not�options.��Suggested�in�Alternative�Two�(2):�Removing�roads,�no�historic�structures,�and�
artificial�ponds�is�not�necessary�unless�it�improves�accessibility�to�the�park.�Roads�give�access�to�trails.�The�suggestion�to�
change�unnecessary�fire�roads�to�multiuse�trails�or�to�remove�them�can�be�very�worrisome�to�equestrians,�and�hikers.�
The�process�should�be�an�open�procedure�which�includes�input�from�all�affected�users.�Modest�and�rustic�facilities�are�
good�additions�as�well�as�overnight�camping�for�all�users�including�equestrians.�Creating�an�unpaved�trail�to�the�sea�and�
to�Mill�Valley�is�a�splendid�idea.�Trails�should�never�be�paved�but�rather�left�in�their�natural�state.�The�recommendation�
you�received�from�the�Marin�Horse�Council�for�the�improvement�to�be�made�at�Tennessee�Valley�are�in�accordance�with�
our�vision�for�the�management�of�the�area.�
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MARIN�HEADLANDS;�FORT�BARRY,�AND�FORT�CRONKHITEP��PRESIDIO�RIDING�CLUB.�The�three�alternatives�are�not�
acceptable,�because�they�do�not�mention�or�recognize�the�existence�of�the�equestrian�facilities.�The�historical�covered�
arena,�the�historical�hanger,�and�the�Presidio�Riding�Club�should�remain.�Not�only�are�they�part�of�the�history�of�the�
area,�but�they�continue�to�provide�services�to�the�park�users�to�enhance�and�broaden�their�experience�within�the�park.�
They�provide�equestrian�public�programs,�horse�boarding�options�for�the�local�population,�and�overnight�horse�
accommodation�for�long�distance�travelers�with�horses.�We�strongly�oppose�the�conversion�of�the�hanger�into�a�
maintenance�station.�It�is�a�beautiful�historical�building�that�need�not�become�storage�for�equipment.�Alternative�One�
(1)�“Connecting�people�with�parks”�list�many�good�ideas�regarding�the�improvement�of�trailheads,�accessible�trails,�
camping,�picnicking,�and�orientation.�It�is�important�that�equestrians�are�included�in�these�activities�and�that�space�is�
granted�appropriately.�The�proposed�idea�of�a�food�service�or�a�new�visitor�center�should�be�rejected.�It�is�simply�not�
appropriate,�since�adequate�visitor�center�already�exists.�
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CURRENT�CONDITIONS:�Oakwood�Valley,�Marin�City�Ridge�and�Gerbode�Valley�
The�current�conditions�for�historical�recreational�activities�here�do�not�accurately�reflect�the�use�of�this�area.�Oakwood�
Valley�and�Mann�City�Ridge�(Alta�Avenue)�are�used�for�hiking,�biking,�horseback�riding�and�off/on�leash�dog�walking.�
“Visitor�Access�improvements.�.�.�.would�be�provided�.�.�.to�support�access�to�the�trail�system�with�improved�community�
connections/adjacent�communities.”�You�must�mean:�connections/adjacent
The�City�of�Sausalito�in�the�1979�Pet�Policy�stated�that�the�NPS�would�provide�access�for�the�City�of�Sausalito�to�the�
GGNRA�Marin�Headlands�“at�a�future�date”.�That�has�not�been�accomplished�nor�discussed�at�any�recent�date.�Such�a�
connection�would�enable�residents�to�leave�their�cars�outside�the�Park�boundary�and�access�the�trails�of�the�Mann�
Headlands�car�free.�
Realizing�that�Tennessee�Valley�Road,�the�trailhead�for�Oakwood�Valley�is�very�narrow�cars�realistically�should�only�park�
on�one�side�in�a�very�limited�area�(7�cars�max)�for�safety.�Enlarging�the�trailhead�area�further�at�Oakwood�Valley�would�
be�cause�for�concern�for�the�safety�of�increased�visitors�exiting�their�cars�along�the�roadway.�
Oakwood�Valley:�
Alternative�1,�2�and�3�dismiss�the�current�historical�recreational�activities�at�the�site�area�of�Oakwood�Valley,�Mann�City�
Ridge�and�Gerbode�Valley.�
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Rodeo�Beach/Marin�Headlands�
The�current�conditions�section�for�historical�recreational�activities�does�not�accurately�reflect�the�use�of�this�site�in�that�
the�weather�is�the�determining�factor�here.�Fog�and�wind�blanket�the�Headlands/Rodeo�beach�area�much�of�the�year.�
Water�activities�include�low�to�high�use�by�the�surfing�community,�however�swimming�is�not�a�normal�activity�except�by�
a�few�brave�souls�on�an�unusually�hot�day.�Land�based�activities�include�hiking,�biking,�horseback�riding�and�off�leash�
dog�walking.�This�area�remains�low�in�conflict�with�all�users.�
Upland�Area�historical�recreational�use�supports�hiking,�biking,�horseback�riding�and�off��leash�dog�walking.�
Alternative�1:�Many�trails�within�the�Headlands�over�the�years�have�narrowed�from�fire�trail�width�to�single�file�passage�
from�a�lack�of�maintenance.�improving�trails/fire�roads,�which�were�very�accessible�some�years�ago,�should�be�improved�
by�regular�on�going�maintenance�keeping�the�trails�that�exist�available�for�safe�and�poison�oak�free�passage.�A�warming�
hut�near�the�beach�sounds�wonderful�in�theory,�but�owing�to�the�amount�of�paper/plastic�and�glass�that�is�left�for�
others�to�pick�up�on�the�beach�and�the�parking�lot�now�we�could�not�recommend�encouraging�further�eating�and�
drinking�near�the�beach�adding�to�the�debris�left�by�visitors�currently.�
There�is�some�confusion�in�regard�to�the�Capehart�housing�area�removal�creating�a�more�scenic�entrance�into�Rodeo�
Valley.”�The�Marin�Headlands�Transportation�Plan�recommends�the�current�tunnel�entrance/exit�be�changed�to�allow�
only�exit�to�Alexander�Avenue,�therefore�it�would�not�be�necessary�to�remove�them.�y
We�have�noticed�that�the�Paramedics�are�no�longer�stationed�at�the�firehouse�out�at�Ft.�Cronkite,�and�with�the�existing�
number�of�children,�park�partner�staff�and�visitors�we�would�think�it�to�be�an�incredible�safety�issue�without�adding�it�to�
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Stinson�Beach�and�Environs�
We�support�components�of�Alternative�2�that�include�maintaining�or�reducing�the�current�level�of�use;�considering�
public�transit;�restoring�natural�processes�at�Easkoot�Creek,�the�riparian�corridor,�the�sand�dunes;�and�restoring�the�
south�parking�lot�to�wetlands;�and�managing�the�rest�of�the�land�to�protect�coastal�ecosystems;�and�contributing�to�the�
restoration�of�Bolinas�lagoon.�
For�Alternative�1�we�recommend�against�active�beach�recreation�and�not�expanding�food�and�other�concessions�etc.�
These�services�would�introduce�increased�impact�from�litter,�smells,�and�other�problems�with�people�services�such�as�
these.�Providing�alternative�transportation�is�a�positive�component�of�this�alternative.
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Hwy�1�and�Panoramic�Highway�
We�support�the�greater�emphasis�on�coastal�ecosystems�protection�under�Alternative�2.�For�Alternatives�1�and�3�we�do�
not�oppose�adding�a�few�overlooks�provided�no�natural�habitats�would�be�destroyed�or�damaged.�There�are�many�areas�
along�the�coast,�however,�where�viewing�is�possible,�so�we�question�the�need�for�this�development.�The�scenic�rural�
environment�should�be�protected.�Construction�of�overlooks�should�avoid,�not�just�minimize,�habitat�impacts�and�be�
subject�to�thorough�environmental�review.�
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Slide�Ranch�
Moving�all�or�some�of�Slide�Ranch�would�enable�restoration�of�a�more�complex�habitat�at�Big�
Lagoon.�Relocating�the�entire�ranch�would�necessitate�thorough�environmental�review�to�ensure�
there�would�not�be�increased�impacts�at�the�new�location.
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Marin�Headlands/Forts�Barry�and�Cronkhite�
Our�preferred�alternative�is�2,�however,�we�do�not�support�aiming�for�higher�public�uses.�Rodeo�Valley,�the�Fort�
Cronkhite�ponds�provide�important�habitat�for�waterfowl,�diving�birds,�and�some�seabirds.�They�are�particularly�
important�as�refugia�during�storms�and�rough�waters�in�ocean.�Maintenance�and�visitor�use�of�bunkers�and�historical�
buildings�is�fitting,�but�expanding�“military�identity”is�uncalled�for.�Habitat�preservation�should�be�paramount.�
Further,�why�would�habitat�for�just�endangered�and�special�status�species�be�protected?�This�area�is�habitat�for�many�
native�migratory�birds�and�other�wildlife�that�should�also�be�protected�as�they�are�part�of�the�native�ecosystem.�Habitat�
should�be�restored�and�maintained�for�all�native�species�We�recommend�no�higher�levels�of�visitor�use,�and�support�
controlled�use.�This�Alternative�should�clearly�recognize�wildlife�protection�as�major�goal.
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Alternative�I�We�oppose�any�new�construction.�There�are�plenty�of�opportunities�available�hike,�bird�watch,�horseback�
ride,�walk,�photography,�to�name�just�a�few.�Additional�uses�are�not�needed.�The�trails�are�already�accessible�and�ride, walk, photography, just already
people�can�already�picnic.�No�new�facilities�are�needed.�Alternative�3�Recognizing�military�history�is�one�thing,�but�
history�does�not�need�to�be�“made�alive.”�It�is�the�historic�buildings�and�facilities�that�are�of�interest.�
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Capehart�Housing�
We�support�Alternative�2�which�would�remove�Capehart�housing.�These�buildings�have�no�historic�significance�and,�in�
fact,�are�unattractive.�There�also�have�been�a�number�of�problems�with�behavior�of�residents�which�have�contributed�to�
problems�for�native�wildlife,�the�management�of�which�seems�to�create�additional�problems�for�staff.�Restoration�of�the�
riparian�and�upland�habitat�is�in�the�public�interest.�
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Conzelman,�Bunker,�and�McCullough�Roads�
Alternative�2�will�benefit�by�restoring�coastal�habitats�particularly�for�Mission�Blue�butterfly�
Public�access�should�be�tightly�controlled.�
For�Alternatives�1�and�3�,�only�limited�trail�improvements�should�be�made.�Any�new�trails�should�be�subject�to�
environmental�review�to�ensure�they�do�not�destroy�or�degrade�any�habitats�
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Kirby�Cove�
Unlike�Alternative�2�in�other�locations,�this�alternative�does�not�recognize�Kirby�Cove’s�habitat�values.�Any�camping�
should�be�subject�to�protection�of�habitats.�Care�should�be�taken�to�ensure�the�Water�Trail�use�and�trailheads�
construction�does�not�cause�impacts�to�coastal�habitats�and�wildlife.�
Alternatives�2�and�3�camping�is�already�provided�and�should�not�be�significantly�increased.�
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Point�Bonita,�Historic�Light�House�and�Related�Structures�
We�have�no�problem�with�preserving�these�historic�structures�should�be�preserved�but�any�alternative�chosen�should�
not�adversely�impact�diving�bird�species�that�use�the�deeper�waters�off�these�coasts.�The�waters�off�of�this�area�attracts�
diving�birds�species�that�do�not�occur�in�most�other�locations�in�the�Bay.�Management�of�the�Water�Trail�should�not�be�
a�part�of�Alternative�2.�We�oppose�management�for�high�levels�of�visitor�use�in�the�sheltered�Ft.�Baker�area�where�the�
use�of�the�sheltered�lagoon�by�sea�birds�is�already�being�impacts.�There�already�is�enough�use.�We�support�restriction�of�
visitor�resources�in�marine�environment�for�all�three�alternatives.�
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Offshore�Marine�Environment�Fort�Baker,�Muir�Beach�and�Point�Bonita�
Alternative�2�We�are�concerned�that�the�“high�levels�of�visitor�use”�that�is�suggested�would�result�in�adverse�impacts�to�
the�diving�birds�that�use�these�offshore�waters.�Care�should�be�taken�to�ensure�that�boat�use,�including�users�of�the�
Water�Trail,�do�not�disturb�rafting�seabirds�and�diving�birds�that�occur�in�these�waters.�Implementation�of�a�Water�Trail�
launch�area�must�be�accompanied�by�a�requirement�for�regular�monitoring�of�impacts�and�a�commitment�that�
enforcement�be�provided�to�ensure�the�species�are�not�harassed.�Sensitive�marine�resources�should�be�protected.�
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The�overflow�crowd�that�met�at�the�Muir�Beach�Community�Center�on�June�26th�demonstrated�Muir�Beach’s�strong�
feelings�regarding�some�of�the�proposed�alternatives�in�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area�General�
Management�Plan.�The�community�also�expressed�disappointment�at�the�lack�of�collaboration�in�developing�General�
Management�Plan�alternatives�and�great�concern�that�its�input�may�not�be�given�due�consideration.�
We�seek�to�maintain�a�balance�between�environmental�stewardship,�recreational�enjoyment�for�generations�to�come,�
the�nurturing�of�the�social�fabric�of�our�community,�and�protection�of�cultural�and�historic�resources.�
This�takes�recognition�that�horses�and�barns�at�the�Dairy,�sheep�and�gardens�at�Slide�Ranch,�flowers�on�the�hillsides,�
people�and�old�farm�buildings�at�Banducci�Ranch,�and�rows�of�vegetables�and�zen�buddhist�practice�at�Green�Gulch�
Farm�are�what�make�this�place�beautiful�and�unique.�They�are�what�make�this�area�as�attractive�to�our�visitors�as�it�is�to�
us.�Its�coastal,�rural,�ranching�history�must�be�preserved,�protected,�and�appreciated�by�all.�



Marin�County�Public�Comments 31�of�58

the�thirties,�must�be�supported �This�includes�the�ownership/partnership�role�of�Amadeo� �who �as�the�last�

219 L

We�strongly�support�this�vision�of�the�GGNRA�General�Management�Plan:�
1.�Golden�Gate�Dairy:�eliminate�options�for�visitor�services�of�any�kind�at�the�Golden�Gate�
Dairy.�There�is�no�room.�We�support�both�the�preservation�of�the�historic�presence�of�horses�
at�the�Dairy,�under�the�auspices�of�Ocean�Riders�of�Mann,�and�the�continued�presence�of�the�
Muir�Beach�Volunteer�Fire�Department,�which�protects�the�entire�community,�from�Three�
Corners�and�Green�Gulch�Farm�to�Muir�Woods,�Slide�Ranch,�and�beyond.�
Ocean�Riders�of�Marin�continues�a�long�history�of�kids�and�horses�at�the�Dairy�and�provides�riding�opportunities�for�
horse�lovers�of�all�ages.�In�addition,�it�is�committed�to�fostering�outreach�programs�for�under�served�youth�by�offering�
them�a�chance�to�experience�the�thrill�of�riding�a�horse�in�the�wild.�Ocean�Riders�has�shown�its�commitment�to�
environmental�stewardship�by�working�tirelessly�to�minimize�its�impact�in�the�watershed,�and�working�to�preserve�the�
integrity�of�the�land,�water,�flora�and�fauna�of�Redwood�Creek.�Because�the�coexistence�of�horses�and�fire�engines�is�
essential,�but�not�always�easy,�any�additional�use�at�this�site�such�as�moving�Muir�Woods�activities�to�the�Dairy,�
installing�an�informational�kiosk�or�adding�a�bus�stop�for�the�Muir�Woods�shuttle�is�absolutely�inappropriate,�out�of�the�
question,�and�will�be�strongly�opposed.�
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2.�Banducci�Ranch:�the�cultural�and�historical�integrity�of�Banducci�Ranch,�which�has�been�in�the�Banducci�family�since�
the�thirties,�must�be�supported.�This�includes�the�ownership/partnership�role�of�Amadeo�Banducci,�who,�as�the�last�. Banducci, ,
rancher�in�this�valley,�personifies�Muir�Beach�living�history.�With�his�vision�as�a�farmer�and�a�steward�of�the�land,�he�
must�be�allowed�to�run�his�ranch�and�to�pass�it�on�to�his�family.�
Ranches�are�run�with�farm�labor,�and�develop�a�farm�community�of�their�own�that�extends�beyond�the�immediate�
family.�We�support�this�long�standing�community�at�Banducci�Ranch,�and�treasure�its�diversity.�These�are�our�friends�
and�neighbors,�and�must�not�be�removed�from�their�homes.�
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3.�Slide�Ranch:�maintain,�nurture�and�support�the�Slide�Ranch�environmental�educational�center�where�it�is�now�
located,�on�the�site�of�an�old�coast�dairy�ranch.�Slide�Ranch�is�a�gem�for�the�whole�Bay�Area.�By�experiencing�a�working�
farm�and�garden,�it�offers�many�children�their�first�opportunity�to�learn�that�food�does�not�originate�on�grocery�store�
shelves.�It�also�allows�these�children�to�experience�nature�both�on�land�and�in�the�tide�pools�at�ocean’s�edge.�This�gives�
them�a�sense�of�the�importance�of�environmental�stewardship.�This�coastal�site�is�intrinsic�to�the�children’s�experience.�
Slide�Ranch�must�remain�as�it�is,�and�where�it�is.�
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7.�Public�Transit:�We�support�efforts�to�provide�public�transit�to�the�Muir�Beach�parking�lot�to�lessen�the�impact�of�
private�cars.�We�urge�the�Park�Service�to�collaborate�with�the�County�to�provide�appropriately�sized�public�transit�for�
both�local�residents�and�Muir�Beach�visitors.�
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I�am�a�founding�member�(1980)�and�director�of�the�Mann�Horse�Council,�Inc.,�a�California�non�profit.�I�have�lived�in�
Mann�County�for�50�years.�I�am�a�hiker�and�road�bicyclist�but�it�is�from�an�experienced�equestrian’s�point�of�view�that�I�
wish�to�comment�on�the�proposed�GGNRA�Management�Plan�(MP).�
The�heartbeat�of�the�National�Park�System�(NPS)�in�Mann�County�is�the�trail�system.�They�provide�places�of�peace,�
solitude,�and�renewal�for�the�public.�The�benefits,�from�physical�to�mental�to�societal,�are�incalculable,�especially�when�
applied�to�our�youth.�Horseback�riding�does�not�discriminate�by�gender�or�by�age.�Yet,�the�importance�of�trail�usage�in�
this�MP�is�downplayed�and�often�lost.�
Because�of�the�6,000�year�association�of�humans�and�horses,�it�is�important�that�the�MP�affirm�this�linkage�by�retaining�
all�stables�in�its�jurisdiction.�Horses�are�a�natural�fit�with�history,�nature,�opportunities,�scenic�values,�and�culture.�
Horses�have�been�on�Mann�ranches�since�recorded�history.�Best�Management�Practices�(BMPs)�further�enhance�the�
viability�of�horses�on�National�Parklands.�
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Marin�Headlands�
Oakwood�Valley,�Mann�City�Ridge,�Gerbode�Valley�
Alternative�2�
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R di th P d Alt ti f M i E t i F ilitiRegarding�the�Proposed�Alternatives�for�Marin�Equestrian�Facilities:�
Golden�Gate�Dairy�
Alternative�1���Equestrian�uses�would�be�relocated�to�Lower�Redwood�Creeka�Not�enough�information�is�provided�to�
select�this�alternative.�
Alternative�2�is�unacceptable.�
Alternative�3���I�support�Alternative�3.�The�Golden�Gate�Dairy�Stables�has�successfully�operated�in�this�location�for�many�
years.�This�option�allows�continued�equestrian�access�to�trails,�and�retains�an�connection�for�the�larger�equestrian�use�
group.�
�Note:�An�issue�that�needs�attention�in�this�area�is�the�lack�of�a�connector�trail�between�Frank�Valley�Horse�Camp�and�
Muir�Beach.�Currently,�equestrians�have�to�use�Highway�One���a�dangerous�situation���a�safe�connector�trail�needs�to�be�
built.�
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Lower�Redwood�C�reek�
Alternative�1���Not�enough�information�is�given�regarding�potential�equestrian�uses�to�select�this�alternative.�However,�I�
support�the�idea�of�expanding�equestrian�use�opportunities�to�this�area.�
Alternatives�2�and�3�(same�as�Alternative�2)�are�not�acceptable.�
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sea �is�an�excellent�idea.�
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Marin�Headlands�Stables�at�Rodeo�Valley�(Presidio�Riding�Club)�
Crucial�information�is�missing�from�all�three�Newsletter�alternatives.�None�of�the�alternatives�in�Newsletter�4�even�
mention�the�existing�equestrian�facility,�and�some�of�the�maps�seem�to�cut�the�stables�off�from�the�trails.�Subsequent�
NPS�Staff�charts,�detailing�the�alternatives,�state:�Stables�are�removed,�and,�use�of�stables�still�being�evaluated�based�on�
park�operations�needs.�It�is�unacceptable�not�to�include�this�information�under�the�alternatives�in�Newsletter�4.�
Please�develop�a�new�alternative�that�allows�this�facility�to�remain,�with�trail�access.�Allow�this�facility�to�continue�
serving�the�public�with�horse�boarding�options�for�the�local�population,�and�overnight�horse�accommodation�for�long��
distance�travelers�with�horses.�Allow�the�hanger�building�to�remain�for�the�stables�use,�not�a�maintenance�shed.�

223 L

Lower�Tennessee�Valley�Stables�(Volunteer�Mounted�Patrol)�
All�3�alternatives�are�unacceptable�as�they�remove�the�LTV�Stables.�This�historic�location�should�be�kept�for�equestrian�
use�and�for�the�volunteer�mounted�patrol.�The�addition�of�horse�camping�is�a�good�idea����although,�the�site�is�not�ideal�
for�horse�camping�unless�the�riders�are�also�able�to�camp�at�the�site.�
Creating�a�multi�use�trail�to�conned�with�the�Mill�Valley�Bike�path,�and�promoting�equestrian�touring�on�a�trail�to�the�
sea’�is�an�excellent�idea.�
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The�SBVA�has�strong�concerns�regarding�ANY�options�put�forward�that�,within�the�Management�Zone,�lessen�or�
eliminate�,�alternatives�for�this�Alternative�#1.�Examples�of�these�less�desirable�alternatives�are:�
Any�plan�to�remove�or�eliminate�the�existing�restrooms,�showers,�or�the�South�parking�lot�to�support�increasing�wetland�
restoration.�During�weekends�throughout�the�summer�and�during�warm�days�year�round1�Having�the�current�parking�
capacity�lends�itself�to�the�enjoyment�and�options�of�the�Park�visitors�and�the�balance�of�impact�on�the�Stinson�Beach�
town/community/residents.�
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Of�greater�concern�is�the�option�in�Alternative�#2,�where�there�is�suggestion�that�the�Park�would�encourage�the�
abandonment�of�Highway�1�between�Stinson�Beach�and�Muir�Beach�in�the�event�of�a�catastrophic�slide(road�
undermining,�rnudslide,�rockslide,�ect).�Our�community�would�not�and�cannot�accept�such�a�radical�proposal�with�NO�
hope�of�another�alternative�route(such�as�the�Devil’s�Slide�Project�in�San�Mateo).California�State�Highway�One�is�
designated�as�a�State�and�National�treasure�and�a�official�Scenic�Highway�with�all�the�clout�that�it�carries.�Restoration�of�
the�natural�ecosystem�of�Easkoot�creek�watershed�and�the�benefits�that�would�contribute�to�the�natural�processes�that�
affect�the�Bolinas�Lagoon�is�of�great�concern�the�residents�of�Stinson�Beach�in�the�2008�community�survey�just�released�
on�the�community�website�(stinsonbeachvillage.com).�Stinson�Beach�Village�Association�does�appreciate�this�lone�range�
planning�process�within�our�beautiful�and�unique�home.�Our�community�environment�is�equally�valued�however,�and�
SBVA�and�the�residents�will�stand�firm�for�our�cultural�and�community�character�values.�
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One�last�observation�deals�with�‘taking�care’�of�what�you�have.�We�believe�that�the�delayed�and�deferred�
maintenance/repair�of�existing�infrastructure�must�take�precedence�over�“new”�projects�of�environmental�nature.�
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Marin�Conservation�League�(MCL)�urges�you�to�place�the�greatest�possible�emphasis�on�Concept�2�—�Preserving�Bruce�
Fullerton�and�Enjoying�Coastal�Ecosystems�throughout�Marin�County.�In�a�few�specific�instances�we�recommend�a�
different�alternative.�These�exceptions�are�noted�below.�
We�note�that�the�differences�among�the�three�alternative�management�concepts�are�subtle�but,�nevertheless,�distinct�
in�their�emphasis.�While�the�other�two�concepts/alternatives�do�not�ignore�natural�resources�and�ecological�systems,�
Concept�2�gives�special�attention�to�restoration�and�preservation�as�well�as�
maintenance�of�these�systems�—�e.g.,�reconnection�of�fragmented�habitat,�recovery�and�survival�of�special�status�
species�and�wildlife,�and�restoration�of�natural�processes.�We�believe�that�Marin�County�could�be�a�showplace�within�
the�GGNRA�for�natural�resource�stewardship�by�emphasizing�protection�and�restoration�of�the�ecosystems�here.�We�
recognize�that�the�GGNRA�is�also�about�people�and�the�history�of�settlement�of�the�San�Francisco�Bay�Area,�and�would�
like�to�point�out�that�Concept/Alternative�2�also�emphasizes�the�historical�legacy�associated�with�the�physical�challenges�
that�settlers�faced�in�their�encounters�with�Mann’s�rugged�coastal�terrain�and�their�reliance�on�the�coastal�ecosystem�
that�sustained�them.�Placing�the�historical�legacy�within�the�context�of�that�ecosystem�is�central.�Concept/Alternative�2�
accomplishes this objectivesh � s�objective.�
GGNRA�is�in�the�distinctive�position�of�being�in�the�center�of�a�large�urban�area�and�will�continue�to�experience�high�
densities�of�visitor�use,�and,�at�the�same�time,�will�continue�to�offer�exceptional�opportunities�for�public�education.�The�
ecologically�diverse�natural�systems�within�GGNRA�and�Mann�provide�the�basis�for�offering�public�education�about�the�
sensitivities�of�these�natural�resources�and�the�tools�and�practices�that�will�be�necessary�to�sustain�them�for�the�future�
enjoyment�of�generations�to�come.�The�Park’s�reputation�in�the�long�term�will�rely�not�only�upon�how�well�it�has�
protected�and�preserved�the�coastal�ecosystems�that�are�its�foundation,�but�also�on�how�well�it�has�educated�the�public�
regarding�their�protection�and�preservation.�Concept/Alternative�2�emphasizes�this�objective.�
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Nevertheless,�the�allocation�of�management�zones�under�Concept/Alternative�2�reflects�the�fact�that,�even�with�the�
emphasis�on�natural�system�restoration�and�preservation,�there�are�specific�areas�that�are�less�sensitive�to�human�uses�
and,�therefore,�can�tolerate�more�active�use�such�as�for�camping�and�educational�activities.�We�find�those�uses�
generally�acceptable,�but�wish�to�underline�the�fact�that�the�Marin�County�portions�of�the�GGNRA�are�very�diverse�in�
ecosystems�and�historic�and�current�human�uses.�Generally�the�connections�between�habitats�should�be�improved,�with�
emphasis�upon�preserving�significant�habitats�and�biological�diversity.�At�the�same�time,�the�area�should�be�accessible�
for�nonprofit�group�educational�activities,�support�other�nonprofit�uses�such�as�the�Headlands�Institute�and�Marine�
Mammal�Center,�very�limited�commercial�use�to�support�tourism,�and�passive�recreation�such�as�camping,�hiking,�bird�
watching,�etc.�Concept/Alternative�2�recognizes�this�diversity�of�low�impact�functions�by�recommending�that�existing�
facilities�continue�with�limited�improvements�for�the�sake�of�public�safety�and�the�scenic�enjoyment�of�visitors.�
Another�general�point�that�we�wish�to�make�concerns�how�the�GGNRA�Management�Plan�will�be�coordinated�with�
management�of�adjoining�public�lands,�such�as�the�Mt.�Tamalpais�State�Park,�Mann�County�Parks�and�Open�Space�
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We�also�urge�you�to�review�the�new�Marin�Countywide�Plan,�adopted�November�2007�after�an�exhaustive�public�review�
process.�Many�important�natural�systems�policies�and�programs�deserve�your�consideration.�To�the�extent�possible,�
GGNRA�Management�Plan�policies�and�programs�should�at�the�least�be�congruent�and�consistent�with�those�established�
in�the�Countywide�Plan,�e.g.,�streamside�and�wetland�protection�measures�and�standards�for�trail�design,�uses,�and�y g p g
connections.�We�note�that�the�GGNRA�Management�Plan�does�not�give�clear�direction�on�what�will�be�done�with�its�trail�
system�under�the�various�alternatives.�Perhaps�that�was�an�oversight�or�will�be�addressed�separately.�However,�many�of�
the�public�uses,�including�occasional�conflicts�of�the�GGNRA�in�Mann�are�associated�with�trail�use�for�walkers,�runners,�
horses,�dogs,�and�bicycles.�It�would�be�helpful�for�the�Management�Plan�to�elaborate�more�fully�on�GGNRA’s�plans�with�
regard�to�its�trail�system�under�the�three�Concepts/Alternatives.�
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A�major�focus�of�restoration�of�the�native�coastal�ecosystem�is�the�removal�of�exotic�vegetation�including�eucalyptus,�
broom�and�other�invasives,�and�their�replacement�with�native�plants.�The�GGNRA�Management�Plan�should�incorporate�
objectives�for�addressing�this�issue.�In�this�connection,�the�GGNRA�Management�Plan�should�consider�establishing�a�
direct�seeding�program�for�oak�and�buckeye�and�other�native�plant�species�as�an�effective�way�to�restore�native�plant�
communities.�Most�federal�parks�use�nursery�seedlings�that�are�planted�out�and�have�to�be�cared�for�until�they�become�
established.�Direct�seeding,�however,�with�locally�harvested�nuts�and�seeds�is�well�suited�to�reestablishing�native�
habitat�with�the�least�amount�of�attention�and�without�supplemental�irrigation.�
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Stinson�Beach�to�Bolinas�Fairfax�Road:�
The�current�level�of�visitor�services�should�continue�without�major�expansion�of�services�or�facilities,�except�for�
renovation�of�deteriorating�existing�facilities.�However,�we�do�not�believe�that�parking�lots�should�be�removed�to�allow�
wetland�restoration�in�this�case,�given�the�absence�of�alternative�land�for�parking�in�peak�use�periods.�Any�natural�
processes�that�affect�Bolinas�Lagoon�should�be�managed�to�protect�and�promote�the�natural�restoration�of�the�Lagoon.�
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Highway�1�and�Panoramic�Highway:�
Although�we�encourage�placing�emphasis�on�protecting�and�restoring�the�coastal�ecosystem,�this�stretch�of�road�is�
among�the�most�scenic�in�the�area.�To�improve�safety,�some�improvements�could�be�made,�but�must�be�done�without�
threatening�the�“remote”�esthetic�quality�of�the�area�and�without�compromising�the�fragile�coastal�bluffs.�
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Slide�Ranch:�
Concept/Alternative�2�contemplates�the�removal�of�Slide�Ranch�to�another�undefined�location.�In�the�absence�of�
information�on�where�new�alternative�locations�could�be�and�how�the�transfer�would�be�accomplished,�we�believe�it�
should�be�retained�in�its�present�location�as�described�in�Concept/Alternative�1�(Connecting�People�with�the�Parks).�
Slide�Ranch�has�a�long�and�successful�history�of�exposing�people�to�both�organic�farming�and�our�natural�coastal�
ecosystems.�
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Golden�Gate�Dairy:�
This�site�abuts�Redwood�Creek.�Under�Concept/Alternative�2�it�is�designated�as�an�Evolved�Cultural�Landscape�Zone.�The�
GGNRA�Management�Plan�as�presented�makes�no�mention�of�how�this�area�will�be�managed�with�respect�to�its�relation�
to�Redwood�Creek.�It�is�important�that�there�be�a�complete�separation�and�control�of�“cultural”�and�other�uses�that�
would�potentially�impact�Redwood�Creek.�Redwood�Creek�is�habitat�for�endangered�Coho�Salmon,�and�protection�of�
this�resource�should�take�priority�over�any�“cultural”�use�of�this�site.�
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Tennessee�Valley:�
This�is�one�of�the�most�accessible�and�heavily�used�areas�in�Marin.�It�is�enjoyed�by�a�wide�variety�of�visitors,�including�
joggers,�hikers,�birders,�families,�senior�citizens�and�equestrians�as�well�as�bikers.�Expansion�of�parking�and�picnicking�
facilities�at�the�trailhead�are�appropriate.�Unused�housing�structures�and�other�facilities�should�be�removed�and�the�
watershed�restored�to�its�natural�condition.�However,�Concept/Alternative�2�contemplates�removing�roads�and�
narrowing�the�main�trail�as�well�as�removing�dams�and�artificial�ponds.�The�former�reduces�accessibility,�and�the�latter�
has�potential�unknown�impacts�on�wildlife�and�the�beach.�This�deserves�further�study,�and�a�Master�Plan�that�might�
incorporate�some�of�the�contemplated�uses�in�Concept/Alternative�1�(Connecting�People�with�the�Parks).�In�this�
connection,�we�question�the�need�for�either�food�serving�facilities�or�overnight�accommodations�anywhere�in�
Tennessee�Valley.�The�eastern�watershed�of�Coyote�Creek�that�provides�entry�to�Tennessee�Valley�and�lies�within�the�
GGNRA�should�be�left�as�a�Natural�Zone�without�camping�facilities.�
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Mann�Headlands,�Fort�Barry�and�Fort�Cronkhite:�
This�is�another�heavily�used�public�area�of�the�GGNRA,�especially�the�Rodeo�Lagoon,�Cronkhite�Beach,�and�certain�
upland�areas�dedicated�to�other�park�compatible�uses.�We�support�the�continuation�of�those�various�uses�as�indicated�
in�Concept/Alternative�I�(Connecting�People�with�Parks).�We�also�support�the�designation�of�Rodeo�Lagoon�and�most�of�
the�Rodeo�Valley�Uplands�being�managed�as�Sensitive�Resources�and�Natural�Zones.�We�question�the�compatibility�of�a�
warming�hut�and�food�service�facility�at�this�site,�however.�
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Capeheart�Housing�Area:�
The�restoration�and�reconnection�of�habitat�in�this�area�is�desirable.�However,�it�is�also�advantageous�to�provide�
affordable�workforce�housing�for�park�staff.�The�current�amount�of�houses�appears�to�exceed�the�needs�for�park�staff.�A�
combination�of�Alternatives�1�and�2�might�be�desirable,�with�only�sufficient�housing�remaining�to�serve�the�needs�of�
park�staff.�
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In�Marin�County�I�support�the�position�of�the�Mann�Horse�Council�and�want�to�go�on�record�as�supporting�the�continued�
presence�of�the�horse�facilities�and�increases�in�access�to�trails.�The�final�plan�must�address�the�presence�and�
requirements�of�equestrians.�
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A f t�few�comments:�
Page�14�—�Overview:�Current�Conditions�and�Management�
Alternative�1�+�Connecting�People�and�the�Parks:�
The�overview�should�address�the�trail�system�and�its�ability�to�provide�safe�passage�for�walkers,�hikers,�runners,�
equestrians�and�to�the�best�extent�possible.�Those�with�physical�limitations�who�should�be�provided�the�best�
opportunity�to�enjoy�the�GGNRA�facilities.�
Alternative�1�reads:�“The�national�park�lands�in�Marin�are�a�hiker’s�paradise,�with�an�extensive�network..�.etc.�..etc.”�
Please�edit�to�read�“The�national�park�lands�in�Marin�are�a�hiker’s�
equestrian’s�paradise,�with�an�extensive�network..���etc...��etc.”�
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Page�16���Preliminary�Alternative’s�for�Marin�County�
Tennessee�Valley�including�Miwok�Stables�
Current�Conditions�and�Management:�This�section�does�not�even�mention�the�issue�of�parking.�
Alternative�1�states�“..Improved�picnic�and�parking�areas...”�
Alternative�2�states�“minimal�level�of�visitor�facilities....”�
Alternative�3�ignores�the�issue.�
The�truth�is:�Tennessee�Valley�is�one�of�the�closest,�if�not�the�closest,�major�terminals�for�visitors�from�San�Francisco�
who�come�every�week�by�the�thousands.�Tennessee�Valley�alone�provides�the�location�for�expanded�facilities�(rest�
rooms,�picnic�tables,�trash�enclosures,�etc.)�plus,�most�important,�a�ready�area,�non�sensitive,�that�can�be�utilized�to�
expand�the�parking�area,�provide�better�flow�through�(there�is�none�now�since�visitors�block�the�aisles�every�weekend),�
better�facilities�for�parking�motor�homes,�cars�with�trailers,�trucks�with�horses�trailers,�and�make�it�possible�for�all�of�
them�to�come�and�go�without�impacting�the�traditional�auto�and�bicycle�traffic.�
Bear�Valley�in�Point�Reyes�has�a�program�wherein�the�main�parking�lot�has�a�section�reserved�for�trucks,�motor�homes,�
cars/trailers,�and�trucks�with�horse�trailers.�Everyone�respects�the�limitations�and�abides.�The�balance�of�the�parking�
area�and�the�adjacent�lots�are�for�automobile�use�only.�It�works.�
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Page 18 � Preliminary Alternative’s for Marin County� ��� � � � � �
Conzelman,�Bunker�&�McCullough�Roads:�
The�first�section,�Current�Conditions�and�Management”�as�well�as�all�three�alternatives�are�missing�one�major�point.�
This�is�a�major�area�providing�access,�parking,�hiking,�riding�and�exploring�the�Headlands,�close�in�to�the�greater�San�
Francisco�Bay�Area.�There�is�no�mention�of�improved�parking�areas�as�covered�in�my�January�2008�paper�to�GGNRA.�
Please�consider�enhanced�limited�parking�as�requested,�in�the�area�on�the�west�side�of�Bunker�Road�just�north�of�the�
stables,�probably�utilizing�the�abandoned�‘old�road’.�
Tennessee�Valley�provides�GGNRA�one�unique�location�with�the�ability�to�accommodate�many�visitors�and�their�vehicles�
without�damage�to�the�environment.�It�will�save�demand�for�such�expansion�in�other�areas.�Please�consider�expansion�
of�this�one,�virtually�urban�terminal�for�expansion�to�provide�facilities�demanded�by�the�amount�of�traffic�involved.
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The�Stinson�Beach�County�Water�District�appreciates�the�opportunity�to�provide�comments�on�the�General�
Management�Plan/Environmental�Impact�Statement�as�described�in�your�Newsletter�#4.�
The�Stinson�Beach�County�Water�District�wants�to,�and�should�be,�included�as�a�stakeholder/�partner�with�the�GGNRA�as�
you�have�established�with�other�political�bodies�and�agencies.�We�would�like�to�be�added�to�a�more�formal�and�direct�
contact�list.�
The�District�is�very�supportive�of�the�parks�concept�of�upgrading�the�beach�facilities,�especially�the�septic�disposal�
system.�We�have�had�ongoing�concerns�regarding�septic�disposal,�and�urge�you�to�upgrade�and�correct�the�deficiencies�
in�the�system.�Should�you�implement�the�alternative�of�removing�the�parking�lot,�then�we�would�expect�that�you�
address�the�septic�system�and�the�bathroom�facility.�
The�District�owns�land,�easements,�facilities�and�other�interests�within�the�park�boundary.�We�would�expect�to�be�
included�in�the�future�technical�working�groups�or�stakeholder�meetings.�Attached�is�an�interest�card�for�follow�up�with�
the�District�
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Fort�Baker�Site:
Located�at�the�Southern�tip�of�the�North�Bay,�the�Fort�Baker�site�would�honor�and�be
dedicated to the Coastal Miwok people. Civic Engagement with the Federated Indians of� � � � � � � � � � � �
Graton�Rancheria�(who�are�federally�recognized)�would�be�essential.�There�are�several
recommendations�for�a�Fort�Baker�location.
1)�Take�over�one�of�the�Officer's�Houses�surrounding�the�Parade�Grounds.
2)�Take�over�some�rooms�in�the�Administration�Building�also�on�the�Parade
Grounds.
3)�If�a�new�site�needs�to�be�built,�there�are�two�recommendations�for�its
footprint.
a)�An�area�that�is�presently�fenced�off,�in�between�the�Discovery
Museum�and�the�Coast�Guard�Station,�and�between�the�Parade
Grounds�and�the�shoreline�Parking�Lot.
b)�Another�site�could�be�on�the�footprint�oaf�non�historical
warehouse�building�in�between�the�Discovery�Museum�and�the
Administration�building,�above�the�Parking�Lot�to�the�rear�of�the�Jail
House�(across�the�street�from�the�Discovery�Museum).
For�the�last�30�years�the�California�Indian�people,�through�California�State�Parks,�have
consistently�referred�to�a�basic�criteria�that�they�would�like�to�see�in�a�new�cultural
facility(ties).�One�major�point�being,�the�Regional�Indian�Museum�approach.
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The�following�points�make�Fort�Baker�the�best�choice�for�the�northern�site�of�the�CILM.

The�California�Indian�community�has�consistently�stated�they�would�like�a�new
cultural�facility�near�or�on�the�water.�Fort�Baker�with�Horseshoe�Cove�would�be
ideal�for�aquatic�educational�programs�and�a�"Grand�Vista."
The�museum�should�be�located�so�there�is�access�to�a�naturalistic�area�for
educational�programs�on�how�the�California�Indians�utilized�their�natural�resources.
Fort�Baker�sits�next�to�the�Marin�Headlands,�a�perfect�place�for�California�Indian
educational�programs.�The�Marin�Headlands�would�provide�a�more�naturalistic
educational�experience�Crissy�Field�could�not.
Fort�Baker�was�the�site�oaf�former�Coastal�Miwok�village,�thus�able�to�convey�a
sense�of�continuity.
The�Fort�Baker�Parade�Grounds�would�be�ideal�for�cultural�special�events.
Park�Partners:�the�new�CILM�would�become�a�member�of�the�GGNRA�Park�Partners
program�and�able�to�form�working�partnerships�with�other�members.�The�CILM
would�not�only�have�its�own�educational�programs,�but�also�work�with�the�Mariny p g
Headlands�Institute�(and�Crissy�Field)�to�improve�their�programs�and�conduct�mutual
programs.�The�Bay�Area�Discovery�Museum�is�always�looking�for�ways�to�form
community�partnerships�to�diversify�their�audience.�The�Discovery�Museum�has�a
new�state�of�the�art�auditorium�and�other�educational�facilities�that�are�rarely�used
that�could�be�utilized�by�the�CILM.
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If�the�CILM�were�based�out�of�Fort�Baker,�Marin�County,�it�would�be�eligible�for
funding�from�the�Marin�Community�Foundation�and�provide�an�outside�source�of
funding�for�educational�programs�and�special�events.
��Phase�1:�Data�Base�Collection:
In�order�to�successfully�outreach�to�the�American�Indian�community�through�Civic
Engagement,�a�data�base�of�Tribal�and�Community�Indian�Museums�is�needed.�The
following�progression�is�recommended:
1.�California�Tribal�Museums
ii.�California�Indian�Community�Museums
iii.�Tribal�Museums�Nationally
iv.�Community�Indian�Museums�Nationally
v.�Tribal�Museums�in�Canada
VI.�Community�Indian�Museums�in�Canada
vii.�Tribal�Museums�in�Latin�America
viii.Community�Indian�Museums�in�Latin�America
��Phase�2:�Letters�of�Support�from�Tribal�Governments�and�Tribal�Museums.
Through�Civic�Engagement�GGNRAlNPS�would�go�to�tribal�governments�and�tribal
museums�to�ask�for�their�support�of�the�Living�Indian�Museum�concept.�This�can�be
done�through�Letters�of�Support.�This�is�how�the�National�Museum�of�the�American
Indian�started,�and�it�would�be�wise�to�ask�for�their�support�and�help�as�well.�After
gaining�enough�support�within�the�Native�communities�for�the�Living�Indian�Museum
system,�then�we�gather�the�interested�parties�for�the�next�phase.
��Phase�3:�Public�Meetings.
It�is�recommended�that�public�meetings�within�the�Native�communities�be�set�up�to
galvanize�support�for�the�Living�Indian�Museum�concept.�The�intent�of�the�public
meetings�is�to�form�a�support�base�leading�to�a�consortium�of�Tribal�Museums�and
Community�Indian�Museums.�The�public�meetings�would�first�focus�on�California
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I�attended�your�recent�meeting�at�the�Muir�Beach�community�center.�My�parents�moved�to�the�beach�before�WWII�and�
I�spent�part�of�my�childhood�here.�Whenever�I'm�in�Marin�people�ask�me�what�it�was�like�in�the�early�days,�and�I�try�to�
explain�all�the�changes.�Wishing�my�parents�were�here�to�fill�in�the�gaps.�Naturally�I�see�Amadeo�Banducci,�Golden�Gate�
Dairy,�Slide�Ranch�and�the�Alcala�family�as�historic�resources�that�should�be�preserved�and�made�a�part�of�the�new�
programs,�not�something�to�be�pushed�aside.�Changes�come�soon�enough,�and�people�will�ask�about�things�we�no�
longer�can�explain.�Humans�are�resources�also,�and�the�elders�need�to�be�preserved�and�respected�as�much�as�the�
natural�resources
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I�also�have�my�own�ideas�of�how�the�park�should�prepare�for�the�number�of�visitors�it�receives,�though�I�realize�you've�
already�narrowed�it�down�to�3�options.�If�I�were�Mr.�O'Neill,�I�would�encourage�people�to�see�the�entire�area�as�the�
destination,�not�just�Muir�Woods�and�Muir�Beach.�I�would�develop�smaller�visitor�areas�along�Muir�Woods�road,�
Highway�one,�and�Panoramic,�perhaps�every�half�mile�or�so�(depending�on�terrain.)�Each�would�have�parking�for�6���12�
cars,�a�few�barbecue�pits,�and�a�kiosk�with�information�on�flora,�fauna�and�local�history���perhaps�honoring�one�of�the�
early�families,�the�Banduccis,�Souzas,�Wheelwrights,�Brazils,�Pontes,�etc.�Each�might�offer�different�activities���a�
volleyball�court,�horseshoes,�dog�or�horse�facilities,�exercise�area�(pull�up�bars,�etc.)�These�would�be�connected�by�multi�
use trails going along the valleys and over the hills And during tourist season and weekends by shuttles (trolley cars?)� ,� � � � � � � � .� ,� � � � � ,� � � � �
making�a�loop�around�highway�one�and�panoramic,�etc.�Each�stop�could�have�a�name,�like�the�old�Marin�railroad�did�
(Manzanita,�Almonte,�Strawberry.)�People�wanting�to�meet�up�could�agree�on�which�site���giving�them�an�option�away�
from�the�beach�and�woods�crowds.
This�plan�would�encourage�people�to�come�to�the�area,�not�just�to�Muir�Woods/Beach.�If�the�main�parking�areas�were�
filled,�they�could�stop�at�one�of�the�others,�either�to�picnic�there�or�to�catch�the�shuttle�to�the�beach�or�woods.�It�would�
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Slide�Ranch,�a�nonprofit�California�corporation�established�in�1970,�submits
the�following�comments�in�response�to�the�proposed�General�Management�Plan
for�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area�(the�“Plan”).��This�statement
was�drafted�by�the�Executive�Director�and�Vice�President�of�the�Board�of
Directors�of�Slide�Ranch�in�consultation�with�the�President�of�the�Board�and
members�of�the�board’s�Executive�Committee.

Slide�Ranch�belongs�and�should�remain�where�it�is.
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The�most�recent�draft�of�the�Plan�presents�three�alternatives�for�the�future
of�the�historic�coastal�site�now�occupied�by�Slide�Ranch�between�Muir�Beach
and�Stinson�Beach,�California.��Two�of�those�alternatives�call�for�the
relocation�of�Slide�Ranch�to�a�“more�desirable�location.”���Slide�Ranch
respectfully�but�strongly�disagrees�with�any�proposed�relocation�of�the
Ranch.��In�this�it�is�not�alone.��The�managers�and�staff�of�Slide�Ranch�have
received�a�myriad�of�comments,�written�and�oral,�from�past�and�present�users
of�the�site,�parents�of�children�who�have�benefited�from�its�many
educational�programs,�and�teachers,�all�of�whom�unanimously�and
enthusiastically�endorse�the�operation�of�Slide�Ranch�in�its�present�site.
Slide�Ranch�management�is�advised�that�NPS�staff�has�received�a�similar�if
not�greater�volume�of�comments�urging�that�Slide�Ranch�not�be�relocated�away
from�its�home�on�the�coast.
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The�reasons�for�this�outpouring�of�support�for�Slide�Ranch�are�not�hard�to
understand.��Slide�Ranch�may�be�the�most�beautiful�outdoor�classroom�in�the
world Its present location is ideally suited to the role Slide Ranchld.��� � �loca �is� � ed�to� � le� �Ranc
plays�in�the�ecology�and�social�well�being�of�Marin�County�and�the�entire
San�Francisco�Bay�Area.��Founded�in�1970,�the�year�of�the�first�Earth�Day,
located�above�the�Pacific�Ocean�and�blessed�with�a�panoramic�view�of�the
Marin�County�coastline,�Slide�Ranch�teaches�visitors�to�discover�the�wonder
of�the�natural�world�through�hands�on�activities�and�independent
exploration.��Participants�of�all�ages,�socio�economic�and�ethnic
backgrounds�experience�a�deep�connection�to�the�Earth,�its�soil,�water�and
the�human�efforts�that�preserve�the�land�and�bring�food�to�our�tables.��From
the�moment�of�its�founding�in�1970,�Slide�Ranch�immediately�started�serving
inner�city�children�from�San�Francisco’s�Mission�District.��Today�more�than
8000�visitors�–�many�of�them�underprivileged�and�at�risk�youth����attend
Slide’s�family�days,�school�field�trips,�summer�camp�and�overnight�camping
programs�each�year.��This�direct�and�immediate�immersion�in�the�natural
world�has�generated�a�deep�base�of�support�for�Slide�Ranch�that�spans
generations�of�San�Francisco�Bay�Area�residents.
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Plan�Alternative�One,�“Connecting�People�with�the�Parks,”�calls�for�Slide�to
remain�where�it�is,�and�is�very�much�in�line�with�the�purpose�of�Slide
Ranch.��The�NPS�should�keep�in�mind�that�the�Ranch�site�was�purchased�with
private�funds�in�1970�and�dedicated�to�public�use�in�order�to�protect�it
from�commercial�development.��Slide�Ranch’s�founding�and�operation�on�the
coast�thus�helped�realize,�and�continues�to�further,�one�of�the�basic
congressional�mandates�in�the�establishment�of�the�GGNRA,�namely,�that�the
Secretary�of�the�Interior�“shall�preserve�the�recreation�area,�as�far�as
possible,�in�its�natural�setting,�and�protect�it�from�development�and�uses
which�would�destroy�the�scenic�beauty�and�natural�character�of�the�area.”
16�U.S.C.�§460bb.��

The�people�of�Slide�Ranch�have�these�words�in�mind�every�day.��They�maintain
a�deep�sense�of�stewardship�for�the�land�and�ocean�and�the�creatures�that
inhabit�them.��Staff�regularly�remove�invasive�plants,�maintain�trails�and
provide�interpretive�and�educational�programs�that�inspire�visitors�to�helpp p p g p p
restore�the�coastal�eco�system.��Visitors�to�this�scenic�historic�coastal
farm�thus�experience�first�hand�the�connections�between�the�food�we�eat�and
the�natural�elements�that�grow�life.��The�Slide�Ranch�site�has�been�used�by
farmers�since�the�19th�Century.��Building�on�21st�century�methods�of�ecology
and�farm�husbandry,�Slide�Ranch�staff�and�volunteers�manage�134�acres�of
coast�land�consistent�with�its�GGNRA�Park�Partnership�and�membership�in
Marin�Organics�(which�Slide�Ranch�joined�in�2005).��
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Relocation�is�unwarranted�under�the�language�of�the�Plan�itself.��Slide’s
tide�pool�exploration�and�education�program,�habitat�restoration�days�and
curriculum�are�all�heavily�oriented�to�the�Plan’s�goal�of�“increasing
visitor�understanding,�awareness�and�support�for�coastal�resources�through
participation�in�stories�and�programs�about�human�interaction�with�and
dependency�on�natural�resources.”���The�Slide�Ranch�site,�perched�above�the
crashing�waves,�inspires�a�sense�of�wonder�and�awe�unlikely�to�be�replicated
elsewhere.��
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Visitors�and�program�participants�are�not�the�only�beneficiaries�of�Slide’s
magnificent�location�and�excellent�programs.��Slide�Ranch�has�become�an
important�national�training�ground�for�young�environmental�workers,�teachers
and�thinkers�who�come�from�all�over�the�U.S.�to�participate�in�our
Teachers�in�Residence�program.��After�ten�months�of�working�at�Slide�Ranch,
these�young�people�disperse�to�organizations�nationwide�to�apply�the
knowledge�and�techniques�they�have�learned�at�the�Ranch.
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In�fact�Slide�Ranch�is�an�“evolved�cultural�landscape”,�to�borrow�a�term
from�the�NPS,�and�has�been�in�continuous�agricultural�use�for�more�than�100
years.��It�has�performed�multiple�roles�and�tasks�for�generations�of
visitors�at�its�current�site.��Geological�issues�certainly�exist�–�indeed,
the�name�comes�from�the�historic�“Big�Slide”�that�served�as�a�navigational
landmark�for�19th�Century�ships�approaching�the�Golden�Gate�–�but�those�very
issues�present�opportunities�for�innovation�and�creativity.��The�land
beneath Slide’s rustic facilities is a continuously changing landscape that� � � � � � � � �
requires�and�inspires�creative�design�solutions�emphasizing�flexibility,
adaptation�and�simplicity.��In�this�sense�Slide�Ranch�is�not�only�a
classroom�but�a�laboratory�for�ecologically�sound�engineering�and�land�use
in�harmony�with�a�rugged�yet�astonishingly�beautiful�environment.
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Slide�Ranch�celebrates�a�style�of�farm�architecture�and�working�the�land
ethic�that�dates�well�back�into�the�earliest�days�of�settlement�of�West
Marin.��Its�food�growing�practices,�organic�soil,�re�use�of�resources,
buildings�and�infrastructure�exemplify�a�light�carbon�footprint�operation
reminiscent�of�a�younger�world�but�which�employ�the�latest�tools�of�organic
farming.��The�Coastal�Miwok�people�harvested�and�smoked�food�from�the�sea�at
the�Slide�Ranch�site�800�years�ago.��Visitors�today�can�examine�the�tide
pools�where�the�Miwok�fished�and�moments�later�enjoy�Slide’s�organic
vegetable�garden,�the�pride�of�West�Marin.��Slide�Ranch�honors�the�Miwok�and
all�people�in�its�very�contemporary�yet�timeless�efforts�to�connect�us�all
to�the�Earth.�



Marin�County�Public�Comments 46�of�58

246 E

I�am�writing�in�response�to�your�request�for�input�on�the�new�General�Management�Plan�for�the�GGNRA.��I�would�like�to�
note�that�although�I�hike�and�ride�a�bike�I�am�specifically�writing�as�an�equestrian�because�I�feel�this�user�group�has�not�
been�fairly�represented�in�the�GMP.

I�am�disappointed�to�see�a�focus�on�management,�control,�and�policing�in�the�language�that�appears�to�limit�and�confine�
access�to�the�park.��I�also�sense�a�tendency�to�homogenize�the�park�by�eating�away�at�its�unique�regional�character�and�
history.�The�legacy�of�southern�and�western�Marin�County�is�largely�agricultural�and�speaks�to�us�culturally�through�the�
barns,�dairies,�farms,�and�ranches�that�follow�the�coast�north.��If�the�GGNRA�does�not�want�to�allow�grazing�of�cattle�
and�sheep�on�these�lands�they�can�at�least�continue�to�allow�horses�to�represent�this�important�historic�element.��The�
barns,�dairies,�farms,�and�ranches�should�be�treasured�and�preserved�in�this�landscape.��

246 E

Horses�are�iconic�in�the�American�west.�They�are�recreational,�therapeutic,�and�provide�trail�access�to�some�who�can�no�
longer�walk�the�trails.��Despite�all�of�this�the�NPS�continues�to�squeeze�them�out.��Trail�access�is�limited,�practical�needs�
(such�as�water)�are�ignored,�trailer�parking�is�restricted,�and�horse�facilities�are�being�taken�down�or�turned�into�
maintenance�sheds.�

The�trail�systems�should�be�improved�and�expanded�to�help�distribute�the�increasing�number�of�park�users.��Closing�
trails�only�results�in�overuse�and�generates�tension�and�abuses.��The�trails�are�the�heart�of�the�park!��This�is�not�to�say�
that�trails�cannot�be�differentiated�in�terms�of�use�and�safety.��Mountain�bikes�have�become�a�frightening�and�
terrorizing�element�on�the�trails.��They�should�not�be�allowed�on�single�track�trails.��They�have�taken�over�and�marred�
trails�throughout�Marin�County.

Equestrian�facilities�are�already�limited�in�the�GGNRA.���Currently,�however,�they�are�spaced�so�that�they�can�still�
support�one�another�by�acting�as�destinations,�way�stations,�watering�locations,�emergency�facilities�that�provide�tie�
rails�and�paddocks�should�an�equestrian�encounter�a�problem.��Interfering�with�this�critical�mass�will�no�doubt�
undermine�the�future�of�all.

246 E

PROPOSED�ALTERNATIVES�regarding�Marin�Headlands

There�appears�to�be�a�catch�22�at�work�here.��At�a�presentation�I�was�told�that�two�of�the�alternatives�allowed�the�
equestrian�facility�(Marin�Headlands�Stables�at�Rodeo�Valley)�to�stay�but�apparently�cut�them�off�from�trails.�Despite�
this�information,�none�of�the�alternatives�appear�to�support�the�continuation�of�this�equestrian�facility.��I�oppose�
converting�the�balloon�hanger/indoor�arena�into�a�maintenance�shed.��This�unique�building�should�remain�part�of�an�
already�delicate�equestrian�network.
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PROPOSED�ALTERNATIVES�regarding�Tennessee�Valley�and�Miwok�Stables

It�appears�that�Miwok�Stables�is�allowed�to�stay�but�the�barn�and�paddocks�in�lower�Tennessee�Valley�are�being�
removed.��This�seems�incredibly�destructive�and�wasteful.��This�is�a�historic�cultural�location�and�could�be�kept�for�the�
mounted�patrol�or�for�horse�camping.��It�is�part�of�the�equestrian�network�that�offers�opportunities�for�overall�
improvement.��It�is�also�an�important�cultural�vista�along�the�major�trail�down�Tennessee�Valley.

246 E

PROPOSED�ALTERNATIVES�pertaining�to�Golden�Gate�Dairy

I�feel�this�proposal�offers�more�catch�22�alternatives.��The�GMP�is�suggesting�moves�that�are�not�approved�to�locations�
that�are�not�built.�I�do�not�think�the�GMP's�intention�here�is�honorable.��This�facility�has�a�long�history�and�has�worked�
hard�to�maintain�their�stewardship�at�this�location.��They�are�committed�to�the�land,�education,�and�outreach.�I�support�
Alternative�3,�as�it�is�the�only�one�that�appears�to�allow�this�historic�cultural�resource�and�anchor�to�the�equestrian�
network�to�remain.��I�cannot�imagine�the�drive�along�this�section�of�Highway�1�without�the�barns,�corrals�and�mailboxes�
marking�this�intersection.��

249 L

Gulf�of�the�Farallones�National�Marine�Sanctuary�(GFNMS)�has�reviewed�the�General
Management Plan (GMP) Preliminary Alternatives provided in Newsletter 4 dated Spring 2008Management� � �Preliminary� ernatives� ed�in�Newsle � � ate �Spri �
for�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreational�Area�(GGNRA).�GFNMS�manages�the�waters�and
submerged�lands�of�GGNRA�off�the�Coast�of�San�Mateo�and�Marin�Counties�to�the�mean�high
tide,�including�the�tidal�waters�and�submerged�lands�currently�adjacent�to,�and�overlapping
jurisdiction�with�GGNRA.�Therefore,�we�plan�to�be�an�active�stakeholder,�partner�and
collaborator�in�the�implementation�of�the�GMP.
All�comments�provided�herein�discuss�GFNMS'�suggestions�on�shaping�the�preferred
alternative(s),�focus�on�the�impacts�to�GFNMS,�and�examine�the�need�for�the�inclusion�and
clarification�ofGFNMS�jurisdiction.�We�have�specific�comments�on�several�preliminary
alternatives�for�Marin�and�San�Mateo�Counties�and�some�overall�comments�on�the�maps�and�the
management�zones.

249 L

General�Comments
GFNMS�supports�the�general�approach�of�three�Concepts�and�Guiding�Principles�as�presented�in
the�newsletter.�In�particular,�we�encourage�GGNRA�to�acknowledge�specific�regional
collaborations�and�partnerships�when�describing�potential�actions�under�each�of�the�alternatives,
including�the�preferred�alternative.�We�also�encourage�an�ecosystem�based�approach�to�actions
in�the�preferred�alternative.
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GFNMS�supports�all�actions�in�the�preliminary�alternatives�that�protect�coastal�streams�from
erosion�and�restore�riparian�habitat.�We�encourage�GGNRA�to�protect�and�improve�water
quality�in�the�creeks�that�drain�into�Sanctuary�waters.�Improving�water�quality�in�areas�of
management�along�coastal�streams�and�land�use�in�the�coastal�zone�including�Slide�Ranch,�Muir
Beach�and�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�helps�protect�sanctuary�resources.
GFNMS�regulations�prohibit�discharging�or�depositing�any�material�or�other�matter�directly�into
the�Sanctuary�from�the�land�[15�CFR�§�922.83�(a)(2)].�It�is�critical�that�any�land�uses�within
GGNRA�along�the�shoreline�have�clean�discharges.�Actions�that�improve�offshore�water�quality
should�be�incorporated�into�the�preferred�alternative.

249 L

Maps�and�Management�Zones
The�maps�are�a�great�way�to�communicate�actions�to�the�public.�We�suggest�that�Sanctuary
boundaries�are�added�to�the�maps�to�show�overlapping�jurisdictions�within�the�ocean.�We
noticed�that�Preliminary�Alternative�2�has�two�offshore�"Sensitive�Resources"�zones�and�that
recreational�activities�allowed�under�these�zones�could�include�non�motorized�boating,�but�could
potentially�exclude�fishing�and�motorized�fishing.�We�have�several�recommendations�for
clarifying exactly what these two areas would and would not allow� � � � � � � � � � .
The�area�off�Point�Bonita,�at�Bird�Island,�is�now�home�to�a�Common�Murre�colony.�This�was
observed�in�June�2008�by�U.S.�Fish�and�Wildlife�from�the�Bird�Island�overlook�(south�of�the
rock)�along�a�southeast�facing�wall�on�the�west�side�of�the�rock.�Brandt's�Cormorants�have�also
been�observed�nesting�in�this�area.�Most�of�the�cormorant�nests�are�on�the�west�side�along�the
flatter�top�portion�of�the�rock.�This�new�information�should�be�considered�in�how�this�offshore
area�is�designated�in�the�preferred�alternative.
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Marin�County
General�Comments:�Since�there�is�not�a�specific�recommendation�for�Muir�Beach,�we
recommend�that�specific�actions�be�incorporated�into�the�preferred�alternative�for�Marin�County
that�can�result�in�improving�water�quality�by�addressing�current�uses�at�Muir�Beach.
Stinson�Beach�Bolinas�Fairfax�Rd:�GFNMS�is�partnering�with�the�U.S.�Army�Corps�of
Engineers�and�Marin�County�Open�Space�District�to�develop�a�Locally�Preferred�Plan�to�restore
Bolinas�Lagoon.�The�plan�aims�to�minimize�the�adverse�human�impacts�to�Bolinas�Lagoon,
thereby�promoting�the�natural,�dynamic�processes�of�the�estuarine�environment.�One�of�the
actions�in�the�Plan�is�to�investigate�the�use�ofGGNRA�Stinson�Beach�lands�to�improve
floodplain�function�for�Easkoot�Creek.�An�additional�action�can�be�to�investigate�utilizing�a
portion�of�the�GGNRA�Stinson�Beach�parking�as�a�seasonal�floodplain.�The�specific�language�in
Preliminary�Alternative�2�does�not�clarify�if�the�floodplain�restoration�is�seasonal�or�year�round,
which�is�an�important�clarification�in�order�to�build�community�support.�We�also�recommend
clarifying�if�Preliminary�Alternative�2�also�includes�the�actions�listed�in�the�Natural�Zone�in
Preliminary�Alternative�3.�Right�now�it�is�not�clear�if�the�uplands�east�of�Highway�I�would�be
restored�in�Alternative�2.

249 L

Highway�1:�GFNMS�supports�the�actions�for�the�Scenic�Corridor�Zone�and�the�Natural�Zone.
We�have�been�and�will�continue�to�review�actions�taken�by�Caltrans�to�manage�the�coastal�road.
We�also�suggest�an�additional�action�in�the�Natural�Zone,�which�is�to�partner�with�GFNMS�on
interpretive�signage�highlighting�Sanctuary�waters�and�the�offshore�waters�of�GGNRA.
Slide�Ranch:�GFNMS�supports�the�actions�in�Preliminary�Alternative�2�for�the�Natural�Zone�and
we�are�interested�in�partnering�in�restoration�of�coastal�resources.
Lower�Redwood�Creek:�GFNMS�supports�the�actions�in�Preliminary�Alternative�2�for�the�Natural
Zone�to�further�protect�the�creek's�endangered�salmon.
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Offshore�Marine�Environment:�GFNMS�supports�the�actions�in�Preliminary�Alternative�2�for�the
Natural�Zone,�Scenic�Corridor�Zone�and�Sensitive�Resources�Zone.�As�stated�above,�we
recommend�an�additional�refinement�of�the�zones�based�on�specific�needs�of�each�of�these�areas.
Additionally,�the�breeding�and�nesting�times�(including�nest�prospecting�and�pre�nesting
activities)�for�the�two�main�populations�of�seabird�species�near�Point�Bonita,�Brandt's
Cormorants�and�Common�Murres,�is�November�to�August.�Both�species�can�additionally�benefit
by�protection�from�human�disturbance�throughout�during�the�non�nesting�season.�In�particular,
Brandt's�Cormorants�need�places�to�rest�and�dry�their�wings�and�year�round�protection�can
provide�these�additional�benefits.

249 L

Finally,�we�recommend�that�GGRNA�staff�clarify�the�language�for�the�Natural�Zone�in
Preliminary�Alternative�2.�GFNMS�manages�the�northern�portion�of�the�Monterey�Bay�National
Marine�Sanctuary,�which�includes�all�Sanctuary�waters�north�of�Ano�Nuevo,�including�waters�off
the�southern�Marin�coast.�Therefore�GGNRA�only�needs�to�coordinate�with�GFNMS.

1000 C

Jenna�Goodman,�510�704�1449.�Strongly,�strongly�voice�opinion.�Please�let�Slide�Ranch�stay�where�it�is.�Amazing�
i h W i j i ib i B h ki b if l i h ld Lik hexperiences�there.�We�use�it,�enjoy�it,�contribute�to�it.�Breathtaking�beautiful�places�in�the�world.�Like�access�to�that�

part�of�Marin.�Choose�Alt.�1�(July�11).��������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������
John�Chirico,�SF�resident�and�park�user.�Alarmed�and�oppose�changes�proposed,�not�balance�needs�of�people�for�
recreation.�take�dogs�to�park.�Horseback�riders,�hang�gliders.�Lands�cherished�by�people���very�little�land�available.�Keep�
it�available�for�all�re�aspects.�Keep�status�quo.�If�its�not�broken�then�don't�fix�it.�415�846�0805�(July�31)

1001 C

I�think�the�trail�all�the�way�from�the�Hunt�Field/Coastal�trail�to�slacken�outlook�over�looking�the�Golden�Gate�Bridge�
should�be�open�to�horses.�It�is�a�easy�ride.�There�is�plenty�of�room�for�hikers,�horse�riders�and�bikes.�The�Coast�trail�from�
the�Presidio�Riding�Club/Marin�Headlands�stables�should�be�open�to�horses�an�the�road�down�to�the�Hunt�Field�should�
be�open�to�horses.�it�is�a�good�trail�for�hikers�and�horses�but�not�bikers.��(P.S�this�trail�is�not�tabled/marked�i.e.�there�is�
no�signage�going�from�Rodeo�to�Bonita.�there�is�signage�going�east.�It�is�difficult�to�tell�that�horses�are�not�allowed�when�
traveling�west�on�this�cut�off�between�these�two�trails.�

1007 C

I�am�concerned�about�the�possibility�of�losing�Slide�Ranch.�I�believe�it�is�an�enormously�valuable�resource�to�children�in�
the�Bay�area�in�an�era�in�which�children�are�spending�less�and�less�time�in�nature.�Particularly,�I�believe�it�is�vital�for�
children�to�have�an�experience�of�people�living�in�nature�in�a�harmonious�way.�Many�of�the�messages�they�receive�imply�
humans�are�bad�for�nature�and�Slide�Ranch�helps�them�rethink�this.����Please�continue�to�support�Slide�Ranch�and�create�
more�projects�of�the�sort.�



Marin�County�Public�Comments 51�of�58

I am a Slide h the tiona considers the regar Slide h I wou lik

1008 C

I�am�not�in�any�way�in�favor�of�alternative�2�because�losing�equestrian�presence�in�franks�valley�is�not�acceptable.�The�
horses�at�Muir�Beach�give�many�people�enjoyment�while�walking.�Alternative�1�and�3�are�more�reasonable.���Please�
have�people�from�the�difficult�stables�(Muir�Beach,�Golden�Gate�Dairy)�take�part�in�planning.��We�have�seen�how�the�
dairy�have�had�to�move�too�their�land.�Lets�be�careful�with�this�plan.�

1010 C

Most�of�us�live�at�the�near�Ocean�Beach�love�the�character�of�the�beach�as�it�is�and�has�been�for�decades,�although�it�
would�be�vastly�improved�if�the�debris�left�behind�by�city�visitors�(as�opposed�to�tourists)�were�disposed�of�properly.�
That�phenomenon�is,�of�course�a�people�problem,�not�to�make�Ocean�Beach�into�some�East�coast�type�resort�beach,�or�
some�kiddie�park.�Lets�strive�to�retain�its�traditional�appeal.�

1011 C

I�am�a�former�teacher�in�Residence�of�Slide�Ranch,�and�still�an�active�member�of�the�Slide�Ranch�community.�I�am�
writing�to�share�my�extreme�concern�over�the�General�Management�Plan�and�its�possible�threat�to�the�future�of�Slide�
Ranch�in�it�current�site.�Please�find�my�official�comment�form�attached,�and�feel�free�to�contact�me�with�any�questions�
or�statements�on�the�subject.�Slide�Ranch�has�a�38�year�track�record�in�its�current�home,�and�has�been�connecting�
people�to�the�Marin�County�coastal�wild�lands�for�as�long.�In�the�case�of�a�potential�threat�to�its�future�in�its�current�
location,�the�public�uproar�would�be�tremendous���it�has�touched�that�many�lives.�

1014 L

Re:�General�Management�Plan�—�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area�/�Slide�Ranch�Dear�Mr.�Jarvis,�
I am a Friend of Slide Ranch As the National Park Service considers the alternatives regarding Slide Ranch I would like� � �Friend�of� �Ranc .�As� �Na l�Park�Service� � �alternatives� ding� �Ranc ,� � ld� e�
to�state�that�I�am�opposed�to�its�relocation.�After�nearly�40�years�at�its�Shoreline�Highway�location,�the�proposal�that�
Slide�Ranch�should�be�“relocated�to�another�location”�and�all�facilities�and�program�be�removed�is�unacceptable.�My�
children�have�attended�Slide�Ranch’s�programs�over�the�last�20�years,�and�we,�as�a�family�find�it�an�irreplaceable�
resource.�
In�the�General�Management�Plan�for�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area,�two�of�the�three�alternatives�propose�
that�the�Slide�Ranch�site�be�converted�to�a�“Natural�Zone.”�My�family�and�I�are�opposed�to�these�conversions,�as�no�
suitable�other�locations,�or�finding�for�moving�the�Slide�Ranch�program�are�on�the�horizon.�We�believe�that�Slide�
Ranch’s�unique�location�is�critical�to�its�program�and�services,�and�support�“Alternative�1”���“Connecting�People�to�
Parks”�as�the�preferred�alternative�for�Slide�Ranch.�
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that�birthday�party,�I�have�visited�regularly.�Slide�Ranch�is�a�unique�and�irreplaceable�treasure�of�the�Golden�Gate�
National�Recreation�Area�and�Mann�County.�Slide�Ranch�should�be�allowed�to�stay�where�it�is!�
As�a�kid,�I�visited�Slide�Ranch�with�my�parents;�I�hung�out�there�with�friends.�We�walked�the�trails,�toured�the�garden,�
identified�bugs�and�native�plants.�Now,�as�an�ecology�teacher�at�Redwood�High�School,�I�bring�my�students�each�year�to�
learn�how�to�live�with�the�land�in�a�sustainable�way.�For�many�students,�it�is�a�highlight�of�their�high�school�career.�
I�also�send�my�own�children�to�Slide�Ranch�for�summer�camp.�Their�time�at�Slide�Ranch�has�helped�them�develop�a�deep�
appreciation�for�nature.�They�have�also�have�seen�how�to�and�the�importance�of�coexisting�with�nature.�
As�an�avid�and�active�environmentalist,�I�see�the�benefit�of�creating�undisturbed�nature�zones.�But�nature�zones�will�
only�proliferate�and�be�fully�appreciated�by�people�who�have�learned�to�take�stewardship�of�the�land.�Would�I�be�as�
involved�in�teaching�about�and�caring�for�nature�had�I�never�known�Slide�Ranch?�
Slide�Ranch�teaches�us�how�to�be�stewards.�The�human�impact�created�by�Slide�Ranch�is�significant;�but�unlike�most�
human�impacts�it�is�a�positive�impact.�Please�allow�Slide�Ranch�to�continue�where�it�is:�teaching�us�how�to�better�live�
with�nature.�
Thank�you�for�your�consideration.�
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I�realize�my�comment�comes�a�bit�late,�but�I�wanted�to�express�my�complete�and�unwavering�support�of�Slide�Ranch,�
the�non�profit�sustainable�agriculture�education�organization�in�the�Golden�Gate�Recreation�Area.�Slide�Ranch�has�a�very�
special�place�in�my�heart�and�in�everyone�else’s�who�has�come�through�to�experience�what�it�has�to�offer.�5�years�ago�I�
came�to�the�Bay�Area�and�decided�to�drive�up�Highway�I�to�explore�the�beautiful�landscape.�I�stumbled�across�the�little�
farm�on�the�coast�and�immediately�fell�in�love.�The�ocean,�the�animals,�the�rustic�buildings,�the�people,�the�garden��it�
was�love�at�first�sight�for�them�all.�I�applied�for�an�internship�and�began�work�that�summer.�
At�Slide�Ranch�my�eyes�truly�opened�to�a�world�I�had�never�known�about.�I�developed�a�strong�appreciation�for�the�
developing�a�local�food�system,�learned�a�great�deal�about�sustainable�agriculture,�decided�I�wanted�to�educate�others�
for�a�living,�and�lived�a�utopian�life.�I�felt�grounded�in�a�community,�developed�life�long�friendships,�and�connected�to�
the�natural�setting�that�will�always�feel�like�home.�Without�Slide�Ranch,�I�never�would�have�felt�so�deep�of�a�connection�
to�the�beauty�of�Mann�and�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area.�I�will�always�bring�visitors,�new�residents�to�the�
area,�and�youth�I�am�teaching�to�experience�what�I�have�through�Slide�Ranch.�In�fact,�this�summer�I�led�a�job�training�
program�for�my�organization,�People’s�Grocery.�I�brought�a�group�of�West�Oakland�urban�teenagers,�all�African�
American�or�Latino,�to�Slide�Ranch.�Although�this�group�had�limited�experience�with�the�outdoors�and�were�hesitant�to�
try�new�things,�each�and�every�one�of�them�loved�milking�goats,�exploring�the�tidepools,�feeding�chickens,�and�planting�
tomatoes.�It�was�by�far�one�of�the�highlights�of�their�summer,�as�they�often�refer�to�their�time�in�Marin�when�asked�to�
describe�a�life�changing�experience.�One�of�my�interns�is�applying�to�a�teaching�position�as�a�result.�
So�please,�choose�Alternative�I���Connecting�People�to�Parks.�Slide�Ranch�does�exactly�that,�and�does�it�in�a�way�that�no�
other�place�can.�
Thank�you�for�your�time.�
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Thank�you�for�the�opportunity�to�comment�on�the�General�Management�Plan�for�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�

in non�motorized infrastructure in Mann County to access the GGNRA in the Mann portions of the National Recreation

1020 L

Area�(“GGNRA”).�
Transportation�Alternatives�for�Marin�(“TAM”)�is�a�501(c)(3)�non�profit�corporation�whose�mission�is�to�promote�
pedestrian�and�bicycle�transportation,�particularly�in�the�United�States.�This�mission�is�advanced�through�the�study�of�
international�best�practices�and�the�promotion�of�Mann�Coimty,�California�as�a�model�community�of�pedestrian�and�
bicycle�transportation.�Our�objective�is�to�demonstrate�that�investment�in�integrated�bicycle�and�pedestrian�
infrastructure,�combined�with�education,�can�relieve�a�substantial�portion�of�the�overall�transportation�load.�
The�mission�of�the�National�Park�Service�is�to�“preserve�unimpaired�the�natural�and�cultural�resources�and�values�of�the�
national�park�system�for�the�enjoyment,�education,�and�inspiration�of�this�and�future�generations.”�The�best�way�to�
advance�this�mission�is�to�develop�sustainable�alternative�transportation�systems�as�a�means�to�reduce�congestion�both�
accessing�and�within�the�parks,�reduce�carbon�footprint,�minimize�detrimental�environmental�consequences�of�
automotive�traffic�and�emissions,�and�enhance�the�peaceful,�natural�experience�that�draws�visitors.�We�encourage�the�
NPS�to�work�with�its�local�partners�and�gateway�communities�to�develop�creative,�long�term�transportation�solutions�in�
and�around�our�parks.�
We�encourage�the�National�Park�Service�to�emphasize�non�motorized�access�to�the�GGNRA�in�this�planning�process.�A�
large�number�of�everyday�users�of�the�GGNRA�are�local�users.�We�recommend�that�the�NPS�consider�the�huge�increase�
in non�motorized infrastructure in Mann County to access the GGNRA in the Mann portions of the National Recreation� � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � �
Area,�particularly�in�Southern�Mann.�These�notable�increased�access�opportunities�are�primarily�in�the�Tennessee�Valley�
and�Highway�1�areas.�
Our�recommendations�are�made�for�the�National�Park�Service�to�include�in�the�General�Management�Plan�ETR�process�
to�consider�as�Alternatives.�
The�recommendations�we�make�below�are�primarily�for�safe�and�separate�accommodation�for�non�motorized�travelers,�
which�are�primarily�cyclists�and�pedestrians.�Safe�and�separate�accommodations�for�pedestrians�and�cyclists�are�
primarily�Class�I�bike�paths�and�multi�use�paths.�Separate�infrastructure�increases�the�number�of�non�motorized�users�
and�provides�safer�accommodation.�
The�following�are�our�specific�infrastructure�recommendations:�
1.�Class�I�Bikeway�from�Vista�Point�to�Ft.�Baker.�Ft.�Baker�has�been�renovated�based�upon�sustainable�principles.�Non�
motorized�access�to�Ft.�Baker�provides�the�best,�easiest�access�to�Alexander�Avenue,�Sausalito.�Safe�and�separate�
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Two�years�ago�the�park�began�a�restoration�project�on�redwood�creek.�That�winter�the�creek�flooded�several�houses���
now�there�are�no�salmon�at�all!�Now�they�completed�Phase�1�of�redwood�creek�banducca�project.�The�last�thing�they�
did�was�drop�several�very�old�octupys�trees�right�across�the�very�creek�they�had�been�working�to�restore.�thus�
destroying�existing�alders�on�both�sides�of�the�creek�itself.�Your�track�record�of�completion�is�incomplete.�the�waste�
caused�at�Banduccis�site�has�remained�on�site�for�two�years.�This�includes�the�Gucatptus�stumps�hauled�in�from�
elsewhere,�to�provide�cohabitation�for�salmoniod�in�redwood�creek.�you�after�the�event�discover�these�to�be�toxic�to�
the�natural�wll�being�of�creek�root�balls�lying�around.�those�projects�are�minor�in�comparison�to�what�you�are�proposing.�
We�are�deeply�concerned�for�wildlife�and�residents�alike.�Where�are�you�hearts?

193,�146,�
135,�200,�
194,�195,�
192,�128,�
188 P

The�overflow�crowd�that�met�at�the�Muir�Beach�Community�Center�on�June�26th�demonstrated�Muir�Beach's�strong�
feelings�regarding�some�of�the�proposed�alternatives�in�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area�General�
Management�Plan.�The�community�also�expressed�disappointment�at�the�lack�of�collaboration�in�developing�General�
Management�Plan�alternatives�and�great�concern�that�its�input�may�not�be�given�due�consideration.�We�seek�to�
maintain�a�balance�between�environmental�stewardship,�recreational�enjoyment�for�generations�to�come,�the�nurturing�
of�the�social�fabric�of�our�community,�and�protection�of�cultural�and�historic�resources.�This�takes�recognition�that�
horses�and�barns�at�the�Dairy,�sheep�and�gardens�at�Slide�Ranch,�flowers�on�the�hillsides,�people�and�old�farm�buildings�y g p p g
at�Banducci�Ranch,�and�rows�of�vegetables�and�zen�buddhist�practice�at�Green�Gulch�Farm�are�what�make�this�place�
beautiful�and�unique.�They�are�what�make�this�area�as�attractive�to�our�visitors�as�it�is�to�us.�Its�coastal,�rural,�ranching�
history�must�be�preserved,�protected,�and�appreciated�by�all.�We�strongly�support�this�vision�of�the�GGNRA�General�
Management�Plan:

193,�146,�
135,�200,�
194,�195,�
192,�128,�
188 P

1.�Golden�Gate�Dairy:�eliminate�options�for�visitor�services�of�any�kind�at�the�Golden�Gate�Dairy.�There�is�no�room!�We�
support�both�the�preservation�of�the�historic�presence�of�horses�at�the�Dairy,�under�the�auspices�of�Ocean�Riders�of�
Marin,�and�the�continued�presence�of�the�Muir�Beach�Volunteer�Fire�Department,�which�protects�the�entire�community,�
from�Three�Corners�and�Green�Gulch�Farm�to�Muir�Woods,�Slide�Ranch,�and�beyond.�Ocean�Riders�of�Marin�continues�a�
long�history�of�kids�and�horses�at�the�Dairy�and�provides�riding�opportunities�for�horse�lovers�of�all�ages.�In�addition,�it�is�
committed�to�fostering�outreach�programs�for�under�served�youth�by�offering�them�a�chance�to�experience�the�thrill�of�
riding�a�horse�in�the�wild.�Ocean�Riders�has�shown�its�commitment�to�environmental�stewardship�by�working�tirelessly�
to�minimize�its�impact�in�the�watershed,�and�working�to�preserve�the�integrity�of�the�land,�water,�flora�and�fauna�of�
Redwood�Creek.�Because�the�co�existence�of�horses�and�fire�engines�is�essential,�but�not�always�easy,�any�additional�use�
at�this�site�such�as�moving�Muir�Woods�activities�to�the�Dairy,�installing�an�informational�kiosk�or�adding�a�bus�stop�for�
the�Muir�Woods�shuttle�is�absolutely�inappropriate,�out�of�the�question,�and�will�be�strongly�opposed.
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2.�Banducci�Ranch:�the�cultural�and�historical�integrity�of�Banducci�Ranch,�which�has�been�in�the�Banducci�family�since�
the�thirties,�must�be�supported.�This�includes�the�ownership/partnership�role�of�Amadeo�Banducci,�who,�as�the�last�
rancher�in�this�valley,�personifies�Muir�Beach�living�history.�With�his�vision�as�a�farmer�and�a�steward�of�the�land,�he�
must�be�allowed�to�run�his�ranch�and�to�pass�it�on�to�his�family.�Ranches�are�run�with�farm�labor,�and�develop�a�farm�
community�of�their�own�that�extends�beyond�the�immediate�family.�We�support�this�long�standing�community�at�
Banducci�Ranch,�and�treasure�its�diversity.�These�are�our�friends�and�neighbors,�and�must�not�be�removed�from�their�
homes.

193,�146,�
135,�200,�
194,�195,�
192,�128,�
188 P

3.�Slide�Ranch:�maintain,�nurture�and�support�the�Slide�Ranch�environmental�educational�center�where�it�is�now�
located,�on�the�site�of�an�old�coast�dairy�ranch.�Slide�Ranch�is�a�gem�for�the�whole�Bay�Area.�By�experiencing�a�working�
farm�and�garden,�it�offers�many�children�their�first�opportunity�to�learn�that�food�does�not�originate�on�grocery�store�
shelves.�It�also�allows�these�children�to�experience�nature�both�on�land�and�in�the�tide�pools�at�ocean's�edge.�This�gives�
them�a�sense�of�the�importance�of�environmental�stewardship.�This�coastal�site�is�intrinsic�to�the�children's�experience.�
Slide�Ranch�must�remain�as�it�is,�and�where�it�is.

193,�146,�
135,�200,�
194,�195,�
192,�128,�
188 P

4.�Muir�Woods�National�Monument:�Juggling�the�need�for�access�to�this�venerable�stand�of�redwoods�that�was�created�
close�to�a�major�population�center�with�the�express�purpose�of�being�remarkably�accessible,�and�the�preservation�of�
those�same�great�trees,�is�a�balancing�act�that�we�understand�well.�Our�concern�is�that�the�parking�lots�at�Muir�Woods�g p g
not�be�reduced�or�eliminated�until�and�unless�the�number�of�cars�using�them�has�been�diminished�by�the�use�of�shuttle�
buses�and�parking�facilities�at�connecting�mass�transit�transfer�points.��

193,�146,�
135,�200,�
194,�195,�
192,�128,�
188 P

We�are�extremely�concerned�about�the�impacts�of�moving�Muir�Woods�facilities�to�Muir�Beach,�and�encourage�
discussion�of�land�swaps�with�the�State,�where�useful�and�feasible,�to�accommodate�those�needs.

193,�146,�
135,�200,�
194,�195,�
192,�128,�
188 P

In�addition,�we�local�Marin�County�people�love�to�hike�in�Muir�Woods!�While�we�support�efforts�to�restore�the�natural�
flood�plain�and�create�a�sustainable�visitor�program,�it�would�be�a�shame�to�replace�access�along�the�valley�floor�with�a�
limited�trail�system�above�the�valley�floor�that�is�"highly�controlled�and�limited�to�designated�areas�and�activities."�This�
is�not�consistent�with�the�need�for�Muir�Woods�to�provide�an�accessible�opportunity�for�visitors�to�fully�experience�the�
wonders�of�this�great�treasure.

193,�146,�
135,�200,�
194,�195,�
192,�128,�
188 P

5.�Trailhead�Development:�We�do�not�support�any�proposal�for�intensified�development�of�trailheads�with�new�facilities�
such�as�parking�lots,�restrooms�or�picnic�areas.�The�wild,�undeveloped�appearance�of�the�Golden�Gate�National�
Recreation�Area�is�what�makes�it�so�spectacular.
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6.�Interagency�Coordination:�We�strongly�support�the�efforts�at�improved�coordination�with�neighboring�agencies�and�
organizations�to�better�manage�the�park�for�environmental�restoration,�protection�of�species�diversity,�and�building�
resiliency�to�climate�change.

193,�146,�
135,�200,�
194,�195,�
192,�128,�
188 P

7.�Public�Transit:�We�support�efforts�to�provide�public�transit�to�the�Muir�Beach�parking�lot�to�lessen�the�impact�of�
private�cars.�We�urge�the�Park�Service�to�collaborate�with�the�County�to�provide�appropriately�sized�public�transit�for�
both�local�residents�and�Muir�Beach�visitors.

193,�146,�
135,�200,�
194,�195,�
192,�128,�
188 P

8.�Miscellaneous:�Lastly,�we�urge�consideration�of�Shirley�Souza�Nygren's�request�for�a�name�change�of�Santos�
Meadows�to�Souza�Meadows,�and�we�urge�the�Park�Service�to�work�cooperatively�with�Bob�Winklemann�to�resolve�trail�
connections�and�pedestrian�safety�issues.

76,�173,�
112 P

In�Marin�County�I�support�the�position�of�the�Marin�Horse�Council�and�want�to�go�on�record�as�supporting�the�continued�y p g g
presence�of�the�horse�facilities�and�increases�in�access�to�trails.�The�final�plan�must�address�the�presence�and�
requirements�of�equestrians.
Comments�on�Alternatives�
Golden�Gate�Dairy�Stables�(Ocean�Riders,�managers)�present�a�unique�combination�of�planned�educational�programs�for�
youth�and�a�much�needed�boarding�facility�for�local�equestrians.�Therefore,�Alternate�2�is�unacceptable.�It�eliminates�
equestrians�from�Frank’s�Valley.�There�is�overwhelming�support�from�the�public�and�local�community�for�a�continuing�
horse�presence�in�Muir�Beach.�The�stables�are�able�to�provide�overnight�guest�accommodations�as�well�as�visitors�to�the�
Pelican�Inn.�
While�a�combination�of�Alternates�1�and�3�might�work�best,�it�is�important�that�no�changes�be�made�until�all�
environmental�studies�have�been�completed,�the�blending�of�plans�and�allocation�of�horses�approved,�and�the�residents�
at�the�Banducci�location�are�agreeable�to�the�plan.�The�basic�statement�should�be:�there�will�be�no�reduction�in�
numbers�of�horses�stabled�in�Muir�Beach.�
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Tennessee�Valley�and�Miwok�Stables�
It�is�puzzling�that,�after�so�much�money�was�spent�on�upgrading�stalls�at�Lower�Tennessee�Valley,�all�three�alternatives�
suggest�that�they�be�eliminated.�I�oppose�this.�LW�would�make�an�excellent�place�for�horse�camping�or�as�a�base�for�a�
mounted�volunteer�patrol,�such�as�the�Mounted�Patrol�of�Mann�County�Open�Space�or�the�program�at�the�Morgan�
Horse�Ranch�at�Pt.�Reyes�National�Seashore.�Such�a�program�would�greatly�assist�the�rangers,�who�are�chronically�
understaffed�and�overworked.�The�conversion�of�the�lighter�than�air�hangar�to�a�maintenance�station/yard�is�not�
acceptable.�It�should�be�restored�for�public�use�including�equine�outreach�programs.�Therefore:�for�the�Mann�
Headlands,�Alternatives�2�and�3�are�not�acceptable;�Alternative�One�is�acceptable�ONLY�if�the�equestrian�presence�is�
continued,�trail�access�is�maintained,�and�parking�for�rigs�expanded.�

Tennessee�Valley�
•�:Bike�path�to�Mill�Valley�
•�Keep�the�horse�patrol�and�nursery�at�its�current�site.�There�are�only�a�few�staff�members�and�volunteers�working�at�
the�nursery�9nd�if�the�site�would�be�moved�to�the�trailhead,�interruptions�by�well�meaning�visitors�would�seriously�
reduce�the�ability�to�get�the�work�done�
•�Horse�patrol,�done�by�volunteers,�keeps�NPS�presents�in�the�park�p y p p p
•�Camping�only�for�stewardship�programs.�
•�Remove�remaining�dams�and�restore�riparian�habitat�and�wetland�
•�No�rustic�and�modest�facilities�for�recreational�activities,�Haypres�camp�is�already�available�for�everybody�
•�No�expansion�of�horse�facilities�to�the�lower�Marincello�trail.�Manage�horse�feed�to�keep�out�invasive�weeds,�and�pick�
up�horse�droppings.�
•�Definitely�No�dogs�on�the�Lower�TV�trail�and�beach�
•�No�trailhead�improvements
Kirby�Cove:�
Alternative�2�
Capehart�Housing:�
•�Remove�housing�north�of�Bunker�Road.�Replace�landscaping�around�housing�south�of�Bunker�Road�with�native�plants.�
•�No�visitor�center�or�other�facilities�for�park�or�operational�uses.�Fort�Cronkite�has�a�visitor�center,�ample�parking�and�
buildings.�The�introduction�of�weeds�and�pathogens�at�the�headwater�(Capehart�housing)of�the�lagoon�is�more�serious,�
harsh�conditions�closer�to�the�ocean�will�prevent�its�spread.�
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Comment� Comment� Comment�(Direct�quotations�from�comment�submissions)

83 P

The�language�used�for�the�Ocean�Beach�section�is�unclear�to�me�pertaining�to�dogs.�In�short,�whatever�Alternative�is�chosen�A�
SIGNIFICANT�PART�OF�THE�BEACH�MUST�BE�OPEN�TO�OFF�LEASH�EXERCISE.�This�is�historically�one�of�the�main�activities�at�the�
Beach�along�with�surfing,�fishing,�and�jogging.�All�of�these�activities�should�continue�to�be�allowed.

83 P

Secondly,�only�Alternative�2�which�allows�for�continued�dog�walking�and�hang�gliding�should�be�considered.�Also�the�same�
amount�of�area�allowed�now�for�dog�walking�should�continue,�unless�it�is�expanded.�I'm�concerned�what�the�phrase�"near�the�
main�parking�lot"�means�here�in�Alt.�2.�I�trust�it�doesn't�mean�just�a�small�area�allotted�for�dog�walking.

83 P

Thank�you�for�your�time�and�remember:�This�is�a�RECREATION�area.�The�land�was�ceded�to�the�park�service�for�this�purpose�
and�should�remain�so.�San�Francisco�is�a�very�small�city�with�limited�areas�for�recreation.�We�depend�on�the�GGNRA�to�
provide�us�with�the�space�for�further�recreational�areas.

90 P

Fort�Funston�is�another�unique�and�irreplaceable�natural�resource�that�should�be�designated�as�such.�This�amazing�eco�
system�is�one�of�the�few�remaining�and�vitally�important�Bank�Swallow�coastal�nesting�habitats�on�the�Pacific.�Its�natural�
historical�value�as�habitat�that�support�migrating�and�wintering�songbirds,�shorebirds,�ducks�and�pelagic�birds�has�been�g g g p g
seriously�compromised�by�extreme�overuse�as�an�off�leash�dog�run�area.�Also�it�is�no�longer�a�place�fun�to�take�our�children.�
Set�asides�and�mitigation�of�damages�must�occur�here�if�the�GGNRA�is�to�fulfill�their�public�charter.

90 P

Lands�End�is�significant�in�that�it�is�also�a�resource�for�migrating�birds�and�resident�mammals.�The�continued�removal�of�non�
native�invasive�plants�and�replacement�with�native�plants�which�provide�habitat�value�should�be�continued�as�well�as�
limitations�on�domestic�animal�use�put�in�place.

90 P
Fort�Miley�is�another�important�site�for�resident�wildlife�and�for�migrating�birds.�Expanded�access�without�mitigation�
measures�is�not�recommended.�Dogs�should�be�on�leash�only.

92 P
Migrating�birds�stop�at�Lands�End.�Removing�non�native�invasive�plants�and�replacing�them�with�natives�will�provide�cover�
and�food�sources�for�them.

92 P Restrict�use�of�Fort�Miley�for�the�use�of�resident�wildlife�and�for�migrating�birds.�No�dogs.�Remove�feral�cats.
92 P Expand�the�Ocean�Beach�Wildlife�Protection�Area.
92 P Shorebirds,�Bank�Swallows,�migrating�ducks�and�pelagic�birds�need�safe�habitat�at�Fort�Funston

97 P

Ocean�Beach�includes�a�Wildlife�Protection�Area,�which�I�would�love�to�see�designated�a�sensitive�resource.�As�I�live�one�block�
from�Ocean�Beach,�this�request�is�near�and�dear�to�my�heart.�What�would�the�beach�be�without�the�beautiful�birds�that�share�
it�with�us!
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3.�Concerning�Ocean�Beach,�Alternative�2�has�our�support.�When�there�are�many�stakeholders�(NPS,�GGNRA,�City�and�County�
of�SF,�etc.)�it�is�especially�important�to�include�members�of�the�public,�not�just�officials,�from�the�very�beginning.�It�is�very�
important�that�in�this�alternative�you�have�divided�the�beach�into�North�Zone�and�South�Zone.�Our�only�other�question�
concerns�the�involvement�of�the�Army�Corps�of�Engineers�concerning�the�erosion�and�other�issues.�USACE�has�made�many�
mistakes�in�park�and�other�projects�sometimes�with�disastrous�effects.�We�feel�there�should�also�be�input�from�engineers�and�
environmental�consultants�that�are�not�connected�to�the�Army�Corps�of�Engineers.

111 P

Of�the�sites�under�consideration,�I�frequent�and�love�Fort�Funston,�Ocean�Beach,�and�Land's�End.�My�comments�are�unrelated�
to�the�three�options�above.�I�am�concerned�that�these�precious�places�are�becoming�increasingly�restrictive�towards�those�of�
us�who�walk�dogs�there(preferably�off�leash).�I�know�that�there�is�controversy�and�sometimes�conflict�between�people�
pursuing�various�kinds�of�recreation�in�each�spot.�How�to�resolve�our�competing�claims?�Well,�who�has�more�interest�in�
resolving�any�conflicts�than�those�who�use�"Fort�Fun"�or�the�beach�or�Land's�End�every�day?�Therefore,�I�propose�that�an�
open�and�voluntary�committee�be�formed�of�those�habitats�representing�all�of�the�diverse�recreational�groups,�to�meet�every�
couple�of�weeks,�or�every�month��whenever�is�most�effective��to�resolve�any�conflicts�among�ourselves.�Of�course�a�Park�

t ti ld b l t tt d d t k b t I thi k th t th h d h f th i ti t threpresentative�would�be�welcome�to�attend�and�to�speak�up��but� �think�that�those�who�spend�so�much�of�their�time�at�these�
places�are�better�judges�of�their�use�than�those�who�simply�manage�but�do�not�visit�them.�Perhaps�this�has�already�been�tried�
�but�I�know�how�large�a�part�these�places�play�in�our�lives.�It�is�in�the�interests�of�those�who�need�and�use�the�parks�most�to�
resolve�conflicts�to�preserve�their�enjoyment�for�all.

116 P

I�think�all�three�preliminary�alternatives�are�deeply�flawed�because�you�are�approaching�this�as�a�National�Park�Service�
Conservation�issue.�When�the�City�of�San�Francisco�gave�GGNRA�lands�to�the�National�Park�Service,�the�city�was�assured�that�
traditional�recreational�uses,�including�off�leash�dog�walking,�would�be�continued.�The�Park�Service�should�honor�its�
commitment�to�maintain�the�broad�range�of�recreational�use�that�is�appropriate�in�an�urban�park.�Alternatives�2�and�3�appear�
to�totally�eliminate�"recreational�use"�which�was�part�of�the�original�deed.

125 P
The�Fort�Mason�community�garden�is�an�important�bird�habitat�enjoyed�as�a�source�of�beauty,�food�and�the�wildlife�it�
supports.

125 P
Lands�End�is�significant�in�that�it�is�a�resource�for�migrating�birds.�The�non�native�invasive�plants�should�be�removed�and�
replaced�with�plants�which�provide�habitat�value.

125 P
Fort�Miley�is�another�important�site�for�resident�wildlife�and�for�migrating�birds.�Expanded�access�without�mitigation�
measures�is�not�recommended.�Dogs�should�be�on�leash�only.

125 P Ocean�Beach�includes�a�Wildlife�Protection�Area,�which�should�be�designated�a�sensitive�resource.
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125 P
Fort�Funston�supports�shorebirds�and�is�important�as�a�Bank�Swallow�nesting�habitat�supports�migrating�ducks�and�pelagic�
birds�viewed�offshore�thus�it�should�be�designated�a�sensitive�resource.

133 P

At�Fort�Mason,�no�mention�is�made�of�one�of�the�last�remnant�natural�coastal�bluffs�within�San�Francisco's�Bay�landscape;�the�
area�should�be�preserved�and�extensive�habitat�restoration�opportunities�encouraged�around�Fort�Mason.�Fort�Miley,�one�of�
the�great�migratory�bird�watching�spots�in�San�Francisco,�should�likewise�be�preserved�and�enhanced�for�habitat�values,�
rather�than�simply�managed�as�an�evolved�cultural�landscape.�At�Ocean�Beach,�alternatives�must�consider�the�encouragement�
of�nesting�areas�for�snowy�plovers,�and�the�possible�removal,�relocation,�or�reduction�in�the�number�of�lanes�of�the�great�
highway�to�promote�dune�formation.�Fort�Funston�provides�one�of�the�most�scenic�and�wild�viewscapes�anywhere�in�San�
Francisco.�Currently�it�is�degraded�by�a�parking�lot�that�is�too�large;�destruction�of�vegetation�and�cliff�rescues�of�off�leash�
dogs;�and�maintenance�facilities.�There�is�too�much�additional�impacts�on�the�accessible�points�of�Fort�Funston�in�this�plan:�
the�areas�where�people�can�access�remain�impaired�under�this�plan,�when�these�areas�should�be�prioritized�for�restoration.

137 P

3.�Other�comments,�keeping�legal�an�off�leash�area�such�as�Fort�Funston�is�vital�to�San�Francisco.�It�is�a�key�way�people�all�p g g p p
ages,�races,�people�with�diverse�interests�can�meet.�This�serves�to�create�understanding�and�well�being�in�the�greater�
community.�Our�dogs�bring�us�outside,�our�dogs�give�us�a�reason�to�say�good�morning�and�start�a�conversation.�I�am�sure�it�is�
not�the�intention�of�anyone�to�hurt�the�habitat.

144 P

2.�An�element�missing�from�all�the�alternatives�is�the�importance�of�off�leash�dog�walking.�This�is�especially�important�at�Fort�
Funston�where�off�leash�activity�is�the�most�common�use.�The�park�can�often�be�cold,�windy�and�otherwise�unattractive�to�
tourists�and�even�people�from�the�community.�Dog�walking�is�enjoyed�by�a�diversity�of�park�visitors�(unlike�most�National�
Park�activities,�where�poor�people�and�people�of�color�are�severely�underrepresented).�There�is�a�steadfast�and�dedicated�
group�of�people�who�walk�their�dogs,�exercise�their�bodies�and�socialize�at�Fort�Funston.�Isn't�that�what�parks�are�supposed�to�
foster?�Fort�Funston�was�deeded�to�the�GGNRA�with�the�understanding�that�the�existing�recreation,�such�as�dog�walking,�
would�NOT�be�eliminated.�To�ban�off�leash�dog�walking�would�be�a�serious�breach�of�the�intent�and�wishes�of�the�people.

145 P

1)Keep�the�word�recreation�in�the�name�and�give�us�back�our�right�to�recreate�in�the�ways�that�we�always�have.�I�would�not�
have�been�a�willing�party�to�San�Francisco�giving�away�my�beaches�to�the�federal�government�without�the�"memo"�to�give�us�
the�recreational�access�that�we�traditionally�had.�

147 P
Please�do�not�incorporate�Fort�Funston�Park�in�San�Francisco�into�the�GGNRA.�It�is�a�necessary�off�leash�dog�park�that�should�
stay�so.�If�the�leash�laws�change�then�there�will�be�a�great�number�of�unhappy�dogs�and�people.
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148 P

.�An�element�missing�from�all�the�alternatives�is�the�importance�of�off�leash�dog�walking.�This�is�especially�important�at�Fort�
Funston�where�off�leash�activity�is�the�most�common�use,�in�the�park�that�can�often�be�cold,�windy�and�otherwise�
unattractive�to�tourists.�Dog�walking�is�enjoyed�by�a�diversity�of�park�visitors�(unlike�most�Nation�Park�activities,�where�poor�
people�and�people�of�color�are�severely�underrepresented).�And�finally,�Fort�Funston�was�deeded�to�the�GGNRA�with�the�
understanding�that�the�existing�recreation,�such�as�dog�walking,�would�NOT�be�eliminated

150 P

In�a�city�such�as�San�Francisco�where�there�are�more�dogs�than�children,�Fort�Funston�provides�an�amazing�resource�for�our�
community.�The�language�in�Newsletter�makes�it�difficult�to�tell�if�any�of�the�proposals�will�continue�to�allow�off�leash�dog�
walking.�It�is�essential�to�San�Francisco�dog�owners�to�have�a�park�of�this�size�where�their�companions�can�run�and�play�freely�
in�an�open�environment�which�is�Fort�Funston.�Please�consider�the�uniqueness�of�the�San�Francisco�dog�community�in�your�
considerations�for�the�GGNRA.�Thank�you�for�your�time.

154 P

Fort�Funston����Alternative�1�is�the�only�acceptable�alternative�since�it�allows�for�recreational�uses�throughout�the�area.�The�
other�two�alternatives�do�not�provide�enough�recreational�access�opportunities.�Alternative�2�provides�possible�recreational�
uses�only�in�the�part�near�the�parking�lot.�The�beaches�would�be�natural�areas�without�recreational�access.�Alternative�3�y p p g
allows�recreational�access�only�in�a�narrow�swath�(it's�not�clear�from�the�diagram�if�this�is�the�beach�or�along�the�top�of�the�
cliff).

154 P

Ocean�Beach����Alternative�1�is�the�only�acceptable�alternative�since�it�allows�potential�recreational�uses�throughout�the�
beach.�The�other�two�alternatives�do�not�provide�enough�recreational�access�opportunities.�Alternative�2�and�3�provide�
recreational�access�only�at�the�north�end�of�the�beach.�The�Beach�would�be�a�natural�area�from�mid�Golden�Gate�Park�south.

156 P
1.�Preliminary�alternative�1�is�inclusive�and�far�more�beneficial�to�San�Francisco,�allowing�Fort�Funston�to�continue�to�be�
enjoyed�by�the�countless�people����of�which�probably�the�majority�are�dog�owners����who�already�visit�it�weekly�if�not�daily.

156 P

2.�The�San�Francisco�area�has�very�few�outdoor�areas�that�people�can�enjoy�with�their�pets.�Yet�there�are�plenty�of�beaches�
and�parks�for�those�who�don't�want�to�be�around�dogs.�Hence�Fort�Funston�is�currently�serving�an�underserved�segment�of�
the�population.

156 P

3.�It�is�possible�to�protect�the�environment�without�excluding�huge�numbers�of�people�who�are�already�emotionally�invested�
in�a�particular�area.�In�fact,�the�people�who�love�an�area�are�those�who�care�the�most�about�preserving�it����so�why�not�involve�
them�rather�than�shutting�them�out?�If�there�are�problems�with�ecological�conservation,�the�answer�is�to�educate�those�who�
visit�Ft�Funston�regularly�about�how�they�can�help.
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157 P

2.�An�important�missing�element�is�off�leash�dog�walking.�San�Francisco�is�a�very�dog�friendly�city,�and�off�leash�dog�walking�is�
enjoyed�by�thousands�of�park�visitors,�particularly�at�Fort�Funston.�It�is�a�great�way�to�get�exercise�and�enjoy�the�beautiful�
surroundings�not�just�for�dogs�but�for�San�Franciscans�too!�Our�family�loves�to�go�to�Fort�Funston�and�walk�down�to�the�beach�
with�our�dog.�It's�one�of�our�favorite�weekend�activities.�Whenever�we�are�there,�we�are�amazed�at�the�natural�beauty�of�the�
scenery.�Enjoying�this�stunning�landscape�is�one�of�the�things�that�makes�living�in�San�Francisco�truly�special.�And�it�would�be�
incredibly�disappointing�if�we�were�not�able�to�do�so.

160 P Fort�Funston:�Alternative�1�is�the�only�acceptable�alternative�since�it�allows�for�recreational�uses�throughout�the�area.

160 P
Ocean�Beach���formerly�SF's�main�beach���again�alt.�1�is�only�acceptable�alt.�since�it�allows�for�POTENTIAL�recreational�uses.�
These�two�areas�must�allow�a�variety�of�recreational�uses�as�they�will�continue�there�whether�or�not�allowed.

162 P

2.�Left�out�of�all�the�choices�is�off�leash�dog�walking.�In�San�Francisco,�there�are�more�dogs�than�children�and�many�acres�of�
the�current�GGNRA�are�used�for�this�purpose�almost�exclusively.�That�is�because�of�Fort�Funston,�a�sandy,�hilly,�windy,�foggy�
site�perched�on�a�cliff.�Its�climate�is�inhospitable�to�most�people�and�the�current�visitorship�is�probably�99%�off�leash�dog�p p p p p y
walking.�The�park�currently�draws�people�from�throughout�the�Bay�Area�and�beyond�for�this�express�purpose.�To�leave�this�
constituency�out�of�the�plan�would�limit�access�not�encourage�it.�The�park�is�currently�shared,�for�the�most�part�peaceably,�
with�horse�riders,�hang�gliders,�parasailors,�hobbyists�with�remote�controlled�airplanes,�hikers,�bird�watchers,�many�children's�
programs,�native�plants,�and�endangered�species.�Even�coyotes�and�fox�have�taken�up�residence.�Unfortunately,�so�have�far�
too�many�crows.

165 P

I�urge�you�to�leave�GGNRA�as�is.�Ft.�Funston�and�Crissy�Field�are�intended�for�recreation.�The�citizens�of�San�Francisco�have�
used�Ft.�Funston�for�this�purpose�for�decades,�me�personally�for�25�years.�I�am�a�strong�supporter�and�user�of�both�state�and�
national�parks�but�Ft.�Funston�is�not�meant�for�that�purpose.�The�people�who�live�here�want�it�for�recreation.�Please�let�it�stay�
that�way.

167 P

In�San�Francisco,�the�facilities�at�north�Ocean�Beach�in�particular�should�be�improved�to�include�at�least�one�restroom�(for�the�
thousands�of�people�who�regularly�congregate�there)�as�well�as�a�much�improved�'on�the�beach'�cleaning�and�maintenance�
program.�This�is�a�major�urban�beach�but�has�been�neglected�over�the�years�and�the�conditions�at�the�beach�are�not�worthy�
of�a�being�called�a�National�Recreation�Area�(or�National�Park�for�that�matter).
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167 P

Streetcar�access�to�Fort�Mason�should�not�be�a�high�priority�especially�in�light�of�the�high�costs�associated�with�the�project.�
There�are�already�public�transit�options�available�in�the�Fort�Mason�area�and�pedestrian�and�bike�paths�are�excellent.�Other�
less�maintained�areas�such�as�Ocean�Beach�and�Fort�Funston�should�be�given�much�greater�level�of�care�and�funding�going�
forward.

167 P
In�future�years,�an�increased�Parks�Police�presence�at�Ocean�Beach�and�Land's�End�is�critical.�Assigning�one�officer�to�patrol�an�
area�of�nearly�10�mile�is�woefully�insufficient�especially�during�busy�summer�evenings.

169 P

2.�One�of�the�most�important�things�missing�from�all�the�elements�is�the�historic�use�of�the�parks�by�families�with�dogs.�The�
off�leash�dog�community�that�I�found�while�a�resident�of�San�Francisco�provided�me�a�great�"family"�to�enjoy�my�20�years�in�
the�community.�I�am�still�in�contact�with�the�friends�I�made�at�Ft.�Funston�even�though�I�am�2700�miles�away�and�my�dog�
unexpectedly�died�from�a�tragic�illness.�Ft.�Funston�creates�a�wonderful�community�where�age,�gender,�income,�sexual�
orientation,�race,�ethnic�background,�native�or�non�native�Bay�Area�residents�can�come�together�in�one�place�at�one�time.�As�
the�Bay�Area�becomes�more�economically�stratified�having�places�where�all�people�are�welcome�and�can�mingle�and�create�
community�is�tremendously�important.

169 P

3.�The�GGNRA�was�set�aside�as�a�Recreation�Area.�Perhaps�in�some�of�the�more�remote�areas�of�the�park�conservation�and�
restoration�of�habitats�is�feasible.�However,�in�the�areas�that�border�on�densely�populated�parts�of�the�Bay�Area�the�
traditional�recreational�uses�should�be�respected.�This�includes�off�leash�dog�walking.�At�Crissy�Field�the�kite�surfers�create�a�
dangerous�hazard�to�visitors�as�they�launch�an�return�to�the�beach.�The�Park�Service�doesn't�seem�to�address�this�particular�
form�of�recreation�as�being�detrimental�to�a�park�visitor.�The�off�leash�dog�community�at�Crissy�Field�has�been�using�the�park�
far�longer�than�the�kite�surfers.�Why�are�the�recreation�needs�of�this�community�not�included�in�the�discussion?

171 P

2.�An�element�missing�from�all�the�alternatives�is�the�importance�of�off�leash�dog�walking.�This�is�especially�important�at�Fort�
Funston�where�off�leash�activity�is�the�most�common�use,�and�the�park�that�can�often�be�cold,�windy�and�otherwise�
unattractive�to�tourists.�Dog�walking�is�enjoyed�by�a�diversity�of�park�visitors�(unlike�most�National�Park�activities,�where�poor�
people�and�people�of�color�are�severely�underrepresented).�And�finally,�Fort�Funston�was�deeded�to�the�GGNRA�with�the�
understanding�that�the�existing�recreation,�such�as�dog�walking,�would�NOT�be�eliminated

175 P
Please�remember�that�many�of�these�areas���such�as�Fort�Funston���have�historically�been�used�for�the�recreation�of�the�
people�of�San�Francisco�and�were�deeded�as�such�to�the�federal�government.�Do�not�take�that�away�from�us.
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176 P

All�the�alternatives/concepts�are�too�heavily�biased�toward�conservation�and/or�the�creation�of�sensitive�habitats,�rather�than�
balancing�recreation�and�conservation.�Recreation,�including�off�leash�dog�walking,�is�an�important�activity�which�should�be�
preserved�and�can�co�exist�with�protection�of�natural�resources.�As�a�single�mom,�I�live�and�die�by�the�ability�to�take�my�
energetic�dog�to�this�place�where�she�can�run�free�and�learn�social�skills�by�playing�with�other�dogs�in�a�non�threatening,�
spacious�environment.�I�drive�almost�40�miles�every�weekend�so�I�can�take�her�to�Fort�Funston.�This�exercise�is�essential�to�
keeping�her�a�happy,�healthy,�well�mannered�dog,�and�to�keeping�our�family�and�our�neighborhood�happy�and�peaceful.�We�
must�not�deprive�our�pets�the�exercise�and�social�experience�that�is�essential�to�their�health�and�well�being�(and�therefore�
that�of�our�community�as�well).

181 P

Fort�Funston,�prefer�alt�2,�Encourage�local�families�to�play�and�picnic�here.�Identify�one�area�for�dogs�off�leash�such�as�the�
parking�lot�to�Battery�Davis�region,�then�fence�in�this�area�just�like�cities�do�and�make�it�the�dog�park.�Enforce�dogs�on�leash�
and�maintain�habitat�protective�fencing�throughout�the�rest�of�Fort�Funston.�Keep�existing�park�operations�in�the�small�
location.�No�reason�to�develop�a�large�visitor�center�as�tourists�do�not�come�to�Fort�Funston

196 P

Topic�2:�An�element�missing�from�all�the�alternatives�is�the�importance�of�off�leash�dog�walking.�This�is�especially�important�at�p p g p y p
Fort�Funston�where�off�leash�activity�is�the�most�common�use,�and�the�park�that�can�often�be�cold,�windy�and�otherwise�
unattractive�to�tourists.�Dog�walking�is�enjoyed�by�a�diversity�of�park�visitors�(unlike�most�National�Park�activities,�where�poor�
people�and�people�of�color�are�severely�underrepresented).�And�finally,�Fort�Funston�was�deeded�to�the�GGNRA�with�the�
understanding�that�the�existing�recreation,�such�as�dog�walking,�would�NOT�be�eliminated

203 P

I�think�the�other�recreational�activities�that�people�have�been�doing�on�the�beaches,�bluffs,�and�meadows�are�also�important.�
The�beaches�are�wonderful�for�everyone,�especially�children�to�picnic,�relax�in�the�sun,�dig�sand�castles,�fly�kites,�play�frisbee�
and�beach�volleyball.�Hang�gliding�from�the�bluffs�is�a�wonderful�sport�for�those�who�do�it,�and�beautiful�for�the�rest�of�us�to�
watch.�The�wind�surfing�from�Crissy�Field�is�also�exciting�for�observers�as�well�(and�adds�to�the�the�tourist�attraction�for�those�
who�visit�our�city���though�I�should�point�out�that�our�dogs�have�been�tourist�attractions�too,�since�we�had�Japanese�tourists�
ask�to�have�us�pose�with�our�dogs�in�front�of�a�Golden�Gate�Bridge�view!).�Bike�riding�is�also�a�good�recreational�activity�in�
parts�of�the�GGNRA�(Crissy�Field,�fire�roads�elsewhere).

207 P
Fort�Funston����Alternative�1�is�the�only�acceptable�alternative�since�it�allows�recreational�access�and�uses�throughout�the�
area.�The�other�two�alternatives�do�not�provide�enough�recreational�access�opportunities.
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207 P
Ocean�Beach����Alternative�1�is�the�only�acceptably�alternative�since�it�allows�recreational�access�and�uses�throughout�the�
beach.�The�other�two�alternatives�do�not�provide�enough�recreational�access�opportunities.

212 L

The�Golden�Gate�Audubon�Society,�representing�about�6000�members�in�San�Francisco�and�the�Bay�Area,�wishes�to�thank�the�
Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area�and�the�National�Park�Service�for�the�opportunity�to�comment�on�the�General�Master�
Plan�and�Environmental�Impact�Statement�for�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area.�
In�general,�the�Golden�Gate�Audubon�Society�wishes�to�express�our�support�for�Alternative�2.�We�oppose�major�elements�of�
Alternatives�1�and�3.�Our�detailed�comments�explain�our�position.�We�did�not�comment�on�Muir�Woods�or�other�Mann�
County�areas.�Most�of�our�comments�are�limited�to�Alcatraz�Island�and�San�Francisco.�
[211�and�212�are�from�the�same�letter���Audubon�Society]

212 L

FORT�MASON:�The�presence�of�the�community�garden�and�its�value�for�the�public�and�for�the�wildlife�it�attracts�is�significant.�
It�should�be�mentioned�as�a�fixture�that�will�remain�at�Fort�Mason.�Much�of�the�rest�of�upper�Fort�Mason�possesses�significant�
habitat�areas.�The�trees�over�the�batteries,�the�eucalyptus�and�palms�all�have�value�in�our�urban�landscape�and�should�be�yp p p
preserved.�It�would�probably�be�wise�to�develop�a�reforestation�plan�for�this�area�since�it�is�likely�the�trees�are�at�or�near�the�
end�of�their�expected�lifespan.�
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212 L

LANDS�END:�We�do�not�concur�with�any�of�the�alternatives�for�Land’s�End.�This�area�possesses�two�very�significant�assets�that�
need�to�be�described�and�need�to�be�addressed.�First,�the�exotic�habitat�has�significant�value�for�migrating�birds�in�both�spring�
and�fall.�It�is�likely�hundreds�of�migrants�stop�along�Lands�End,�and�in�fact�the�entire�coastline�to�the�Golden�Gate�Bridge,�
during�spring�migration.�Landbirds�migrating�along�the�coastal�edge�of�the�Pacific�Flyway�depend�on�the�resources�available�
on�this�stretch�of�GGNRA�to�continue�their�migration�northward�over�the�channel�of�the�Golden�Gate.�In�fall�thousands�of�
birds�follow�the�coast�southward�and�may�stop�to�feed�after�long�and�stressful�migratory�flights�from�the�north.�Of�course�this�
is�a�rich�bird�habitat�for�resident�and�wintering�birds�as�well,�but�it�is�most�significant�for�migrants�and�it�must�be�
acknowledged�as�such.�The�second�element�that�must�be�addressed�in�this�document�is�the�recreational�value�of�Lands�End�
for�birders.�Particularly�during�September�and�October,�Lands�End�is�a�heavily�used�birding�site�in�San�Francisco.�Since�rare�
birds�regularly�stop�in�the�area,�birders�visit�the�area�to�see�them.�This�recreational�activity�should�be�acknowledged�and�
supported�in�this�document.�We�do�not�concur�that�native�habitat�and�natural�process�should�be�restored.�It�would�be�far�
more�prudent�to�support�much�of�the�existing�urban�habitat.�Some�exotic�trees�provide�critical�feeding,�roosting�and�nesting�
habitat�for�many�bird�species.�Blackberry,�fennel,�and�other�exotic�plants�support�migrating�birds�in�fall.�It�would�be�far�more�
productive�to�focus�restoration�on�opening�springs�and�seeps,�and�controlling�exotic�species�like�cape�ivy�and�ice�plan�that�
provide�little�or�no�habitat�value�and�in�fact�destroy�habitat.�The�goal�for�this�is�area�should�be�one�in�which�a�balance�
between�our�urban�exotic�plant�community�and�our�natural�plant�community�share�the�site.�It�is�critical�that�when�trees�are�p p
trimmed�they�are�not�left�devoid�of�all�deadwood�as�was�the�case�in�the�recent�work�done�between�Merrie�Way�and�the�
Lands�End�Parking�Lot.�It�would�be�most�productive�to�develop�a�snag�policy�in�which�guidelines�are�developed�for�dead�limbs�
and�for�standing�dead�trees.�
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FORT�MILEY:�This�area�should�be�treated�much�the�same�as�Lands�End.�We�oppose�increased�vehicle�access.�We�are�
concerned�that�no�mention�is�made�of�its�value�to�migratory�birds.�Like�Lands�End,�Fort�Miley�is�a�significant�resource�to�
spring�and�fall�migrating�birds�and�to�the�birders�who�enjoy�them.�Another�element�that�is�missing�from�this�and�all�other�
areas�of�this�plan�is�the�historic�value�of�trees�around�batteries.�The�groves�of�mixed�eucalyptus,�pine�and�cypress�were�
presumably�planted�to�provide�some�level�of�cover�from�aerial�surveillance.�They�should�be�a�significant�part�of�the�historic�
interpretation�of�the�gun�emplacements.�The�trees�also�provide�islands�of�habitat�critical�to�migratory�birds.�Like�on�Alcatraz,�
both�a�historic/cultural�value�and�a�natural�history�value�should�form�the�foundation�for�preservation�and�interpretation.�It�
would�be�wise�to�identify�significant�natural�resources�for�Fort�Miley.�Beach�tansy�and�other�more�common�native�plants�have�
been�found�near�Battery�Chester�and�Fort�Miley.�This�is�the�only�area�in�San�Francisco�where�chipmunks�have�been�observed�
recently.�This�is�the�only�population�of�these�native�mammals�in�the�north�peninsula.�Increased�public�access�could�threaten�
them.�As�with�other�parts�of�GGNRA,�increased�access�would�also�be�accompanied�by�the�release�of�feral�cats�and�by�an�
increased�number�of�off�leash�dogs.�Both�of�these�would�impact�birds,�mammals�and�native�plant�communities.
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OCEAN�BEACH:�We�have�serious�concerns�about�Alternative�1.�While�expanded�visitor�amenities�including�a�coastal�
promenade�may�seem�attractive�and�may�be�part�of�a�major�project�in�the�future,�it�must�be�constructed�in�conjunction�with�
a�plan�to�preserve�a�dune�structure�that�will�probably�have�to�be�supported�with�infusion�of�sand�from�some�other�source.�
Even�if�there�is�no�construction�along�the�beach,�it�is�important�to�support�a�beach�and�dune�community�that�provides�habitat�
for�Western�Snowy�Plovers�and�other�shorebirds,�gulls�and�terns�that�roost�there.�That�dune�structure�must�include�the�
following:�a�flat,�tide�washed�flat�beach,�a�fore�dune�with�a�brack�line�and�a�loose�low�dune�formation;�a�dune�line�that�is�high�
enough�to�provide�refuge�during�extremely�high�tides,�particularly�ones�that�are�enhanced�by�winter�storms.�Dogs�should�not�
be�permitted�on�this�stretch�of�beach.�Human�activity�should�be�restricted�during�the�peak�hours�of�winter�high�tides.�During�
those�tides�dunes�can�become�islands�and�the�only�refuge�for�shorebirds.�Allowing�people�to�compete�with�them�for�the�dune�
tops�creates�an�unnecessary�stress�on�the�birds.�This�is�a�manageable�problem�that�should�be�adopted�for�the�area�between�
Noreiga�and�Santiago�Sts.�Any�plan�adopted�for�this�area�should�be�consistent�with�the�Western�Snowy�Plover�Recovery�Plan.�
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Though�we�support�Alternative�2�it�is�important�that�any�alternative�that�is�adopted�must�include�a�minimum�of�two�wildlife�
protection�zones.�First�is�the�area�is�used�by�Western�Snowy�Plovers.�The�other�is�the�beach�and�adjoining�bluffs�at�north�end�
of�Fort�Funston�where�the�Bank�Swallows�nest.�We�are�concerned�about�the�proposal�in�Alternative�2�regarding�the�Natural�
Zone�in�the�southern�portion�of�Ocean�Beach.�We�assume�that�refers�to�the�beach�south�of�the�north�parking�lot�at�Fort�
Funston�on�the�Great�Flighway.�We�agree�that�natural�processes�should�be�allowed�to�proceed�along�the�beach�between�Fort�
Funston�and�southward�to�Mussel�Rock.�However�that�is�inconsistent�with�other�plans�to�preserve�Battery�Davis�as�described�
in�Alternative�2�for�Fort�Funston.��Actually,�it�would�be�much�more�clear�if�Ocean�Beach�were�divided�into�3�zones.�Zone�1,�
from�the�north�end�of�the�beach�to�Lincoln�Way,�could�be�managed�for�maximum�visitor�beach�use.�Zone�2,�from�Lincoln�Way�
south�to�Fort�Funston,�would�encompass�that�area�of�beach�inhabited�by�many�shorebirds,�provides�habitat�suitable�for�
wintering�Western�Snowy�Plovers,�has�a�dune�feature�and�may�need�to�be�managed�to�protect�infrastructure�associated�with�
the�Great�Highway.�This�zone�needs�special�attention�that�would�preserve�natural�values�and�city�infrastructure�while�
permitting�recreational�access�consistent�with�those�preservation�goals.�Should�a�promenade�be�part�of�the�eventual�plan�for�
this�zone�it�should�be�one�designed�to�focus�some�recreational�activity�on�it�and�not�the�beach.�Zone�3,�from�Fort�Funston�to�
Mussel�Rock�should�be�viewed�like�the�area�described�as�the�southern�portion�of�Ocean�Beach.�



San�Francisco�Public�Comments 11�of�16

g

212 L

FORT�FUNSTON:�The�alternatives�for�Fort�Funston�are�questionable�across�all�alternatives.�Battery�Davis�is�our�first�concern.�If�
it�is�preserved�as�a�historic�seacoast�fortification�it�will�be�in�conflict�with�the�goal�of�permitting�natural�process�to�prevail�on�
the�beach.�It�would�be�better�to�maintain�the�fortification�until�it�is�threaten�by�erosion.�A�removal�plan�should�be�in�place,�
because�when�the�cliffs�erode�to�the�point�they�threaten�the�battery,�there�will�be�a�significant�threat�to�the�public�and�to�the�
resource.�It�would�be�best�at�this�point�to�develop�a�plan�for�it’s�removal�when�the�times�comes.�Discussion�of�the�Natural�
Zone�in�Alternative�2�is�completely�inadequate.�Preservation�of�Bank�Swallow�habitat�must�be�incorporated�in�this�alternative�
and�in�the�others.�It�should�be�noted�that�there�are�only�3�Bank�Swallow�colonies�remaining�on�the�entire�California�Coast.�
This�is�down�from�over�50�historic�colonies.�Sadly,�the�Fort�Funston�colony�is�the�largest�of�the�three.�It�needs�to�be�
recognized�as�an�almost�unique�resource�and�it�needs�special�protection�that�must�be�defined�in�this�document.�The�terrace�
that�composes�upper�Fort�Funston�is�dealt�with�inadequately.�If�dog�walking�is�to�be�allowed�at�all,�it�should�be�in�a�
designated�zone,�not�everywhere.�The�restored�areas�at�the�north�end�of�Fort�Funston�and�the�at�the�south�end�bordering�the�
Olympic�Club�should�be�acknowledged�and�they�should�be�expanded�so�they�are�contiguous.�If�any�historic�interpretation�is�
adopted,�it�should�include�preservation�of�tree�cover�at�Battery�Davis,�at�the�Y�intersection�and�along�the�Skyline�Grove.�All�
three�are�historic�features�planted�by�the�US�Army�to�provide�some�cover�for�the�fortifications�there.�They�were�viable�with�
brush�understory�until�off�leash�dogs�were�allowed�to�run�free�through�the�entire�area.�As�a�result�one�of�San�Francisco’s�
most�productive�fall�birding�areas�was�lost.�It�would�be�wise�to�restore�the�understory�with�vegetation�similar�to�that�used�by�p y g y
the�army�and�not�with�natives.�Like�Land’s�End,�Fort�Funston�should�be�vegetated�with�a�mix�of�native�and�non�native�plants�
so�it�reflects�it’s�natural�and�historic�vegetation�types.�We�urge�the�National�Park�Service�to�enforce�the�same�regulation�here�
as�they�do�in�all�units�of�our�National�Parks�by�restricting�dogs�to�paved�areas�and�requiring�the�use�of�leashes.�
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OCEAN BEACH Alt (1) It tant the current con and managemen practices the
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OFFSHORE�MARINE�AREAS:�We�are�deeply�distressed�with�the�narrow�interpretation�of�marine�areas.�Though�we�support�the�
concept�of�a�marine�reserve�to�protect�seabirds�and�marine�mammals�from�Eagle’s�Point�to�Seal�Rocks,�we�think�it�is�far�too�
limited.�That�protection�should�include�the�entire�channel�of�the�Golden�Gate.�We�do�not�object�to�use�of�that�area�for�
aquatic�commerce,�but�it�should�be�preserved�as�a�natural�resource�as�well.�We�also�strongly�support�designation�of�the�
waters�offshore�from�Fort�Funston�as�part�of�marine�reserve.�Not�only�does�this�area�support�a�rich�and�varied�fishery,�it�also�
provides�resources�for�tens�of�thousands�of�seabirds.�Birds�roost�on�the�waters�throughout�the�year.�Summering�shearwaters�
sometimes�feed�as�close�as�the�surf�zone.�Diving�ducks�flock�in�large�numbers�and�feed�on�bivalves�on�the�ocean’s�bottom.�
Loons�and�grebes�can�number�in�the�thousands.�This�is�truly�an�incredible�resource�that�needs�protection.�The�threat�comes�
from�development�like�the�sewage�pipeline�from�the�Westside�Sewage�Treatment�Plant�that�apparently�was�laid�on�top�of�a�
significant�feeding�area�for�wintering�scoters.�It�also�comes�from�dumping�sand�and�dredged�material�to�replenish�Ocean�
Beach.�The�impact�of�commercial�fishing�should�be�evaluated�in�terms�of�its�effects�on�native�birds.�A�survey�should�be�done�
of�the�entire�coast�of�GGNRA�to�determine�exactly�what�areas�provide�significant�habitat�resources�to�be�included�in�the�
marine�reserve.�Mori�Point�is�one�such�area�that�is�likely�to�be�significant.�
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a) OCEAN BEACH: Alternative One (1) is best It is important to keep the current conditions and management practices for thea)� � :� ernative�One� �is�best.� �is�impor �to�keep� � � ditions� � t� �for� �
Ocean�Beach.�Ocean�Beach�needs�to�continue�to�provide�high�levels�of�recreational�beach�use.�The�proposed�trail�connection�
to�Lands�End�and�Fort�Funston�are�very�welcomed�ideas�as�it�will�enhance�the�experience�of�all�users.��Separate�parking�for�
horse�trailers�should�be�planned�in�the�development�of�parking�areas.�
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FORT�FUNSTON:�This�area�should�be�managed�to�provide�recreational�activities�in�a�more�natural�setting�with�limited�support�
facilities�as�proposed�in�Alternative�Three�(3).�Restrooms�and�picnicking�facilities�are�fine�ideas.�A�place�to�tie�horses�should�be�
provided�as�well.�
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In�addition,�the�current�conditions�need�to�acknowledge�and�recognize�the�GGNRA’s�lax�approach�to�special�events�and�their�
impacts,�while�discouraging�less�intensive�regular�uses.�For�example,�in�2006,�there�were�200�special�events�at�Crissy�Field�and�
this�number�and�SIZE�of�these�special�events�are�growing�out�of�control.�The�GGNRA,�we�believe,�needs�to�recognize�and�
acknowledge�that�the�historic�and�cultural�aspects�includes�long�established�recreational�uses,�as�these�directly�affect�the�
culture�of�San�Francisco,�Mann�and�the�Bay�Area�and�have�a�significant�cumulative�impact.
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Upper�Ft.�Mason�
Need�to�clarify�the�“informal�uses�and�occasional�large�special�events”�in�this�section.�There�is�no�mention�that�UFM�is�located�
in�the�Marina�District�of�San�Francisco�and�the�GGNRA�Park�headquarters�is�surrounded�by�three�sides�of�houses,�apartment�
buildings�and�a�large�Safeway�located�directly�across�from�Park�Headquarters.�In�addition,�there�is�high�parking�use�by�the�
local�high�school�during�the�school�year�that�makes�parking�a�nightmare�for�anyone�who�is�attending�a�meeting,�etc.�at�the�
Park�Headquarters�or�at�the�Old�Army’s�Officers�Club�(again,�there�is�no�mention�of�the�Officer’s�Club).�And�why�is�there�a�
need�to�enhance�Congressman�Burton’s�memorial?�By�it’s�very�geographic�location,�it’s�hard�to�imagine�that�Ft.�Mason�could�
serve�as�the�primary�visitor�entrance�to�the�GGNRA..�.it’s�very�location�in�the�Marina�dispels�that�notion.�
UFM�is�heavily�used�by�the�local�neighbors�and�used�fur�informal�recreation�for�hikers,�joggers,�walkers,�off�leash�dog�walkers,�
morning�Tai�Chi�class�for�the�elderly,�sunbathers�(on�a�rare�sunny�day)�and�non�organized�sports�activities.�There�is�moderate�
to�high�use�by�bicyclists,�runners�and�walkers�on�the�paved�trail�through�the�Great�Meadow.�Because�of�the�location�of�the�
International�Youth�1�losteL�there�can�be�a�variety�of�international�visitors.�
UFM�has�seen�an�increase�of�large�special�events,�basically�doubling�its�special�use�permit�form�29�in�2000�to�61�in�2006.�Is�
this�what�the�GONRA�wants�for�the�future,�a�dramatic�increase�of�special�events�and�destination�areas?�And�it�is�unclear�by�
what�is�meant�by�a�“Stewardship�Hub�“in�Alternative�2.�China�Beach�
Again,�it’s�important�to�accurately�describe�the�current�conditions�of�this�locale.�For�example,�China�Beach�is�well�known�for�g p y p
folks�primarily�surfing.�It�is�a�very�rare�day�when�folks�can�picnic�at�China�Beach�due�to�the�foggy�and�windy�conditions.�We�
are�not�sure�what�is�meant�by�improving�visitor�facilities�and�access�to�support�current�uses.�And�again,�China�Beach�is�located�
adjacent�to�the�Seacliff�and�Richmond�neighborhoods�in�San�Francisco.�
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Lands�End�
The�current�conditions�section�need�to�accurately�reflect�the�use�of�this�site.�This�is�a�multi�use�recreational�area�(again�
located�in�the�San�Francisco)�where�folks�walk,�jog,�bike�ride,�walk�their�dogs�off�leash�and�hike.�Local�neighbors�have�been�
going�to�Lands�End�for�years�and�enjoy�the�relative�“quiet”�of�this�area�of�the�Park.�There�have�been�reports�of�vandalism,�
heavy�drinking�and�sexually�deviant�behavior�activities�in�the�wooded�areas.�We�understand�that�the�GGNRA�wants�to�make�
this�into�another�“destination�area”,�much�like�Crissy�Field,�which�needs�to�be�further�evaluated.�Tourists�come�here�to�enjoy�
the�ocean�vistas.�Special�use�permits�have�increased�from�20�in�2000�to�37�in�2006.�
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Ft�Miley�
Again�located�in�San�Francisco,�this�area�is�predominately�visited�by�local�neighbors�and�activities�include�walking,�some�
picnics�and�off�leash�dog�walking.�Folks�here�enjoy�the�quiet�and�are�not�interested�in�developing�the�site�into�a�destination�
area�or�feel�the�impacts�in�being�adjacent�to�a�destination�area�such�as�Lands�End.�
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Ft.�Funston�
Current�conditions�include�hang�gliding�in�a�one�section�of�Ft.�Funston,�off�leash�dog�walking�and�commercial�off�leash�dog�
walking�(primarily�on�weekdays),�and�reduced�handicap�access�on�the�north�end�of�the�Sunset�Trail.�FT�Funston�Dog�Walkers�
hold�a�monthly�cleanup�with�large�number�of�volunteers.�Is�it�necessary�to�have�a�warming�hut�there?�If�so,�it�may�be�a�great�
opportunity�to�have�dog�training�seminars�held�there.
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Upper�Fort�Mason�
Alternative�2�
•�McDowell�Road�should�be�kept�as�an�pedestrian�and�bicycle�path�
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Lands�End�
Alternative�2�
•�Lands�End�proximity�to�the�Cliff�House�attracts�many�tourist�and�visitors,�a�visitor�center,�to�replace�the�one�closed�in�the�
Cliff�House,�would�be�appropriate.�
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Fort�Funston�
•�If�the�dog�issue�is�not�being�resolved�and�your�alternatives�do�include�high�levels�of�dog�walking.�there�is�no�need�to�have�
any�plans�what�so�ever.�Right�now�dogs�have�taken�over�even�the�fenced�in�natural�areas,�because�the�Park�has�not�been�able�
to�keep�the�fences�repaired.�The�biggest�offender�are�the�professional�dog�walkers,�who�let�the�dogs�run�all�through�the�
landscape,�consistently�creating�new�trails.�
•�A�solution�would�be�to�keep�the�area�between�the�parking�lot�and�Battery�Davis�as�a�dog�running�area,�as�it�is�totally�ruined�
already.�Create�a�distinct�trail�system�which�would�require�dogs�on�leashes.�This�means�most�of�FoFu�would�be�fenced�in�and�
could�be�restored.�
•�A�trail�along�the�cliffs�makes�sense�in�theory�but�there�are�natural�processes�taken�place,�like�blow�outs,�which�would�
require�high�maintenance.�Also�visitors�should�stay�away�from�the�cliffs,�to�avoid�dog�rescues�and�to�protect�the�bank�swallow�
nesting�sites�
•�Hang�gliding�can�continue�
•�No�warming�hut�with�information�and�bookstore.�In�the�1990’s�a�visitor�center�was�established�in�one�of�the�existing�
buildings,�but�was�closed�due�to�lack�of�interest.�(Admittedly�it�was�away�from�the�main�parking�lot).�Visitors�are�mainly�dog�
walkers�
•�Park�operations,�stewardship,�education�support�facilities�and�housing�should�remain.�p p
•�Preserve�Battery�Davis�
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For�equestrian�facilities/trails�in�San�Francisco�&�San�Mateo�counties,�I�support�the�recommendations�of�the�equestrian�
facilities�located�in�the�affected�areas,�and�the�local�Horse�Councils/Associations.
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Crissy�Field�Site:
Located�at�the�Northern�tip�of�the�South�Bay,�the�Crissy�Field�site�would�honor�and
highlight�the�Costanoan/Ohlone�people.�This�site�would�build�upon�the�outstanding�work
and�foundation�the�Crissy�Field�staff�has�already�accomplished�through�Civic
Engagement.�Since�Crissy�Field�already�has�on�going�interpretive�programs�for�the
community,�and�has�public�transportation�access�it�would�be�ideal�for�the�CILM's
education�and�outreach�center.�Educational�programs�could�be�created�that�are
appropriate�for�the�site.

1002 C

Ocean�Beach���insure�off�leash�dog�areas�remain�part�of�master�plan���I�have�walked/ran�my�two�retrievers�on�O.B�for�12�years�
��there�is�nothing�more�liberating�or�enjoyable�than�to�watch�these�beautiful�creative/companions�run.���Keep�beach�
wild/natural���no�garbage�cans�on�beach���no�concession�stands/food/drink.���Northern�snowy�plovers���this�is�not�a�good�
nesting�area�for�this�species���all�sorts�of�natural�predators�(crows,�hawk,�sea�gulls,�wild�cats,�raccoons)�and�no�beach�at�high�
tides.�
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Topic�2:�An�element�missing�from�all�the�alternatives�is�the�importance�of�off�leash�dog�walking.�This�is�especially�important�at�
Fort�Funston�where�off�leash�activity�is�the�most�common�use,�and�the�park�that�can�often�be�cold,�windy�and�otherwise�
unattractive�to�tourists.�Dog�walking�is�enjoyed�by�a�diversity�of�park�visitors�(unlike�most�National�Park�activities,�where�poor�
people�and�people�of�color�are�severely�underrepresented).�And�finally,�Fort�Funston�was�deeded�to�the�GGNRA�with�the�
understanding�that�the�existing�recreation,�such�as�dog�walking,�would�NOT�be�eliminated
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The�Fort�Mason�community�garden�is�an�important�bird�habitat,�as�well�as�a�wonderful�and�vital�source�of�beauty,�food,�and�
the�wildlife�it�supports.

97,�93,�
106,�107,
99,�87,�
94,�140,�

�

P
Lands�End�is�a�significant�resource�for�migrating�birds.�Please�remove�non�native�invasive�plants�and�replaced�with�native�
plants�to�better�serve�the�local�habitat.

97,�93,�
106,�107,
99,�87,�
94,�140,�

�

P

Fort�Miley�is�an�important�site�for�resident�wildlife�and�for�migrating�birds.�Please�consider�mitigation�measures�in�your�p g g g y
discussions�regarding�expanded�access,�such�as�asking�dog�owners�to�leash�their�dogs�at�all�times.�Dogs�should�be�on�leash.

97,�93,�
106,�107,
99,�87,�
94,�140,�

�

P Ocean�Beach�includes�a�Wildlife�Protection�Area�which�should�be�designated�a�sensitive�resource.
97,�93,�
106,�107,
99,�87,�
94,�140,�

�

P

Fort�Funston�is�important�as�a�Bank�Swallow�nesting�habitat�and�for�supporting�shorebirds,�migrating�ducks,�and�pelagic�birds.�
Please�designate�Fort�Funston�a�sensitive�resource!�The�Bank�Swallows�are�in�great�need�of�our�protection�as�their�nesting�
area�is�easily�accessible�to�humans�and�dogs.
Ocean�Beach�
The�current�conditions�of�Ocean�Beach�include�a�variety�of�recreational�users,�including�but�not�limited�to,�surfers,�walkers,�
off�leash�dog�walkers,�horse�back�riding,�and�family�outings�on�the�rare�sunny�days.�Most�of�this�use�is�on�the�northern�
portion�of�the�beach�as�parking�limits�access�in�the�main�beach�area,�so�the�southern�portion�is�less�crowded.�In�addition,�
there�is�no�mention�about�the�Ocean�Beach�Task�Force�and�their�goals.�It�is�unclear�whether�the�goals�of�this�Task�Force�are�
compatible�with�how�the�people�who�recreate�at�Ocean�Beach�visualize�their�future�recreational�opportunities.�



San�Mateo�County�
Public�Comments

1�of�32

Comment�ID�# Comment�
Source

Comment�(Direct�quotations�from�comment�submissions)

77 P

In�regards�to�GOGA�GMP,�Newsletter�#4,�Part�6�Preliminary�Alternatives�for�San�Mateo�County,�the�Half�Moon�Bay�
Coastside�Chamber�of�Commerce�strongly�supports�the�continued�access�for�equestrians�and�the�continued�use�of�the�
property�for�agriculture.�Numerous�groups�have�weighed�in�on�specifics.�The�Chamber�supports�the�positions�of�the�
Coastside�Horse�Council�and�Coastside�agricultural�groups.
�
The�Chamber�is�actively�promoting�eco�tourism�on�the�Coastside�which�is�the�Bay�Area's�backyard.�That�means�easy�
access�for�hikers,�horses�and�dogs.�The�Chamber�has�also�been�a�longtime�advocate�for�supporting�agricultural�uses.�
There�is�great�concern�that�the�Chamber's�efforts�in�both�arenas�will�be�thwarted�if�there�are�changes�to�current�uses.�
Please�consider�these�issues�when�determining�future�uses�in�what�is�quite�literally�our�backyard.

79 P
I�am�writing�this�in�support�of�keeping�the�equestrian�facilities�where�they�are�currently�located�(and�hopefully�under�
current�management).�as�well�as�expanding�equestrian�activities�for�non�horse�owners.

79 P

Should�the�current�facilities�be�expanded�to�include�more�programs�for�people�who�currently�do�not�have�access�to�
horses?�Yes.�Horse�programs�have�been�shown�to�be�effective�in�helping�children�who�have�been�abused,�returning�
veterans,�inner�city�youth�and�people�with�disabilities.�Horses�help�people�deal�with�stress�better,�increase�circulation�
and�help�improve�balance�and�co�ordination.

79 P

Should�the�current�facilities�be�left�where�they�are�and�also�have�the�same�private�horse�boarding�available?�Yes.�There�
are�many�reasons�why�the�stables�should�be�left�as�is�and�only�expanded�to�increase�programs.�One�reason�is�security�
for�the�park.�Many�large�parks�currently�have�become�safe�havens�for�drug�growers�and�manufacturers.�Large�pot�
farms�and�meth�labs�have�been�discovered�in�many�state�and�national�parks.�These�people�are�very�dangerous�as�the�
latest�shoot�out�in�the�South�Bay�has�shown.�Rental�programs�tend�of�use�the�same�paths�over�and�over.�It�is�easy�for�
law�breakers�to�escape�detection.�Horse�owners�frequently�use�the�trails,�in�fact�most�of�the�current�trails�were�
developed�by�horse�people.�Trail�riders�also�go�lightly�on�the�land�as�can�be�seen�by�the�fact�that�Rancho�del�Tierra�still�
has�many�endangered�species�on�it.�Trail�riders�traverse�most�of�the�park�and�can�keep�an�eye�out�for�pot�growers�and�
meth�labs.�This�keeps�the�park�much�safer�for�all�visitors�to�the�park.
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79 P

For�a�very�personal�reason,�I�hope�the�barns�can�be�left�as�they�are.�These�barns�have�been�there�for�generations�and�
the�people�who�use�them�are�very�generous.�I�had�always�been�interested�in�horses�but�I�grew�up�in�an�inner�city�in�a�
lower�middle�class�family.�There�was�no�money�for�horses�and�in�fact,�although�I�was�a�horse�crazy�girl,�I�only�saw�a�
horse�up�close�when�I�was�in�college.�Still�I�never�saw�myself�as�being�able�to�afford�to�do�anything�with�horses.�I�also�
battled�depression�all�my�life.�Then�almost�11�years,�a�woman�I�knew�told�me�she�was�leasing�a�horse�at�Ember�Ridge�
and�did�I�want�to�go�for�a�ride?�Although�I�didn't�know�how�to�ride,�of�course�I�said�yes.�She�arranged�to�borrow�
someone�else's�safe�horse�to�take�me�on�a�trail�ride.�From�there,�other�people�offered�to�let�me�ride�their�horses�in�
exchange�for�help�taking�care�of�them.�Eleven�years�later,�my�depression�has�almost�disappeared�(for�one�of�the�first�
times�in�my�life),�I�have�learned�to�ride�and�I�now�have�a�horse�that�someone�gave�me�when�she�could�no�longer�take�
care�of�her.�I�am�now�the�person�who�asks�anyone�who�seems�to�have�any�interest�if�they'd�like�to�come�down�and�
meet�my�horse,�give�her�carrots,�go�for�a�ride.�If�people�who�participate�in�the�programs�that�will�be�available�at�the�

79 P

Many�stables�have�closed�and�it�is�getting�harder�and�harder�to�afford�not�only�the�costs�of�horse�ownership�but�also�
the�car�expenses�necessary�to�visit�and�care�for�the�horse.�There�are�over�300�horses�at�the�barns�on�Rancho�del�Tierra.�
I�live�in�San�Francisco�and�travel�½�hour�each�way�to�visit�my�horse.�First�there�are�not�enough�barns�anywhere�close�to�
stable�300�horses�and�second�if�I�had�to�travel�further,�it�would�be�extremely�difficult�financially.y

79 P

The�horse�community�has�been�good�stewards�of�the�land.�The�water�is�cleaner�than�it�was�10�years�ago�and�it�is�
because�the�barns�took�the�initiative�to�start�monitoring�it.�People,�horses,�wildlife�and�plants�all�share�Rancho�del�
Tierra.�I�hope�you�allow�the�private�barns�to�remain�where�they�are,�run�by�the�management�that�currently�run�the�
barns�and�with�the�same�number�of�horses�boarded�there.�I�hope�you�also�expand�the�public�programs�so�many�more�
people�can�enjoy�these�incredible�creatures.

79 P

I�am�an�environmentalist.�More�than�½�the�money�I�donate�every�year�goes�to�environmental�groups�(including�POST).�
Horse�people�take�very�good�care�of�the�land.�Their�manure�is�currently�composted�and�then�used�by�the�local�farmers�
to�grow�vegetables.�The�creek�water�is�kept�clean�and�monitored�by�current�barn�management.�Keeping�the�barns�
where�they�are�is�a�better�use�of�resources�than�moving�them.

86 C

More�interpretive�interaction.�Educates�and�allows�questions�to�be�answered.�More�accessible�trails�to�be�available�for�
mountain�bike�riding.�Shuttle�service�to�Muir�Woods�is�a�great�idea�but�must�be�priced�reasonably.�Maintain�Muir�
woods�accessibility�for�disabled�citizens,�they�really�appreciate�and�enjoy�the�experience.�Establish�biking,�hiking�and�
primitive�camping�in�San�Mateo.�Yes,�no�plans�to�create�single�track�mountain�bike�trails.�This�is�important�due�to�the�
great�number�of�mountain�bikers�in�California�whom�pay�taxes�and�deserve�a�place�to�ride.�more�mountain�bike�
trails!!!!
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103 P

1.�Maximizing�diverse�uses�of�The�Shelldance�Nursery�Site,�this�site�of�all�the�sites�in�Pacifica�and�/or�San�Mateo�Co.�
parklands�has�enormous�potential.�Consider�Maintain�the�current�nursery�operator�to�assist�in�the�site�management�
program.�The�preservation�of�natural�and�cultural�resources.�

103 P
A�moderate�to�small�sized�camping�facility..15�to�twenty�sites,�in�a�appropriately�deemed�area�in�the�Pacifica�Parks�
zone.�Provide�a�adequate�and�appropriately�located�interpretive�center�in�Pacifica.

103 P

.The�need�for�a�overpass,�causeway�or�land�bridge�connecting�Mori�Point�with�the�Shelldance�Nursery�site�trailhead,�for�
east/west�access�to�Sweeney�Ridge,�the�San�Francisco�Watershed�Property�and�beyond.�Preferably�a�land�bridge�for�
wildlife�and�pedestrian�use�and�to�mitigate�the�highway's�park�fragmentation�and�sizeable�highway�wildlife�deaths�in�
that�vicinity.

103 P

3.�Implement�a�grassland�and�wildflower�habitat�enhancement�program�particularly�with�coastal�prairie�and�meadow�
plant�communities.�Controlling�and�thinning�of�non�native�and�native�(coyote�bush/brush)�encroachments,�on�Pacifica�
coastal�parklands.�I�am�very�concerned�about�the�loss�of�these�crucial�and�elegant�habitats.�Consider�incorporating�
mycology�and�mycorryzal�/mycelia�dynamics�into�the�parks�natural�interpretive�regimen.

103 P
For�me,�Parks�are�like�Arks......protecting�are�wildlife�and�their�habitats�from�the�floods�of�various�forms�of�human�
endeavors.�This�is�my�personal...general�requirement.y p g q

108 P

SMCHA�is�San�Mateo�County�Horsemen's�association
�
As�a�local�equestrian�I�feel�that�GGRNA�should�be�looking�out�for�ALL�user�groups�that�can�be�involved�in�using�the�
properties�under�their�jurisdiction.�My�areas�of�concern�are�dedicated�parking�and�access�for�equestrian�trailers�at�trail�
heads,�maintaining�and�or�increasing�equestrian�boarding�facilities�in�preserves,�increasing�interconnecting�trails�
between�preserves,�and�increasing�shorter�loop�trails.
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108 P

the�percentage�is�substantial.�These�cover�county�and�state�parks,�MROSD,�POST,�SFPUC,�and�the�National�Parks�dept.�
This�land�should�all�be�open�to�the�public.�Trails�and�access�roads�should�be�open�and�not�closed.�Casual�walkers�like�
trails�that�are�relatively�flat�and�have�a�loop�distance�of�1�3�miles.�Hikers�and�many�equestrians�like�trail�lengths�from�5�
to�20�miles,�again�with�the�start�and�end�in�the�same�area�and�not�having�to�walk�out�and�back�down�the�same�trail.
For�all�users�parking�is�an�issue.�Using�road�right�of�way�is�not�a�safe�or�enjoyable�start�and�finish�to�an�afternoon�
outing.�If�the�choices�are�this�or�nothing�we�normally�will�make�do.�But�a�well�implemented�parking�lot�is�a�welcome�
sight.�Trails�should�reflect�the�user�groups�involved.�Single�track�with�limited�user�(hiking�only�or�hiking�and�equestrian)�
to�multi�user�fire�roads�including�all�users�should�be�considered�for�each�application�and�area.�Not�all�trails�should�be�
paved�and�not�all�trails�should�be�limited�to�hiking�only.�Trails�may�be�segregated�where�necessary,�but�all�groups�
should�be�included�in�most�facilities.�An�entrance�in�and�a�passage�through�should�be�enabled�for�all�groups.�Where�
trails�are�to�be�paved�a�side�shoulder�approximately�2�3'�wide�should�also�be�included�for�those�that�are�not�into�the�
paved�experience�(equestrians,�mt.�bikers,�and�joggers).

108 P

Many�want�to�argue�that�the�cost�and�removal�of�habitat�is�too�much.�Aggressive�engineering�in�the�short�term�can�y g gg g g
reap�benefits�for�many�years�to�come�and�with�proper�foresight,�plantings�and�drainage�can�mitigate�many�of�the�
issues.�It�is�sometimes�wiser�to�complete�one�larger�project�than�to�try�and�implement�many�smaller�ones�that�are�half�
thought�out�and�are�easier�and�cheaper�to�construct.�Remember�these�are�our�parks�and�we�want�the�improvements�
constructed�now�to�benefit�our�grand�children�in�there�years.�We�would�like�them�to�be�able�to�have�the�same�or�
similar�experiences�as�we�have.
Keeping�something�pristine�is�a�long�way�from�having�an�area�that�is�usable�to�the�public.�A�well�maintained�fire�road�
that�winds�its�way�through�a�wooded�or�grassy�area�may�have�minimal�impact�and�will�give�public�access�to�the�area�
beyond.�Only�having�access�from�the�edge�of�a�main�road�maintains�a�view,�but�leaves�a�lot�of�beauty�unexplored.�
Hidden�valleys,�rock�formations�and�streams�and�water�falls�that�may�never�be�seen�from�the�edge�of�the�roadway.
�
Keep�our�parks�OPEN�for�all�of�us�to�use.
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109 P

"1.�Which�ideas�of�any�of�the�preliminary�alternatives�do�you�think�are�most�important�to�include�in�the�preferred�
alternative�and�why?"
�
"In�all�alternatives,�the�majority�of�the�area�would�be�managed�to�preserve�the�wild,�open�character�of�the�land�and�
offer�trail�based�recreation�that�is�light�on�the�land,�including�hiking,�biking,�and�equestrian�use."�This�idea�corresponds�
to�current�use�patterns�of�the�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra.�Hikers,�bikers,�equestrians,�and�dog�walkers�share�the�trails�in�
harmony�and�mutual�respect.�The�San�Mateo�County�coast�is�a�popular�destination�for�visitors�primarily�from�the�
greater�Bay�Area.�People�are�attracted�to�the�coast�from�inland�areas�for�its�cooler�temperatures,�beach�access,�views�
of�the�rugged�shoreline,�and�the�experience�of�the�semi�rural�lifestyle�that�has�already�been�displaced�by�suburbs�
elsewhere.

109 P

"Natural�habitat�and�processes�would�be�restored,�and�the�ecosystems�of�the�four�coastal�watersheds�would�be�
restored�to�the�greatest�extent�possible."While�removal�of�invasive�species�such�as�pampas�grass�and�eucalyptus�
would�be�welcome,�it�is�not�clear�exactly�what�is�meant�by�"restoration�to�the�greatest�extent�possible."�Restoration�
from�what�to�what?�As�described�under�question�#3�below,�the�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�land�has�been�used�for�q
ranching�since�at�least�the�1790s,�thought�cattle�have�apparently�not�been�grazed�in�the�area�since�the�1940s.�Since�the�
1940s�the�land�essentially�has�been�rested,�apart�from�the�relatively�light�recreational�use�that�is�ongoing.�The�
California�coastal�scrub�that�characterizes�the�area�is�valuable�habitat�that�needs�to�be�preserved,�but�the�habitat�and�
scenic�value�of�the�current�agricultural�and�ranch�areas�should�not�be�dismissed.�The�cultivated�fields�and�pastured�
horses�have�their�own�special,�bucolic�beauty,�which�many�visitors�to�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�stop�to�appreciate�and�
photograph.�These�transitional�zones�are�also�rich�in�wildlife.�Barn�swallow�nests�crust�the�barn�eves,�and�barn�owls�
nest�in�and�around�the�barns.�Local�raptor�species�nest�in�the�tallest�trees�around�the�ranches,�while�California�quail�
nest�in�the�shrubby�growth�between�creeks�and�cultivated�fields.�Restoration�efforts�should�be�based�on�actual�data�
indicating�that�specific�changes�would�lead�to�specific,�and�achievable,�restoration�goals.�For�example,�how�would�
efforts�to�"restore�riparian�zones"�account�for�the�modern�Highway�One,�not�to�mention�climate�change,�which�might�
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109 P

"In�this�alternative.�An�improved�trail�network�would�connect�the�local�communities�to�the�part,�and�link�the�ridges�of�
Montara�Mountain�to�the�Pacific�Ocean.�Opportunities�for�a�trail�connection�to�Sweeney�Ridge�through�the�SFPUC�
watershed's�northwest�corner�would�be�explored�with�other�land�managers."I�believe�these�two�specific�ideas�would�
be�especially�welcome.�Currently,�beach�goers�scamper�across�Highway�One�from�the�parking�area�to�access�Gray�
Whale�Cove.�The�situation�is�extremely�dangerous,�and�will�only�worsen�with�the�opening�of�the�tunnel,�as�traffic�
becomes�even�heavier�and�less�aware�of�pedestrians.�Trail�connections�between�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�and�Sweeney�
Ridge�would�be�of�tremendous�benefit."&"portals"�would�be�established�in�the�areas�of�existing�development:�these�
would�include�facilities�to�support�visitor�enjoyment�and�exploration�of�this�large,�diverse�park�area�and�the�extensive�
adjacent�public�lands."

109 P

The�Montara�Lighthouse�and�immediate�surroundings�would�be�an�ideal�location�for�a�visitor�center�and�other�
facilities.�Other�existing�portals�include�access�through�the�entrance�to�McNee�Ranch�State�Park�(which�could�be�
developed�as�appropriate�in�partnership�with�the�State�Parks�system),�the�twelve�acres�at�Etheldore�and�Highway�One,�
and�the�Clipper�Ridge�area�in�El�Granada.�It�would�seem�prudent�to�limit�the�expansion�and�number�of�"portals"�until�
any�increase�in�need�is�established.�"In�addition�to�equestrian�facilities�with�strong�public�programs,�facilities�could�
include�a�visitor�center,�stewardship/educational�center,�warming�hut,�group�picnic�areas,�developed�campsites�and�p g p p p p
rustic�overnight�accommodations&."�As�mentioned�above,�the�Montara�Lighthouse�area�would�be�ideal�for�facilities�
such�as�a�visitor�center,�stewardship/educational�center,�etc.�There�are�also�existing�sites,�such�as�the�Clipper�Ridge�
area�in�El�Granada,�which�with�minimal�impact�and�expense�could�be�made�suitable�for�rustic�family�camping.�Warming�
huts�or�other�development�in�the�main�areas�of�the�park�would�seem�likely�to�introduce�a�litter�problem�that�does�not�
currently�exist.�Snacks�and�soft�drinks�are�readily�available�from�shops�and�restaurants�in�the�local�area,�which�would�
be�unlikely�to�welcome�competition�from�park�concessions.�"New�or�retained�facilities�would�be�restricted�to�

109 P
The�existing�equestrian�facilities�already�have�"strong�public�programs,"�which�should�be�retained.�These�will�be�
discussed�in�more�detail�under�#3�below.

109 P

�"Habitat�restoration�and�community�stewardship�activities�would�have�a�strong�presence�in�this�zone.�The�adjacent�
working�agricultural�landscapes�and�Fitzgerald�Marine�Reserve�could�be�incorporated�into�the�visitor�experience�
through�programs�and�interpretation."�The�local�and�wider�communities�take�their�roles�as�stewards�of�the�
environment�very�seriously,�as�evidenced�by�the�current�excellent�condition�and�species�diversity�that�characterizes�
Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�land�including�providing�habitat�for�"several�threatened�and�endangered�species.�
"Opportunities�for�further�habitat�restoration�would�be�welcomed,�insofar�as�such�efforts�are�guided�by�actual�
scientific�evidence�for�potential�benefit,�as�well�as�respect�for�the�cultural�identity�of�the�community.
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109 P

The�plan�should�acknowledge�the�ongoing�stewardship�by�the�current�users�of�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�land,�and�
commit�to�continuing�this�partnership.�It�is�no�accident�that�"one�of�the�largest�areas�of�open�space�near�San�
Francisco"�has�been�kept�in�a�condition�that�"provides�unique�and�productive�habitat�for�a�diverse�array�of�plant�and�
animal�species,�including�several�threatened�and�endangered�species."

109 P

The�plan�should�commit�to�consideration�of�the�heritage,�culture,�and�economy�of�the�local�area�in�making�land�
management�decisions.�Visitors�come�to�the�San�Mateo�coast�for�a�total�package.�They�may:�go�to�the�beach,�eat�at�a�
local�restaurant,�take�a�hike�or�bike�ride�to�enjoy�the�views,�visit�a�real�old�fashioned�country�feed�story,�and�finish�the�
day�by�stopping�at�a�farm�stand�for�fresh�produce�and�a�pier�side�fish�market�to�pick�up�cracked�crab�for�dinner.�Plans�
for�the�park�should�be�seen�as�fitting�into�the�larger�context�of�the�existing�community�and�visitor�activities.

109 P

History�and�culture�of�the�area:�The�San�Mateo�county�coastal�communities�are�rightfully�proud�of�their�rich�and�
colorful�history.�According�to�Historic�Spots�in�California�by�Hoover�et�al.,�5th�edition�revised�by�Douglas�Kyle,�Stanford�
University�Press,�(2002),�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�was�originally�known�as�"El�Pilar"�or�"Los�Pilares"�(from�the�rocks�at�
Pillar�Point).�The�land�was�occupied�by�horse�and�cattle�ranches�belonging�to�Mission�San�Francisco�from�as�early�as�the�
1790's.�In�1839,�the�northern�part�of�the�land�grant�known�as�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�was�granted�to�Francisco�p g g
Guerrero�Palomares,�and�the�southern�end�to�Tiburcio�Vasquez.�

109 P

Over�time,�crop�production�replaced�cattle�ranching�as�the�main�agricultural�activity.�Horses�were�employed�in�farm�
labor,�as�well�as�transportation,�and�so�were�bred,�raised,�and�trained�on�area�ranches.�As�requirements�for�horse�labor�
gradually�decreased,�the�connection�between�the�people�and�the�horses�on�the�land�remained.�Some�of�the�same�
equestrian�facilities�that�currently�operate�on�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�land�had�their�origins�in�these�early�ranches,�and�
continue�the�traditions�that�began�over�200�years�ago.

109 P

The�coastside�communities�have�worked�long�and�hard�to�hold�development�to�sustainable�levels,�while�maintaining�
the�natural�beauty�and�agricultural�character�of�the�area.�Bay�Area�property�prices�are�some�of�the�highest�in�the�
world,�and�so�the�pressures�to�"sell�out"�have�been�enormous.�Because�of�community�efforts,�both�residents�and�
visitors�to�the�area�are�able�to�enjoy�the�open�spaces�and�participate�in�the�semi�rural�lifestyle.�Downtown�Half�Moon�
Bay,�for�example,�is�anchored�by�the�iconic�Half�Moon�Bay�Feed�&�Fuel�and�Cunha's�Country�Store.�These�businesses�
are�not�quaint�relics�of�a�bygone�age,�but�continue�to�be�vital�components�of�the�local�economy.
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109 P

��Public�programs�and�education:�The�existing�equestrian�facilities�serve�boarders,�leasers,�and�riding�students�from�all�
over�the�greater�Bay�Area,�but�that�is�just�the�beginning�of�what�they�do.�In�hosting�open�events�such�as�clinics�and�
horse�shows,�the�barns�put�the�interested�public�in�contact�with�experienced�judges�and�nationally�recognized�horse�
trainers.�Long�standing�partnerships�exist�between�these�facilities�and�youth�groups�such�as�4�H,�Pony�Club,�and�Future�
Farmers�of�America.�The�availability�of�affordable�lessons�and�summer�camps�provide�opportunities�for�adults�and�
children�to�experience�equestrian�activities�and�an�introduction�to�the�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�land.�All�of�these�
programs�emphasize�respect�for�the�environment�and�other�area�visitors,�as�well�as�teaching�riding�skills�and�
horsemanship.�If�these�facilities�were�to�be�closed�or�significantly�downsized,�all�of�these�programs�would�be�lost�to�the�
area.

109 P

Ecological�Impacts:�There�does�not�seem�to�be�any�actual�evidence�indicating�that�the�current�equestrian�facilities�are�
damaging�the�environment,�or�that�removal�of�the�facilities�would�lead�to�environmental�improvements.�To�the�
contrary,�there�are�data�showing�improvements�since�the�year�2000�in�creek�water�quality�following�institution�of�
current�manure�management�practices�on�the�existing�equestrian�facilities.�A�recent�article�in�the�Half�Moon�Bay�
Review�highlights�the�success�of�these�efforts:�g g
(http://www.hmbreview.com/articles/2008/05/22/news/doc4835aecbd5fd5465662378.txt)

109 P

The�barns�and�surrounding�areas�also�serve�as�habitat�for�wildlife.�As�mentioned�above�under�question�#1,�barn�
swallows�and�barn�owls�nest�in�and�around�the�barns.�Raptors�nest�in�the�surrounding�tall�trees,�and�California�quail�in�
the�undergrowth.�Deer�often�hide�their�young�fawns�in�the�brush�next�to�riding�arenas.�Bobcat,�coyote,�rabbits,�and�
foxes�are�frequently�seen�in�the�immediate�areas�of�the�ranches.�One�boarder�even�saw�a�young�mountain�lion�within�
a�few�feet�of�the�riding�area�at�Ocean�View�Farm;�though�fortunately�he�seems�to�have�left�the�immediate�area!
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109 P

Animal�welfare�issues:�Closure�of�the�boarding�facilities�on�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�land�would�leave�owners�with�four�
choices:�1)�move,�2)�try�to�finding�boarding�outside�the�local�area,�3)�sell�the�horse,�or�4)�humane�euthanasia.�The�
majority�of�the�horses�currently�housed�in�the�boarding�facilities�on�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�land�are�not�high�value�
performance�sport�or�show�animals.�They�are�primarily�much�loved�family�pets,�used�for�trail�and�pleasure�riding,�as�
well�as�lower�level�competition.�Many�of�the�horses�at�Ocean�View,�in�particular,�are�older�animals�that�have�been�
retired�from�active�careers�in�competition�or�on�rental�strings.�Some�are�suitable�for�light�riding;�others�are�not�ridden�
at�all.�These�animals�are�thriving�because�they�have�owners�who�are�committed�to�making�sure�their�care�
requirements�are�met�on�a�daily�basis.�Without�such�care,�older�animals�invariably�develop�dental�and�digestive�
problems,�as�well�as�arthritis,�making�it�difficult�for�them�to�maintain�a�healthy�body�weight�and�good�quality�of�life.�In�
other�words,�simply�"putting�them�out�to�pasture"�on�a�distant�ranch�without�individualized�care�is�not�a�realistic�
option.�With�the�current�glut�in�the�horse�market,�as�well�as�sky�high�hay�and�fuel�costs,�such�animals�essentially�have�
no�resale�value.�Despite�California�law�to�the�contrary,�shipment�out�of�state�to�large�auctions,�with�consequent�sale�to�

109 P

As�a�local�resident�and�horse�owner,�it�is�my�hope�that�GGNRA�will�finalize�a�General�Plan�that�incorporates�working�
with�the�current�users�of�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra,�and�supports�retention,�with�long�term�leases,�of�the�existing�horse�
boarding�facilities.�It�would�be�a�tragic�irony�if�the�enjoyment�of�open�space�and�a�way�of�life�that�"Coastside"�residents�g g j y p p
have�worked�so�hard�for�so�long�to�maintain�in�the�face�of�tremendous�pressures�from�development�interests�were�to�
be�lost�due�to�actions�of�the�National�Park�Service.

115 P

I�am�responding�to�the�alternatives�that�are�proposed�for�the�new�general�pan�for�the�parks.�I�am�an�equestrian�and�I�
support�the�majority�of�the�concepts�in�Alternative�1,�however�Alternative�1�does�not�apply�to�the�entire�area.�The�
final�plan�should�take�into�account�the�need�to�retain�existing�stables,�provide�more�trails�(especially�a�variety�of�
different�length�loop�trails)�and�regional�connections,�provide�adequate�trailer�parking�for�equestrians,�identify�water�
sources�for�livestock,�and�provide�unpaved�trail�surfaces�for�both�joggers,�bicyclists�and�horses.�I�also�support�multi�use�
trails,�with�the�exception�of�the�trails�in�the�Phleger�Estate.�Creation�of�volunteer�trail�patrols�is�vital�to�provide�"eyes�
and�ears"�in�the�new�property.

115 P

In�San�Mateo�County�I�support�most�of�the�proposals�in�Alternative�1�for�all�the�properties.�The�final�plan�should�take�
into�account�the�diverse�nature�of�the�land�in�San�Mateo�County�and�MUST�allow�for�the�continued�presence�of�the�
horse�facilities.�The�areas�that�have�not�traditionally�been�open�to�equestrians�in�the�GGNRA�should�be�re�examined�
and�those�properties�opened�up�where�possible.

115 P I�support�the�details�that�ETRAC�and�the�Coastside�Horse�Council�have�proposed.�
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115 P

I�would�like�to�address�the�issue�of�the�lands�in�the�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�parcel.�This�is�a�new�acquisition�and�must�
be�carefully�planned.�Horsemen�are�committed�to�multi�use�in�this�area.�Alternative�1�really�needs�to�be�amended�to�
preserve�stables�where�they�are�because�they�provide�for�quality�of�life�for�the�Coastside�area�and�San�Mateo�County�
as�a�whole.�This�is�a�large�enough�area�that�dogs�on�leash�could�be�allowed.

115 P

The�plan�should�also�address�existing�trails�and�roads�which�should�be�kept�and�maintained�for�equestrian�use.�These�
trails�provide�a�critical�regional�links�from�North�to�South�and�along�the�Bay�Area�Ridge�Trail�alignment.�Most�of�these�
are�appropriate�multi�use�trails�and�good�for�dogs�on�leash�and�in�many�areas�off�leash.�Thank�you�for�the�opportunity�
to�give�you�my�comments.

126 P

The�Bay�Area�Ridge�Trail�will�be�a�continuous�550+�mile�trail�on�the�ridgelines�around�San�Francisco�Bay,�open�to�hikers,�
equestrians,�mountain�bicyclists,�and�outdoor�enthusiasts�of�all�types.�So�far,�over�310�miles�are�dedicated�to�enjoy�
today,�and�protected�for�future�generations.�The�Bay�Area�Ridge�Trail�Council�(BARTC)�is�a�nonprofit�that�plans,�
acquires,�builds,�and�promotes�the�Ridge�Trail.

126 P

GGNRA�hosts�many�miles�of�Ridge�Trail�in�Marin,�San�Francisco�and�San�Mateo�Counties,�and�the�partnership�is�long�y g p p g
established.�BARTC�hopes�to�continue�to�collaborate�with�GGNRA�to�support�the�multi�use�trail�network�of�which�the�
Ridge�Trail�is�a�part.�BARTC�supports�continued�public�access�on�GGNRA�lands�where�that�access�does�not�significantly�
affect�natural,�scenic,�cultural�or�other�resources.�Thus,�under�the�three�Concepts�listed�in�Newsletter�#4,�BARTC�
supports�the�Visitor�Experience�goals�described�in�Concept�1,�including�'Encouraging�visitors�to�engage�in�a�wide�range�
of�opportunities�and�experiences�in�a�diversity�of�settings',�and�'Enhancing�outreach�and�access�to�and�within�the�park�
and�make�them�welcoming',�as�well�as�the�goal�in�Concept�2:�'Managing�low�impact�visitor�use�that�enhances�the�
qualities�of�solitude,�quiet,�and�naturalness�in�critical�natural�resource�areas,�and�accommodate�active�recreational�
pursuits�in�other�areas',�and�finally�the�goal�in�Concept�3:�'Allow�the�park's�distinctive�resources�and�associated�stories�
to�shape�recreational�opportunities'.�It's�important�to�note�that�the�above�goals�are�not�at�all�mutually�exclusive.

126 P

As�the�Ridge�Trail�crosses�so�many�portions�of�the�GGNRA�and�adjacent�properties�it�is�not�easy�to�pick�out�individual�
segments�to�comment�on�from�the�standpoint�of�the�Proposed�Alternatives.�Given�BARTC's�mission�of�multi�use�trail�
access,�those�alternatives�that�support�multi�use�trails�are�what�we�prefer,�while�acknowledging�that�not�all�sites�may�
allow�all�uses�at�all�times.�In�those�cases,�a�route�for�the�Ridge�Trail�that�can�accommodate�all�uses�should�be�high�
priority.
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126 P

As�the�Ridge�Trail�is�almost�complete�within�the�boundaries�of�GGNRA,�the�Council's�main�interest�is�in�promoting�and�
maintaining�the�Trail�and�access�to�it�in�a�sustainable�fashion,�consistent�with�the�GGNRA�management�goals�
throughout�the�park.�In�addition,�opportunities�for�connections�between�the�Ridge�Trail�and�Coastal�Trail�or�other�
regional�trails�are�worth�investigating.�The�acquisition�of�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�Palomares�in�San�Mateo�County�
provides�at�least�2�such�possible�connector�routes�to�the�Coastal�Trail:�the�Whiting�Ridge�alignment�noted�on�page�42�
of�Newsletter�4,�and�another�more�southerly�route�through�Rancho�Corral,�the�Wicklow�property�(owned�by�Peninsula�
Open�Space�Trust)�and�Mirada�Surf�(owned�by�San�Mateo�County�Parks).

126 P

BARTC�is�pleased�to�note�that�under�all�proposed�alternatives�the�Park�Service�would�pursue�development�of�the�Ridge�
Trail�through�the�upper�portion�of�Phleger�Estate,�in�order�to�link�existing�Ridge�Trail�in�Huddart�County�Park�to�a�newly�
planned�segment�along�Skyline�Blvd�on�SFPUC�lands�in�Upper�Crystal�Springs�watershed.�This�follows�a�recently�
completed�initial�study,�and�represents�a�significant�collaboration�among�several�agencies.�Another�promising�Ridge�
Trail�proposal�is�the�Milagra�Ridge�segment�described�in�Alternative�!�on�page�38�of�the�Newsletter.

126 P

An�additional�regional�trail�that�should�be�noted�is�the�San�Mateo�County�alignment�of�the�historic�California�Riding�&�
Hiking�Trail,�which�extends�for�several�miles�along�the�SFPUC�Peninsula�watershed�and�was�planned�to�extend�south�g p
into�Huddart�Park.�This�alignment�could�be�a�significant�connector�between�the�Ridge�Trail�and�the�very�popular�
Sawyer�Camp�Trail�managed�by�San�Mateo�County�Parks.

126 P

Finally,�a�possible�enhancement�of�the�Ridge�Trail�users'�experience�has�recently�been�proposed�to�us:�a�series�of�'hiker�
huts'�or�trail�camps�that�can�serve�to�extend�the�Ridge�Trail�experience�to�multi�day�excursions.�BARTC�recommends�
study�of�the�concept�and�possible�locations�of�such�facilities,�in�collaboration�with�adjacent�land�managing�agencies,�to�
determine�the�feasibility�of�such�overnight�accommodations.

133 P
In�San�Mateo�County,�it�is�imperative�that�Mori�Point�restrictions�be�managed�to�preserve�the�San�Francisco�Garter�
Snake.�

154 P

San�Mateo����there�are�only�two�small�sites�where�"diverse�opportunities"�(a�designation�that�includes�off�leash�dog�
walking)�will�be�allowed�in�Alternative�1�and�3.�Alternative�2�will�not�protect�recreational�access�(except�for�hiking�on�
trails�through�the�natural�areas).

155 P

1.�I�support�the�Coastside�Horse�Council's�recommendations�for�Alternative�#1.�We�all�want�to�steward�and�preserve�
the�natural�beauty�and�existing�ecosystems�and�watershed�but�we�want�to�maintain�our�equestrian�facilities�and�make�
the�trails�accessible�for�horses,�bicycles�and�hikers.�Having�entry�or�portal�areas�with�maps�is�important,�but�keeping�
them�where�there�is�already�parking�areas�established�makes�the�most�sense.�Enlarging�or�joining�the�trail�systems�
from�Sweeney�Ridge�to�Rancho�Corral�del�Tierra�would�also�be�important.
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155 P

2.�Equestrians�have�developed�and�maintained�most�of�the�trails�throughout�the�last�60�years�and�volunteer�horse�
patrols�could�work�to�ensure�the�safety�and�access�of�the�trails�to�all.�Although�the�stables�along�Vicente�and�Martini�
creeks�have�diligently�worked�to�clean�the�creeks,�a�consistent�manure�management�policy�should�be�determined�and�
enforced�(no�spreading�of�manure,�for�example).

160 P
San�Mateo�and�Marin:�There�are�very�few�sites�where�"diverse�opportunities"�(a�designation�that�includes�off�leash�
dog�walking)�will�be�allowed�in�alt.�1;�your�2�&�3�are�disastrous�alternatives.

180 P

2)�Support�for�continued�equestrian�access�to�riding�trails:�Milagra�Ridge,�Shelldance�Nursery�area,�Sweeney�Ridge,�
Cattle�Hill,�Mori�Point,�Pedro�Point,�Devil's�Slide,�San�Pedro�Mountain�(all�south�of�San�Francisco),�Phleger�Estate�as�
well�as�trails�in�Marin�County�and�in�San�Francisco�that�are�located�on�GGNRA�lands.

181 P For�Sweeney,�Milagra,�Mori�Point:�preferred�alternative�is�Alternative�2

185 L

In�San�Mateo�County�I�support�most�of�the�proposals�in�Alternative�1�for�all�the�properties.�The�final�plan�should�take�
into�account�the�diverse�nature�of�the�land�in�San�Mateo�County�and�MUST�allow�for�the�continued�presence�of�the�
horse�facilities.�The�areas�that�have�not�traditionally�been�open�to�equestrians�in�the�GGNRA�should�be�reexamined�
and�those�properties�opened�up�where�possible.�I�support�the�details�that�ETRAC�and�the�Coastside�Horse�Council�have�p p p p p
proposed.�
I�would�like�to�address�the�issue�of�the�lands�in�the�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�parcel.�This�is�a�new�acquisition�and�must�
be�carefully�planned.�Horsemen�are�committed�to�multi�use�in�this�area.�Alternative�1�should�be�amended�to�preserve�
stables�where�they�are�because�they�provide�for�quality�of�life�for�the�Coastside�area�and�San�Mateo�County�as�a�
whole.�This�is�a�large�enough�area�that�dogs�on�leash�could�be�allowed.�
The�plan�should�also�address�existing�trails�and�roads�which�should�be�kept�and�maintained�for�equestrian�use.�These�
trails�provide�a�critical�regional�links�from�North�to�South�and�along�the�Bay�Area�Ridge�Trail�alignment.�Most�of�these�
are�appropriate�multi�use�trails�and�good�for�dogs�on�leash�and�in�many�areas�off�leash.�
Thank�you�for�the�opportunity�to�give�you�my�comments.�
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191 L

San�Mateo�County�
Mori�Point:�Conservancy�staff�supports�Alternative�1,�with�its�dual�focus�of�resource�preservation�and�public�trails.�
Millions�of�dollars�of�private�and�public�money���including�$500,000�from�the�Conservancy�is�currently�being�spent�
building�trails�on�this�property.�The�California�Coastal�Trail�runs�through�this�land.�To�“highly�control”�visitor�use,�as�
proposed�in�Alternative�2,�would�negate�the�purpose�of�these�years�of�work�and�millions�of�dollars�of�grants.�

191 L

Pedro�Point:�Again,�Conservancy�staff�supports�Alternative�1,�with�its�emphasis�on�public�trails.�To�restrict�public�access�
(as�proposed�by�Alternative�2)�would�be�inappropriate�for�this�property�which�was�acquired�with�public�funds�and�
provides�a�critical�link�in�the�California�Coastal�Trail.�

191 L

Montara�Lighthouse:�Conservancy�staff�strongly�supports�Alternative�1,�with�a�particular�emphasis�on�enhancing�the�
current�hostel�and�day�use�programming.�The�hostel�should�be�kept�open�to�the�general�public,�not�turned�into�a�
“campus”�with�overnight�accommodations�restricted�to�“program�participants�and�staff’�(as�proposed�in�Alternative�2)�p g p g p p ( p p )
or�people�taking�part�in�a�“historical�immersion�experience”�(Alternative�3).�To�limit�overnight�stays�to�people�who�sign�
up�for�a�program�would�ultimately�mean�that�only�school�groups�and�organized�nonprofits�would�be�able�to�enjoy�this�
absolutely�unique�overnight�experience.�Families,�foreigners,�people�passing�through���these�are�the�people�currently�
using�the�hostel�who�would�be�shut�out�by�Alternatives�2�and�3.�People�should�be�able�to�enjoy�a�night�or�two�in�this�
wonderful�place�without�having�to�sign�up�for�a�“program.”�Instead,�the�hostel�should�be�expanded,�for�general�public�
use,�as�proposed�in�Alternative�,�with�access�from�Highway�1�improved.�
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193 L

In�San�Mateo�County�I�support�most�of�the�proposals�in�Alternative�1�for�all�the�properties.�The�final�plan�should�take�
into�account�the�diverse�nature�of�the�land�in�San�Mateo�County�and�must�allow�for�the�continued�presence�of�the�
horse�facilities.�The�areas�that�have�not�traditionally�been�open�to�equestrians�in�GGNRA�should�be�re�examined�and�
those�properties�opened�up�where�possible.�I�support�the�details�that�ETRAC�and�the�Coastside�Horse�council�have�
proposed.�I�would�like�to�address�the�issue�of�the�lands�in�the�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�parcel.�This�is�a�new�acquisition�
and�must�be�carefully�planned.�Horsemen�are�committed�to�the�multi��use�in�this�area.�Alternative�1�should�be�
amended�to�preserve�stables�where�they�are�because�they�provide�for�quality�of�life�for�the�Coastside�area�and�San�
Mateo�County�as�a�whole.�Additionally,�this�is�a�large�enough�area�that�dogs�on�leash�can�be�allowed.�The�plan�should�
also�address�existing�trails�and�roads,�which�should�be�kept�and�maintained�for�equestrian�use.�These�trails�provide�
critical�regional�links�from�north�and�south�and�along�the�Bay�Area�Ridge�Trail�alignment.�Most�of�these�are�appropriate�
multi�use�trails�and�good�for�dogs�on�leash.�
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I�am�writing�to�provide�comments�on�the�General�Management�Plan/ETS�Newsletter�4,�dated�Spring�2008.�The�
members�of�the�GONRA�Liaison�Committee�of�the�City�of�Pacifica�(GGNRA�LC)�discussed�this�document�at�our�monthly�
meeting�on�May�26,�2008.�We�would�like�to�begin�by�thanking�you�and�your�staff�for�the�production�of�a�professional�
document�that�is�well�done�with�excellent�graphics�and�summary�material�which�make�your�recommendations�easy�to�g p y y
understand.�
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The�GGNRA�LC�understood�the�GMP�update�to�be�premised�on�need�to�have�a�plan�for�the�San�Mateo�properties�
within�the�GGNRA�which�became�part�of�the�park�after�the�GMP�of�1981�was�written.�Because�of�that,�the�committee�
felt�there�should�be�greater�emphasis�on�this�fact,�with�a�commensurate�orientation�of�the�entire�document�toward�
the�land�in�Pacifica�and�unincorporated�San�Mateo�County�which�either�currently�are,�or�are�being�considered�for�
inclusion�in,�the�GGNRA.�
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Members�also�believe�there�should�be�greater�opportunity�in�GGNRA�lands�within�Pacifica�to�be�in�the�‘scenic�corridor”�
designation.�For�example,�we�believe�there�should�be�more�diverse�opportunities�for�recreational�activities�and�access�
at�the�Shelldance�Nursery�Area�and�Picardo�Ranch,�should�it�become�part�of�the�park.�The�GGNRA�LC�believes�there�
should�be�a�commitment�to�maintain�equestrian�trails�at�Picardo�Ranch,�and�there�should�also�be�a�serious�evaluation�
for�the�sitting�of�a�drive��through�facility�to�park�a�truck�and�horse�trailer�somewhere�in�Pacifica.�
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We�recommend�further�exploration�into�the�idea�of�connecting�trails�in�Pacifica�(including�GGNRA�property,�San�Pedro�
Valley�County�Park,�and�other�parklands)�to�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�property�and�McNee�Ranch�State�Park.�These�
options�should�include�using�the�proposed�Bay�Area�Ridge�Trail�which�we�understand�may�traverse�the�Peninsula�
Watershed�property�managed�by�the�San�Francisco�Public�Utilities�Commission.�In�the�same�way�that�we�feel�the�
G1vW�should�expand�on�trail�connections�for�hiking,�the�committee�believes�there�should�be�an�examination�of�public�
transportation�connections.�For�example,�we�like�to�think�there�will�be�great�demand�in�the�near�future�for�hikers�who�
might�walk�from�the�north�or�central�part�of�Pacifica�to�destinations�to�the�south�to�take�a�SAMTRANS�bus�back�north�
at�the�end�of�their�trek.�integrating�these�transportation�concepts�at�this�early�stage�will�further�the�likelihood�of�them�
happening�in�the�future.�
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The�GGNRA�LC�feels�strongly�that�the�“multi�agency�visitor�information�and�orientation�facility”�needs�to�be�in�Pacifica.�
In�this�newsletter,�it�appears�as�if�the�GGNRA�prefers�for�this�visitors�center�to�be�located�in�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra.�
We�agree�that�a�smaller�satellite�center�might�be�appropriate�for�the�southern�entrance�to�the�park;�however,�we�
unanimously�feel�that�Pacifica�must�be�the�location�of�a�larger�visitor�center�as�it�will�have�more�visitation�from�trips�
originating�to�the�north�and�the�Pacifica�has�the�business�and�commercial�infrastructure�to�support�high�levels�of�
visitation.�
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Last,�we�support�the�idea�of�creating�more�structures�and�programs�for�the�youth.�We�know�this�is�important�to�
GGRNA�as�well,�but�suggest�we�explore�opportunities�for�constructing�facilities�dedicated�to�youth�programs,�which�
will�serve�as�possible�stewardship�and�internship�opportunities�for�students�and�young�adults.�

195 L
We�thank�you�and�your�staff�for�your�dedication�and�hard�work.�We�continue�to�be�grateful�for�all�that�you�have�done�
and�continue�to�do�for�the�advancement�of�park�lands�in�and�near�Pacifica.�
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In�Pacifica,�to�connect�the�existing�coastal�trail,�the�GGNRA�should�explore�the�idea�of�acquiring�the�small�beach�area�at�
the�end�of�Manor�Boulevard,�just�west�of�the�post�office.�The�city�of�Pacifica�owns�this�property,�but�it�would�likely�be�
better�managed�by�the�GGNRA,�which�has�more�experience�and�resources.�It’s�presently�somewhat�fenced,�with�no�
benches,�ice�plant�rather�than�natives,�and�nothing�to�welcome�visitors�other�than�the�magnificent�coastal�view.�
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San�Mateo�County����There�are�only�two�small�sites�where�"diverse�opportunities"�(a�designation�that�includes�off�leash�
dog�walking)�will�be�allowed�in�Alternatives�1�and�3.�The�areas�for�Diverse�Opportunities�and�recreational�access�and�
uses�must�be�expanded.�They�are�too�small�in�both�alternatives.

209 L

Our�San�Mateo�County�Historical�Association�is�most�excited�about�your�creating�a�new�General�Management�Plan!�
Environmental�Impact�Statement�for�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area�(GGNRA).�GGNRA�had�few�San�Mateo�
County�interests�when�it�was�formed,�but�now�has�substantial�properties,�easements�and�partnerships�within�our�
county.�We�will�enjoy�working�with�your�staff�on�the�Historic�Resources�Study�for�your�holdings.�We�are�now�forming�
an�agreement�with�Park�Historian�Stephen�Haller�to�complete�this�document.�We�also�look�forward�to�adding�our�
comments�to�your�planning�process�and�hope�that�further�partnerships�can�be�formed�between�our�organization,�the�
GGNRA�and�the�San�Mateo�County�Parks�and�Recreation�Division.�
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We�read�with�enthusiasm�your�“preliminary�alternatives�for�San�Mateo�County”,�especially�the�paragraph�in�the�
overview�section�in�“Alternative�1”�which�refers�to:�“development�of�a�multi�agency�visitor�information�and�
orientation�facility”�which�will�be�“located�along�Highway�1”�and�“could�be�shared�by�the�National�Park�Service/�
GGNRA,�San�Mateo�County.�California�State�Parks...�and�other�organizations.”��We�propose�that�you�consider�the�y g p p y
Sanchez�Adobe�Historic�Site�in�Pacifica�as�a�possible�location�for�visitor�services�and/or�interpretive�programming.�The�
Adobe�Site,�owned�by�San�Mateo�County�and�operated�by�the�Historical�Association,�is�just�10�blocks�off�Highway�1,�
has�ample�parking�and�consists�of�5�acres,�much�of�which�can�be�utilized�for�interpretive�purposes.�It�is�also,�historically�
speaking,�central�to�the�story�of�your�properties.�
It�is�in�close�proximity�to�your�Sweeney�Ridge�from�which�Gaspar�de�Portola�discovered�the�San�Francisco�Bay�in�1769.�
As�you�know�this�discovery�is�regarded�as�one�of�the�most�important�of�the�Spanish�colonial�period�in�the�regions�north�
of�Mexico.�Our�Historical�Association�has�long�been�involved�in�researching�and�recording�Portola’s�expedition.�Our�
museum’s�founder,�Dr.�Frank�Stanger,�helped�translate�the�original�journals�of�the�main�characters�of�the�discovery�
part,�identified�their�camp�sites�on�the�Peninsula�and�wrote�scholarly�articles�and�a�book�about�the�party’s�exploits.�
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The�largest�artifact�on�the�site�is�the�adobe�house�that�belonged�to�Francisco�Sanchez,�the�one�time�alcalde�of�San�
Francisco,�commandant�of�the�San�Francisco�Presidio�and�leader�of�the�Californians�when�they�faced�U.S.�Marines�at�
the�Battle�of�Santa�Clara.�Sanchez’s�story�will�certainly�relate�to�the�history�of�your�Rancho�Corral�de�Terra�of�the�same�
era,�which�was�possessed�by�Francisco’s�neighbors.�While�the�house�represents�the�state’s�Mexican�period,�actually�
the�site’s�history�is�important�to�all�three�of�the�earliest�California�eras.�An�Ohlone�Indian�village�called�Pruristac�thrived�
here.�During�mission�times,�an�outpost�stood�on�the�site�that�supplied�the�Mission�at�San�Francisco�with�food�and�
other�raw�materials.�This�was�a�substantial�operation,�the�largest�of�its�kind�in�California.�At�one�point�as�many�people�
lived�and�worked�at�the�outpost�as�did�at�the�Mission�itself.�
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Our�primary�program�at�the�Sanchez�Adobe�consists�of�a�well�established�hands�on�history�program�for�youngsters�in�
the�3t(�and�4th�grades�studying�California�History.�While�learning�about�the�site’s�relationship�to�the�first�three�eras�of�
the�state,�the�kids�make�their�own�adobe�bricks,�learn�how�to�use�a�lariat,�grind�corn,�make�candles�and�participate�in�
other�learning�activities.�The�program�is�so�popular�that�when�we�open�it�for�reservations�in�the�spring,�within�two�
weeks�it�is�booked�for�the�entire�next�school�year.�We�keep�the�site�open�to�the�public�five�days�a�week�����Tuesday�
through�Thursday�and�both�weekend�days.�
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While�the�programs�are�great,�the�County�and�Historical�Association�have�not�substantially�improved�the�site�for�
interpretive�purposes�since�the�1950’s.�Obviously,�work�is�needed.�Recognizing�this,�last�year�we�completed�a�master�
plan�for�the�site�that�includes�better�utilization�of�the�property�and�the�building�of�an�interpretive�center.�This�is�the�
perfect�time�for�us�to�have�you�involved�and�include�the�history�of�the�GGNRA’s�holdings�on�the�County’s�coast�as�part�
of�our�efforts.�We�hope�that�we�can�convince�your�staff�to�come�to�the�Adobe�Site,�and�with�County�Parks�and�
Recreation�representatives,�discuss�how�we�can�formulate�a�proposal�that�could�get�us�all�working�together.�We�are�
convinced�that�from�an�interpretive�point�of�view,�and�from�the�standpoint�of�best�utilization�of�all�our�resources,�a�
productive�joint�effort�can�be�created.�

209 L

The�San�Mateo�County�Historical�Association�is�a�1500�member,�non�profit�organization�that�was�established�in�1935.�
We�currently�operate�two�historic�sites�in�the�County;�besides�the�Sanchez�Adobe�we�also�conduct�the�programming�at�
the�Woodside�Store�for�the�County�Parks�and�Recreation�Division.�Our�largest�recent�effort�began�10�years�ago�when�
we�moved�our�San�Mateo�County�History�Museum�to�the�40,000�square�foot�“old”�courthouse�in�Redwood�City.�Since�
that�time�we�have�spent�$20�million�dollars�to�restore�the�building�and�make�it�one�of�the�best�county�history�
museums�anywhere�(I�hope�you�can�visit�us�sometime).�While�$10�million�came�from�a�variety�of�governmental�
sources,�the�balance�was�raised�through�private�contributions.�
We�believe�that�with�the�County,�we�forge�a�great�partnership�with�the�GGNRA.�We�look�forward�to�your�response.�
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Our�comments�regarding�San�Mateo�County�are�very�limited.�We�support�Alternative�2.�We�are�specifically�favorable�
to�the�plan�to�designate�Mori�Point�a�sensitive�resource�zone.�Trails�should�be�constructed�in�such�a�way�that�they�
direct�people�away�from�sensitive�habitat�areas.�It�would�be�prudent�to�plan�for�the�eventual�restoration�of�Laguna�
Salada.�While�not�being�specific�about�the�SFPUC�Watershed,�GGAS�does�not�support�additional�access�to�the�
watershed.�Should�a�plan�be�developed�to�allow�additional�access�it�should�be�highly�restricted.�Access�should�be�
restricted�to�foot�traffic�and�all�hikers�should�be�accompanied�by�trained�staff�or�docents.�The�San�Francisco�Peninsula�
Watershed�is�home�to�more�listed�species�than�all�of�GGNRA.�One�probable�reason�for�that�is�that�the�land�has�not�
been�grazed�and�over�used�by�people.�It�is�our�position�that�it�should�remain,�for�all�intents�and�purposes,�a�habitat�
refuge�in�which�a�very�small�part�of�the�Bay�Area’s�natural�history�is�preserved.�Activities�that�might�threaten�that�goal�
are�inappropriate�and�should�be�prohibited.
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That�said,�here�are�my�comments�specifically�for�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra:�
Alternative�1:�I�read�this�as�preserving�the�existing�stables�(equestrian�boarding�facilities),�and�accordingly,�I�support�
this�Alternative,�I�like�this�alternative�because�it�seems�to�support�the�view�that�with�proper�management�(run�off�and�
waste�containment�practices),�equestrian�facilities�can�co�exist�without�negative�impact�to�water�quality�and�the�
natural�habitat.�I�would�add�to�this�alternative�the�following:�(1)�that�the�equestrian�facilities�be�managed�under�long�g ( ) q g g
term�leases�or�other�long�term�arrangement,�so�that�management�can�invest�in�maintenance�and�management�of�the�
facilities�without�fear�that�the�use�will�expire,�(2)�that�youth�education�programs�like�4�H�and�FFA�be�allowed�to�
continue�to�use�the�equestrian�areas�and�(3)�that�existing�trails�be�maintained�for�horses�and�others,�and�new�unpaved�
trails�be�added�in�the�new�areas�of�the�GGNRA�lands�if�possible.�Alternative�2:�I�do�not�support�this�alternative�because�
it�mandates�relocation�or�removal�of�equestrian�facilities.�I�do�not�support�moving�the�equestrian�facilities�unless�there�
is�a�proven�SCIENTIFIC�reason�for�a�specific�facility�and�the�way�it�is�managed�—�not�just�an�unfounded�assumption�that�
there�is�a�negative�impact�in�connection�with�current�stable�location.�Finally,�I�support�the�details�that�ETRAC�and�the�
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2.�EQUESTRIANS�ON�GGNRA�LANDs;�WHY�HORSES?�Since�the�dawn�of�civilization,�horses�and�humans�have�enjoyed�a�
remarkable�partnership—in�war,�in�peace,�in�farm�fields,�and�on�city�streets,�horses�have�worked�for�us,�carried�us,�
comforted�us,�and�inspired�us.�Today�San�Mateo�County,�urbanized�as�it�is,�enjoys�a�healthy�mix�of�city�and�rural�life,�
with�horses�continuing�to�play�an�important�role�in�local�economies,�family�and�group�activities,�summer�camps,�
sporting�events�and�competitions,�rehabilitation�of�the�emotionally�and�physically�handicapped,�and�more.�Much�of�
the�GGNRA�lands�in�Marin�and�San�Mateo�counties�comprise�lands�where�horses�where�bred,�raised,�worked,�and�
ridden.�It�is�part�of�this�land’s�history.�(When�the�GGNRA�was�in�the�process�of�purchasing�the�West�Marin�lands,�old�
locals�swore�to�me�that�one�parcel�of�the�Bolinas�to�Olema�GGNRA�was�originally�transferred�from�its�Spanish�land�
grant�owner�to�another�gentleman�in�trade�for�a�black�stallion.)�
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SAN�MATEO�COUNTY.�We�only�commented�on�areas�where�we�ride�and�hike.�We�endorse�the�recommendations�from�
the�Equestrian�Trail�Riders�Action�Coalition�(ETRAC)�and�the�Coastside�Horse�Council�(CHC)�for�the�other�areas.�
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Milagra�Ridge�should�be�managed�to�protect�its�natural�character�and�give�access�to�its�visitors�with�a�system�of�trails.�
Alternative�One�(1)�is�the�best�choice�even�though�it�states�that�trail�improvements�will�be�limited.�If�no�trails�are�
available,�people�will�create�their�own.�As�the�National�Park�Service�has�no�staff�to�patrol�these�parks�to�stop�people�
from�doing�so,�it�is�in�the�best�interest�of�all�the�plants�and�animal�species�we�are�trying�to�protect�that�you�allow�
people�to�access�this�land�with�a�well�developed�trail�system.�Giving�controlled�access�to�the�land�for�recreation�use�
(carefully�developed�trail�system,�volunteer�monitoring,�etc.)�will�help�preserve�the�wild�character�of�the�area�and�its�
inhabitants.�The�Bay�Area�Ridge�Trail�connecting�Milagra�Point�to�Sweeney�Ridge�is�an�important�and�a�long�awaited�
improvement.�At�this�time,�equestrians�cannot�access�Milagra�Ridge,�because�there�is�no�provision�for�trailer�parking.�
Trailer�parking�for�equestrians�should�be�provided,�and�trails�should�not�be�paved�but�left�in�their�natural�state�in�
harmony�with�the�wild�nature�of�the�area.�
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SHELLDANCE�NURSERY�AREA:�Alternative�One�(I)�“A�Diverse�Opportunities�Zone”�is�the�best�choice.�The�area�is�well�
suited�for�a�community�stewardship�center�and�park�orientation�and�information�center;�there�are�already�in�place�p p
buildings�and�an�infrastructure�to�serve�this�purpose.�The�alternative�proposes�improved�access�from�Highway�One�(1):�
this�is�a�very�important�consideration.�The�alternative�should�also�include�improving�the�crossing�of�Highway�One�(I)�to�
reach�Mori�Point�by�foot,�bike,�or�horse.�The�road�to�the�site�is�very�steep�and�is�not�safely�accessible�for�horse�trailers.�
Parking�for�horse�trailers�could�be�provided�at�the�bottom�in�the�vacant�parcel�of�land�there,�and�a�trail�to�the�Sweeny�
Ridge�Trailhead�built.�For�all�visitors,�an�experience�on�Sweeney�Ridge�would�be�enhanced�by�connecting�Mori�Point,�
Sharp�Park�Beach,�Cattle�Hill,�Picardo�Ranch,�San�Pedro�Valley�Park,�Mc�Nee�Ranch�State�Park,�and�Rancho�Corral�De�
Tierra�to�the�latter.�It�will�accomplish�the�mission�of�the�National�Park�Service:�i.e.�connecting�people�with�parks�by�
means�of�providing�recreational�activities.�Up�the�road�from�the�Sweeney�Ridge�Trailhead,�the�existing�trail�access�
around�the�gate�needs�to�be�improved.�Equestrians�use�this�area�a�great�deal;�it�is�located�next�to�three�horse�boarding�
facilities.�



San�Mateo�County�
Public�Comments

20�of�32

g

216 L

c)�SWEENEY�RIDGE�INCLUDING�CATTLE�HILL�AND�PIcARD0�RANCH:�A�combination�of�alternatives�One�(1)�and�Two�(2)�is�
the�best�choice.�Alternative�Three�(3)�is�so�vague�that�commentary�is�not�possible.�Protecting�the�natural�landscape�is�
very�important,�but�to�experience�that�landscape�through�trail�use,�primitive�camping�is,�as�well,�very�important.�The�
existing�trail�system�through�this�area�could�be�improved�without�disturbing�the�local�animals�and�plants.�This�land�is�
rugged;�trails�are�rough,�but�it�does�offer�great�potential�for�visitors�to�enjoy�the�coastal�ecosystem�and�to�connect�
with�the�park�system�and�the�historical�significance�of�the�site�(war,�ranching,�and�discovery).�Access�to�Sweeney�Ridge�
from�the�top�of�Fassler�Avenue�should�be�made�possible�by�removing�the�huge�rock�blocking�the�entrance.�Presently�
one�or�two�horse�trailers�can�park�in�a�cul�de�sac�one�block�from�the�gate�at�the�top�of�Fassler;�the�only�way�to�provide�
more�access�for�horse�trailers�would�be�to�create�a�parking�lot/turn�around�inside�the�locked�gate.�This�might�not�be�
feasible�or�possible�from�a�park�or�from�a�neighborhood/traffic�pattern�standpoint.�The�trails�from�Fassler�are�well�
suited�to�horses,�however;�they�are�not�frequently�used�by�hikers�or�bicyclists�and�are�wide�enough�and/or�provide�
enough�passing�alternatives�that�mixed�use�would�not�be�a�problem.�The�only�other�ways�to�access�these�beautiful�
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The�trail�from�Fassler�up�Sweeney�Ridge�also�contains�a�fire�gate�about�I�mile�from�the�initial�locked�gate�at�Fassler.�
This�fire�gate,�when�closed�and�locked�as�it�is�now,�will�not�accommodate�horse�passage�and�a�passage�around�this�
gate�would�have�to�be�considered�should�you�plan�to�keep�this�fire�gate�closed�and�locked.�GGNRA�should�pursue�the�
acquisition�of�the�Picardo�Ranch,�but�only�under�the�condition�of�retaining�the�existing�tables�in�place.�The�presence�of�q y g p p
an�equestrian�ranch�on�these�lands�enhances�the�visitors’�experience,�provides�easy�and�beautiful�access�to�the�
surrounding�area,�including�Sweeney�Ridge,�and�provides�additional�recreational�activities�to�Bay�Area�residents.�
Horses�when�managed�properly�are�not�disruptive�to�the�ecosystem,�and�they�remind�us�of�their�historical�importance�
in�the�Portola�Expedition�as�painted�in�the�artist’s�conception�of�the�expedition�in�the�National�Park�Service�brochures�
for�Sweeney�Ridge.�Modest�visitor�support�facilities�at�Picardo�Ranch�proposed�in�Alternative�two�(2)�makes�good�
sense.�Picardo�Ranch�is�situated�in�a�neighborhood�area�of�Pacifica�and�is�very�accessible�by�foot�traffic;�it�borders�a�
local�high�school,�inviting�educational�collaboration�and�volunteer�activities�connected�with�the�high�school.�A�place�to�
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d)�MORI�POINT�
Alternative�One�(1)�“Connecting�People�with�the�Parks”�is�the�best�choice.�It�will�restore�this�scenic�land�from�the�
damages�of�a�former�quarry�operation�and�the�erosion�created�by�illegal�off�road�vehicles�while�also�improving�access�
to�the�land.�
On�the�west�side�of�Mori�Point,�the�existing�trails�are�in�terrible�shape�and�need�to�be�rebuilt.�These�trails�must�remain�
unpaved�and�multiuse,�because�the�Coastal�Trail�travels�this�area.�Paved�trails�are�not�only�unsafe�for�horses�but�are�
completely�contrary�to�the�idea�of�preserving�and�restoring�the�costa!�ecosystem.�In�addition,�paved�trails�in�an�area�as�
perpetually�foggy�as�Mori�Point�become�slick�and�dangerous�for�horses,�hikers,�and�bicyclists.�
A�connector�trail�between�the�Pacifica�Rockaway�Beach,�the�Pacifica�Linda�Mar�Beach,�and�San�Pedro�Point�should�be�
planned�and�built.�
At�the�Mori�Point�Trailhead,�there�is�at�the�present�time�parking�for�a�one�horse�trailer�if�the�spot�is�not�blocked�by�a�
car.�Because�there�is�ample�space,�it�would�improve�all�users’�experience�if�you�were�to�build�a�separate�parking�lot�for�
horse�trailers.�Tie�posts�and�water�for�people,�dogs,�and�horses�should�be�made�available.�
Alternative�two�(2)�is�not�an�option,�because�it�controls�and�limits�the�access�to�this�beautiful�area�to�the�local�
residents.�Within�this�highly�populated�urban�area,�this�area�is�extensively�use�by�hikers,�dog�walkers,�and�equestrians.�
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e)�PEDRO�POINT,�DEVIL’S�SLIDE,�AND�SAN�PEDRO�MOUNTAIN�)
On�the�subject�of�Pedro�Point�and�San�Pedro�Mountain:�The�best�alternative�is�Alternative�One�(1).�
Equestrians�did�ride�the�trails�a�great�deal�until�the�area�became�land�locked�a�year�or�two�ago.�The�acquisition�of�the�
land�by�GGNRA�will�be�excellent�only�if�it�will�give�us�access�to�the�trails�again.�A�parking�area�for�horse�trailers�and�a�
connector�trail�to�the�nearby�beach�at�Linda�Mar�Boulevard�should�also�be�provided.�
A�crossing�of�Highway�One�(1)�at�the�Old�San�Pedro�Road�to�reach�this�park�should�be�planned�as�well;�the�present�
crossing�of�Highway�One�at�the�Old�San�Pedro�Road�is�very�dangerous�because�of�continuous�traffic.�
Once�the�Devil’s�Slide�tunnel�project�is�finished,�the�idea�of�adding�Devil’s�Slide�area�to�the�existing�trail�system�is�very�
exciting.�Trails�should�be�planned�to�connect�Devil’s�slide�to�each�of�the�following�parks:�San�Pedro�Point,�Mc�Nee�State�
Park,�Montara�Mountain,�and�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra.�
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RANCHO�CORRAL�DE�TIERRA�
The�recommendation�you�received�from�the�Equestrian�Trail�Riders’�Action�Committee�(ETRAC)�and�the�Coastside�
Horse�Council�for�the�area�are�in�accordance�with�our�vision�for�the�management�of�the�area.�
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g)�SFPUC�WATERSHED�EASEMENTS�
Alternative�One�(1)�is�the�best�choice�for�the�management�of�SFPUC�Watershed�Easements,�giving�the�public�long�
awaited�for�access�to�this�beautiful�land.�
Connecting�SFPUC�Watershed�with�the�adjacent�parks�is�very�important.�A�connector�trail�over�Whithing�Ridge�is�a�
wonderful�suggestion,�considering�that�opening�the�existing�locked�gates�is�all�that�would�be�necessary�to�make�it�
happen,�and�it�would�connect�Sweeney�Ridge�to�Montara�Mountain.�The�trails�are�fire�roads,�which�would�easily�
convert�as�multiuse�trails.�
Alternative�two�(2)is�not�an�option,�because�it�drastically�limits�the�public�use�of�SFPUC�Watershed.�
Alternative�three�(3)�offers�an�interpretive�station�to�highlight�the�scope�of�the�water�system;�this�is�an�interesting�idea�
that�should�be�implemented.�
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SAN�MATEO�
The�San�Mateo�sites�that�we�have�addressed�below�are�only�mentioned�in�this�GMP�newsletter�are�to�manage�the�
protection�or�preservation�of�natural�resources�when,�in�fact,�there�is�a�large�suburban�population�who�either�run,�walk�
or�hike,�walk�with�their�dogs�off�leash,�horseback�ride,�and/or�bike�in�these�areas.�The�GGNRA�GMP�does�not�appear�to�
consider�recreational�values�as�a�major�interest�here,�which�is�incorrect.�Also,�the�GGNRA�is�planting�new�endangered�j p g g
species�in�San�Mateo�sites�where�there�were�none�before.�

217 L

Milagra�Ridge�
A�slight�clarification�here�as�it�is�the�northwest�slope�that�allows�for�potential�development�of�the�Bay�Area�Ridge�Trail�
connection�to�the�coast.�And�the�parking�is�extremely�limited�only�parking�for�4�cars.�We�would�encourage�that�the�Bay�
Area�Ridge�Trail�leave�enough�room�for�multiple�recreation�user�groups,�including�but�not�limited�to�hikers,�runners,�off�
leash�dog�walkers,�horses�and�bikers.�Additional�visitor�amenities�to�improve�accessibility,�trailhead�parking,�restrooms�
and�picnic�facilities�would�support�and�enhance�the�visitor�experience.�
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Mori�Point�
This�section�does�not�accurately�depict�the�current�condition�of�the�site.�This�site�is�directly�adjacent�to�a�neighborhood�
and�subsequently,�there�is�very�limited�parking�for�folks�who�want�to�walk,�walk�their�dogs�off�leash�and�generally�
enjoy�the�area.�There�is�NO�handicap�parking�available,�so�disabled�folks�don’t�have�access�to�walk�their�dogs�off�leash�
there.�The�GGNRA�could�put�some�fences�around�the�vernal�pool�areas�(and�other�sensitive�species)�as�neighborhood�
kids�have�a�tendency�to�play�in�these�areas.�Additional�visitor�amenities�to�improve�accessibility,�trailhead�parking,�
restrooms�and�picnic�facilities�would�support�and�enhance�the�visitor�experience.�
[THIS�LETTER�MAY�BE�CUTOFF�IN�THE�DATABASE]
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Sweeney�Ridge,�Milagra�Ridge:�
•�Preserve�the�natural�landscape�and�develop�an�interconnecting�trail�network�
•�No�need�to�downgrade�Sneath�Lane,�that�money�could�be�used�for�habitat�restoration�
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�
Mori�Point:�
Alternative�2�
General�Statement:�You�lose�your�experience�with�nature�with�too�many�improvements�like�overnight�
accommodations,�food�service�and�visitors�center�were�people�congregate.�Many�trails�are�little�used�and�provide�a�
much�better�enjoyment�and�feeling�of�nature
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For�equestrian�facilities/trails�in�San�Francisco�&�San�Mateo�counties,�I�support�the�recommendations�of�the�equestrian�q q
facilities�located�in�the�affected�areas,�and�the�local�Horse�Councils/Associations.
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Thank�you�for�the�opportunity�to�provide�comments�on�the�General�Management�Plan/EIS�Newsletter�4,�dated�Spring�
2008.�We’d�like�to�preface�our�comments�with�an�expression�of�appreciation�for�the�long�standing�partnership�
between�the�GGNRA�and�the�City�of�Pacifica�that�has�led�to�the�protection�and�restoration�of�important�open�space.�In�
addition,�the�GGNRA�and�the�Parks�Conservancy�should�be�lauded�for�the�recent�restoration�work�on�Mori�Point,�and�
the�continuing�maintenance�efforts�on�upper�Milagra�Ridge.�
The�following�comments�were�discussed�and�agreed�upon�at�the�City�Council�meeting�of�July�28,�2008.�The�City’s�
GGGNRA�Liaison�Committee�recently�sent�a�letter�containing�comments�on�the�GMP�newsletter,�and�the�City�Council�
concurs�with�those�comments.�While�we�clearly�recognize�the�inherent�value�of�open�space�and�park�lands,�it�is�vital�
that�we�reinforce�the�positive�economic�component�of�these�amenities.�To�that�end,�we�strongly�believe�that�the�
visitor�center�needs�to�be�located�in�the�City�of�Pacifica,�where�our�established�visitor�serving�uses�may�benefit�from�
the�increased�visitor�traffic�and�the�infrastructure�exists�to�better�serve�visitors.�Increased�access�and�connectivity�to�
other�trails�and�recreation�areas,�such�as�the�Bay�Area�Ridge�Trail�and�the�San�Francisco�Watershed�property,�should�be�
an�important�component�of�the�GMP�update.�The�GMP�update�should�also�provide�for�the�continuation�of�the�
Shelldance�Nursery.�This�well�established�use�attracts�many�visitors�and�is�a�benefit�to�both�the�GGNRA�and�the�City.�
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In�San�Mateo�County�I�support�most�of�the�proposals�in�Alternative�1�for�all�the�properties.�The�final�plan�should�take�
into�account�the�diverse�nature�of�the�land�in�San�Mateo�County�and�MUST�allow�for�the�continued�presence�of�the�
horse�facilities.�The�areas�that�have�not�traditionally�been�open�to�equestrians�in�the�GGNRA�should�be�re�examined�
and�those�properties�opened�up�where�possible.�I�support�the�details�that�ETRAC�and�the�Coastside�Horse�Council�have�
proposed.�
I�would�like�to�address�the�issue�of�the�lands�in�the�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�parcel.�This�is�a�new�acquisition�and�must�
be�carefully�planned.�Horsemen�are�committed�to�multi�use�in�this�area.�Alternative�1�should�be�amended�to�preserve�
stables�where�they�are�because�they�provide�for�quality�of�life�for�the�Coastside�area�and�San�Mateo�County�as�a�
whole.�This�is�a�large�enough�area�that�dogs�on�leash�could�be�allowed.�
The�plan�should�also�address�existing�trails�and�roads�which�should�be�kept�and�maintained�for�equestrian�use.�These�
trails�provide�a�critical�regional�link�from�North�to�South�and�along�the�Bay�Area�Ridge�Trail�alignment.�Most�of�these�
are�appropriate�multi�use�trails�and�good�for�dogs�on�leash�and�in�many�areas�off��leash.�
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Here's�a�set�of�docs�I�have�gathered�recently�regarding�trail�camp
feasibility�along�the�Ridge�Trail�alignment.��It's�a�mixed�bag������the
EBRPD�docs�indicate�they�are�actively�going�forward�with�trail�camp
development�(they�are�in�actual�construction�phase�on�2�camps�along�the�RT
alignment)������the�hiker�hut�docs�are�more�info�only�regarding�how�it�has
been�done�elsewhere�(and�the�Sierra�Club�'hut'�in�Sam�McDonald�Park�is�more
like�a�chalet!),�the�email�from�Jane�Mark�regarding�her�presentation�to
field�staff�supervisors�simply�records�comments�received,�and�the�Shenandoah
brochure�shows�pretty�much�all�you�need�to�know�about�how�their�Appalachian
Trail�camp�program�operates.

I�have�no�particular�favorite�version�of�a�backcountry�camp������it's�very
early�days,�and�there�are�too�many�variables�to�make�determinations�yet����
but�these�docs�show�a�bit�of�the�flavor�of�options�available.��Also,�note
that�Santa�Clara�County�Parks�Dept�has�recently�adopted�a�plan�to�develop
yurts�in�some�of�their�parks,�which�may�be�adaptable�to�the�trail�campy p p p
concept.

Some�things�that�we�all�will�need�to�consider�might�include:
����How�long�the�interval�between�the�sites�should�be�(10�15�miles?)
����How�big�should�the�sites�be?��(Ie:�how�many�people�to�accommodate)
����Will�parking�be�accommodated?
����What�minimum�development/services�would�be�available/provided?�(ie:
potable�water,�shelter,�restrooms,�fire�rings,�etc)
����Will�reservations�be�required?
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I�understand�that�there�are�future�plans�that�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area�(GGNRA)�will�purchase�the�land�
known�as�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra.��Peninsula�Open�Space�Trust�currently�owns�and�manages�the�approximately�4,200�
acres�and�land�and�rents�portions�of�it�to�Ember�Ridge,�Ocean�View,�Moss�Beach�Ranch�and�Renegade�Ranch.�The�
GGNRA�will�make�changes�with�regards�to�the�structure,�use�and�operation�of�the�ranches�from�what�we�know�today.

When�I�read�the�General�Management�Plan,�it�appears�that�Alternative�1�would�provide�the�best�natural�and�diverse�
opportunities�and�allow�the�stables�to�remain�in�Corral�de�Tierra.��I�would�hope�that�visitor�amenities�are�either�
maintained�or�improved,�not�reduced�or�made�"more�primitive."

Please�register�my�support�for�Alternative�1�–Connecting�People�with�Parks,�for�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra.

248 E

We�have�lived�at�this�address�since�1983�and�during
that�time�we�have�had�lease�or�licensing�agreements
with�owners�of�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�to�keep�up�to�3
horses�and�4�goats�on�about�five,�fenced��in�acres.�
We�currently�have�a�licensing�agreement�with�POST�andg
would�like�to�continue�that�agreement�with�GGNRA.
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On�all�of�your�maps�of�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra,�you
show�this�area�as�"natural"�which,�on�the�face�of�it,�
offers�little�hope�for�continuing�our�license
agreement,�but�I�think�it�might�be�instructive�to
point�out�a�few�features�of�this�part�of�the�Rancho.��
�����Our�house�was�completed�in�1973�and�was�one�of
the�last�houses�built�in�this�subdivision,�but�it�was
not�the�last�house�Mr�Dolger�had�planned�to�build
here...
������East�of�Harbour�Drive�is�a�construction�pad�for
another�flight�of�houses.��Mr�Dolger�bulldozed�the�top
soil�north�onto�the�designated�"school�lot"�and�then
covered�the�area�with�weathered�granodiorite
transported�from�the�marine�terrace�to�the�east.��Thatp
haulage�road�is�now�eroded�into�a��widening�gully�that
carries�a�seasonal�stream.��Two�other�seasonal�streams
are�deeply�eroded�into�the�construction�pad�and��flood
part�of�the�area�each�winter�and�have�flooded�the
backyard�of�100�Harbour�Drive�occasionally�in�the
past.�
������Mr.�Dolger��did�not�build�houses�on�this
construction�pad�because�Proposition�20�passed�in�1973
creating�the��Coastal�Commission.��Based�on�historic�air�photos�from�the�USGS
archive�and�the�above�information,�it�appears�that
restoring�the�"natural�habitat,�processes,�and
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We�have�a�licensing�agreement�with�POST
primarily�because�the�horses�and�goats�reduce�the�fire
load�on�that�part�of�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra
immediately��east�of�the�houses�on�Harbour�Drive.��On
Monday,�July�7th,�some�kids�set�off�a�firecracker�on
the�trail�that�extends�onto�your�land�from�the�east
end�of�Coral�Reef....a�small�fire�burned�a�strip�of
grass�and�low�brush�about�100�yards�long�and�30�yards
wide�just�north�of�the�large�grove�of�eucalyptus�at
the�east�end�of�Coral�Reef�Ave.���I�called�911�and�it
took�12�minutes�for�the�fire�trucks�to�arrive.��The
wind�was�gentle�out�of�the�west�and�the�morning�had
been�overcast�and�foggy......If�this�situation�had
occurred�in�October�when�the�Santa�Anna�winds�blow
hard�from�the�east,�the�houses�on�Coral�Reef�Ave�and
Harbour�Drive�would�have�been�in�jeopardy..j p y
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Gulf�of�the�Farallones�National�Marine�Sanctuary�(GFNMS)�has�reviewed�the�General
Management�Plan�(GMP)�Preliminary�Alternatives�provided�in�Newsletter�4�dated�Spring�2008
for�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreational�Area�(GGNRA).�GFNMS�manages�the�waters�and
submerged�lands�of�GGNRA�off�the�Coast�of�San�Mateo�and�Marin�Counties�to�the�mean�high
tide,�including�the�tidal�waters�and�submerged�lands�currently�adjacent�to,�and�overlapping
jurisdiction�with�GGNRA.�Therefore,�we�plan�to�be�an�active�stakeholder,�partner�and
collaborator�in�the�implementation�of�the�GMP.
All�comments�provided�herein�discuss�GFNMS'�suggestions�on�shaping�the�preferred
alternative(s),�focus�on�the�impacts�to�GFNMS,�and�examine�the�need�for�the�inclusion�and
clarification�ofGFNMS�jurisdiction.�We�have�specific�comments�on�several�preliminary
alternatives�for�Marin�and�San�Mateo�Counties�and�some�overall�comments�on�the�maps�and�the
management�zones.
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General�Comments
GFNMS�supports�the�general�approach�of�three�Concepts�and�Guiding�Principles�as�presented�in
the�newsletter.�In�particular,�we�encourage�GGNRA�to�acknowledge�specific�regional
collaborations�and�partnerships�when�describing�potential�actions�under�each�of�the�alternatives,
including�the�preferred�alternative.�We�also�encourage�an�ecosystem�based�approach�to�actions
in�the�preferred�alternative.
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GFNMS�supports�all�actions�in�the�preliminary�alternatives�that�protect�coastal�streams�from
erosion�and�restore�riparian�habitat.�We�encourage�GGNRA�to�protect�and�improve�water
quality�in�the�creeks�that�drain�into�Sanctuary�waters.�Improving�water�quality�in�areas�of
management�along�coastal�streams�and�land�use�in�the�coastal�zone�including�Slide�Ranch,�Muir
Beach�and�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�helps�protect�sanctuary�resources.
GFNMS�regulations�prohibit�discharging�or�depositing�any�material�or�other�matter�directly�into
the�Sanctuary�from�the�land�[15�CFR�§�922.83�(a)(2)].�It�is�critical�that�any�land�uses�within
GGNRA�along�the�shoreline�have�clean�discharges.�Actions�that�improve�offshore�water�quality
should�be�incorporated�into�the�preferred�alternative.
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San�Mateo�County
Pedro�Point�and�Devil's�Slide:�GFNMS�supports�Preliminary�Alternative�2,�sensitive�resources
Management�Zone�to�protect�the�breeding�Common�Murre�and�Brandt's�Cormorant�colony�on
Devil's�Slide�Rock.�This�colony�was�completely�abandoned�in�1988.�As�a�result,�in�1996,�a�$�5
million,�lO�year�restoration�project�to�restore�the�Murres�to�Devil's�Slide�Rock�was�launched.
The�project�used�social�attraction,�with�decoys,�calls�and�mirrors�to�attract�birds�back�to�the
abandoned�colony.�The�funding�was�approved�as�part�of�the�Apex�Houston�oil�spill�restorationy pp p p p
fund,�along�with�monitoring�for�success�at�the�rock.
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The�restoration�effort�at�Devil's�Slide�Rock�has�yielded�successes,�and�in�2007�there�were�392
breeding�pairs�on�the�rock.�However,�the�biologists�monitoring�this�colony�and�the�colonies�off
of�the�coast�of�Marin�identified�human�based�disturbance�as�one�of�the�factors�impeding�recovery
at�particular�colonies.�Since�this�first�restoration�project,�over�$�6.2�million�dollars�of�restoration
funds�have�been�spent�on�this�colony.�It�is�also�expected�that�the�Luckenbach�restoration�plan
will�continue�funding�for�the�next�20�years.�The�goal�is�to�return�the�colony�to�3,000�Common
Murres,�which�was�the�estimated�colony�size�in�1979.�In�order�to�achieve�this�goal�it�is�critical
to�minimize�human�access�to�the�rock�and�the�surrounding�cliffs.�This�area�is�prone�to
disturbances�from�aircraft�and�vessels,�so�it�is�critical�to�prevent�adding�an�additional�stressor�to
this�colony.�We�recommend�that�the�preferred�alternative�includes�specific�actions�to�protect
Devil's�Slide�Rock�and�the�surrounding�coastal�bluffs,�and�any�proposed�coastal�access�is
constructed�in�a�way�that�does�not�jeopardize�this�ongoing�restoration�project.
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I�am�all�for�alternative�1.�This�historically�has�been�a�horse�community.�The�establishments�already�in�place�are�working�
very�well.�I�want�to�support�what�is�working�and�include�the�horse�an�all�the�good�people�who�make�their�living�on�the�
coast,�as�well�as�Woodside.���Keep�our�horses�on�the�coast�and�in�Woodside,�support�what�is�working�well.�
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Signs�to�Sweeny�Ridge�(fassel,�shelldaunce�trail�heads)�from�highway.���Redundant�trail�removal,�interpretive�signage�
and�trail�control�very�important,�especially�on�Sweeny�ridge.���Move�coverage�of�wild�life�and�plant�life�in�your�already�
excellent�brochure�would�be�appreciated.�

114,�172,�
119,�117,�
113,�118 P

While�the�lands�encompassed�by�Rancho�Corral�have�been�accessible�to�the�public�for�years,�this�area�has�been�used�
almost�exclusively�by�the�local�coastside�residents.�In�recent�years,�the�north�end�of�the�Rancho�has�seen�increased�
traffic�from�hikers�and�cyclists�accessing�Montara�Mountain.��In�general,�local�users�have�accessed�the�Rancho�for�
equestrian�activities,�hiking,��dog�walking,�mountain�biking�and�dirt�biking�(motorcycles).�To�my�knowledge�the�Rancho�
does�not�have�direct�access�to�the�Pacific�(with�the�exception�of�Montara�Lighthouse),�and�only�abuts�Highway�1�in�one�
small�area�just�south�of�Devils�slide.�In�other�areas,�direct�access�is�impeded�by�agricultural
areas,�topographical�impediments,�and�residential�areas.�With�the�exception�of�Devils�Slide�and�Montara�Mountain�
(which�is�not�part�of�the�park),�the�Rancho�does�not�include�the�dramatic�landscapes�that�other�areas�of�the�park�
contain.
Conclusions�and�Recommendations:
I�support�adoption�of�'Alternative�1:�Connecting�People�with�the�Parks'�with�the�following�caveats�and�
recommendations.
1.�For�planning�purposes,�I�would�view�the�Rancho�as�having�the�following�four
distinct�regions:
North�region,�which�includes�the�area�adjacent�to�McNee�Ranch�State�Park,�would�be�the�primary�portal�for�visitors�to�
the�park.�It�is�directly�accessible�from�Hwy�1�and�closest�to�the�most�dramatic�views�and�trails�to�Montara�Mountain.�
This�area�should�have�minimal�development�(e.g.�signage,�limited�parking,�restrooms,�limited�picnic�area,�a�visitor�

114,�172,�
119,�117,�
113,�118 P

South�region,�which�includes�the�areas�adjacent�to�Montara,�Moss�Beach,�and�El�Granada�residential�areas,�would�be�
the�primary�portal�for�equestrian�activities�and�a�secondary�portal�for�visitor�access.�Aside�from�the�equestrian�
facilities,�development�should�be�limited�to�a�small�parking�area�(10�spaces�or�less),�a�small�restroom�facility,�and�
informational�signage.�Visitor�access�and�parking�should�not�intrude�on�the�residential�areas.�Because�of�its�proximity�
to�residential�areas,�this�area�will�continue�to�be�the�primary�entry�point�for�local�users,�As�such�it�is�important�to�
provide�access�to�a�trail�system�that�is�open�to�equestrians,�dog�walkers�and�cyclists.
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114,�172,�
119,�117,�
113,�118 P

East�region,�which�includes�most�of�the�inland�areas�of�the�Rancho,�should�be�designated�as�Natural�zone.�Access�
would�be�limited�to�multi�use�trails,�which�would�be�built�on�environmentally�sound�trail�practices�and�based�on�the�
existing�trail�system.�Sensitive�resource�zones,�particularly�in�the�more�remote�areas�adjacent�to�the�SF�Watershed,�
should�be�specified�as�necessary.�The�Rancho�includes�species�of�flora�and�fauna�that�are�unique�to�the�area.�It�is�
important�to�recognize�that�these�unique�resources�have�thrived�without�the�benefit�of�park�protection.�Most�exist�
today�because�of�their�remote�location,�low�human�activity�and�traffic,�and�the�awareness�of�the�local�community.�I�
believe�these�resources�need�to�be�protected,�but�it�would�be�ill�advised�to�close�large�areas�of�the�park�for�this�
purpose.�Education�is�the�answer.

114,�172,�
119,�117,�
113,�118 P

Montara�Lighthouse�region,�which�encompasses�the�current�lighthouse�facility�and�grounds.�The�lighthouse�and�its�
facilities�should�be�maintained�in�their�current�state.�While�I�support�the�facility�as�a�hostel,�I�would�also�support�using�
this�region�as�the�primary�visitor�center,�ranger�station,�and�administrative�hub�for�the�Rancho�area�of�GGNRA.�This�
makes�sense�for�several�reasons.�Logistically,�the�lighthouse�compound�is�centrally�located�and�accessible�from�Hwy�1.�
Fiscally,�the�facilities�exist�so�new�buildings�would�not�have�to�constructed.�From�an�impact�perspective,�visitors�could�
stop�here�first�to�learn�about�the�park�to�better�plan�their�excursion.p p p

114,�172,�
119,�117,�
113,�118 P

2.�Recognize�that�most�Rancho�will�not�be�heavily�visited�outside�of�the�local
community�and�plan�accordingly.
With�the�exception�of�hiker�access�to�Montara�Mountain�and�Devil's�slide�trail�(after�the�tunnel�is�complete�and�before�
it�slides�into�the�ocean),�the�Rancho�does�not�include�compelling�qualities�that�will�cause�a�massive�increase�in�
visitation.��The�hills�are�not�dramatic�or�high;��No�redwoods,�just�grasses�and�bushes;��Too�far�from�the�ocean�to�afford�
dramatic�views;��Not�easily�accessible�from�Hwy�1.�

114,�172,�
119,�117,�
113,�118 P

It�is�important�to�not�over�develop�the�park�with�new�facilities.�Basic�comfort�facilities,�small�and�strategic�parking�
areas,�basic�signage,�basic�visitor�information�stations�are�all�that�is�necessary.

114,�172,�
119,�117,�
113,�118 P

3.�Emphasize�the�cultural�and�historical�elements�of�the�Rancho.�Emphasize�its�history�as�a�Spanish�land�grant�and�old�
California�ranch.�Recognize�and�leverage�the�20th�century�culture,�which�includes�the�strong�horse�orientation.��
Identify�and�preserve�historical.�
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114,�172,�
119,�117,�
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Work�with�the�horse�community�(both�private�and�public)�to�promote�and�enhance�the�environmental�and�best�
practices�implemented�by�the�local�equestrian�facilities.�Build�a�working�model�that�demonstrates�how�livestock�and�
equestrian
facilities�can�co�exist�in�a�watershed�environment�without�adverse�impact.

114,�172,�
119,�117,�
113,�118 P

4.�Leverage�local�resources.��Based�on�the�guiding�principle�of�"Community�Based�Stewardship",�use�the�local�resources�
at�every�opportunity.�Not�just�for�reactive�planning�feedback,�but�in�a�proactive�advisory�capacity�during�planning�
formulation.�GGNRA�staff�must�think�outside�the�box�(within�the�framework�mandated�by�the�NPS)�to�take�full�
advantage�of�local�resources�waiting�to�help�fulfill�the�GGNRA�Partnership�principle.��At�this�point�in�the�process,�the�
local�community�is�far�more�knowledgeable�than�the�NPS�with�regard�to�the�Rancho,�its�natural�resources�and�its�place�
in�the�community.�The�NPS�would�do�well�to�follow�the�POST�example,�recognizing�and�relying�on�committed�locals�as�
their�"boots�on�the�ground".�During�a�time�when�the�Federal�spending�on�parks�is�constricting,�volunteerism�is�a�viable�
alternative�for�getting�things�done.�I�believe�the�local�community�would�welcome�the�opportunity�to�make�the�Rancho�
a�valuable�addition�to�the�GGNRA�and�a�continued�resource�to�the�community

76,�173,�112 P

In�San�Mateo�County�I�support�most�of�the�proposals�in�Alternative�1for�all�the�properties.�The�final�plan�should�take�y p p p p p
into�account�the�diverse�nature�of�the�land�in�San�Mateo�County�and�MUST�allow�for�the�continued�presence�of�the�
horse�facilities.�The�areas�that�have�not�traditionally�been�open�to�equestrians�in�the�GGNRA�should�be�re�examined�
and�those�properties�opened�up�where�possible.�I�support�the�details�that�ETRAC�and�the�Coastside�Horse�Council�have�
proposed.�

76,�173,�112 P

I�would�like�to�address�the�issue�of�the�lands�in�the�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�parcel.�This�is�a�new�acquisition�and�must�
be�carefully�planned.�Horsemen�are�committed�to�multi�use�in�this�area.�Alternative�1�really�needs�to�be�amended�to�
preserve�stables�where�they�are�because�they�provide�for�quality�of�life�for�the�Coastside�area�and�San�Mateo�County�
as�a�whole.�This�is�a�large�enough�area�that�dogs�on�leash�could�be�allowed.

76,�173,�112 P

The�plan�should�also�address�existing�trails�and�roads�which�should�be�kept�and�maintained�for�equestrian�use.�These�
trails�provide�a�critical�regional�links�from�North�to�South�and�along�the�Bay�Area�Ridge�Trail�alignment.�Most�of�these�
are�appropriate�multi�use�trails�and�good�for�dogs�on�leash�and�in�many�areas�off�leash.�Thank�you�for�the�opportunity�
to�give�you�my�comments.



Parkwide�Public�Comments 1�of�67

Comment�
ID�#

Comment
Source

� Comment�(Direct�quotations�from�comment�submissions)

62 P

It�is�important�to�replace�the�trees�that�are�being�removed,�especially�Eucalyptus.�Trees�capture�the�carbon�still�being�released�
after�all�of�the�efforts�of�carbon�reduction.�During�winter�they�intercept�rain�through�their�leaves,�branches,�trunks�and�roots�
thereby�purifying�the�water�that�goes�into�local�streams,�the�Bay,�ocean�and�ultimately�the�rain�that�falls�back�to�earth.�Their�
roots�stabilize�the�earth�reducing�mud�slides.�For�nearly�20�years�Marin�ReLeaf�has�been�planting�acorns�without�the�benefit�of�
irrigation.�There�are�successful�oak�trees�throughout�Marin�as�a�result.�These�trees�are�reestablishing�native�flora�and�fauna�
where�before�the�ground�was�fallow.�We�challenge�the�park�service�to�rehabilitate�its�lands�with�native�trees�in�a�similar�
manner�as�Marin�ReLeaf�and�other�organizations�around�the�Bay�Area.

78 P
Consider�developing�a�small�scale�educational�nursery/restoration�center�focused�on�restoration�of�native�plant�communities,�
wildlife,�and�restoration�science�in�general�(for�the�watershed�and�elsewhere�in�Golden�Gate).

80 P

1.)�Throughout�the�park�I�believe�alternative�number�2�is�most�important.�I�looked�through�all�the�alternatives�in�all�the�
different�areas�and�agree�with�this�alternative�the�most.�Global�climate�change�and�overall�degradation�of�our�natural�
ecosystems�is�a�serious�issue�and�I�think�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area�needs�to�take�a�more�proactive�approach�to�
protecting�their�natural�resources.�The�protection�and�interpretation�of�rare�plants�at�the�Marin�Headlands,�the�amazing�
redwoods�at�Muir�Woods,�the�threatened�Snowy�Plover�on�ocean�beach,�and�the�awesome�seabirds�on�Alcatraz�are�all�very�
important�to�me�and�I�believe�if�we�educate�visitors�and�residents�more�about�the�amazing�ecology�of�this�area�they�will�
appreciate�them�more�and�want�to�protect�them�too.

85 P
I�enjoy�wildlife�and�the�ecosystems�that�ensure�that�their�will�be�healthy,�diverse�range�of�wildlife�for�years�to�come.�Please�
choose�Alternative�2�when�making�your�selection.

86 P
In�addition,�I�feel�strongly,�that�all!!!!!!!!!!dogs�should�be�kept�on�leash�in�all!!!!!!!!areas�of�the�Golden�Gate�National�
Recreation�Area.�Please,�decide�on�the�side�of�Nature,�and�people�who�enjoy�same.

87 C

None�of�your�plans�are�a�priority�in�California.�With�the�economy�in�such�a�disastrous�state,�everything�is�becoming�more�
expensive,�why�should�any�of�the�dollars�be�used�for�any�change�to�the�parks?�Stop�any�of�your�grandiose�plans.�
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Alternative�2�for�Alcatraz� �all�San�Francisco�locations�in�San�Francisco� �the�SFPUC�and�Mori�Point�in�San�Mateo�

89 P

I�support�Alternative�2�with�the�inclusion�of�a�plan�to�allow�a�few�areas�to�be�designated�for�high�volume,�high�impact�human�
recreational,�to�channel�those�folks�away�from�sensitive�habitats�that�need�appreciation�from�afar.�Preserving�and�Enjoying�
Coastal�Ecosystems�for�the�sites�listed�below:
"�Alcatraz�Island
"�San�Francisco,�which�includes�Upper�For�t�Mason,�China�Beach,�Lands�End,�For�t�Miley,�Ocean�Beach,�For�t�Funston,�and�
offshore�marine�areas
"�SFPUC�Water�shed�Easements�in�San�Mateo�County
"�Mori�Point�in�San�Mateo�(this�a�r�ea�is�adjacent�to�Sharp�Park�which�is�owned�by�San�Francisco�and�habitat�for�the�San�
Francisco�Garter�Snake�and�Red�Legged�Frog)

89 P
I�support�Park�Plans�that�allow�natural�habitat�to�continue�uninterrupted�by�human�interference�with�protects�for�this�such�a�
effective�fence�barriers�and�educational�materials.

89 P
Protective�barriers�need�to�be�used�to�prevent�visitors�from�harming�the�environment�they�came�to�see.�Dogs�must�be�on�
leash.�Wild�life�must�not�be�exposed�to�human�food�or�trash.�Current�habitat�protection�measures�have�not�been�enough.

90 P

Alternative�2�for�Alcatraz�Island,�all�San�Francisco�locations�in�San�Francisco�County,�the�SFPUC�and�Mori�Point�in�San�Mateo�Island, County,
County�is�by�far�the�most�well�conceived�of�the�alternatives�that�will�enhance�citizens�quality�of�life�in�the�Bay�Area�by�
preserving�habitat�for�native�wildlife�for�the�enjoyment�of�future�generations.

90 P

The�GGNRA�must�fulfill�their�responsibility�of�protecting�threatened�and�endangered�species�by�all�means�available.�In�
particular,�protecting�and�enhancing�habitat�for�endangered�species�such�as�the�Western�Snowy�Plover�must�take�precedent�
over�human�and�pet�recreational�use.�Extinction�is�forever.�Protection�can�not�simply�be�limited�to�where�a�listed�species�
breeds.�All�aspects�of�these�species�including�feeding�and�resting�areas�must�be�considered.�Environmentalist�for�the�most�part�
don't�want�to�force�the�hand�of�the�NPS�by�filing�federal�lawsuits�that�could�ultimately�close�areas�to�all�public�use�but�unless�
the�GGNRA�takes�existing�laws�seriously�by�protecting�these�species�this�is�what�will�happen.�Wildlife�Protection�Areas�are�a�
good�start�but�if�all�they�are�is�a�sign�without�any�active�educational�outreach�and�enforcement�they�are�useless�and�even�
hypocritical.�Let's�not�let�what�has�happened�in�other�areas�of�the�U.S.�to�happen�here.�If�area�closures�are�brought�about�by�
lawsuits�and�judge's�rulings�it�will�be�the�fault�of�the�existing�stewards�for�not�managing�these�areas�properly.

90 P

Feeding�of�wildlife�either�purposefully�or�by�proxy�such�as�feral�cat�food�stations,�inappropriate�trash�receptacles,�etc.�must�
not�be�allowed�and�overt�enforcement�of�existing�rules�needs�to�be�facilitated.�Not�fun,�I�know�but�this�is�included�in�your�
responsibilities�through�the�public�charter.
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90 P

Education�is�key�but�it�must�be�backed�up�with�enforcement�of�existing�regulations.�The�continuing�stance�of�GGNRA�officials�
looking�the�other�way�while�a�small�minority�of�misguided�citizens�wreak�havoc�on�our�marginalized�natural�resources�must�
end.�Thank�you�for�the�great�restoration�work�you�have�done�in�areas�like�the�Land's�End�and�for�your�considerations�of�my�
comments.�I�anxiously�await�your�determinations.

92 P

1.�Regarding�the�General�Management�Plan�for�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area�and�Muir�Woods�National�
Monument,�I�support�Alternative�2�for�Alcatraz�Island,�San�Francisco�county,�the�SFPUC�and�Mori�Point�in�San�Mateo�County.�
Please�preserve�remaining�habitat�for�birds�and�wildlife.

92 P

2.�Enlist�the�public�in�support�of�volunteer�clean�up�days�of�sensitive�habitat�for�birds�and�wildlife.�Cite�violators�for�leaving�
food�waste�and�trash�within�the�GGNRA.�Ensure�the�health�of�the�wildlife�and�birds.�Clean�up�habitat�on�Alcatraz�Island�and�
preserve�the�Fort�Mason�community�garden.

92 C

My�main�concern�is�to�see�horses�and�horse�facilities�remaining�in�existence�on�the�coast,�as�they�exist�today.�They�are�part�of�
coastal�culture�and�ambience�and�should�not�be�made�to�disappear,�they�can�only�contribute��to�the�richness�of�the�land�and�
its�fortune�used�as�pool�lands.�

93 C Best�option�#1:�Connecting�people�to�parks�in�all�areas.�

99 P

As�we�enter�our�senior�years,�we�think�back�often�to�our�years�of�backpacking�and�hiking�in�our�priceless�national�lands��lands�y y p g g p
that�belong�to�all�of�us.�Now�we�hate�to�think�that�just�one�administration�can�ruin�these�values�for�future�generations.�That's�
why�we�are�endorsing�the�campaign�by�groups�interested�in�protecting�wilderness�values�for�all�Americans,�not�just�those�who�
can�profit�from�it�or�those�who�exploit�the�land�that�belongs�to�all�of�us.�We�lived�for�20�years�in�San�Francisco�and�ran�and�
hiked�in�the�GGNRTA�lands�almost�daily�and�often�visited�Muir�Woods.�We�now�visit�less�often,�but�we�are�fiercely�protective�
of�the�area�for�vehicle�free�recreation�and�wildlife�habitat.�We�support�the�positions�of�the�Audubon�Society�and�other�natural�
use�organizations

99 P
1.�We�support�Alternative�2�for�Alcatraz�Island,�all�San�Francisco�locations�in�San�Francisco�County,�the�SFPUC,�and�Mori�Point�
in�San�Mateo�County�to�preserve�habitat�for�birds�and�other�native�wildlife�for�future�generations.

99 P 3.�All�choices�should�put�natural�values�first.�Vehicles�should�be�SEVERELY�limited�(even�for�us�geezers).

101 P

1.�Generally�speaking�this�document�is�terrific.�Our�only�hesitation�is�that�there�should�be�community�representation�in�this�
process�from�the�beginning,�not�just�comment�at�the�end.�2.�Only�elements�really�missed�are�do�to�the�insularity�of�the�process�
within�NPS/GGNRA.
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102 P

The�wildfires�raging�around�California�this�year�dramatize�the�danger�inherent�in�the�current�drought�conditions�and�the�build�
up�of�vegetation�on�public�lands�in�Marin.�The�GGNRA�is�responsible�for�thousands�of�acres�of�open�space�along�the�Marin�and�
San�Mateo�coasts.�In�particular,�many�of�the�acres�in�Marin�County�have�become�overgrown�with�chaparral�since�they�came�
part�of�the�GGNRA�and�grazing�was�eliminated.�An�area�of�particular�concern�is�the�steep�hillside�above�Bolinas�Lagoon.�A�fire�
in�the�brush�on�that�hillside�would�threaten�the�village�of�Stinson�Beach�and�could�ignite�vegetation�on�the�Marin�Municipal�
Water�District�land�and/or�Mt.�Tamalpais�State�Park,�thereby�threatening�the�towns�in�East�Marin.�Nevertheless,�the�draft�
GMP/EIS�does�not�address�the�need,�or�the�tools�to�be�used,�to�manage�vegetation�in�the�wild�lands�adjacent�to�homes,�
villages�and�other�public�lands.�This�is�an�oversight�that�surely�should�be�addressed�in�a�revised�set�of�alternatives.

102 P

The�East�Bay�Regional�Park�system�has�taken�a�leadership�role�in�working�with�other�public�land�managers�in�the�East�Bay�to�
develop�environmentally�sensitive�and�culturally�appropriate�grazing�plans�to�cost�effectively�manage�vegetation�that�would�
otherwise�pose�a�threat�to�communities�there.�There�is�an�opportunity�for�the�GGNRA�to�take�a�similar�role�in�the�North�Bay:�
both�the�Point�Reyes�National�Seashore,�which�manages�the�GGNRA's�Northern�District,�and�the�Marin�Municipal�Water�
District,�which�adjoins�a�lot�of�GGNRA�land,�are�in�the�process�of�developing�new�general�management�plans.
�
The�National�Park�Service�has�a�reputation�for�being�prejudiced�against�grazing.�Unfortunately,�that�prejudice�is�reflected�in�the�
GGNRA's�"2008�Endangered�Species�Big�Year"�materials.�Grazing�is�included�as�a�threat�facing�(a)�the�California�Red�Legged�
Frog�(Rana�aurora�draytonil),�(b)�the�Marin�Dwarf�Flax�(Hesperolinon�congestum)�and�(c)�the�Tiburon�Paintbrush�(Castilleja�
afinis�ssp.�neglecta).�This�is�contrary�to�conclusions�in�a�2004�"Response�to�[Point�Reyes�National�Seashore]�General�
Management�Concepts,"�submitted�by�the�Marin�Agricultural�Land�Trust,�and�the�Marin�County�Director�of�the�U.C.�
Cooperative�Extension.

102 P

The�MALT/County�Response�to�the�PRNS�Concepts�suggests�that�these�three�federally�threatened�and�endangered�species�can�
co�exist�with�grazing,�or�may�even�benefit�from�the�disturbances�caused�by�grazing.�In�each�instance,�the�Response�cites�Park�
Service�and/or�U.S.�Fish�and�Wildlife�Service�studies.�The�MALT/County�Response�recommends�a�holistic�concept�to�land�
management,�one�that�"include[s]�ranching�and�farming�for�the�purposes�of�preserving�cultural�and�historic�values,�producing�
food,�and�helping�to�maintain�grassland�biodiversity�and�threatened�and�endangered�plant�populations."
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102 P

Dr.�Robert�Curry,�director�of�the�Watershed�Institute�at�the�California�State�University�system,�has�studied�the�Point�Reyes�
Peninsula�and�Bolinas�Lagoon�systems�since�1963.�In�a�March�21,�2001�Land�Management�Report�Dr�Curry�commented�on�the�
benefits�of�continuing�grazing�on�parklands:
�
"Termination�of�grazing�can�lead�to�the�loss�of�grassland�habitat�and�its�displacement�by�dense�chaparral�such�as�coyote�brush�
(Baccharis�pilularis).�This�unnatural�succession�leads�to�a�significant�loss�in�species�diversity,�particularly�among�birds�and�
flowering�plants.�Plant�succession�studies�conducted�by�Professor�Joe�R.�McBride�of�the�University�of�California�at�Berkeley's�
School�of�Forestry�and�Conservation�and�by�wildlife�biologists�at�the�East�Bay�Regional�Park�District�confirm�that�light�grazing�is�
the�best�means�by�which�to�maintain�grassland�habitat�in�California�coastal�valleys.�These�studies�show�that�grazing�maintains�
habitat�for�many�animal�species�including�golden�eagles;�burrowing�owls;�birds�such�as�red�tailed�hawks;�buntings;�meadow�
and�horned�larks;�Brewer's,�rusty�and�red�winged�blackbirds;�loggershead�shrikes;�kit�foxes;�garter�snakes;�tiger�salamanders;�
and�ground�squirrels�(which�provide�prey�for�many�other�species).

102 P

"Dense�chaparral�also�poses�a�significant�hazard�of�wildfires�that�burn�much�hotter�and�longer�than�grassland�fires,�resulting�in�
a�greater�incidence�of�hydrophobic�soils�and�resulting�sheet�erosion�and�waterway�sedimentation.�Fire�induced�erosion�of�the�
steep�hillsides�above�Bolinas�Lagoon�could�cause�severe�siltation�of�the�lagoon�and�its�tributary�streams,�smothering�the�g g g
benthic�plants�and�animals�on�which�numerous�bird�species�rely�for�food.�[A�link�to�the�full�report�is�available�on�the�
www.marinwatch.org�archive�page.]"
�
It�is�time�for�good�science�to�replace�old�prejudices.

102 P

It�is�time�for�the�GGNRA�to�consider�restoring�ranching/farming�to�some�of�the�lands�in�Marin,�as�is�being�done�in�Cuyahoga�
Valley�National�Park.�It�would�be�wonderful�if�the�Banducci�Ranch,�could�be�returned�to�active�agricultural�uses.�Perhaps�in�
addition�to�cattle,�the�Banduccis�could�raise�and�manage�goats,�which�could�graze�the�scrub�that�has�grown�up�on�nearby�land�
and�constitutes�a�significant�fire�hazard.�This�could�provide�an�opportunity�for�urban�children�to�see�farm�animals�as�part�of�a�
family�economic�unit�devoted�to�stewardship�of�their�land.�It�could�contribute�to�an�understanding�of�food�production�in�an�
age�when�childhood�obesity�is�of�national�concern.

102 P

Your�staff�and�the�planners�from�Denver�have�been�very�effective�in�making�the�planning�process�accessible.�For�this�reason,�
I'm�sorry�to�raise�these�issues�at�this�stage.�However,�it�took�the�drought�and�fire�threat�to�cause�me�to�focus�on�the�GGNRA's�
vegetation�management�problem�and�to�research�what�other�public�land�managers�are�doing�to�deal�with�it.�Given�the�
seriousness�of�the�problem,�and�the�life�of�a�General�Management�Plan,�I�concluded�that�I�must�raise�them.

103 P Maintain�a�continuous�boundary�expansions�mindset�especially�for�lands�adjacent�to�current�parklands.
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103 P
Utilize�the�Organic�Act�narrative�to�acquaint�park�users�with�the�general�purpose�of�national�parks.�Possibly�having�it�posted�in�
various�kiosks,�and�interpretive�bulletin�boards�sites!?

109 P

The�plan�should�indicate�that�management�decisions�pertaining�to�the�area�will�be�based�on�actual,�scientifically�valid,�data�
indicating�the�benefits�conferred�to�the�environment�and/or�visiting�public�that�would�be�expected�to�result�from�specific�
changes.�Vague�assumptions�about�environmental�benefit�or�harm�could�be�inaccurate�and�result�in�potentially�damaging�
management�policies.�

109 P

The�plan�should�indicate�that�volunteers�needed�for�"habitat�restoration�and�community�stewardship"�are�anticipated�to�come�
from�the�current�user�community;�GGNRA�should�commit�to�developing�partnerships�with�the�user�community�for�
consideration�of�land�management�decisions.�The�vast�majority�of�visitors�to�the�area�originate�from�the�immediately�local�
communities,�as�well�as�the�greater�Bay�Area�including�San�Francisco.�These�users�and�their�interests�should�not�be�excluded,�
as�they�are�a�knowledgeable�and�enthusiastic�resource�that�is�unlikely�to�be�replaced�by�national�and�international�visitors.

109 P
The�plan�should�express�GGNRA's�commitment�to�working�in�partnership�with�the�other�government�agencies,�i.e.�State�and�
County�Park�Services,�to�coordinate�development�of�portal�areas�and�facilities�such�as�trails,�picnic�sites,�and�campsites.

116 P

Alternative�1�seems�to�be�the�better�aligned�to�the�original�principles�however�even�that�is�flawed�as�it�1)�Recreational�access,�
including�off�leash�dog�walking,�can�co�exist�with�natural�resource�preservation,�but�the�management�zones�in�this�GMP�
assume�there�can�be�no�shared�use�of�resources.�This�attitude�must�change.
2)�You�have�not�fully�identified,�or�seem�to�have�omitted�all�the�recreational�uses�in�all�the�areas�in�question���not�just�Fort�
Funston.
3)�The�General�Management�Plan�says�that�the�"Park�Purpose"�is:�"to�offer�national�park�experiences�to�a�large�and�diverse�
urban�population�while�preserving�and�interpreting�the�park's�outstanding�natural,�historic,�scenic,�and�recreational�values."�
This�is�simply�not�true.�The�legislation�that�created�the�GGNRA�in�1972�makes�it�clear�that�the�purpose�for�the�creation�of�the�
GGNRA�was:�"the�maintenance�of�needed�recreational�open�space�necessary�for�urban�environment�and�planning."I�urge�you�
to�embrace�what�the�original�intent�was�and�to�ensure�that�the�future�of�the�GGNRA�is�inline�with�the�sentiments�of�providing�
recreational�uses�to�the�citizens�of�San�Francisco.

122 P

2.�An�element�missing�from�all�the�alternatives�is�the�importance�of�off�leash�dog�walking.�This�is�important�because�a�diverse�
element�of�the�population�regularly�come�with�their�dogs�to�enjoy�the�park�and�would�not�otherwise�use�the�area.�Many�sites�
were�deeded�to�the�GGNRA�with�the�understanding�that�the�existing�recreation,�such�as�dog�walking,�would�NOT�be�
eliminated.
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122 P

All�the�alternatives/concepts�are�too�heavily�biased�toward�conservation�and/or�the�creation�of�sensitive�habitats,�rather�than�
balancing�recreation�and�conservation.�As�a�conservation�biologist,�and�also�a�hiker�and�dog�owner,�I�recognize�that�we�must�
be�careful�about�what�areas�should�be�conserved�and�what�areas�should�be�used�to�ensure�people�have�regular�positive�
contact�with�nature.�It's�not�a�good�use�of�conservation�dollars/energy�to�try�to�maintain�this�area�as�"pristine"�which�as�been�
so�fundamentally�changed�by�humans.�Better�to�encourage�people�to�connect�to�nature�close�to�them,�so�that�they�will�
continue�to�value�its�protection�in�general.

123 P

Topic�1:�Alternative�1����Connecting�People�with�the�Parks����comes�the�closest�to�upholding�the�reason�the�GGNRA�was�
created:�"to�provide�for�the�maintenance�of�needed�recreational�open�space�necessary�for�urban�environment�and�planning."�
However,�none�of�the�Alternative�Management�Concepts�proposed�are�acceptable�as�stated,�since�all�place�too�little�emphasis�
on�recreational�uses�and�recreational�access�to�sites�within�the�GGNRA.

123 P

Topic�2:�An�element�missing�from�all�the�alternatives�is�the�importance�of�off�leash�dog�walking.�This�is�important�because�this�
activity�provides�exercise�for�people�as�well�as�the�dogs.�Dog�walking�is�enjoyed�by�a�diversity�of�park�visitors�in�the�GGNRA,�
unlike�most�National�Park�activities,�where�poor�people�and�people�of�color�are�severely�underrepresented.�Sites�were�deeded�p p p p p y p
to�the�GGNRA�with�the�understanding�that�the�existing�recreation,�such�as�dog�walking,�would�NOT�be�eliminated.

123 P

Topic�3:�All�the�alternatives�are�too�heavily�biased�toward�conservation�and/or�the�creation�of�sensitive�habitats,�rather�than�
balancing�recreation�and�conservation.�Recreation,�including�off�leash�dog�walking,�is�an�important�activity�which�should�be�
preserved�and�can�co�exist�with�protection�of�natural�resources.�All�of�our�local�beaches�were�ceded�to�GGNRA.�This�space�is�
the�necessary�breathing�room�our�crowded�city�needs.�

124 P

Please�do�not�allow�Golden�Gate�Recreation�area�to�be�taken�over�by�those�who�will�ban�any�area�that�has�off�leash�dog�access�
to�the�ocean.�We�in�San�Francisco�regularly�take�our�dogs�that�love�water�to�these�beaches.�To�deny�us�access�would�be�awful.�
My�husband�and�I�regularly�take�our�three�dogs�to�the�beach.�PLEASE�keep�it�as�it�is�for�us.�

125 P
I�support�Alternative�2�for�Alcatraz�Island,�all�San�Francisco�locations�in�San�Francisco�County,�the�SFPUC�and�Mori�Point�in�San�
Mateo�County�to�preserve�habitat�for�birds�and�other�native�wildlife�for�future�generations.

125 P Wildlife�should�not�be�fed�human�food�or�have�access�to�human�food�or�trash�within�the�GGNRA.

129 P

Why�are�you�even�thinking�of�eliminating�off�leash�dog�walking�in�these�rare�permitted�areas�of�a�city�of�over�800,000?�These�
sites�were�deeded�to�the�GGNRA�specifically�and�only�with�the�understanding�that�the�existing�recreation,�such�as�dog�walking,�
would�NOT�be�eliminated.�

130 P
l.�I�am�a�supporter�of�Alternative�2�for�Alcatraz�Island,�all�San�Francisco�locations�in�San�Francisco�County,�the�SFPUC�and�Mori�
Point�in�San�Mateo�County�to�preserve�habitat�for�birds,�and�other�native�wildlife.

130 P All�building�should�be�green�and�eco�friendly�for�wildlife�and�human�visitors.
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130 P
2.�I�am�not�a�resident�of�San�Francisco,�but�I�am�a�visitor�and�birder�at�the�GGNRA.�It�is�a�treasure�for�us�who�live�here�and�for�
the�tourists.

130 P
Consideration�must�be�given�to�making�habitats�for�migrating�birds�safe�and�supportive�for�the�birds.�And�don't�forget�our�
shorebirds�and�their�welfare�and�habitat.

130 P
Make�changes�that�care�and�support�our�birds�and�wildlife,�not�ones�that�will�do�damage.�Do�your�best�for�us�and�future�
generations.

131 P

Several�of�our�members�attended�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area�(GGNRA)�Open�House�in�Sausalito�on�June�10th�
and�we�have�reviewed�the�three�alternatives�outlined�in�the�Spring�2008�Newsletter.�We�have�the�following�comments�for�
your�consideration.
We�are�a�group�of�citizens�who�consider�ourselves�active�environmentalists.�Our�members�include�individuals�who�have:�solar�
panels�on�our�roofs,�drive�'hybrids',�tithe�to�environmental�non�profits,�promote�recycling,�commute�on�public�transit,�work�to�
ban�chemical�pesticides�in�our�communities,�and�advocate�the�use�of�goats�(as�opposed�to�chemicals�and/or�mowing�and/or�
controlled�burning)�to�reduce�the�danger�of�wild�fire�in�our�open�spaces.�We,�also,�live�with�dogs.�We�do�not�find�these�two�
characteristics�(environmentalist�and�human�with�a�dog)�to�be�in�conflict.�Our�dogs�are�our�companions.

131 P

We�agree�with�the�need�to�develop�a�long�range�plan�to�protect�our�beautiful,�sensitive�environment�while�maintaining�the�
founding�reasoning�behind�the�GGNRA:�to�provide�open�space�recreation�for�the�large�urban�population�living�nearby�and�to�
those�visiting�this�urban�area�from�other�parts�of�the�United�States.�We�hope�that�the�National�Park�Service�has�not�forgotten�
the�reason�that�this�wonderful�group�of�lands�was�preserved�for�all�of�us.

131 P

Regarding�the�three�Management�Concepts,�the�same�fundamental�goals�are�included�in�all�three�of�the�
Concepts/Alternatives;�the�difference�we�see�is�in�the�emphasis�of�the�goals.�We�whole�heartedly�support�Concept�#1:�
Connecting�People�with�the�Parks,�"Park�management�would�focus�on�ways�to�attract�and�welcome�people,�connect�people�
with�the�resources,�and�promote�understanding,�enjoyment,�preservation�and�health."�This�Concept�emphasizes�the�NPS�
management�commitment�to�the�founding�idea�of�the�GGNRA,�ie�"parks�to�the�people."
�
We�realize�that�the�final�General�Management�Plan�will�contain�elements�from�all�three�Alternative�Management�Concepts;�
however,�whenever�there�are�conflicts�among�the�three,�we�urge�you�to�give�primary�consideration�to�Concept�#1:�Connecting�
People�with�the�Parks.
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131 P

We�long�for�the�day�we�can�legally�walk�with�our�dogs�on�leash�from�our�homes�in�Sausalito�up�the�Morning�Sun�trail�or�across�
the�Spencer�Avenue�overpass�onto�Alta�Fire�Road,�over�to�Bobcat�Trail�and�down�to�the�Miwok�Trail�and�on�to�Rodeo�Beach�for�
years.�It�is�a�beautiful�route�through�an�old�eucalyptus�grove,�across�the�ridge�top�and�then�down�the�Gerbode�Valley,�through�
the�old�farmstead,�then�along�the�creek�and�the�lagoon�and�finally�to�the�beach.�From�Alta�Fire�Road�we�could�also�continue�
onto�the�trail�head�in�Marin�City�and�then�home�via�sidewalks.
�
Some�of�us�live�in�Mill�Valley�and�walk�on�leash�with�our�dogs�up�County�View�Road�or�Marin�Drive,�and�then�onto�the�Miwok�
Trail,�then�across�Highway�Route�1�and�continue�on�into�Tamalpais�State�Park,�or�from�the�Miwok�Trail�to�the�Coyote�Ridge�
Trail�then�onto�the�Coastal�Fire�Road�to�the�Coastal�Trail,�and�from�there�to�either�Muir�Beach�or�to�Rodeo�Beach.�We�want�to�
continue�to�do�so�with�the�blessing�of�the�NPS.

131 P

Some�of�us�gain�access�to�the�Park�by�walking�in�from�Marin�City�on�Alta�Fire�Road.�This�is�currently�the�most�used�area�in�the�
GGNRA�in�Marin�for�off�leash�use.�The�community�bordering�this�entrance�includes�a�large�apartment�complex�that�is�noted�
for�being�dog�friendly.�Of�the�198�units,�80%�include�at�least�one�dog.�There�are�people,�dogs�and�bicycles�aplenty�here,�and�y g p p g y p y
have�been�for�many�years.�The�land�surrounding�Alta�looks�none�the�worse�for�wear�from�all�of�this�on�road�activity.
�
All�of�the�routes�referenced�above�consist�of�fire�roads;�these�are�not�narrow�trails,�they�are�wide�(10�to�14�feet)�roads.�We�
share�these�fire�roads�with�other�hikers,�and�bicyclists,�and�equestrians.�There�is�seldom�any�conflict,�not�with�each�other,�nor�
with�the�wildlife�through�which�we�pass.

131 P

As�a�group�of�conservationists,�we�all�take�seriously�the�negative�effects�of�auto�use�on�our�environment.�When�possible�we�
prefer�to�stay�out�of�our�cars.�Our�interest�is�in�walking�into�the�park�lands�that�border�our�communities.�We�hope�that�the�
NPS�will�support�us�in�our�efforts�to�conserve,�and�will�provide�us�access�with�our�dogs�into�the�GGNRA�from�the�communities�
that�are�the�Park's�neighbors.�Many�of�our�members�are�of�the�"boomer�generation".�The�older�we�get,�and�the�more�
congested�and�troubled�urban�areas�get,�the�more�many�of�us�rely�on�having�our�dog�with�us.�They�are�on�leash,�they�don't�
chase�or�harass�wildlife�or�humans�or�other�dogs,�they�are�our�companions�and�walk�next�to�us.
We�ask�that�the�NPS�remember�the�founding�guidelines�of�the�GGNRA,�and�that�the�new�General�Management�Plan�includes�
access�into�the�GGNRA�in�Marin�for�those�of�us�wanting�to�walk�in�with�our�dogs�on�leash.
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133 P

1.�Concept�2,�Preserving�and�Enjoying�Coastal�Ecosystems,�is�the�only�concept�which�is�consistent�with�the�stated�Park�Purpose�
and�the�enabling�legislation�of�the�GGNRA.�This�is�so�because�this�alternative�uniquely�provides�for�"national�park�experiences"�
to�people�in�an�urban�impacted�area�while�"preserving�and�interpreting�the�park's�outstanding�natural"�and�other�values.

133 P

However,�even�within�this�concept�there�are�several�flaws�in�the�preservation�mandate.�There�is�no�mention�of�most�of�the�33�
endangered�species�that�are�considered�present�in�the�GGNRA.�Additional�habitat�areas�for�the�mission�blue�butterfly,�for�
example,�should�be�declared�sensitive�and�protected�under�all�alternatives�in�Marin�and�San�Mateo�Counties.�Similarly,�on�
Alcatraz�not�enough�of�the�grounds�of�the�island�are�designated�sensitive�habitat�to�ensure�the�large�number�of�breeding�birds�
on�the�island�can�survive.

133 P
Concept�1,�Connecting�People�with�the�Parks,�should�not�be�adopted�under�any�circumstances.�The�concept�would�lead�to�the�
potential�loss�of�the�national�caliber�of�the�park�from�overuse�and�destruction�of�park�values.

133 P

2.�The�Park�should�consider�management�of�neighboring�areas�within�the�legislative�boundary�of�the�park,�including�Sharp�
Park.�Contiguous�restoration�and�trail�connectivity�would�benefit�from�additional�acquisition�in�these�areas.�The�GMP�must�
consider�these�opportunities,�as�they�will�arise�in�the�planning�horizon�of�the�GMP.

133 P 3.�Leash�laws�must�be�enforced�throughout�the�GGNRA.g

134 P
1.�It�is�important�to�provide�access�to�the�park�to�all�people/�residents.�We�all�should�be�granted�the�privilege�to�enjoy�the�
park.

134 P

2.�WE�NEED�TO�KEEP/�OR�ASSIGN�DESIGNATED�OFF�LEASH�AREAS�FOR�DOGS�TO�BE�EXERCISED,�SOCIALIZED,�AND�FOR�THEM�
TO�ENJOY�AS�WELL.�KEEP�THE�AREA�OFF�LEASH�FOR�DOGS!�THERE�IS�NO�OTHER�PLACE�WE�CAN�BRING�OUR�DOGS�LIKE�THE�
GGNRA�IN�THE�BAY�AREA�OR�IN�SAN�FRANCISCO.

136 P
Topic�1:�I�prefer�Alternative�1/Concept�1:�Connecting�People�with�Parks,�which�has�a�goal�of�"bringing�national�park�
experiences�to�a�large�and�diverse�urban�population,"�and�enhancing�access,�rather�than�making�the�park�less�accessible.

136 P

Topic�2:�An�element�missing�from�all�the�alternatives�is�the�importance�of�off�leash�dog�walking.�This�is�important�
because&(state�your�favorite�reasons,�e.g.�review�the�list�of�Sally�Stephens'�post�and�here�are�a�few�of�mine.)
��dog�walking�is�currently�enjoyed�by�thousands�of�park�visitors.
��dog�walking�is�enjoyed�by�a�diversity�of�park�visitors�in�the�GGNRA�(unlike�most�National�Park�activities,�where�poor�people�
and�people�of�color�are�severely�underrepresented)�.
��many�sites�were�deeded�to�the�GGNRA�with�the�understanding�that�the�existing�recreation,�such�as�dog�walking,�would�NOT�
be�eliminated.
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136 P

Topic�3:All�the�alternatives/�concepts�are�too�heavily�biased�toward�conservation�and/or�the�creation�of�sensitive�habitats,�
rather�than�balancing�recreation�and�conservation.�Recreation,�including�off�leash�dog�walking,�is�an�important�activity�which�
should�be�preserved�and�can�co�exist�with�protection�of�natural�resources.

138 P
Topic�1:�I�prefer�Alternative�1/Concept�1:�Connecting�People�with�Parks,�which�has�a�goal�of�"bringing�national�park�
experiences�to�a�large�and�diverse�urban�population,"�and�enhancing�access,�rather�than�making�the�park�less�accessible.

138 P

Topic�2:�An�element�missing�from�all�the�alternatives�is�the�importance�of�off�leash�dog�walking.�This�is�important�because�dog�
walking�is�currently�enjoyed�by�thousands�of�park�visitors�and�many�sites�were�deeded�to�the�GGNRA�with�the�understanding�
that�the�existing�recreation,�such�as�dog�walking,�would�NOT�be�eliminated.

138 P

Topic�3:All�the�alternatives/�concepts�are�too�heavily�biased�toward�conservation�and/or�the�creation�of�sensitive�habitats,�
rather�than�balancing�recreation�and�conservation.�Recreation,�including�off�leash�dog�walking,�is�an�important�activity�which�
should�be�preserved�and�can�co�exist�with�protection�of�natural�resources.

139 P

Topic�2:�An�element�missing�from�all�the�alternatives�is�the�importance�of�off�leash�dog�walking.�This�is�important�because���p p g p
dog�walking�is�currently�enjoyed�by�thousands�of�park�visitors.
��dog�walking�is�enjoyed�by�a�diversity�of�park�visitors�in�the�GGNRA�(unlike�most�National�Park�activities,�where�poor�people�
and�people�of�color�are�severely�underrepresented).
��many�sites�were�deeded�to�the�GGNRA�with�the�understanding�that�the�existing�recreation,�such�as�dog�walking,�would�NOT�
be�eliminated.

139 P

Topic�3:All�the�alternatives/concepts�are�too�heavily�biased�toward�conservation�and/or�the�creation�of�sensitive�habitats,�
rather�than�balancing�recreation�and�conservation.�Recreation,�including�off�leash�dog�walking,�is�an�important�activity�which�
should�be�preserved�and�can�co�exist�with�protection�of�natural�resources.

140 P

I�support�Alternative�2�for�Alcatraz�Island,�all�San�Francisco�locations�in�San�Francisco�County,�the�SFPUC�and�Mori�Point�in�San�
Mateo�County�to�preserve�habitat�for�birds�and�other�native�wildlife.�Many�species�are�reaching�a�critically�low�population�or�
abundance�as�a�result�of�habitat�loss�or�degradation.�It�is�imperative�to�preserve�what�they�(we)�have�left.

140 P

Some�bird�species�such�as�pigeons,�crows,�ravens�and�some�gulls�have�developed�large�populations�outside�their�normal�
ranges�due�in�large�part�to�availability�of�human�waste�and�feeding�by�humans.�Some�of�them�now�prey�on�threatened�and�
endangered�bird�species.
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140 P
I�have�observed�people�dumping�canned�beans,�bread,�and�other�food�wastes�from�their�cars�and�campers�at�Ocean�Beach�
parking�areas.�Signage�needs�to�be�improved�to�stop�this�practice.

142 P

Alternative�1����Connecting�People�with�the�Parks����comes�the�closest�to�upholding�the�reason�the�GGNRA�was�created:�"to�
provide�for�the�maintenance�of�needed�recreational�open�space�necessary�for�urban�environment�and�planning."�However,�
none�of�the�Alternative�Management�Concepts�proposed�are�acceptable�as�stated,�since�all�place�too�little�emphasis�on�
recreational�uses�and�recreational�access�to�sites�within�the�GGNRA.

142 P

Allowing�large�spaces�for�dogs�to�run�free�is�essential�in�maintaining�the�health�and�positive�socialization�of�our�community's�
dogs.�An�element�missing�from�all�the�alternatives�is�the�importance�of�off�leash�dog�walking.�This�activity�provides�exercise�for�
people�as�well�as�dogs.�Dog�walking�is�enjoyed�by�a�diversity�of�park�visitors�in�the�GGNRA,�unlike�most�National�Park�activities.�
Sites�were�deeded�to�the�GGNRA�with�the�understanding�that�the�existing�recreation,�such�as�dog�walking,�would�NOT�be�
eliminated.

142 P

All�the�alternatives�are�too�heavily�biased�toward�conservation�and/or�the�creation�of�sensitive�habitats,�rather�than�balancing�
recreation�and�conservation.�Recreation,�including�off�leash�dog�walking,�is�an�important�activity�which�should�be�preserved�
and�can�co�exist�with�protection�of�natural�resources.�All�of�our�local�beaches�were�ceded�to�GGNRA.�This�space�is�the�
necessary�breathing�room�our�crowded�city�needs.

143 P
1.�I�prefer�Alternative�1/Concept�1:�Connecting�People�with�Parks,�which�has�a�goal�of�"bringing�national�park�experiences�to�a�
large�and�diverse�urban�population,"�and�enhancing�access,�rather�than�making�the�park�less�accessible.

143 P
2.�An�element�missing�from�all�the�alternatives�is�the�importance�of�off�leash�dog�walking.�This�is�important�because�dog�
walking�is�currently�enjoyed�by�thousands�in�the�GGRNA�and�provides�a�valuable�social�gathering�activity�for�these�people.

143 P
3.�There�is�not�enough�emphasis�on�balancing�recreation�and�conservation.�Recreation,�including�off�leash�dog�walking,�is�
important�and�should�be�preserved.�It�can�co�exist�with�protection�of�natural�resources.

144 P

2.�An�element�missing�from�all�the�alternatives�is�the�importance�of�off�leash�dog�walking.�This�is�especially�important�at�Fort�
Funston�where�off�leash�activity�is�the�most�common�use.�The�park�can�often�be�cold,�windy�and�otherwise�unattractive�to�
tourists�and�even�people�from�the�community.�Dog�walking�is�enjoyed�by�a�diversity�of�park�visitors�(unlike�most�National�Park�
activities,�where�poor�people�and�people�of�color�are�severely�underrepresented).�There�is�a�steadfast�and�dedicated�group�of�
people�who�walk�their�dogs,�exercise�their�bodies�and�socialize�at�Fort�Funston.�Isn't�that�what�parks�are�supposed�to�foster?�
Fort�Funston�was�deeded�to�the�GGNRA�with�the�understanding�that�the�existing�recreation,�such�as�dog�walking,�would�NOT�
be�eliminated.�To�ban�off�leash�dog�walking�would�be�a�serious�breach�of�the�intent�and�wishes�of�the�people.

148 P

All�the�alternative/concepts�are�too�heavily�biased�toward�conservation�and/or�the�creation�of�sensitive�habitats,�rather�than�
balancing�recreation�and�conservation.�Recreation,�including�off�leash�dog�walking,�is�an�important�activity�which�should�be�
preserved�and�can�co�exist�with�protection�of�natural�resources.
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149 P

Topic�2:�An�element�missing�from�all�the�alternatives�is�the�importance�of�off�leash�dog�walking.�This�is�important�for�many�
reason,�some�of�which�include:
��dog�walking�is�currently�enjoyed�by�thousands�of�park�visitors.
��dog�walking�is�enjoyed�by�a�diversity�of�park�visitors�in�the�GGNRA
��many�sites�were�deeded�to�the�GGNRA�with�the�understanding�that�the�existing�recreation,�such�as�dog�walking,�would�NOT�
be�eliminated.
��being�a�dog�owner,�I�do�not�use�national�parks�such�as�Stinson�beach�because�dogs�cannot�be�off�leash.�I�would�like�my�tax�
dollars�that�are�allocated�for�national�park�funding�to�provide�me�with�resources�that�are�relevant�to�me.

149 P

All�the�alternatives/�concepts�are�too�heavily�biased�toward�conservation�and/or�the�creation�of�sensitive�habitats,�rather�than�
balancing�recreation�and�conservation.�Recreation,�including�off�leash�dog�walking,�is�an�important�activity�which�should�be�
preserved�and�can�co�exist�with�protection�of�natural�resources.

149 P
I�think�that�that�the�GGNRA�should�stay�as�is.�The�area�is�the�only�place�in�SF�where�one�can�enjoy�quality�off�leash�time�with�
their�pets.�Changing�it�to�a�National�Park�will�cause�too�many�restrictions

152 P keep�large�areas�of�beach�open�for�off�leash�for�dogs.�we�all�need�places�where�dogs�and�people�can�be�free�to�run�and�play.

153 P
1)�Alternative�1/Concept�1:�Connecting�People�with�Parks.�I�believe�in�the�importance�of�healthy�outdoor�recreation�and�
making�the�park�accessible�to�the�broadest�array�of�visitors.

153 P

2)�Off�leash�dog�walking�is�important�for�the�health�and�socialization�of�our�beloved�pets.�Our�dog�walkers�are�surrogate�
parents�to�our�pets�and�enjoy�the�emotional�and�physical�health�benefits�to�off�leash�walking.�And�dog�walking�is�enjoyed�by�a�
diverse�group�of�park�visitors.

157 P

1.�I�strongly�prefer�Alternative�1�(Connecting�People�with�Parks).�I�agree�with�the�stated�goal�of�"bringing�national�park�
experiences�to�a�large�and�diverse�urban�population,"�and�I�think�it's�critical�to�enhance�access,�rather�than�making�the�park�
less�accessible.�What's�the�point�of�creating�natural�areas�within�the�parks�if�no�one�can�enjoy�them?

160 P

Topic�1)�None�of�the�concepts�are�acceptable�as�there�is�far�too�little�emphasis�on�RECREATIONAL�ACCESS/USES�within�the�
GGNRA.�At�least�Alt.1�suggests�bringing�national�park�experiences�to�a�large�and�DIVERSE�URBAN�POPULATION�and�enhancing�
access�rather�than�making�the�lands�less�accessible�to�us�residents.

160 P

Topic�2)�An�element�missing�from�all�the�alternatives�is�the�importance�of�OFF�LEASH�DOG�WALKING.�This�is�important�
because�a�diverse�element�of�the�urban�population�regularly�come�with�families�and�family�dogs�to�enjoy�the�park�and�beaches�
and�would�not�otherwise�use�these�areas.�As�you�well�know,�many�of�these�sites�were�deeded�to�the�GGNRA�in�the�Enabling�
Legislation�with�the�understanding�that�the�existing�recreation�uses,�such�as�dog�walking,�would�not�be�altered�or�eliminated.
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am� � �from�an� � ,�as�I�have� �a�horse�at�Muir�Beach�for�over�4� ,�and�am�a�member�of�

160 P

Topic�3)�All�the�alternatives�are�too�heavily�biased�toward�conservation�or�the�creation�of�sensitive�habitats,�rather�than�
balancing�recreation�and�conservation.�The�stated�current�conditions�at�individual�GGNRA�sites�are�not�correct,�and�current�
recreation�uses�are�not�accurately�represented:�for�example�off�leash�dog�walking�is�only�mentioned�under�current�conditions�
at�Fort�Funston.�We�need�a�more�accurate�description�of�current�recreational�uses�at�ALL�sites.�Recreation�within�the�GGNRA�
whether�it�be�surfing,�horseback�riding,�mountain�biking,�fishing,�hang�gliding�or�dog�walking�are�hugely�important�forms�of�
exercise�and�these�activities�should�be�preserved�as�they�can�easily�co�exist�with�protection�of�natural�resources.

162 P

3.�In�my�opinion,�all�the�alternatives�so�far�put�forward�over�emphasize�conservation�and�under�emphasize�recreation.�
Especially�in�the�current�climate�of�expensive�transportation�and�increasing�poverty�and�lack�of�resources,�the�expansion�of�
such�important�recreational�spaces�should�be�preserved�over�creating�more�gardens�of,�for�instance,�native�plants�that�are�
permanently�fenced�off�leaving�less�and�less�space�for�hiking,�exploring,�and�generally�getting�closer�to�nature.�

163 P

My�name�is�Laurie�Wilson,�and�I�have�been�a�resident�of�Mill�Valley,�Marin�County,�California�for�over�20�years.�I�am�a�weekly�
user�of�GGNRA,�whether�running�trails,�riding�my�road�and�off�road�bicycles,�and�riding�my�horse�out�the�Muir�Beach�stable.�I�
am�writing�today,�from�an�equestrian�perspective,�as�I�have�kept�a�horse�at�Muir�Beach�for�over�4�years,�and�am�a�member�of�writing today, equestrian perspective kept years
Ocean�Riders.�Let�me�first�begin�my�saying�that�I�love�our�stable.�It�is�a�place�stuck�in�time,�with�its�rustic�old�buildings,�and�a�
slice�of�"Old�California"�that�anyone�who�grew�up�here�misses.�My�young�son�LOVES�to�come�out�with�me�to�the�stable,�on�his�
once�a�week�trip,�and�run�all�over�before�going�on�a�short�loop�on�our�horse�Mojito.�I�have�even�ridden�the�horse�threw�
GGNRA�up�and�over�the�hill�to�his�pre�school,�for�a�horse�visit�for�all�the�children�at�his�school.�(Kumara�School,�Marin�Avenue,�
Mill�Valley)�They�loved�it.�Over�the�years,�many�of�his�friends�have�been�introduced�to�horse,�when�they�have�joined�us�for�a�
ride�at�the�stable.�As�for�myself,�I�so�enjoy�riding�through�peaceful�Green�Gulch,�on�my�way�up�Middle�Green�Gulch�trail,�and�
then�on�to�various�parts�of�Tennessee�Valley.�I�hope�that�you�will�please�find�a�way�to�preserve�horse�riding�facilities�in�
Southern�Marin.�I�understand�your�desire�to�bring�as�much�land�back�to�"nature",�but�in�my�opinion�ours�is�a�simple�stable�that�
fits�in�so�well�with�a�drive�down�Highway�#One.�It�has�become�part�of�the�landscape,�as�much�a�the�Night�Heron�in�the�
wetlands�nearby.�I�believe�that�attempting�to�move�it�further�up�the�Valley,�would�be�the�death�of�our�beloved�stable.�I�hope�
that�you�will�consider�the�"People�and�Parks"�version�of�your�choices,�that�you�are�considering.
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164 P

1.�The�most�important�ideas�to�include�in�the�preferred�alternative�are�those�ideas�that��relate�to�having�facilities�available�for�
public�use,�support�environmental�and�educational�programs,�connect�people�to�with�the�resources�on�the�land,�and�that�
reinvigorate�the�human�spirit.�Its�about�people�and�connecting�them�to�the�specific�activities�that�are�available,�in�this�case�
Slide�Ranch.�The�following�comments�are�in�response�to�the�proposed�General�Management�Plan�for�GGNRA�related�to�Slide�
Ranch�and�are�my�personal�views�and�not�those�of�Slide�Ranch�itself.�I�am�currently�President�of�the�Slide�Ranch�Board�of�
Directors.�I've�been�a�director�for�more�than�8�years.�Slide�Ranch�has�separately�prepared�comments�in�response�the�Plan.�Of�
the�three�General�Plan�Preliminary�Alternatives,�I�strongly�favor�Alternative�1,�Connecting�People�with�Parks,�for�the�following�
reasons.�Slide�Ranch�presently�substantially�fulfills�the�intent�of�the�Alternative�1�strategy.�It�accomplishes�this�through�its�land�
and�sea�based�environmental�and�teaching�farm�experiences�for�children�and�families�at�its�current�site�of�37�years.�This�
coastal�site�inspires�a�sense�of�wonder�and�awe�that�is�unlikely�to�be�replicated�elsewhere.�NPS�states�in�Concept�1�on�page�6�
that�it�wants�to�engage�the�community�and�other�visitors�"to�promote�understanding,�enjoyment,�preservation�and�health���all�
as�ways�of�invigorating�the�human�spirit".�This�is�what�Slide�Ranch�is�all�about,�every�day,�on�its�current�site.�While�clearly�in�
harmony�with�Alternative�1,�Slide�Ranch�has�also�managed�its�resources�in�a�way�that�promotes�restoration�of�natural�
resources���a�goal�of�Alternative�2.�
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164 P

Slide�Ranch�works�to�preserve�the�coastal�ecosystem�by�removing�invasive�plants�and�maintaining�trails�and�shore�access.�
Further,�unnecessary�structures�have�been�removed�over�time�thus�emphasizing�a�physical�environment�that�has�been�status�
quo�for�the�last�100�years�more�or�less.�I�don't�believe�it�is�necessary�for�Slide�Ranch�to�be�removed�its�current�location�in�
order�to�promote�the�benefits�of�Alternative�2.�In�fact,�although�the�Master�Plan�entered�into�between�Slide�Ranch�and�the�
GGNRA�in�1996�or�thereabouts�allows�for�more�buildings�and�development,�Slide�Ranch�has�not�pursued�that�strategy.�
Although�financing�has�been�and�continues�to�be�a�big�factor�in�not�moving�forward�on�that�plan,�Slide�Ranch�is�now�pursuing�a�
smaller�and�more�sustainable�footprint���more�in�keeping�I�would�argue�with�the�intent�of�Alternative�2.�This�of�course�requires�
the�cooperation�of�GGNRA�and�in�my�mind�creates�a�blending�of�the�ideas�behind�Alternatives�1�and�2.��The�concept�of�
allowing�for�restoration�of�natural�conditions�in�my�mind�should�not�require�the�removal�of�current�Slide�Ranch�facilities�and�
programs�as�called�for�in�both�Alternative�2�and�3.�The�reason�is�that�as�mentioned�above�there�have�been�structures�and�
activities�on�this�land�for�several�centuries,�beginning�with�the�Miwok�Indians�and�continuing�with�Portuguese�dairy�farmers.�I�
would�argue�for�restoration�of�natural�conditions�consistent�with�the�use�of�this�land�over�this�time�frame.�Further,�NPS�states�
on�Page�6�in�Concept�2�that�"recreational�and�educational�opportunities�would�allow�visitors�to�learn�about�and�enjoy�the�
coastal�and�marine�environments,�and�gain�a�better�understanding�of�the�region's�international�significance�and�history".�To�
me�this�statement�allows�for�some�level�of�use�for�the�land.�The�experiential�teaching�at�Slide�Ranch�involves�exploration�of�
the�tide�pools�and�well�as�stewardship�of�the�land,�a�use�consistent�with�NPS�goals.�Visitor�experiences�are�supported�by�NPS�in�
Concept�2�where�it�states�"Provide�greater�opportunities�for�visitors�to�explore�the�wild�areas�and�immerse�themselves�in�
nature"�and�to�"increase�visitor�understanding,�awareness,�and�support�for�coastal�resources�through�participation�in�stories�
and�programs�about�human�interaction�with�and�dependency�on�natural�resources".�These�statements�could�come�right�from�
a�Slide�Ranch�teaching�manual�as�they�are�core�to�the�Slide�Ranch�mission.�
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164 P

Natural�resources�are�supported�by�NPS�in�Concept�2�where�it�states�"Promote�partnerships�to�help�the�park�become�a�center�
for�innovative�coastal�science,�stewardship�and�learning".�Slide�Ranch,�being�a�current�Park�Partner�fully�supports�this�goal.
�
Lastly,�relocating�Slide�Ranch�for�other�purposes,�such�as�stated�in�Alternative�2,�namely�"a�location�more�sustainable�and�
geologically�stable�and�in�a�less�remote�location,�to�me�is�simply�not�necessary.�I'm�not�sure�what�sustainable�as�used�in�this�
context�means,�but�while�the�current�site�does�have�a�level�of�instability�associated�with�it,�there�is�absolutely�no�current�
threat�to�existing�structures�and�land�movement�is�quite�small.�This�is�a�very�manageable�circumstance�and�is�well�
documented.�Some�may�consider�the�Slide�Ranch�site�remote,�others�not.�It�is�within�half�an�hours�drive�from�San�Francisco.�
To�the�extent�it�has�an�element�of�remoteness�connected�to�it,�I�see�that�as�one�of�the�attributes�of�Slide�Ranch.

167 P

In�response�to�Question�1:�The�most�preferred�alternative�for�all�areas�of�the�GGNRA�is�a�modified�version�of�the�'Connecting�
People�to�the�Parks'�alternative.�The�GGNRA�should�NOT�be�managed�as�if�it�were�a�mythical,�remote�'wilderness'�area.�Rather,�
the�GGNRA�SHOULD�be�managed�for�what�it�is:�a�wonderful�open�and�undeveloped�space�near�a�very�large�population�center�g p p p y g p p
that�exists�primarily�for�the�enjoyment�and�recreation�of�local�residents�and�visitors.�More�emphasis�should�be�placed�on�
improving�the�GGNRA�facilities�and�maintenance�efforts�and�less�emphasis�on�buzzwords�and�policies�p�"stewardship"�of�the�
land�and�promoting�"diversity".�Stick�to�basics�of�good�fundamental�park�and�recreation�land�management�practices�and�all�
visitors�will�benefit.

167 P

New�buildings,�such�as�the�Crissy�Field�Warming�Hut,�should�be�permitted�in�the�GGNRA�to�serve�visitors�but�they�should�be�
tastefully�designed�and�not�overly�commercialized.�The�GGNRA�should�NOT�be�governed�as�a�'wilderness�area'�but�instead�
should�balance�the�use�of�the�land�with�a�generous�allowance�for�off�and�on�trail�hiking,�horseback�riding,�mountain�biking,�
camping,�picnic�areas,�dog�walking,�and�many�other�recreational�activities.

167 P

The�management�plan�does�is�unclear�with�regard�to�restrictions�on�access�to�certain�various�parts�of�the�GGNRA�under�the�
various�alternatives.�Access�limitations�are�almost�never�justified.�The�GGNRA�is�a�park�for�the�people.�I�disapprove�of�any�
restrictions�on�access�to�Ocean�Beach�in�general,�or�the�sand�dunes�in�particular.�Any�restrictions�to�dunes�would�very�likely�be�
disregarded�by�locals�and�visitors,�in�any�event,�and�would�therefore�create�needless�and�extended�conflict�between�visitors�
and�the�NPS.
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167 P

As�a�practical�matter,�the�danger�to�shorebirds�and�other�animals�and�plants�in�the�GGNRA�due�to�the�presence�of�people�and�
dogs�is�HIGHLY�overstated.�The�emphasis�on�"preserving�natural�areas�or�"wilderness�areas"�in�the�GGNRA�should�be�
minimized�in�the�final�general�management�plan.�These�types�of�concerns�are�often�raised�by�professional�environmental�and�
bird�advocate�groups�whose�proposals�are�often�irrational�and�extremist�and�not�tailored�to�a�local�area.�The�views�of�these�
professional�advocates�are�contrary�to�the�views�of�most�of�the�general�public�and�visitors�to�the�GGNRA�and�should�be�given�
LESS�importance�than�the�views�of�local�residents�and�visitors�to�the�GGNRA�in�influencing�the�Management�Plan.

167 P

The�management�plan�does�not�give�enough�emphasis�on�promoting�recreational�activities.�The�picnic�areas�and�grass�fields�of�
west�crispy�field�are�very�popular�and�should�be�replicated�elsewhere.�Small�athletic�fields�(e.g.,�for�volleyball)�should�be�
encouraged�in�some�high�use�areas�such�as�picnic�sites.

169 P

1.�I�favor�Alternative�1�and�need�to�stress�that�having�such�a�wonderful�resource�that�so�many�people�from�out�of�town�and�
from�the�Bay�Area�can�use�because�access�is�easy�thru�public�transportation.�There�is�no�public�transportation�to�any�large�
open�space�in�the�community�where�I�live�now�and�I�miss�the�ability�to�save�gas�to�be�able�to�visit�many�places.

169 P

The�GGNRA�is�a�neighbor�of�the�residents�of�the�Bay�Area.�As�the�Bay�Area�continues�to�become�more�and�more�a�place�for�g p
only�a�certain�economic�class�of�citizens�to�live,�how�in�good�conscience�can�you�take�away�some�of�the�best�free�things�to�do�
in�the�area?�Is�the�GGNRA�just�going�to�become�another�elitist�NIMBY�like�so�many�people�who�live�in�the�area?�I�had�to�
relocate�due�to�the�economic�circumstances�of�the�Bay�Area.�If�you�continue�on�the�path�you�are�taking,�the�NPS�will�help�add�
to�the�diaspora�of�the�middle�class�from�the�Bay�Area.�

171 P
1.�I�prefer�Alternative�1/Concept�1:�Connecting�People�with�Parks,�which�has�a�goal�of�"bringing�national�park�experiences�to�a�
large�and�diverse�urban�population,"�and�enhancing�access,�rather�than�making�the�park�less�accessible.

171 P

3.�All�the�alternatives/concepts�are�too�heavily�biased�toward�conservation�and/or�the�creation�of�sensitive�habitats,�rather�
than�balancing�recreation�and�conservation.�Recreation,�including�off�leash�dog�walking,�is�an�important�activity�which�should�
be�preserved�and�can�co�exist�with�protection�of�natural�resources.�

174 P

An�element�missing�from�all�the�alternatives�is�the�importance�of�off�leash�dog�walking.�This�is�important�because�dog�walking�
is�currently�enjoyed�by�thousands�of�park�visitors�in�the�GGNRA�and�has�been�a�huge�activity�here�since�the�creation�of�the�
original�GGNRA�Pet�Policy�in�1979.�Off�leash�dog�walking�is�a�safe,�healthy�recreational�activity�that�provides�a�critical�
connection�to�nature�and�the�outdoors�for�urban�dwellers,�and�creates�an�important�sense�of�community,�too.�Off�leash�dog�
walking�is�not�only�healthy�for�dogs,�but�it�is�also�very�healthy�for�people.�It�is�an�activity�that�is�enjoyed�by�all�genders,�races,�
ages�and�economic�levels.�Please�remember�that�these�areas�were�deeded�to�the�GGNRA�with�the�explicit�understanding�that�
the�existing�recreation,�including�off�leash/voice�control�dog�walking,�would�NOT�be�eliminated.
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location has gone way down, while the number of human visitors has way gone up. All in an effort to make it more natural .

174 P

I�consider�myself�a�life�long�environmentalist.�I�have�been�vegan�since�1980,�live�consciously�and�non�toxic/organically�as�much�
as�possible,�support�many�different�environmental�and�wildlife�organizations,�as�well�as�having�worked�as�a�wildlife�
rehabilitator�while�living�in�Oregon�for�some�time�in�the�90s.�I�feel�the�alternatives�presented�are�too�heavily�biased�toward�
the�creation�of�so�called�sensitive�habitats,�rather�than�balancing�access,�recreation�and�conservation���for�the�areas�in�
question.�These�are�urban�parks�and�need�special�consideration�due�to�their�location.�People�need�to�use�these�areas���they�
make�San�Francisco�livable�for�many�of�us�that�need�that�connection�to�nature�and�wildlife�to�survive.

174 P

But�I�also�think�natural�areas�should�be�left�alone/left�natural,�and�not�renovated,�fenced�off,�sectioned�off,�and�labeled�with�
interpretative�signs.�What�has�been�done�to�Crissy�Field,�for�example,�is�a�joke�because�it�was�supposedly�done�to�make�the�
area�"more�natural".�Yes,�it�is�beautifully�groomed�now���more�palpable�to�humans,�more�parking,�paths�and�places�to�bar�b�q�
and�buy�a�latte.�But�it�also�went�from�being�a�wonderful,�rustic,�eco�friendly,�sparsely�used�habitat/environment�where�dog�
walkers�and�wildlife�co�existed�to�a�complete�Disneyland�with�huge�crowds�of�people.�There's�all�these�ridiculous�roped�in,�
fenced�off�areas�now���everything�is�segregated.�It's�insane.�Do�you�really�think�nature�or�wildlife�will�read�the�signs�or�stay�in�
the�roped�in�sections�to�stay�in�their�own�little�nature�habitats�you've�created�for�them?�The�numbers�of�wild�animals�at�this�
location has gone way down, while the number of human visitors has way gone up. All in an effort to make it more "natural".� � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � �
And�now�you�want�the�dogs�out�of�there�because�they're�a�problem�for�the�wildlife?�You've�got�to�be�kidding?�You�don't�think�
the�hundreds�of�beach�goers,�kite�boarders,�kite�flyers,�swimmers,�soccer�layers,�joggers,�baby�strollers,�etc.�etc.�walkers�has�
any�impact�at�all���or�less�so�than�the�dogs�accompanied�by�their�human�walkers?�It�was�frankly�much�more�natural�before�it�
was�renovated���I�can�tell�you�this�as�a�long�time�visitor.

174 P

However,�I�do�think�keeping�access�open�to�humans�is�still�really�important���even�now,�when�areas�like�Crissy�Field�are�more�
like�an�urban�landscaped�park�than�a�true�natural�area�anymore.�Recreation,�including�off�leash�dog�walking,�is�an�important�
activity�which�should�be�preserved�and�can�co�exist�with�the�protection�of�natural�resources/wildlife.

174 P

I�have�maintained�an�uncommon�level�of�health�while�living�with�a�debilitating�life�threatening�disease�due�in�large�part�to�my�
daily�walks�with�my�voice�controlled�dogs�in�these�areas.�If�I�did�not�have�access�to�these�areas,�I�would�simply�not�be�able�to�
live�here���despite�being�a�native�Bay�Area�resident.�My�health�depends�on�being�able�to�walk�in�these�areas�with�my�dogs�off�
leash.�It�is�critical�to�my�everyday�quality�of�life�to�get�out�in�natural�areas�and�walk�with�my�"family".

174 P
Please�consider�how�these�changes�will�impact�those�of�us�that�reply�on�these�areas�for�daily�recreational�activities�(including�
off�leash�dog�walking)�and�enjoyment�of�these�unique�urban�open�spaces�in�our�own�ways.
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175 P

Of�the�preliminary�alternatives,�I�strongly�prefer�Alternative�1���Connecting�People�with�Parks,�which�serves�to�increase�park�
access�for�a�greater�number�and�wider�variety�of�people.�I�was,�however,�concerned�to�see�that�there�was�no�mention�of�off�
leash�dog�walking�mentioned�in�any�of�the�alternatives.�Off�leash�dog�walking�is�a�healthy�activity�for�both�dogs�and�their�
humans,�on�a�number�of�different�levels.�Obviously,�on�the�purely�physical�level,�it�is�healthy�for�bodies�to�move�around�in�the�
fresh�air�but,�perhaps�more�importantly,�it�creates�and�promotes�an�important�social�network�and���in�a�significant�number�of�
instances��it�may�be�the�strongest,�or�even�the�only,�socialization�available�to�people�who�are�otherwise�isolated.�The�sheer�
variety�of�people�who�are�brought�together�daily���initially�bonded�by�nothing�more�than�their�shared�love�of�their�dogs���is�
unparalleled�by�any�other�use�of�these�areas.�The�people�who�gather�together�on�a�daily�basis�are�a�perfect�representation�of�
the�diversity�of�our�city���they�come�from�all�age�groups,�ethnicities,�and�socioeconomic�backgrounds.

176 P
1.�Most�important�to�include�is�the�goal�of�"bringing�national�park�experiences�to�a�large�and�diverse�urban�population,"�and�
enhancing�access,�rather�than�making�the�park�less�accessible.

176 P

.�An�element�missing�from�all�the�alternatives�is�the�importance�of�off�leash�dog�walking.�This�is�especially�important�at�Fort�
Funston�where�off�leash�activity�is�the�most�common�use,�and�the�park�that�can�often�be�cold,�windy�and�otherwise�y p
unattractive�to�tourists.�Dog�walking�is�enjoyed�by�a�diversity�of�park�visitors�(unlike�most�National�Park�activities,�where�poor�
people�and�people�of�color�are�severely�underrepresented).�And�finally,�Fort�Funston�was�deeded�to�the�GGNRA�with�the�
understanding�that�the�existing�recreation,�such�as�dog�walking,�would�NOT�be�eliminated.

177 P public�transportation�for�both�visitors�and�employees�should�be�improved�within�this�area�of�the�Park.

177 P

I�would�like�to�express�my�thoughts�on�the�accessibility�of�the�Parks�to�all�people�with�regards�to�not�just�Alcatraz,�but�the�
entire�Park.�I�understand�that�high�end�hotels�can�draw�in�increased�tourism�and�funds�for�the�park�but�I�feel�as�though�that�
completely�contradicts�the�mission�of�the�NPS."...to�promote�and�regulate�the�use�of�the...national�parks...which�purpose�is�to�
conserve�the�scenery�and�the�natural�and�historic�objects�and�the�wild�life�therein�and�to�provide�for�the�enjoyment�of�the�
same�in�such�manner�and�by�such�means�as�will�leave�them�unimpaired�for�the�enjoyment�of�future�generations."�Filling�the�
GGNRA�with�hotels�and�warming�huts�does�nothing�to�conserve�scenery,�history�or�wildlife,�nor�does�it�welcome�lower�income�
families�who�will�likely�come�to�view�the�park�as�an�elitist�institution�that�they�cannot�afford�to�explore.

179 P

#1�Alternative�#1�"Connecting�People�With�Parks"�is�the�only�version�that�comes�close�to�the�original�concept�of�the�GGNRA�
which�was�to�provide�open�space�for�recreational�opportunities�in�an�urban�setting.�Since�the�GGNRA�was�created�the�urban�
population�has�grown�tremendously�and�so�the�need�for�recreational�space�is�more�important�than�ever.�So�the�plan�should�
stress�accessibility�to�the�park.�Instead�the�emphasis�is�on�natural�resource�protection.�Recreational�uses�and�preserving�
natural�resources�can�co�exist.
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179 P

#2�The�plan�and�the�description�of�current�uses�does�not�reflect�reality.�There�was�little�mention�of�off�leash�dog�walking,�yet�
thousands�of�people�walk�their�dogs�daily�across�the�GGNRA.�When�San�Francisco�deeded�our�parklands�to�the�GGNRA�under�
Mayor�Alioto�it�was�with�the�explicit�guarantee�that�off�leash�dog�walking�and�other�traditional�forms�of�recreation�would�be�
protected.�The�GGNRA�then�developed�and�implemented�the�1979�Pet�Policy�and�later�added�an�addendum�in�1996.�This�
policy�was�used�successfully�for�20�years�and�should�be�continued�with�additional�lands�added.�Currently�it�is�estimated�that�35�
40%�of�households�have�a�dog.�Of�those,�homeowners�are�a�larger�per�capita�percentage�than�renters.�How�can�the�plan�
ignore�such�a�significant�constituency?�The�majority�of�dog�owners�consider�themselves�environmentalists�and�want�to�
preserve�and�share�parkland.
The�Management�Zones�proposed�are�too�small�and�too�limiting�to�accommodate�the�thousands�of�daily�visitors�and�the�
variety�of�activities�they�engage�in.�Hang�gliding,�horseback�riding,�surfing,�swimming,�fishing,�mountain�biking,�kiteboarding,�
windsurfing,�sailing,�dog�walking,�etc.�How�can�a�plan�be�implemented�if�it�does�not�reflect�accurately�the�current�uses�of�the�
park?

180 P

I�wish�to�preserve�the�existing�equestrian�facilities�and�trail�access�which�may�in�the�future�be�affected�by�decisions�taken�by�
your�General�Management�Planning�Team���GGNRA.�The�above�named�stables�have�successfully�operated�for�decades.�These�
facilities�are�well�known�and�highly�utilized.�Most�are�at�or�near�full�capacity,�confirming�the�enduring�popularity�of�horseback�
riding�and�the�continuing�urgent�need�for�horse�boarding�facilities�in�these�coastal�areas.�Our�stables�enjoy�wide�public�support�
and�aid�many�sectors�of�the�local�economy�(hay�and�grain�production,�feed�stores,�tack�stores,�online�providers,�veterinarians,�
farriers,�instructors,�rodeos,�shows,�restaurants,�etc.)�All�of�these�interests�would�suffer�if�riding�or�horse�boarding�
opportunities�were�reduced.
�
As�urban�areas�encroach�on�rural�preserves,�it�becomes�all�the�more�important�that�the�government�recognize�that�before�the�
advent�of�GGNRA�our�equine�facilities�were�already�responsible�and�established�custodians�of�these�lands.�The�trails�have�been�
cared�for;�they�are�not�degraded.�Precautions�have�been�taken�not�to�pollute�the�seasonal�streams.�Buildings�have�been�kept�
to�a�minimum.�Dirt�bikes�and�off�road�vehicles�that�would�destroy�the�natural�habitat�have�been�discouraged�in�an�effort�to�
preserve�the�areas.�We�continue�to�be�good�stewards�of�the�land.
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180 P

With�the�continued�high�level�of�interest�in�horseback�riding,�horse�camps�for�children,�hourly�lessons�and�horse�boarding,�it�is�
only�reasonable�that�the�local�facilities�be�allowed�to�continue�operating�in�our�coastal�areas.�Urban�residents�enjoy�these�
traditional�pastimes�and�value�the�proximity�of�our�stables�to�the�cities.�As�construction�encroaches�on�open�spaces�it�
becomes�more�difficult�to�maintain�equestrian�facilities.�Nevertheless,�riding�remains�very�popular�and�I�wish�to�support�our�
equestrian�facilities�in�the�planned�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area.

184 P

Alternative�1����Connecting�People�with�the�Parks����comes�the�closest�to�upholding�the�reason�the�GGNRA�was�created:�"to�
provide�for�the�maintenance�of�needed�recreational�open�space�necessary�for�urban�environment�and�planning."�However,�
none�of�the�Alternative�Management�Concepts�proposed�are�acceptable�as�stated,�since�all�place�too�little�emphasis�on�
recreational�uses�and�recreational�access�to�sites�within�the�GGNRA.

184 P

An�element�missing�from�all�the�alternatives�is�the�importance�of�off�leash�dog�walking.�This�activity�provides�exercise�for�
people�as�well�as�dogs.�Dog�walking�is�enjoyed�by�a�diversity�of�park�visitors�in�the�GGNRA,�unlike�most�National�Park�activities,�
where�poor�people�and�people�of�color�are�severely�underrepresented.�Sites�were�deeded�to�the�GGNRA�with�the�
understanding�that�the�existing�recreation,�such�as�dog�walking,�would�NOT�be�eliminated.

184 P

All�the�alternatives�are�too�heavily�biased�toward�conservation�and/or�the�creation�of�sensitive�habitats,�rather�than�balancing�
recreation�and�conservation.�Recreation,�including�off�leash�dog�walking,�is�an�important�activity�which�should�be�preserved�
and�can�co�exist�with�protection�of�natural�resources.�All�of�our�local�beaches�were�ceded�to�GGNRA.�This�space�is�the�
necessary�breathing�room�our�crowded�city�needs.

185 P

I�fill�it�is�very�important�to�keep�the�equestrians�in�Golden�Gate�Park�it
is�part�of�the�history�of�Park�and�San�Francisco.

185 L

I�am�responding�to�the�alternatives�that�are�proposed�for�the�new�general�pan�for�the�parks.�I�am�an�equestrian�and�I�support�
the�majority�of�the�concepts�in�Alternative�1,�however�Alternative�1�does�not�apply�to�all�the�area.�The�final�plan�should�take�
into�account�the�need�to�retain�existing�stables,�provide�more�trails�(especially�a�variety�of�different�length�loop�trails)�and�
regional�connections,�provide�adequate�rig�parking�for�equestrians,�identify�water�sources�for�livestock,�and�provide�unpaved�
trail�surfaces�for�both�joggers,�bicyclists�and�horses.�I�also�support�multi�use�trails,�with�the�exception�of�the�trails�in�the�
Phleger�Estate.�Creation�of�volunteer�trail�patrols�is�vital�to�provide�‘eyes�and�ears”�in�the�new�property.�
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186 P

1.�Alternative�1,�Connecting�People�with�the�Parks,�comes�closest�to�upholding�the�reason�the�GGNRA�was�created,�which�was�
"to�provide�for�the�maintenance�of�needed�recreational�open�space�necessary�for�urban�environment�and�planning."�However,�
none�of�the�Alternative�Management�Concepts�are�acceptable�as�stated,�because�all�of�them�place�too�little�emphasis�on�
recreational�uses�and�recreational�access�to�sites�within�the�GGNRA.�Expansion�of�recreational�access�was�a�major�reason�that�
much�of�the�land�was�deeded�to�the�federal�government.

186 P

2.�The�Management�Zones�proposed�at�individual�sites�within�the�GGNRA�are�too�exclusive.�Where�is�RECREATION�in�the�
"Diverse�Opportunities"���it�is�never�mentioned!�Much�larger�areas�should�be�included�for�recreation,�which�is�the�origin�of�the�
GGNRA.�Off�leash�dog�walking,�which�is�one�of�the�traditional�recreational�activities�in�the�GGNRA,�is�mentioned�only�at�Fort�
Funston�(current�conditions),�but�not�noted,�suggested�or�indicated�anywhere�else.�Nor�is�dog�walking�shown�in�any�of�photos�
of�the�GGNRA.�This�is�one�of�the�most�loved�activities�among�Bay�Area�residents�who�walk�in�the�GGNRA.�It�should�be�
celebrated�and�expanded.

186 P

3.�Current�conditions�described�at�individual�sites�in�the�GGNRA�are�incorrect.�For�example,�as�noted�above,�dog�walking�is�
only�mentioned�under�current�conditions�at�Fort�Funston,�while�it�is�more�broadly�based�and�permitted,�according�to�the�1979�y p
Pet�Policy.�A�more�accurate�description�of�the�current�recreational�uses�at�all�sites�must�be�made�before�any�General�
Management�Plan�alternatives�can�be�considered.�The�General�Management�Plan�as�currently�constituted�is�highly�prejudicial�
against�recreational�access,�in�direct�violation�of�the�legislation�that�created�the�GGNRA�and�against�the�promises�made�by�the�
GGNRA�at�the�time�of�its�creation�that�traditional�recreational�uses�would�be�protected�and�preserved.

187 P

As�an�avid�equestrian�who�frequently�rides�in�GGNRA,�I�support�preservation�of�equestrian�facilities�at�Ember�Ridge,�Picardo�
Ranch�(Millwood),�SFPUC�Watershed�easements,�Moss�Beach�Ranch,�Ocean�View�Stables,�Renegade�Ranch,�Presidio�Riding�
Club,�Miwok�Stables,�and�Golden�Gate�Dairy.�I�especially�support�continued�equestrian�access�to�riding�trails�at:�Milagra�Ridge,�
Shelldance�Nursery�area,�Sweeney�Ridge,�Cattle�Hill,�Mori�Point,�Pedro�Point,�Devil's�Slide,�San�Pedro�Mountain�(all�south�of�
San�Francisco),�Phleger�Estate,�as�well�as�trails�in�Marin�County�and�in�San�Francisco�that�are�located�on�GGNRA�lands.

189 P

I�conditionally�prefer�Alternative�1.�I�like�it�because�has�the�goal�of�"Connecting�People�with�Parks."�The�GGNRA�current�
policies�seem�to�be�more�about�bringing�in�native�plants�&�sensitive�species,�rather�than�preserving�park�access�for�people.�The�
Organic�Act�and�ESA�already�provide�protection�for�natural�resources.�The�GGNRA�was�established�to�provide�for�both�
conservation�AND�recreational�opportunities.�I'm�concerned�that�Alternative�2�and�3�might�provide�justification�for�the�GGNRA�
to�further�restrict�recreation.
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recreation that existed when the park lands were deeded to the NPS

189 P

Note�that�"Connecting�people�with�parks"�should�NOT�be�restricted�to�activities�like�"educating"�people�about�native�plants�
and�endangered/threatened�species.�For�example,�connection�to�the�parks�has�to�be�more�than�teaching�environmentalism�to�
children,�i.e.�school�children�on�field�trips�&�higher�schoolers�fulfilling�their�community�service�requirement.�As�an�educator,�
naturalist,�and�scientist�I�fully�support�people�learning�about�nature.�However,�this�is�only�one�aspect�of�"connection�to�parks."

189 P

Another�important�connection�is�Recreation.�Recreation�is�people�voluntarily�going�to�the�parks�to�enjoy�nature�&�family�&�
friends�&�exercise.�We�need�more�of�this�in�the�parks.�That�means�family�friendly�facilities�like�good�garbage�service,�clean�
bathrooms�(not�outhouses),�good�public�transportation�as�well�as�accessible�parking.

189 P

1)�An�important�element�missing�from�the�alternatives�is�OFF�LEASH�DOG�WALKING.�Although�this�will�be�more�specifically�
addressed�in�the�Dog�Management�Plan,�the�General�Management�Plan,�i.e.�the�policies�for�next�decades,�also�needs�to�
acknowledge�that�off�leash�dog�walking�is�a�recreation�enjoyed�by�thousands�of�park�visitors.�There�is�a�long�history�of�people�
enjoying�nature�accompanied�by�a�dog.�John�Muir,�Aldo�Leopold,�etc.�all�had�off�leash�dogs�aside�them.�Even�the�local�Sierra�
Club�sponsors�off�leash�dog�walking�in�Bay�Area�parks�(despite�the�protests�of�some�SC�members).�Having�off�leash�dog�
walking�is�not�about�the�GGNRA�creating�sites�beyond�the�current�1%�of�parklands,�but�rather�preserving�the�off�leash�
recreation that existed when the park lands were deeded to the NPS.� � � � � � � � � � � .
�
Note�that�off�leash�dog�walking�is�enjoyed�by�a�wide�DIVERSITY�of�park�visitors.�For�example,�go�out�to�Fort�Funston�and�you'll�
see�people�of�color�from�all�ethnicities,�seniors,�families�with�children,�teenagers,�the�rich�and�poor.�Contrast�this�to�
"environmental"�activities�or�many�other�park�activities�where�white�middle�class�&�upper�class�visitors�are�the�vast�majority�
(not�referring�to�mandatory�school�field�trips/assignments�or�community�service�requirements)�and�"faces�of�color"�are�the�
exception.
�
Both�the�NPS�and�California�State�Parks�have�recognized�the�disparity�between�the�demographics�of�park�visitors�and�the�
general�population.�Any�reduction�of�off�leash�dog�walking�will�increase�this�disparity�by�discouraging�many�from�ever�visiting�
the�parks.�It's�very�disheartening�to�see�the�GGNRA�constantly�fighting�off�leash�dog�walking.�Dog�walking�is�one�of�the�most�
successful�program�in�the�GGNRA,�i.e.�low�cost,�addresses�the�needs�of�a�diverse�urban�population,�enhances�community�&�
exercise,�even�though�it�isn't�even�promoted/publicized�by�the�GGNRA.
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189 P

2)�Also�missing�from�the�Plan�is�mention�of�an�entire�Kingdom,�Fungi.�Prior�to�the�park�lands�becoming�part�of�the�NPS,�
members�of�the�SF�Mycological�Society�and�others�enjoyed�foraging�for�wild�mushrooms�throughout�the�parks.�Note�that�
mushrooms�are�the�fruiting�body�of�the�fungus,�analogous�to�berries.�The�GGNRA�has�limits�only�on�the�amount�of�berries�that�
can�be�picked,�not�where.�Compare�this�to�mushroom�picking,�which�is�restricted�to�a�very�small�area.�Foraging�for�food�is�the�
most�intimate�connection�people�can�have�to�the�parks.�Responsible�foraging�(with�rules�based�on�science,�not�politics)�should�
be�encouraged,�rather�than�discouraged.

189 P

1)�All�the�alternatives�are�too�heavily�biased�toward�conservation�and/or�the�creation�of�sensitive�habitats,�rather�than�
conservation�and�recreation.�Recreation,�including�off�leash�dog�walking,�is�an�important�activity�which�should�be�preserved.�
The�scientific�evidence�(i.e.�data,�not�the�"interpretation"�from�GGNRA�biologists,�BeachWatch)�and�Birds�Counts�from�the�
Audubon�Society,�indicate�that�off�leash�dog�walking�has�*co�existed�with�the�protection�of�natural�resources.

189 P

2)�Please�based�the�Environmental�Review�on�science.�The�environmental�impact�assessments�should�be�based�on�the�science�
of�"ecology,"�not�the�politics�of�"environmentalism."�The�fake�Lynx�Fur�incident�and�fabricated�impacts�of�oyster�farming�in�Pt.�
Reyes,�indicate�the�necessity�of�establishing�and�exercising�a�Scientific�Code�of�Conduct/Scientific�Code�of�Ethics.�*For�y g g
example,�the�population�of�the�Western�Snowy�Plover�has�no�correlation�(correlation�coefficient�is�less�than�0.1)�with�the�
number�of�off�leash�dogs,�or�correlation�with�the�park�restrictions/status�on�off�leash�dog�walking�at�Ocean�Beach.�
Additionally,�the�greatest�number�of�birds�is�often�found�in�the�same�sites�where�there�are�large�numbers�of�dog�walkers.

191 P
3.�Why�is�research�listed�as�a�possible�use�only�for�areas�zoned�as�"Sensitive�Resources?"�I�would�support�research�as�a�
permitted�use�in�most�of�the�areas�of�the�park.�

193 L

Many�thanks,�in�advance�for�reading�my�letter.�As�an�equestrian�I�support�the�majority�of�the�concepts�in�Alternative�1.�
However,�Alternative�1�does�not�apply�to�the�entire�area.�The�final�plan�should�take�into�account�the�need�to�retain�existing�
stables,�provide�more�trails�(especially�a�variety�of�different�length�loop�trails)�and�regional�connections,�provide�adequate�rig�
parking�for�equestrians,�identify�water�sources�for�livestock,�and�provide�unpaved�trail�surfaces�for�both�joggers,�bicyclists�and�
horses.�I�also�support�multi�use�trails,�with�the�exception�of�the�trails�in�the�Phleger�Estate.�(For�this�area,�please�refer�to�
ETRAC's�earlier�proposed�multi�use�trail�bordering�Filoli�and�Watershed�lands�from�Canada�Road�up�to�Skyline)�Creation�of�
volunteer�trail�patrols�is�vital�to�provide�"eyes�and�ears"�in�the�new�property.���

196 P
Topic�1:�I�prefer�Alternative�1/Concept�1:�Connecting�People�with�Parks,�which�has�a�goal�of�"bringing�national�park�
experiences�to�a�large�and�diverse�urban�population,"�and�enhancing�access,�rather�than�making�the�park�less�accessible.
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197 P

The�action�alternatives�force�users�to�choose�between�recreation�(Alt�1),�conservation�(Alt�2),�and�historic�preservation�(Alt�3),�
when�most�users�want�to�see�each�of�these�approaches�pursued�in�locations�where�they�are�most�appropriate.�Most�of�our�
members�want�to�see�strong�conservation�in�area�that�are�critical�or�where�aggressive�conservation�does�not�conflict�with�
recreation.�While�we�strongly�want�recreational�uses�that�cannot�be�replaced�elsewhere�in�the�immediate�area�to�be�
preserved�and�protected,�we�also�want�to�see�historic�preservation�and�conservation�occur.�All�three�approaches�are�
important�and�we�support�them�all�while�we�recognize�that�one�may�be�more�important�than�the�other�in�a�specific�are�that�is�
not�the�subject�of�an�area�plan.

197 P

The�impact�on�recreational�use�by�commercial/large�non�profit�uses�should�be�carefully�considered.�At�Ft.�Baker�waterfront,�
the�Discovery�Museum�at�peak�use�takes�up�all�of�their�own�parking�plus�all�north�waterfront�parking�including�the�use�of�all�
boat�ramp�parking�that�is�supposed�to�be�reserved�for�trailer�parking.�Once�parking�is�reduced�at�the�north�waterfront,�this�
overflow�will�take�up�parking�at�Pt.�Cavallo�as�well.�Introduction�of�other�organized�and�commercial�uses�like�this�that�draw�
crowds�should�be�carefully�considered�so�that�their�success�does�not�displace�or�significantly�impact�recreational�users.

197 L

I�have�been�attending�scoping�sessions�and�trying�to�digest�the�verbose�alternatives�presented�as�visions�of�the�park’s�future.�I�
fear�for�any�of�these�alternatives�as�they�all�in�one�way�or�another�create�more�restrictions�on�the�park’s�uses�and�set�up�a�y p p
sanitized�homogeneous�experience�from�park�to�park.�I�worry�that�the�bureaucracy�will�create�a�“big�box”�type�of�experience�
in�the�park.�The�GGNRA�was�originally�created�to�be�a�close�by�getaway�spot�where�urban�dwellers�and�tourists�could�go�to�
have�a�wilderness�experience�in�“their�own�backyard”�so�to�speak.�To�have�such�gorgeous�natural�habitat�in�such�close�
proximity�to�a�heavily�populated�urban�area�is�unique�to�this�region�of�the�country.�

197 L

I�have�been�enjoying�this�park�on�horseback�for�36�years.�I�am�in�fact�a�member�of�the�Marin�Municipal�Water�District�
Volunteer�Mounted�Patrol.�When�I�first�began�riding�in�the�GGNRA,�there�were�many�fewer�people�than�now�&�everyone�was�
on�foot�or�horseback.�The�GGNRA�lands�are�historically�dairy�and�ranch�lands�and�were�in�fact�discovered�on�horseback�as�
settlers�moved�west.�This�is�an�important�part�of�our�California�history.�It�is�important�to�me�that�equestrian�use�continues�and�
that�the�stable�facilities�remain�in�place�and�are�even�improved.
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Since�the�increased�population�and�recent�creation�of�the�mountain�bike�have�added�traffic�to�the�park,�I�recognize�the�needs�
for�safety�oriented�controls�in�the�park.�The�use�of�signage�and�distribution�of�maps�and�interpretive�information�is�certainly�of�
value.�But�I�do�not�want�to�see�“interpretive”�information�turning�into�the�sanitized�prepackaged�park�experience�that�robs�
visitors�of�their�own�experience�of�nature.�Mountain�bikes,�non�motorized�vehicles,�have�no�historic�precedent�in�the�park.�I�do�
respect�the�desires�of�people�to�explore�the�parks�by�bike�but�do�wish�traffic�restrictions�to�be�put�in�place�such�that�accidents�
are�avoided.�This�is�most�important�on�single�track�trails�with�impeded�sightlines�that�do�not�enable�bike�riders�and�other�users�
to�get�out�of�each�other’s�way�in�sufficient�time�to�avoid�a�crash.�There�is�no�historic�precedent�for�any�vehicles�in�the�park�
other�than�the�early�20th�century�vehicles�used�by�ranchers�when�the�parklands�were�private�property.

197 L

I�have�seen�many�children�in�the�park�who�have�never�seen�or�been�close�to�a�horse.�The�media�has�been�full�of�articles�about�
children�and�adults�suffering�from�“nature�deprivation”.�Children�delight�in�the�sight�of�our�horses�when�we�ride�them�through�
the�parks�and�delight�in�the�opportunity�to�pet�them.�Our�horses�love�kids�and�it�gives�us�an�opportunity�to�teach�the�children�
about�their�nature.�100�years�ago�children�were�riding�horses�to�school,�not�bikes�&�carpools.�Our�horses�have�an�important�
place�in�our�history�and�that�of�the�park.�Without�them,�transportation�would�not�have�been�possible�in�the�last�century�let�
alone�discovery�of�the�very�parks�we�are�trying�to�manage.�We�must�not�lose�sight�of�this�in�the�general�management�plan.�y p y g g g g g p

197 L

I�am�middle�aged�and�ride�with�many�people�who�have�disabilities�and�infirmities.�To�these�people,�their�horses�are�their�“legs”�
who�transport�them�through�the�park�for�a�serene�and�spiritual�experience�of�nature.�These�are�people�who�are�unable�to�hike�
or�ride�a�bike�into�the�hills�that�compose�our�GGNRA.�It�would�be�in�violation�of�the�rights�of�disabled�people�to�take�away�
their�“legs”�such�that�they�could�not�access�the�areas�they�support�through�their�taxpayer�dollars.�It�is�of�paramount�
importance�to�me�that�all�the�existing�trails�are�preserved�the�way�they�are�and�no�additional�restrictions�placed�on�them�for�
equestrian�use.�In�addition,�I’d�like�to�see�refined�parking�and�staging�opportunities�for�trailering�our�horses�into�the�parks.�

197 L

The�trail�system�is�excellent�as�it�is�in�the�park�and�I�see�no�reason�to�change�it�other�than�maintaining�what�is�there�and�
preventing�erosion,�primarily�due�to�natural�forces�of�winter�storms�and�drainage�patterns�resulting�from�rainfall�runoff,�fallen�
tree�limbs,�etc.�
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restrict recreational fishing from shores, piers jetties or other similar structures in the Pacific Ocean or in the San Francisco

197 L

I�am�very�cognizant�of�the�fact�that�along�with�the�increase�of�the�population�in�the�Bay�Area�and�the�commercialization�of�the�
outdoor�sporting�industry�has�come�greatly�increased�human�traffic�in�the�GGNRA.�Along�with�any�increases�in�traffic�and�
congestion�comes�a�need�for�some�traffic�controls.�Also,�many�visitors�are�unaware�that�they�are�visiting�a�wilderness�area�&�
need�some�guidance�so�they�don’t�get�lost.�Having�proper�maps�&�signage�as�well�as�some�historical�information�available�to�
enhance�their�understanding�of�where�they�are�visiting�is�a�good�thing.�But�too�much�of�packaged�park�experience�rings�hollow�
and�causes�a�very�sterilized�experience�of�something�which�is�supposed�to�be�uplifting�and�inspiring.�Too�much�of�today's�
media�robs�one�of�the�ability�to�create�one’s�own�experience.�The�park�has�always�been�a�place�where�one�can�go�to�be�
reflective�of�life�and�nature.�This�quality�must�be�retained.�And�maintaining�the�presence�of�the�horse�in�the�park�is�an�
essential�component�since�we�are�indebted�to�this�magnificent�animal�who�carried�our�settlers�thousands�of�miles�to�discover�
these�very�lands.

198 P

A.�Fishing:�I�oppose�any�changes�to�GGNRA�management�policies�and�practices�that�would�result�in�the�restriction�of�
recreational�fishing�opportunities�beyond�those�restrictions�in�effect�on�Jan.�1,�2008.�At�the�very�least,�the�GGNRA�should�not�
restrict recreational fishing from shores, piers, jetties or other similar structures in the Pacific Ocean or in the San Francisco� � � � � ,� � � � � � � � � � � � � � �
Bay�and�Delta�region�(as�currently�defined�by�the�California�Department�of�Fish�and�Game�)�beyond�the�regulations�that�the�
California�Department�of�Fish�and�Game�or�federal�fisheries�management�agencies�may�legally�establish�from�time�to�time.�
The�GGNRA�also�should�seek�to�minimize�restrictions�on�recreational�fishing�by�divers,�and�recreational�fishing�from�
nonmotorized�vessels�and�from�motorized�vessels�with�a�combined�capacity�for�crew�and�passengers�of�six�people�or�fewer.

198 P

Fishing:�The�GGNRA�should�explicitly�state�that�recreational�fishing�is�allowed�on�all�sandy�beaches�and�all�rocky�shorelines,�
and�in�all�intertidal�areas.�The�GGNRA�should�explicitly�state�that�visitors�are�allowed�access�to�all�shore�areas�up�to�the�
maximum�high�tide�line.�Limited�areas�may�be�temporarily�closed�to�fishing�for�reasons�of�safety�or�security���or�when�required�
for�the�restoration�of�a�jetty,�pier,�or�historic�or�natural�resource.�However,�public�notice�of�such�non�emergency�closures�must�
be�provided�through�established�procedures�before�the�closure�is�approved.�All�closures�of�longer�than�one�year�must�be�
reviewed,�re�noticed�and�re�established�at�the�end�of�that�year,�for�no�longer�than�one�additional�year.�After�the�second�year,�
such�closures�may�be�established�for�up�to�an�additional�three�years�(to�total�five�years�of�closure),�after�which�they�may�be�re�
authorized�for�additional�periods�of�five�years.�Thereafter,�if�the�GGNRA�wishes�to�continue�such�closures,�they�must�be�
reviewed,�re�noticed�and�re�established�every�five�years�or�less.
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198 P

The�GGNRA�must�maintain�in�serviceable�condition�all�jetties�and�all�piers�currently�used�for�fishing�under�its�jurisdiction.�The�
GGNRA�should�establish�an�outreach�program�to�educate�recreational�fishers�about�proposed�changes�and�adopted�changes�to�
rules�and�regulations.�At�a�minimum,�written�notice�of�proposed�changes�and�newly�effective�rules�must�be�provided�on�the�
GGNRA's�National�Park�Service�Web�site,�and�must�be�prominently�posted�at�the�entry�to�the�fishing�pier�(also�known�as�
Torpedo�Pier)�near�the�Warming�Hut�in�the�Presidio,�and�at�the�entry�to�the�fishing�pier�on�the�west�side�of�the�harbor�at�Fort�
Baker.�Such�notice�must�be�provided�in�English,�Spanish,�Chinese,�Tagolog,�Vietnamese�and�Russian,�and�in�any�additional�
languages�the�GGNRA�may�determine�are�appropriate.�The�GGNRA�also�should�liaison�with�local�tackle�shops�and�fishing�
supply�stores�as�a�secondary�means�of�outreach.

198 P

The�GGNRA�should�examine�the�feasibility�of�establishing�use�fees�for�fishing�in�some�or�all�of�the�marine�and�estuarine�
environments�within�its�jurisdiction.�The�GGNRA�should�examine�the�feasibility�of�requiring�all�fishers�older�than�16�years�of�
age�to�pay�either�a�daily�fee�or�a�yearly�fee,�but�the�yearly�fee�should�not�exceed�the�purchase�price�of�an�individual�state�
fishing�license�for�the�same�year.�Revenues�from�any�such�fees�established�must�be�used�to�improve�or�maintain�fishing�
opportunities�within�the�GGNRA,�including�cleanup�and�restoration�of�shoreline�areas,�and�restoration�of�marine�and�estuarine�
habitats.�Fee�revenues�also�may�be�used�to�support�the�enforcement�of�state�and�federal�fishing�regulations,�by�the�NPS�or�g y
California�DFG,�including�the�cost�of�materials�and�staff�time.�Fee�revenues�must�not�be�redirected�for�any�other�purpose.

198 P

B.�Dogs:�The�GGNRA�should�establish�appropriate�areas�where�visitors�may�allow�their�dogs�to�roam�freely�without�the�use�of�
leashes,�and�should�provide�water,�restrooms,�benches,�trash�disposal�containers�and�other�appropriate�amenities�for�visitors�
using�these�off�leash�areas.�On�all�land�under�GGNRA�management�outside�of�these�areas,�the�GGNRA�should�vigorously�
enforce�its�existing�regulations�governing�the�time,�place�and�manner�in�which�visitors�may�bring�their�dogs�to�the�GGNRA,�
particularly�in�beach�and�shoreline�areas.

198 P

The�GGNRA�should�use�empirical�research�to�estimate�how�many�dogs�(whether�with�their�owners,�professional�dog�walkers�
or�other�people)�enter�the�boundaries�of�the�GGNRA�in�a�given�year�(except�for�dogs�that�may�be�merely�transported�through�
the�GGNRA�to�other�destinations).�The�GGNRA�should�then�survey�off�leash�dog�parks�in�the�10�largest�cities�providing�such�
parks�in�the�nine�county�San�Francisco�Bay�Area,�to�determine�how�many�square�feet�are�provided�for�each�dog�using�a�given�
park.�The�GGNRA�should�then�establish�off�leash�areas�within�the�GGNRA�with�sufficient�area�to�provide�a�per�dog�area�no�less�
than�the�median�number�of�square�feet�per�dog�provided�in�the�10�surveyed�cities�and�no�more�than�the�maximum�number�of�
square�feet�per�dog�by�any�of�the�surveyed�cities.
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198 P

The�GGNRA�should�provide�water,�benches,�restrooms,�trash�receptacles�or�other�amenities,�as�it�determines�is�appropriate�
for�each�off�leash�dog�area.�Whenever�possible,�the�GGNRA�should�minimize�activities�that�might�disrupt�the�normal�use�of�
these�established�off�leash�areas.�The�GGNRA�should�actively�encourage�dog�owners�to�use�these�off�leash�areas.�The�GGNRA�
should,�after�providing�appropriate�public�notice,�make�a�practice�of�enforcing�rules�restricting�off�leash�dogs�in�all�other�areas�
under�its�jurisdiction.�The�GGNRA�should�actively�warn�people�accompanying�off�leash�dogs�about�these�rules,�even�if�no�
complaint�about�a�particular�dog�or�incident�has�been�received.

198 P

Outside�of�these�established�off�leash�areas,�the�GGNRA�should�make�a�reasonable�effort�to�accommodate�leashed�dogs.�But�
when�the�presence�of�dogs�conflicts�with�the�needs�of�wildlife�on�land�or�in�the�water,�or�with�the�reasonable�enjoyment�of�
the�GGNRA�by�people�without�dogs,�the�GGNRA�should�establish�whatever�policies�and�practices�it�deems�necessary�regarding�
the�time,�place�and�manner�in�which�dogs�may�use�the�GGNRA.

198 P

C.�Development:�The�GGNRA�should�seek�to�minimize�the�addition�of�new�hardscape�on�lands�under�its�jurisdiction.�It�also�
should�reject�proposals�for�new�development�that�are�not�directly�related�to�active�outdoor�recreation�uses,�passive�
observation�of�wildlife�or�natural�features,�or�the�preservation�and�enjoyment�of�existing�historic�resources.�If�the�GGNRA�p j y g
determines�that�certain�new�development�is�appropriate,�it�should�restrict�that�development�to�the�ground�footprint�of�the�
existing�built�environment�and�should�limit�parking�for�private�automobiles�to�no�more�than�existing�capacity.

198 P

D.�Environment:�The�GGNRA�should�seek�to�preserve�and�restore�the�natural�environment,�whenever�such�preservation�and�
restoration�does�not�conflict�with�the�other�policies�and�practices�recommended�in�this�letter.�Landscapes�and�life�forms�
known�to�exist�in�a�given�region�of�the�GGNRA�before�the�year�1775�should�be�protected�and�restored�in�that�region�whenever�
feasible,�and�native�life�forms�should�be�preferred�over�non�native�forms.
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200 L

It�is�extremely�important�that�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area�continue�to�be�hospitable�to�equestrians.�
One�of�the�great�things�about�our�culture�of�the�American�West�is�that�horseback�riding�remains�accessible�to�persons�of�all�
income�levels�and�abilities.�We�want�to�keep�it�that�way.�In�Europe�and�elsewhere�around�the�world,�horse�sports�are�limited�
to�wealthy�people.�Here,�thanks�to�our�ranching�traditions,�even�an�Oakland�working�woman�like�me�can�trailer�my�mare�to�
ride�in�view�of�the�Golden�Gate.�Kids�with�disabilities�—�like�my�own�son�—�become�inspired�and�empowered�when�they�are�
able�to�enjoy�horses�and�riding.�
Enclosed�you�will�find�a�petition�with�about�35�signatures,�primarily�from�horse�lovers�in�the�East�Bay�who�also�visit�the�GGNRA�
for�horse�camping�and�day�use,�supporting�the�continued�presence�of�horses�in�the�proposed�Golden�Gate�National�Park�lands.�
If�stables�were�to�be�closed,�horse�concessions�“concentrated”,�and�trail�access�denied�to�equestrians,�this�is�in�violation�of�
what�a�large�segment�of�the�public�wants�done�with�our�tax�dollars.�For�minimal�ecological�impact,�horse�facilities�should�be�
spread�throughout�appropriate�areas.�
Despite�our�weakened�economy,�horse�keeping�continues.�Lots�of�us�have�a�passion�for�the�sport�and�the�lifestyle�of�being�
around�horses.�We�want�to�continue�to�share�this�passion�with�youth�and�others�who�can�benefit�from�this�great�traditional�
use�of�public�park�lands.�
Please�continue�to�work�with�local�equestrian�groups�to�ensure�respectful�treatment�of�all�the�stakeholders�and�proper�q g p p p p
environmental�protections.�
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From:�Supporters�of�horseback�riding�in�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area�
Re:�(1)�Support�for�preservation�of�equestrian�facilities:�
Ember�Ridge,�Picardo�Ranch�(Millwood),�SFPUC�Watershed�easements,�Moss�Beach�Ranch,�Ocean�View�Stables,�Renegade�
Ranch,�Presidio�Riding�Club,�Miwok�Stables�and�Golden�Gate�Dairy.�
(2)�Support�for�continued�equestrian�access�to�riding�trails:�
Milagra�Ridge,�Shelldance�Nursery�area,�Sweeney�Ridge,�Cattle�Hill,�Mon�Point,�
Pedro�Point,�Devil’s�Slide,�San�Pedro�Mountain�(all�south�of�San�Francisco),�Phleger�
Estate�as�well�as�trails�in�Mann�County�and�in�San�Francisco�that�are�located�on�
GGNRA�lands.�
We�the�undersigned�seek�to�preserve�the�existing�equestrian�facilities�and�trail�access�which�may�in�the�future�be�affected�by�
decisions�taken�by�your�General�Management�Planning�Team�—�GGNRA.�The�above�named�stables�have�successfully�operated�
for�decades�in�our�local�areas.�These�facilities�are�well�known�and�highly�utilized.�Most�are�at�or�near�full�capacity,�confirming�
the�enduring�popularity�of�horseback�riding�and�the�continuing�urgent�need�for�horse�boarding�facilities�in�these�coastal�areas.�
Our�stables�enjoy�wide�public�support�and�aid�many�sectors�of�the�local�economy�(hay�and�grain�production,�feed�stores,�tack�
stores,�online�providers,�veterinarians,�farriers,�instructors,�rodeos,�shows,�restaurants,�etc.).�All�of�these�interests�would�suffer�
if�riding�or�horse�boarding�opportunities�were�reduced.�g g pp
As�urban�areas�encroach�on�rural�preserves,�it�becomes�all�the�more�important�that�the�government�recognize�that�before�the�
advent�of�GGNRA�our�equine�facilities�were�already�responsible�and�established�custodians�of�these�lands.�The�trails�have�been�
cared�for;�they�are�not�degraded.�Precautions�have�been�taken�not�to�pollute�the�seasonal�streams.�Buildings�have�been�kept�
to�a�minimum.�Dirt�bikes�and�off�road�vehicles�that�would�destroy�the�natural�habitat�have�been�discouraged�in�an�effort�to�
preserve�the�areas.�We�continue�to�be�good�stewards�of�the�land.�
With�the�continued�high�level�of�interest�in�horseback�riding,�horse�camps�for�children,�hourly�lessons�and�horse�boarding,�it�is�
only�reasonable�that�the�local�facilities�be�allowed�to�continue�operating�in�our�coastal�areas.�Urban�residents�enjoy�these�
traditional�pastimes�and�value�the�proximity�of�our�stables�to�the�cities.�As�construction�encroaches�on�open�spaces�it�
becomes�more�difficult�to�maintain�equestrian�facilities.�Nevertheless,�riding�remains�very�popular�and�we�the�undersigned�
need�and�support�our�equestrian�facilities�in�the�planned�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area.�
Thank�you�for�your�attention�to�our�petition�and�please�find�attached�signatures�supporting�the�continuance�and�enhancement�
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Alternative�1,�Connecting�People�With�Parks,�comes�closest�to�meeting�the�needs�of�this�urban�national�recreation�area,�and�I�
think�the�word�"recreation,�as�this�"park"�has�been�called,�is�important,�to�remember�that�we�in�the�city�of�San�Francisco�gave�
our�ocean�beaches�to�the�Federal�Park�service,�after�receiving�a�guarantee�that�the�people�of�San�Francisco�and�the�
surrounding�urban�area�would�be�able�to�continue�to�use�the�area�for�recreation.�The�GGNRA�is�already�highly�accessible�to�
people,�including�those�without�cars,�and�provides�free�access�to�this�wonderful�area�for�all�economic�classes,�and�for�all�ages�
(though�more�access�for�wheelchair�users�would�be�possible,�such�as�at�Ft.�Funston,�where�the�wheelchair�accessible�circle�
loop�was�not�maintained).�More�could�still�be�done�to�help�introduce�families�and�school�children�to�the�GGNRA,�to�guarantee�
continued�use�and�support�for�this�treasure.
�
I�think�conserving�the�natural�environment�is�important�too,�but�I�don't�think�very�much�of�the�GGNRA�should�be�taken�back�to�
the�pre�urban�era���hopefully�enough�to�show�city�people�what�the�environment�was�like,�and�to�provide�more�habitat,�
especially�for�bees.�I'd�like�to�see�the�major�portion�of�the�GGNRA�conserved�for�natural�beauty�and�for�wear�and�tear�in�high�
use�areas.
�
I�don't�like�to�see�a�national�park�becoming�a�shopping�center�(such�as�the�big�box�stores�at�Crissy�Field),�but�I�understand�the�
need�to�have�the�park�pay�for�itself.�I�also�think�it�is�appropriate�to�preserve�the�history�of�the�area�as�a�presidio�and�then�U.S.�
Fort�and�the�military�base,�but�I�hope�that�can�be�contained�and�done�tastefully�(as�the�plan�appears�to�be�so�far).�I've�just�
visited�Fort�Baker�(for�lunch�and�a�walk)�and�that�appears�to�have�turned�out�very�well.

203 P

An�element�missing�from�the�alternatives�is�the�importance�of�off�leash�dog�walking.�This�was�one�of�the�recreational�activities�
that�was�included�when�the�city�of�San�Francisco�gave�Ft.�Funston�to�the�GGNRA,�and�it�is�especially�necessary�to�include�the�
off�leash�dog�walking�in�as�many�areas�of�the�GGNRA�as�possible�(the�historical�use�of�GGNRA�land�was�about�2%,�so�I�hope�at�
least�that�can�be�included�in�the�new�plans).�The�beaches�are�about�the�best�places�for�dogs�to�run�loose�(under�their�humans�
supervision,�of�course),�since�there�is�more�space�for�everyone�to�spread�out�on�the�beaches,�and�fewer�user�conflicts�(such�as�
beach�volley�ball�and�frisbee�games�or�picnics),�and�the�beaches�are�the�best�places�for�humans�with�dogs�to�give�both�species�
a�long�walk,�making�the�city�an�easy�place�to�keep�up�our�physical�fitness�without�the�people�having�to�join�a�gym�or�the�dogs�
to�have�to�pay�for�expensive�dog�agility�or�flyball�practice�space.�The�bluffs�at�Ft.�Funston�are�also�a�wonderful�area�for�off�
leash�dogs,�as�is�the�meadow�at�Crissy�Field,�so�I�hope�those�will�continue�to�be�part�of�the�GGNRA�plans.
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I�also�have�personal�experience�taking�my�dogs�for�long�walks�on�leash�near�Tennessee�Valley,�and�I�hope�these�will�continue�
to�be�available.�I�believe�other�parts�of�the�GGNRA�are�also�good�for�including�dogs�for�walks�on�leash,�but�I�don't�know�the�
others�(I�prefer�the�East�Bay�Regional�Parks�which�have�a�good�amount�of�off�leash�hiking�areas,�or�for�longer�leash�walks�I�also�
go�to�the�Marin�Water�District)���but�with�gas�prices�going�up,�having�more�off�leash�and�on�leash�areas�near�peoples�homes�is�
important.

203 P

The�GGNRA�needs�to�be�a�"good�neighbor"�since�it�is�really�part�of�an�overall�urban�area,�not�a�wilderness�area�far�from�a�high�
density�population.�It�is�especially�important�that�the�GGNRA�continue�to�provide�recreational�areas,�including�off�leash�dog�
walking,�since�many�parts�of�the�GGNRA�were�given�to�the�Federal�Park�service�with�that�stipulation,�and�because�the�growing�
population�of�the�area�is�putting�pressure�on�all�available�open�space�for�multiple�users.�People�with�dogs,�who�need�"real"�
exercise�for�both�of�us,�not�just�a�small�dog�park,�are�one�of�the�large�and�important�user�groups.�

205 L

As�a�member�of�the�equestrian�community,�I�wish�to�go�on�record�in�strong�support�of�alternative�1:�Connecting�People�with�
the�Parks.�This�is�the�only�alternative�that�preserves�the�current�stables�in�GGNRA�parkland�in�Mann�county.�I�also�am�strongly�
in�support�of�the�continued�safe�use�of�the�GGNRA�trails�by�equestrians,�cyclists�and�hikers.�I�am�very�concerned�that�
alternatives�2�and�3�may�results�in�a�severe�decrease�in�access�to�the�trails�by�the�public.�The�GGNRA�trails�system�along�with�
Point�Reyes�National�Seashore�is�one�of�the�best�trail�systems�in�the�US�and�the�entire�world.�There�is�a�long�history�of�public�y y g p
access�to�these�trails�which�are�located�in�proximity�to�a�large�urban�area.�It�is�appropriate�that�such�a�resource�maximize�trail�
access�while�also�preserving�the�natural�beauty�of�the�area.�I�realize�that�there�are�advocates�for�all�points�of�view�including�
treating�the�GGNRA�as�an�off�limits�wilderness�area�with�very�limited�public�access.�

205 L

I�am�reminded�of�a�story�about�a�young�driver�that�has�just�received�their�first�traffic�ticket�for�running�a�red�light.�This�young�
person�appears�before�a�judge�to�plead�innocent.�The�judge�declares�that�“everyone�is�guilty�at�one�time�or�another”�and�
nothing�the�young�person�says�will�persuade�the�judge�to�dismiss�the�fine.�(In�fun?)�the�judge�says�that�he�normally�considers�
three�alternatives�as�punishment�in�these�types�of�cases.�Alternative�(1)�is�a�100�dollar�fine.�Alternative�2�is�life�in�prison.�
Alternative�3�is�death�by�hanging.�Since�this�is�a�first�offence�the�judge�says�“pay�the�clerk�100�dollars,�next�guilty�person�
please”.�I�do�hope�this�is�a�situation�with�the�100�dollar�fine.�Why�do�I�feel�like�I�am�being�punished�?�
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In�closing�I�would�like�to�bring�up�one�other�matter.�The�biggest�issue�for�me�is�saving�the�trails.�My�personal�friend�Mr.�Sandy�
Greenblat�has�provided�you�with�detailed�information�about�trail�improvements�that�we�need.�I�am�very�happy�that�GGNRA�is�
working�with�the�Marin�Horse�Council�to�let�the�equestrian�community�raise�funds�and�even�help�with�the�installation�of�any�
approved�trail�changes.�I�would�encourage�you�to�maximize�this�process�as�a�required�part�of�the�new�written�plan.�I�do�not�
have�a�specific�plan�in�mind�however�I�feel�that�the�fate�of�the�process�should�not�be�left�to�just�a�few�dedicated�individuals�
like�Sandy�Greenblat.�There�should�be�a�GGNRA�“required�process”�that�ensures�better�communication�with�the�public�with�an�
active�fund�raising�element�for�trail�improvements.�

207 P

Topic�1:�None�of�the�Alternative�Management�Concepts�proposed�is�acceptable�as�stated�because�all�place�too�little�emphasis�
on�recreational�uses�and�recreational�access�to�sites�within�the�GGNRA.�Of�the�three�proposals,�Alternative�1����Connecting�
People�with�the�Parks����comes�the�closes�to�upholding�the�reason�the�GGNRA�was�created�in�the�first�place:�"to�provide�for�
the�maintenance�of�needed�recreational�open�space�necessary�for�urban�environment�and�planning."�But�even�Alternative�1�
does�not�provide�enough�recreational�access�at�the�sites�within�the�GGNRA.

207 P

The�other�two�Alternatives�are�so�heavily�weighted�toward�conservation�at�the�expense�of�recreational�access�that�they�are�
completely�unacceptable.�To�be�true�to�the�legislation�that�Congress�passed�to�create�the�GGNRA,�any�final�General�p y p g g p
Management�Plan�(GMP)�has�to�include�a�realistic�and�fair�balance�between�recreational�access,�conservation,�and�historical�
preservation.�We�need�a�much�more�integrated�approach,�not�the�polarizing�alternatives�listed�in�newsletter�#4.�Recreation�
must�be�protected�in�the�GGNRA.

207 P

None�of�the�three�alternatives�listed�integrates�recreational�access,�conservation,�and�historical�preservation�into�a�realistic,�
workable,�enforceable�approach�to�managing�the�lands�of�the�GGNRA.
�
Note�that�Connecting�People�to�the�Parks,�the�title�of�Alternative�1,�can�be�accomplished�as�much�through�ensuring�people�
have�recreational�access�to�the�GGNRA�as�through�teaching�them�about�native�plants.

207 P

Topic�2:�The�value�of�recreation�is�missing�from�all�three�alternatives.�The�word�"recreation"�isn't�even�used.�It's�included�in�
"diverse�opportunities."�This�euphemism�reflects�the�desire�by�GGNRA�management�to�denigrate�the�importance�of�
recreational�access,�even�though�recreation�is�one�of�the�driving�reasons�behind�the�creation�of�the�GGNRA.�The�loss�of�
recreational�access�cannot�be�allowed.
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In�particular,�off�leash�recreation�is�completely�missing�from�the�alternatives.�Dogs�aren't�even�mentioned,�except�at�Fort�
Funston,�as�if�that�is�the�only�place�where�dogs�can�be�found�in�the�GGNRA.�This�is�untrue,�misleading,�and�outright�deceitful.�
Off�leash�dog�walking�has�taken�place�in�the�GGNRA�since�before�the�lands�were�turned�into�a�national�recreational�area.�The�
1979�Pet�Policy�allowed�off�leash�dog�walking�on�1%�of�GGNRA�lands.�To�pretend�that�off�leash�dog�walking�is�not�an�integral�
activity�within�the�GGNRA�is�just�plain�wrong.�Note�that�off�leash�dog�walking�is�enjoyed�by�a�wide�diversity�of�people,�
including�all�ethnic�groups,�gay,�straight,�young,�old,�families�with�kids,�seniors,�disabled,�wealthy,�poor,�and�all�manner�of�
professions.�I�challenge�you�to�show�me�any�other�activity�in�the�GGNRA����including�voluntary�planting�and�weeding�of�native�
plants���where�you�see�that�kind�of�diversity.�If�the�GGNRA�wants�to�encourage�all�different�kinds�of�people�to�visit,�off�leash�
dog�walking�must�be�allowed�to�continue.

207 P

Topic�3:�The�Management�Zones�proposed�at�individual�sites�within�the�GGNRA�are�much�too�exclusive�in�nature.�The�GGNRA�
needs�maximum�flexibility�when�making�management�decisions.�The�designation�of�"Diverse�Opportunities",�which�includes�
recreational�access�(while�never�actually�saying�the�word�"recreation"),�should�cover�much�larger�areas�of�the�GGNRA,�not�just�
tiny,�isolated�islands�of�"diverse�opportunities"�shown�in�the�current�proposals.�Recreational�access,�including�off�leash�dog�
walking,�can�co�exist�with�conservation�(and�have�for�decades),�but�the�management�zones�in�this�GMP�assume�there�can�be�g g
no�shared�space.�This�attitude�must�change.

207 P

The�current�conditions�described�at�individual�sites�in�the�GGNRA�are�not�correct.�Current�recreational�uses�are�not�accurately�
represented�at�most�sites.�For�example,�off�leash�dog�walking�is�only�mentioned�at�Fort�Funston,�even�though�a�majority�of�
park�users�at�many�sites,�including�Ocean�Beach�and�other�locations,�are�there�to�walk�their�dogs�off�leash.�A�more�accurate�
description�of�the�current�recreational�uses�at�all�sites�must�be�made�before�any�GMP�alternatives�can�be�considered.

207 P

Newsletter�#4�says�that�the�"Park�Purpose"�is:�"To�offer�national�park�experiences�to�a�large�and�diverse�urban�population�
while�preserving�and�interpreting�the�park's�outstanding�natural,�historic,�scenic,�and�recreational�values."�This�is�not�accurate.�
The�legislation�that�created�the�GGNRA�in�1972�makes�it�clear�that�the�purpose�for�the�creation�of�the�GGNRA�was:�"the�
maintenance�of�needed�recreational�open�space�necessary�for�urban�environment�and�planning."�The�way�the�purpose�is�
stated�in�this�GMP�is�highly�prejudicial�against�recreational�access,�in�direct�violation�of�the�legislation�that�created�the�GGNRA�
and�against�the�promises�made�by�the�GGNRA�at�the�time�of�its�creation�that�traditional�recreational�uses�would�be�protected�
and�preserved.
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It�is�not�clear�how�various�specific�management�plans�currently�under�development,�including�the�Marin�Equestrian�Plan�and�
the�Dog�Management�Plan,�will�fit�into�the�GMP.�Some�of�the�alternatives�designate�areas�at�various�sites�as�"natural�areas"�
and�"sensitive�resources."�These�designations�will�preclude�recreational�access�at�those�sites.�Yet�some�of�these�same�areas�
are�also�under�consideration�for�off�leash�dog�walking�and�other�recreational�access�under�the�specific�management�plans�
being�developed.�Will�their�designation�as�a�"natural�area"�in�the�GMP�alternative�trump�their�designation�as,�for�example,�an�
off�leash�dog�walking�area�in�the�Dog�Management�Plan?�Which�will�have�precedence����the�GMP�or�the�Dog�Management�
Plan?�This�uncertainty�must�be�cleared�up�before�any�plan�is�adopted.

207 P

All�of�the�Alternatives�are�too�heavily�weighted�toward�conservation�and�creating�new�habitat,�rather�than�conservation�and�
recreation.�The�legislation�that�created�the�GGNRA�called�for�a�balance�between�recreation,�conservation,�and�historical�
preservation.�This�balance�is�lacking�in�all�the�alternatives�proposed.�Although�Alternative�1�has�a�better�balance�than�the�
others�(because�it�essentially�acknowledges�that�"diverse�opportunities"�are�possible�at�some�sites),�it�too�is�weighted
too�heavily�toward�creation�of�new�habitat�and�conservation�at�the�expense�of�recreational�access.�Recreation�MUST�be�
preserved�in�the�GGNRA.

207 P

Any�environmental�review�must�be�based�on�solid,�peer�reviewed�scientific�evidence.�Sadly,�experience�has�shown�that�
GGNRA�staff�biologists�often�state�conclusions�about�environmental�impacts�that�are�not�supported�by�even�their�own�data�–�
for�example,�the�controversy�over�the�oyster�farm�at�Point�Reyes�and�claims�about�impacts�by�off�leash�dogs�on�snowy�plovers�
at�Ocean�Beach�(these�claims�are�not�supported�by�the�GGNRA's�own�data�which�show�no�correlation�between�populations�of�
plovers�and�numbers�of�off�leash�dogs�or�whether�or�not�dogs�are�on��or�off�leash).�A�Scientific�Cods�of�Conduct/Scientific�
Code�of�Ethics�is�desperately�needed�when�reviewing�environmental�impact�data.�Peer�review�must�be�instituted�to�protect�
against�the�"misuse"�of�science�to�further�"political"�environmental�decisions.
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Re:�Comments�on�General�Management�Plan�Environmental�Impact�Statement�Dear�GGNRA�Planners:�
Overall,�the�open�houses�and�the�newsletter�is�a�terrific�approach�to�explaining�the�scope�of�the�GGNRA,�and�terrific�way�to�set�
forth�the�alternatives.�
As�a�general�comment,�I�would�like�to�see�a�lot�more�of�the�park�used�by�everyone.�I�really�believe�that�you�can’t�truly�teach�an�
appreciation�of�nature,�of�history�and�of�preservation�without�physically�experiencing�it.�
Riding�horses�is�a�tremendous�way�to�experience�nature.�My�interest�is�in�preserving�the�existing�equestrian�facilities�and�
enhancing�the�trail�system�in�Marin�and�in�San�Mateo�in�a�way�that�is�in�harmony�with�nature.�I�ride�horses,�and�my�kids�ride,�
and�it�is�an�amazingly�unique�and�wonderful�way�to�enjoy�nature.�The�place�we�ride�is�Ember�Ridge,�in�Moss�Beach�(Rancho�
Corral�de�Tierra),�and�it�is�a�remarkably�well�managed�and�accessible�place,�for�people�of�all�socio�economic�backgrounds,�ages�
and�races.�
I�truly�believe,�also,�that�stables�can�be�in�harmony�with�nature,�and�enhance�the�park�for�use�by�many,�many�nature�
enthusiasts.�The�creek�that�runs�through�Ember�Ridge�has�been�tested�many�times�and�it�is�my�understanding�that�the�water�
quality�remains�good.�So,�with�proper�management,�the�stables�can�have�no�negative�impact�while�providing�a�wonderful�
opportunity�for�people�to�enjoy�nature.�

216 L

On�behalf�of�a�group�of�horse�boarders�and�hikers�who�keep�their�horses�in�the�city�of�Pacifica�in�San�Mateo�County,�California,�g p p y y
I�wish�to�thank�you,�the�National�Park�Service�(NPS)�and�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreational�Area�(GGNRA)�personnel�for�
this�opportunity�to�add�our�comments�concerning�the�Draft�General�Management�Plan/Environmental�Impact�Statement�
Newsletter�4,�which�addresses�the�lands�of�GGNRA.�Our�comments�cover�parks�we�ride�or�hike�regularly.�For�parks�that�are�not�
familiar�to�us,�we�support�the�recommendations�of�the�local�Horse�Councils,�Horse�Associations,�and�the�Equestrian�Trail�
Riders’�Action�Committee�(ETRAC).�
We�thank�GGNRA�personnel�for�reaching�out�to�the�equestrian�community,�encouraging�public�input�and�debates�as�required�
under�the�terms�of�the�NPS�General�Management�Policies�of�2006.�The�following�embodies�the�collective�comments�and�
suggestions�from�our�group�of�park�users.�
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1.�GENERAL�COMMENTS�ABOUT�GENERAL�MANAGEMENT�PLAN.�In�all�of�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreational�Area�(GGNRA)�
presently�owned�(and�certainly�in�all�future�land�acquisitions),�the�parks�should�be�made�more�accessible�to�hikers,�bicyclists,�
and�horseback�riders.�Parks�were�created�for�the�preservation�and�protection�of�public�open�space�and�for�the�enjoyment�of�
the�public;�if�the�public�is�not�able�to�enjoy�the�parks�to�whatever�degree�conservancy�concerns�allow,�their�support�for�such�
open�space�will�flag,�and�the�purchase�and�preservation�of�parklands�will�suffer,�harming�all�future�generations.�Trails�are�what�
make�the�National�Parks�accessible�to�the�public;�they�were�originally�created�both�by�foot�travelers�and�by�those�riding�
horses.�Horses�and�riding�have�a�long�history�on�GGNRA�land.�We�need�to�preserve�and�protect�this�historical�use�as�well�as�
the�architecturally�significant�structures.�
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It�is�important�to�keep�all�existing�equestrian�facilities.�These�facilities�expose�the�Bay�Area�community�to�recreational�benefits�
of�horseback�riding�in�the�parks.�We�need�these�equestrian�facilities�spread�throughout�the�GGNRA�as�they�also�make�available�
much�needed�horse�boarding�options�for�San�Francisco�Bay�Area�residents.�The�existing�facilities�have�a�record�of�financial�self�
sustainability�and�represent�no�financial�burden�to�the�County�in�which�they�reside�but�instead�vitalize�the�local�economy�with�
equine�businesses�and�services.�They�are,�as�well,�a�source�of�income�for�the�park�service.
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Equestrians�are�a�great�asset�to�land�managers:�organized�local�Mounted�Patrols�help�in�cases�of�emergency�and�participate�in�
Search�and�Rescue.�They�patrol�the�trails�and�help�to�maintain�them.�In�time�of�severe�budget�cuts,�the�help�of�an�enthusiastic�
and�committed�group�of�volunteers�will�make�a�large�contribution�to�trail�maintenance�and�patrol.��Meeting�horses�on�the�
trails�enhances�the�experience�of�all�the�trail�users.�As�an�equestrian,�I�often�hear�“Oh�look,�a�horse!”�People�come�to�the�
horse�to�pet�him;�I�feel�it�enriches�their�experience�as�we�engage�in�a�conversation�with�each�other.
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For�fiscal�reasons�as�well�for�keeping�the�natural�resources�as�untouched�as�possible,�new�buildings�on�GGNRA�land�should�be�
limited.�Time�and�money�should�be�spent�on�developing�and�maintaining�multi�use�trails,�establishing�five�mile�to�twenty�five�
mile�trail�loops.�Building�connecting�trails�between�parks�by�using�existing�roads�and�trails,�keeping�the�trails�in�their�natural�
state�is�the�most�effective�way�to�connect�the�people�with�the�parks.�People�visit�the�parks�to�enjoy�the�outdoors�on�either�p p p p p j y
hikes�or�rides.�A�visitor�center�showing�slides�about�nature�occurring�outside�the�visitor�center’s�windows�may�enhance�some�
visitors’�experiences,�but�cannot�provide�the�irreplaceable,�unforgettable�human�to�nature�connection�that�helps�turn�people�
into�conservationists�and�into�nature�lovers.�Being�involved�with�nature�effects�that�magic.�You�must�help�us�pass�that�magic�
to�future�generations.�Without�well�planned�trailheads,�the�land�will�be�difficult�to�access�if�not�impossible.�Trailheads�should�
provide�ample�parking�for�all�users,�picnic�tables,�bathrooms,�water�for�people�and�animals,�and�tying�post�for�horses.�Bay�Area�
residents�count�on�the�GGNRA�staff�to�keep�the�access�to�this�open�land�and�to�keep�alive�and�active�the�recreational�activity�
of�horseback�riding.�We�vote,�we�volunteer,�we�pay�our�taxes;�we�need�your�support�for�continued�and�enhanced�access�to�
these�lands.�
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On�GGNRA�lands�currently�accessible�to�horses,�equestrians,�bicyclists,�and�hikers�have�learned�to�share�the�trails�and�care�for�
each�other.�Equestrians�stop�to�talk�to�hikers�and�let�dogs�and�children�enjoy�their�horses;�they�shut�gates�carefully,�
understanding�as�some�hikers�and�bikers�might�not�know�the�importance�of�keeping�livestock�safe;�they�can�respond�to�trail�
emergencies�quickly,�galloping�to�obtain�aid�for�an�injured�hiker�or�bicyclist�on�the�trail.�Bikers�courteously�warn�riders�of�their�
approach.�Hikers�yield�the�trail,�usually�smiling�and�often�stopping�to�chat�and�admire�the�horses,�ask�questions�about�the�
area,�and�inquire�about�where�they�can�find�horses�of�their�own�to�ride.�We�educate�each�other.�In�all�our�differences,�we�
learn�our�commonalities�—our�connection�with�the�land�provides�us�with�connection�with�each�other.�Along�with�preserving�
species�and�land,�providing�a�place�for�this�connection�is�what�makes�a�park�or�recreation�area�a�national�treasure.�Horse�
boarding�facilities�and�multiuse�trails�that�allow�horseback�riding�are�vital�to�the�continuing�urban/rural�balance�in�San�Mateo.�
It�is�this�balance,�partly,�that�feeds�our�economy�in�diverse�ways,�keeps�us�here�even�when�every�balance�sheet�says�we�could�
fmd�cheaper�land�and�better�housing�elsewhere,�and�attracts�the�residents�and�visitors�that�fight�to�keep�our�open�spaces�
preserved�and�healthy.�The�sight�of�a�human�on�a�horse�connects�a�tired�urban�visitor�with�history�and�possibilities.�With�the�
help�of�the�GGNRA,�this�sight�can�continue�to�be�a�part�of�San�Mateo�County’s�human�and�natural�landscape.�It�is�for�these�
reasons�we�ask�you�to�consider�our�suggestions�below�for�the�use�and�preservation�of�our�local�spaces�and�trails.
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3.�COMMENTS�ON�THE�ALTERNATIVES.�Our�comments�cover�parks�we�ride�or�hike�regularly.�For�parks�that�are�not�familiar�to�
us,�we�support�the�recommendations�of�the�local�Horse�Councils,�Horse�Associations�and�the�Equestrian�Trail�Riders’�Action�
Committee�(ETRAC).�
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On�behalf�of�the�Crissy�Field�Dog�Group,�I�want�to�thank�you�for�the�opportunity�to�provide�comments�for�the�GGNRA�General�
Management�Plan�(GMP)�Spring�2008�Fourth�Newsletter.�CFDG�has�been�involved�in�dog�and�urban�recreation�area�related�
issues�in�the�GGNRA�since�2000.�We�advocate�responsible�dog�ownership�as�well�as�good�environmental�stewardship�in�all�
areas�of�the�GGNRA.�We�have�a�long�term�vested�interest�and�view�of�the�GGNRA’s�planning�process�and�how�it�addresses�and�
affects�all�park�visitors�and�their�enjoyment�and�use�of�this�unique�urban�recreation�area.�
INTRODUCTION�
The�summary�of�the�GGNRA�GMP�planning/EIS�process�presented�in�the�Spring�2008�Fourth�Newsletter�indicates�the�GMP�
effort�is�being�organized�into�Management�Concepts”�and�Management�Zones”�which�are�applied�to�each�GGNRA�unit.�In�our�
experience�in�working�through�the�combined�rulemaking/EIS�process�for�dog�management�in�GGNRA,�we�think�a�focus�on�
management�concepts�and�on�management�zones�where�particular�concepts�apply,�is�a�useful�one.�We�complement�the�Park�
Service�on�trying�to�take�a�wide�range�of�goals�and�objectives�that�need�to�be�balanced�within�the�framework�of�the�NPS’s�and�
GONRA’s�missions�and�the�Organic�Act,�and�present�them�in�a�public�document�in�a�way�that�tries�to�focus�on�different�
emphases�in�different�locations,�appropriate�to�the�values�and�opportunities�of�each�area�of�the�GGNRA.�
We�therefore�hope�the�Park�Service�is�serious�about�listening�to�public�comment�on�these�Management�Concepts�and�
Management�Zones�because�they�need�some�important,�additional�refinement,�as�explained�in�our�comments.�As�you�are�
aware,�the�heart�(and�headquarters)�of�the�GGNRA�is�located�in�the�City�of�San�Francisco�where�most�park�visitors�view�the�( q ) y p
GGNRA�units�as�a�major�urban�recreation�area.�In�addition,�the�outlying�GGNRA�areas�include�Mann�and�San�Mateo�counties,�
which�are�adjacent�to�major�suburban�areas.�
One�critical�refinement�of�the�Management�Concepts�is�their�posing�of�false�choices�or�alternatives�proposals�that�necessarily�
polarize�people�and�interested�organizations,�instead�of�helping�people�to�give�good�input�to�the�Park�Service�on�achieving�the�
balance�among�the�uses�described�on�page�2,�page�5�and�elsewhere,�so�that�a�wide�range�of�values�are�preserved�for�current�
and�future�generations.�
To�be�concrete,�if�you�read�the�Management�Concepts,�as�described�on�pages�6�and�7,�each�one�involves�connecting�people�
with�the�GGNRA�and�conserving�natural�and�historical�resources�for�their�intrinsic�value�and�so�that�they�are�sustained�for�
people�to�be�able�to�enjoy�them.�
Unfortunately,�the�Management�Concepts,�as�discussed�for�most�of�the�GGNRA�units�and�Management�Zones,�then�depart�
from�this�integrated�view�of�recreation�area�management�to�make�the�“Alternative�I�—�Connecting�People”�into�a�
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Current�Conditions�
In�this�regard,�the�importance�of�an�accurate�understanding�and�statement�of�current�conditions�and�management�cannot�be�
overestimated.�The�current�conditions�not�only�provide�an�important�baseline,�but�they�are�important�for�understanding�what�
the�plan�proposes�to�change.�Unfortunately,�the�GMP�omits�any�mention�of�the�long�established�recreation�uses�with�dogs,�
horses,�etc.,�e.g.�dog�walking�is�mentioned�only�in�Fort�Funston�current�conditions�(p12).�We�have�provided�an�attachment�
with�a�list�of�sites�in�all�three�counties�with�their�current�conditions�as�identified�from�the�recent�Negotiated�Rulemaking�
Process�for�Dog�Management�that�the�committee�and�Park�Service�worked�on�together.�Also,�it�would�be�useful�to�have�the�
acreage�of�each�site�managed�by�the�GGNRA�listed�in�the�GMP.�
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Another�concern�is�the�GGNRA’s�current�trails�plans�that�are�forcing�recreational�users�together�and�eliminating�long�held�
social�trails.�This�trails�plan�will�no�doubt�elevate�conflict�from�different�user�groups,�including�bicyclists.�
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Structure�of�the�GMP�
The�ability�to�understand�how�the�plan�might�change�raises�a�more�basic�question�about�the�GMP.�It�is�simply�not�possible�to�
understand�from�the�newsletter�what�the�GMP�contains�and�how�it�is�structured.�Therefore,�it�is�difficult�for�the�public�to�
provide�meaningful�comment�on�a�preliminary�plan�alternative�without�knowing,�if�you�will,�“what�a�GMP�looks�like.”�This�is�
not�explained�anywhere�in�the�document.�
As�noted�above,�the�“Preliminary�Alternatives”�are�composed�of�Management�Concepts�that�are�too�polarizing�and�
management�zones�that�are�too�exclusive.�One�can�expect�the�GMP/EIS�“Preferred�Alternative”�will�be�a�“combination”�of�the�
Management�Concepts�and�Management�Zones�at�any�given�GGNRA�umt�This�raises�a�question�ot�whether�the�current�
preliminary�alternatives�are�realistic,�as�NEPA’s�purposes�is�not�to�invent�‘straw’�alternatives.�Still,�that�still�does�not�explain�
the�structure�of�the�plan.�
We�have�been�told�by�GGNRA�staff�that�the�current�GMP�is�old�and�dated,�and�that�the�real�GMP�is�a�‘compendium”�of�
amendments,�policies,�regulations�that�have�been�adopted�since�the�prior�GMP.�If�that�is�the�case,�it�would�be�important�for�
the�public�to�be�able�to�see�this�current�GMP�compendium.�When�a�preferred�alternative�is�developed,�it�is�essential�for�full�
disclosure�and�for�the�ability�to�comment�meaningfully,�for�the�planning�materials�to�explain�what�is�proposed�to�change.�
For�example,�it�is�not�clear�which�existing�plans�remain�in�place�and�which�new�plans�are�being�prepared�in�addition�to�the�
GMP�(eg�Crissy�Field�Environmental�Assessment�(EA).�Will�the�existing�Crissy�Field�EA�plan�remain�in�place�or�be�“updated”�and�( g y ( ) g y p p p
be�incorporated�into�the�GGNRA�GMP’?�How�will�the�other�ongoing�plan�as�identified�on�p3�(such�as�the�Marin�Headlands�and�
Ft.�Baker�Transportation�and�Infrastructure�Management�Plan)�be�incorporated�into�the�GMP?�
Perhaps�the�GMP�is�a�series�of�goal�statements,�or�policy�statements,�or�maps.�Perhaps�the�GMP�is�a�broad�scale�set�of�
‘subarea’�plans,�one�for�each�main�GGNRA�unit,�which�show�focus�areas�or�exclusive�use�areas,�or�areas�where�future�plans�will�
be�prepared.�Perhaps�the�GMP�is�augmented�by�later�plans�or�regulations.�It�just�isn’t�clear�what�the�GMP�is,�and�how�it�relates�
to�other�GGNRA�policies,�rules,�plans,�programs,�or�projects.�Without�this�understanding,�it�is�exceedingly�difficult�to�comment�
on�the�content�and�level�of�detail�of�the�plan.�Equally�important,�it�is�difficult�to�know�how�the�GMP�governs�later�GGRNA�
decisions,�and�whether�or�how�that�the�public�will�be�involved�in�these�later�GGNRA�decisions.�
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Prejudging�Decisions�
We�have�a�particular�concern�about�the�relationship�between�the�GMP,�the�Dog�Management�Plan/Rule/EIS�in�general,�and�
the�Crissy�Field�Plan/EA�in�particular.�
It�is�not�clear�where�dog�management�fits�in�—�either�it�is�separate�and�supersedes�the�GMP�(unlikely,�at�least�over�time),�or�
there�will�be�a�view�that�it�must�be�consistent�with�the�GMP�policies�—�in�which�case�it�is�not�separate,�because�this�plan�will�
set�the�parameters�and�boundaries�for�the�dog�management�plan,�which�should�be�disclosed.�
The�timing�of�both�plan�EIS�processes�cannot�be�predicted�with�certainty�—�either�one�might�be�completed�before�the�other.�It�
is�our�understanding,�not�clear�in�the�GGNRA�Spring�newsletter,�that�the�dog�management�plan/rule�will�govern�human�
recreation�with�off�leash�dogs�in�the�GGNRA.�However,�given�the�polarized�nature�of�the�alternatives�as�presented�(see�above�
comments),�a�GMP�that�establishes�certain�policies�or�zones�could�well�be�carried�out�in�a�way�that�either�prejudices�the�dog�
management�plan�(if�that�is�not�completed�first)�and/or�skews�the�implementation�of�the�dog�management�plan�in�the�future,�
as�the�plan�will�doubtless�include�an�adaptive�management�component�to�allow�for�experience.�NEPA�plainly�prohibits�an�
agency�from�limiting�the�choice�of�reasonable�alternatives�until�the�EIS�process�is�completed�(40�CFR�1506.1).�The�preliminary�
plans,�management�concepts,�and�management�zones,�as�presented�would�—�if�taken�into�account�at�this�stage�appear�to�
prejudice�the�development�of�the�dog�management�plan/rule,�The�GMP�needs�to�address�more�clearly�how�“functional”�or�
“area”�plans�fit�into�the�GMP�and�its�subsequent�interpretation�and�implementation�so�as�not�to�limit�the�choice�of�reasonable�p q p p
alternatives�in�these�parallel�or�associated�planning�efforts.�
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Tiering�
Given�the�likely�generality�of�the�GMP�and�the�need�for�many�implementing�actions,�the�intended�use�of�tiering�is�not�clear:�
how�the�GGRNA�will�go�from�the�GMP�to�later�plans,�policies,�regulations,�programs,�or�projects�and�their�associated�
environmental�review?�It�would�be�very�helpful�to�have�a�table�that�illustrates�this,�perhaps�with�examples.�
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CONCLUSION�
In�closing,�we�are�supportive�of�the�effort�to�develop�good�Management�Concepts�and�applying�them�to�Management�Zones,�
as�a�planning�tool�to�develop�the�GMP.�We�ask�that�you�take�a�“hard�look”�at�how�these�are�currently�characterized,�because�
we�believe�they�are�not�consistent�with�the�Guiding�Principles�(on�page�5),�and�do�not�do�justice�to�the�intent�of�the�concepts�
(on�pages�6�7)�to�focus�on�particular�resources�while�providing�a�range�of�visitor�experiences�and�natural�and�historic�resource�
conservation.�
In�short,�it’s�not�people�(or�even�people�and�dogs�or�horses)�versus�the�environment,�or�recreation�versus�nature.�
Sustainability�is�well�stated,�in�NEPA’s�words,�as�“productive�harmony”�between�people�and�nature;�trusteeship;�achieving�“a�
balance�between�population�and�resource�use�which�will�permit�high�standards�of�living�and�a�wide�sharing�of�life’s�amenities;”�
and�to�“preserve�important�historic,�cultural,�and�natural�aspects�of�our�national�heritage,�and�maintain,�wherever�possible,�an�
environment�which�supports�diversity,�and�variety�of�individual�choice.”�We�would�encourage�you�to�review�the�framing�and�
evaluation�of�alternatives�in�the�EIS�in�light�of�the�national�environmental�policy�stated�in�Section�101�of�NEPA�and�to�bring�a�
more�realistic,�non��polarizing,�integrated�approach�to�the�preliminary�alternatives.�
Finally,�we�ask�that�you�clarify�the�structure�and�components�of�the�GMP,�how�these�relate�to�existing�plans�and�future�plans,�
how�the�GMP�relates�to�implementing�actions�(and�what�are�these�types�of�actions),�and�how�you�plan�to�tier�from�the�GMP�
to�subsequent�actions.��Thank�you�again�for�the�opportunity�to�comment�on�the�GGNRA�GMP�Spring�2008�newsletter.q y g pp p g
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The�Marin�Audubon�Society�appreciates�the�opportunity�to�comment�on�the�GOLDEN�GATE�NATIONAL�RECREATION�AREA�
GENERAL�MANAGEMENT�PLAN�(GGNRA)�currently�being�considered�for�revision.�We�are�a�50©)(3)�organization�whose�mission�
is�to�protect�wildlife�and�their�habitat.�We�have�a�long�history�of�support�for�and�working�with�GGNRA�advocating�protection�of�
its�unique�natural�resources.�Our�general�comments�are�below�and�we�have�enclosed�specific�comments�on�sites�in�Marin�
County,�the�Muir�Woods�National�Monument�and,�because�of�its�importance�as�a�breeding�colony�for�seabirds,�Alcatraz�Island.�
Our�interest�is�in�preserving�GGNRA’s�wildlife�and�habitats�while�encouraging�enjoyment�and�use�by�people�that�does�not�
adversely�impact�native�ecosystems,�habitats�and�wildlife.�These�extensive�and�diverse�habitats�are�the�basis�of�a�healthy�
environment�for�people�and�for�wildlife.�We�support�reconnecting�fragments�that�have�been�isolated,�ensuring�movement�
corridors�for�wildlife,�minimizing�or�avoiding�the�impact�of�invasive�species,�and�focusing�on�protecting�native�ecosystems.�
In�the�overall,�Mann�Audubon�Society�supports�Alternative�2�because�it�is�generally�the�most�protective�of�natural�resources.�
We�welcome�a�continued�opportunity�to�partner�with�the�Park�to�protect�its�natural�resources.�We�recommend�that�the�Park’s�
sensitive�lands�be�protected�and�enhance�for�its�sensitive,�rare,�threatened�and�endangered�species,�and�for�all�of�the�other�
native�species�that�depend�on�the�Park’s�habitats�as�well.�
Protection�of�the�natural�environment�and�unique�natural�resources�should�be�emphasized�over�cultural�resources.�We�have�
no�problem�with�maintaining�and�sustaining�existing�legacies�of�human�occupation,�such�as�the�lighthouses,�defense�p g g g p g
structures,�historic�buildings,�and�archaeological�site�but�this�should�not�be�at�the�expense�of�the�natural�environment.�GGNRA�
should�have�the�goal�of�protecting�our�natural�heritage�and�our�natural�heritage�is�our�native�ecosystems.�There�is�no�need�to�
give�people�“something�to�do.”�Being�out�in�natural�habitats�should�be�a�goal�in�itself.
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Concerning�the�description�of�Alternative�1,�we�are�interested�in�protecting�and�enhancing�the�“landscapes”�but�we�view�them�
as�habitats�for�wildlife�and�people.�These�habitats,�and�the�wildlife�that�depend�on�them,�must�be�respected,�recognized�as�
important�resources�and�protected.�The�spectacular�diversity�and�uniqueness�of�the�GGNRA�environment�is�the�experience�
that�people�should�have.�
More�development�in�the�form�of�new�buildings�and�extensive�new�trails�is�not�needed.�Modest�signage�to�welcome�visitors,�
provide�directions,�use�of�existing�historic�buildings,�and�low�key�interpretive�information�encouraging�people�to�experience�
the�natural�environment�is�most�appropriate.�If�the�emphasis�is�placed�on�the�resources,�the�experience�people�have�will�take�
care�of�itself.�
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Regarding�the�description�of�Alternative�3,�we�see�no�need�to�“highlight”�the�facilities�mentioned,�the�Golden�Gate,�Highway�1,�
Army�buildings�etc.�They�are�impressive�facilities�and�make�their�own�statement.�Scenic�and�historic�facilities�and�places�should�
be�recognized�and�explained,�but�there�is�no�need�to�dwell�on�them.�Only�to�tell�people�their�story.�It�is�time�to�ensure�our�
natural�resources�are�protected,�and�recognized�as�an�essential�part�of�our�heritage.�
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5.�Trailhead�Development:�We�do�not�support�any�proposal�for�intensified�development�of�trailheads�with�new�facilities�such�
as�parking�lots,�restrooms�or�picnic�areas.�The�wild,�undeveloped�appearance�of�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area�is�
what�makes�it�so�spectacular.�
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6.�interagency�Coordination:�We�strongly�support�the�efforts�at�improved�coordination�with�neighboring�agencies�and�
organizations�to�better�manage�the�park�for�environmental�restoration,�protection�of�species�diversity,�and�building�resiliency�
to�climate�change.�
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8.�Miscellaneous:�Lastly,�we�urge�consideration�of�Shirley�Souza�Nygren’s�request�for�a�name�change�of�Santos�Meadows�to�
Souza�Meadows,�and�we�urge�the�Park�Service�to�work�cooperatively�with�Bob�Winklemann�to�resolve�trail�connections�and�
pedestrian�safety�issues.
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To�Whom�It�May�Concern:�
The�Marin�County�Bicycle�Coalition�(MCBC)�thanks�you�for�the�
opportunity�to�comment�on�the�General�Management�Plan�for�the�
Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area.�MCBC�is�a�ten�year�old�
member�based�bicycle�advocacy�organization�with�over�1,000�
members.�We�promote�safe�bicycling�for�everyday�transportation�and�
recreation.�Since�Marin�County�one�of�only�four�federal�pilot�
communities�in�the�United�States�related�to�advancing�non�motorized�
transportation,�MCBC�is�always�looking�for�opportunities�to�ensure�
that�bicycle�and�pedestrian�improvements�can�be�made�into�models�
Advisory�Board�for�other�communities�nationwide.�

MCBC�attended�the�June�10�Open�House�at�the�San�Francisco�Bay�
Model�Visitor�Center�related�to�the�GGNRA�General�Management�
Plan.�Our�comments�are�based�on�information�received�at�that�
meeting�as�well�as�Newsletter�#4,�published�by�the�National�Park�Service.�p y

�As�part�of�the�General�Management�Plan�(‘The�Plan”),�MCBC�wants�to�ensure�that�the�following�elements�are�included�and�
supported�in�the�plan.�

•�Improving�bicycle�access�and�safety�for�all�users�—�both�on�road�and�off�road�(including�plans�for�on�road�facilities�such�as�
bicycle�lanes,�shared�use�markings,�separated�pathways,�signage,�and�bicycle�parking),�

•�Expanding�opportunities�for�creating�loops�within�the�Park�for�both�transportation�and�recreation,�

•�Creating�connections�between�communities�whenever�possible�
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Promoting�Safe�Bicycling�for�Everyday�Transportation�and�Recreation�
•�Promoting�non�motorized�transportation�within�the�Park�as�a�means�to�reduce�our�carbon�footprint�and�reliance�on�fossil�
fuels�while�providing�a�healthy�way�to�experience�the�Park,�
•�Promoting�non�motorized�transportation�to�the�Park�as�a�means�to�reduce�our�carbon�footprint�and�reliance�on�fossil�fuels�
while�providing�healthy�access�to�the�Park,�
•�Studying�projects�and�methods�that�promote�non�motorized�transportation�with�the�intent�of�having�as�little�environmental�
impact�as�possible.�
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It�should�be�emphasized�that�safety�of�trail�users�is�important�to�all�and�especially�to�equestrians�who�are�deeply�concerned�
about�the�well�being�of�our�mounts.�To�that�end,�it�is�vital�that�mountain�bicycles�be�restricted�from�footpaths�because�of�the�
safety�hazards�they�present�by�their�high�speed�and�limited�range�of�rider�awareness,�i.e.,�they�only�look�at�the�ground�directly�
in�front�of�them.�The�celebrated�lawsuit�of�1994�(No.�C�93�0009,�U.S.�District�Court,�Northern�District�of�California)�which�the�
local�mountain�bicyclists�and�IMBA�brought�for�more�trail�access�(and�lost�on�all�counts)�against�the�Secretary�of�the�Interior,�
the�National�Park�Service�and�GGNRA�settled�several�issues.�One�issue�was�that�evidence�showed�conclusively�that�mountain�y
bikes�on�narrow�trails�do�cause�conflict�among�users,�and�another,�that�bicyclists�have�no�inherent�right�to�use�their�vehicles�
on�trails.�This�landmark�case�confirmed�the�values�of�safety�and�peaceful�enjoyment�of�wilderness�without�users�being�put�at�
risk�by�speeding�bicyclists.�The�slower�pace�of�hikers�and�horses�is�in�harmony�with�nature,�wildlife,�and�with�each�other.�Based�
on�long�experience,�I�urge�that�the�NPS�should�continue�to�limit�access�of�mountain�bicyclists�to�wide�vehicular�width�fire�
roads�(except�in�Wilderness�areas).�
In�closing:�I�support�the�position�papers�submitted�by�the�Mann�Horse�Council�
and�Sandy�Greenbiat,�the�papers�submitted�by�Ocean�Riders�of�Golden�Gate�Dairy�
Stables,�and�the�position�papers�submitted�for�San�Mateo�County�issues�by�the�
Equestrian�Trail�Riders�Action�Coalition�and�the�Coastside�Horse�Council.�
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In�planning�the�future�GGNRA�vision�for�equestrian�uses,�I�hope�the�NPS�will�ensure�the�following:�
•�EQUESTRIAN�FACILITIES:�Please�ensure�all�of�the�horse�facilities�are�preserved�and�remain�with�no�reduction�of�horses.�These�
stables�should�continue�providing�the�public�with�horse�boarding,�riding�lessons,�trail�riding�and�other�outreach�opportunities.�
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•�TRAILS�&�SAFETY:�Please�improve�&�expand�the�trail�systems�(including�more�trail�loops)�to�help�distribute�the�increase�of�
park�users.�Create�trail�systems�to�safely�provide�for�hikers�and�equestrians.�Single�track�trails�with�limited�sight�lines,�or�
inclines,�can�be�unsafe�as�they�expose�hikers�and�equestrians�to�safety�risks�from�mountain�bikes.�Wide�roads/trails,�without�
steep�inclines�or�limited�visibility,�are�ideal�for�all�user�groups�to�share.�
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•�TRAILHEADS:�Please�allow�for�separate�and�adequate�parking�for�horse�trailers�when�planning�the�development�of�parking�
areas.�Trailheads�should�include�room�to�safely�unload�horses,�mounting�blocks,�tie�areas,�picnic�tables�and�access�to�water.�
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Stinson�Beach�Village�Association,�in�Mann�County�would�like�to�thank�you�for�this�opportunity�to�review�and�comment�on�the�
Management�Plan�for�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area(GGNRA)�Our�residence�membership�organization�have�
attended�your�Open�House�events�in�Fort�Mason�and�Sausalito,�with�the�focus�to�review�the�alternatives�outlined�in�the�NPS�
Spring�newsletter(2008),�and�after�collectively�meeting�this�month,�drafted�the�comments�below�for�your�preview.�
Within�the�framework�of�your�management�newsletter,�we�have�overwhelmingly�endorsed�the�Concept#l:�Connecting�people�
to�the�Parks,�”Park�management�would�focus�on�ways�to�attract�and�welcome�people,�connect�people�with�the�recourses,�and�
promote�understanding,�enjoyment,�preservation�and�health.”We�have�realized�since�the�conception�of�the�GGNRA�to�the�
‘Park�next�Door’�means�that�the�“recreational”�options�are�unique�to�these�urban�areas�and�that�whatever�final�combinations�p q
are�put�forward�that�
‘PARKS�TO�THE�PEOPLE’�MUST�PREVAIL.�
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I�am�responding�to�the�alternatives�that�are�proposed�for�the�new�general�pan�for�the�parks.�I�am�an�equestrian�and�I�support�
the�majority�of�the�concepts�in�Alternative�1,�however�Alternative�1�does�not�apply�to�all�the�areas.�The�final�plan�should�take�
into�account�the�need�to�retain�existing�stables,�provide�more�trails�(especially�a�variety�of�different�length�loop�trails)�and�
regional�connections,�provide�adequate�rig�parking�for�equestrians,�identify�water�sources�for�livestock,�and�provide�unpaved�
trail�surfaces�for�both�joggers,�bicyclists�and�horses.�I�also�support�multi�use�trails,�with�the�exception�of�the�trails�in�the�
Phleger�Estate.�Creation�of�volunteer�trail�patrols�is�vital�to�provide�“eyes�and�ears”�in�the�new�property.�
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1.�None�of�the�prelim�alternatives�are�acceptable.�However,�the�lesser�evil�is�Alt.�1/concept�1:�connecting�people�within�parks.���
2.�Element�missing:�off�leash�dog�walking!!!!�This�is�the�most�popular�recreational�activity�at�many�GGNRA�locations.��Why�are�
you�not�honoring�the�understanding�that�this�would�not�be�eliminated�when�the�land�was�deeded�to�you?����3.�I�am�so�tired�
and�weary�of�having�to�write�these�types�of�letters�to�save�what�you�are�trying�to�take�away�and�destroy.�We�live�in�a�densely�
populated�urban�area,�not�a�wilderness.�In�this�environment,�recreation�should�rightfully�trump�sensitive�habitat.�Step�back�
and�be�reasonable�for�a�change.�



Parkwide�Public�Comments 51�of�67

pp

233 L

Re:�(1)�Support�for�preservation�of�equestrian�facilities:�
Ember�Ridge,�Picardo�Ranch�(Millwood),�Moss�Beach�Ranch,�Renegade�Ranch,�
Ocean�View�Stables,�Presidio�Riding�Club,�Miwok�Stables�and�Golden�Gate�Dairy.�
(2)�Support�for�continued�equestrian�access�to�riding�trails:�
Milagra�Ridge,�Shelldance�Nursery�area,�Sweeney�Ridge,�Cattle�Hill,�Mon�Point,�
Pedro�Point,�Devil’s�Slide,�San�Pedro�Mountain,�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra,�
SFPUC�Watershed�easements�(all�south�of�San�Francisco),�as�well�as�trails�in�
Marin�County�and�San�Francisco�that�are�located�on�GGNRA�lands.�
Why�we�want�to�keep�stables�and�trails�on�the�GGNRA�park�lands�(kids’�comments):�
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From:�Supporters�of�horseback�riding�in�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area�
Re:�(1)�Support�for�preservation�of�equestrian�facilities:�
Ember�Ridge,�Picardo�Ranch�(Millwood),�SFPUC�Watershed�easements,�Moss�Beach�Ranch,�Ocean�View�Stables,�Renegade�
Ranch,�Presidio�Riding�Club,�Miwok�Stables�and�Golden�Gate�Dairy.�
(2)�Support�for�continued�equestrian�access�to�riding�trails:�( ) q g
Milagra�Ridge,�Shelldance�Nursery�area,�Sweeney�Ridge,�Cattle�Hill,�Mori�Point,�
Pedro�Point,�Devil’s�Slide,�San�Pedro�Mountain�(all�south�of�San�Francisco),�Phleger�
Estate�as�well�as�trails�in�Marin�County�and�in�San�Francisco�that�are�located�on�
GGNRA�lands.�
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We�the�undersigned�seek�to�preserve�the�existing�equestrian�facilities�and�trail�access�which�may�in�the�future�be�affected�by�
decisions�taken�by�your�General�Management�Planning�Team�—�GGNRA.�The�above�named�stables�have�successfully�operated�
for�decades�in�our�local�areas.�These�facilities�are�well�known�and�highly�utilized.�Most�are�at�or�near�full�capacity,�confirming�
the�enduring�popularity�of�horseback�riding�and�the�continuing�urgent�need�for�horse�boarding�facilities�in�these�coastal�areas.�
Our�stables�enjoy�wide�public�support�and�aid�many�sectors�of�the�local�economy�(hay�and�grain�production,�feed�stores,�tack�
stores,�online�providers,�veterinarians,�farriers,�instructors,�rodeos,�shows,�restaurants,�etc.).�All�of�these�interests�would�suffer�
if�riding�or�horse�boarding�opportunities�were�reduced.�
As�urban�areas�encroach�on�rural�preserves,�it�becomes�all�the�more�important�that�the�government�recognize�that�before�the�
advent�of�GGNRA�our�equine�facilities�were�already�responsible�and�established�custodians�of�these�lands.�The�trails�have�been�
cared�for;�they�are�not�degraded.�Precautions�have�been�taken�not�to�pollute�the�seasonal�streams.�Buildings�have�been�kept�
to�a�minimum.�Dirt�bikes�and�off�road�vehicles�that�would�destroy�the�natural�habitat�have�been�discouraged�in�an�effort�to�
preserve�the�areas.�We�continue�to�be�good�stewards�of�the�land.�
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With�the�continued�high�level�of�interest�in�horseback�riding,�horse�camps�for�children,�hourly�lessons�and�horse�boarding,�it�is�
l bl h h l l f l b ll d l b d honly�reasonable�that�the�local�facilities�be�allowed�to�continue�operating�in�our�coastal�areas.�Urban�residents�enjoy�these�

traditional�pastimes�and�value�the�proximity�of�our�stables�to�the�cities.�As�construction�encroaches�on�open�spaces�it�
becomes�more�difficult�to�maintain�equestrian�facilities.�Nevertheless,�riding�remains�very�popular�and�we�the�undersigned�
need�and�support�our�equestrian�facilities�in�the�planned�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area.�Thank�you�for�your�attention�
to�our�petition�and�please�find�attached�signatures�supporting�the�continuance�and�enhancement�of�out�equestrian�facilities�
under�your�management.�
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Re:�Preservation�of�Equestrian�Facilities�in�GGNRA
(1)�Support�for�preservation�of�equestrian�facilities:
Ember�Ridge,�Picardo�Ranch�(Millwood),�SFPUC�Watershed�easements,
Moss�Beach�Ranch,�Ocean�View�Stables,�Renegade�Ranch,�Presidio�Riding�Club,
Miwok�Stables�and�Golden�Gate�Dairy.
(2)�Support�for�continued�equestrian�access�to�riding�trails:
Milagra�Ridge,�Shelldance�Nursery�area,�Sweeney�Ridge,�Cattle�Hill,�Mori�Point,
Pedro�Point,�Devil's�Slide,�San�Pedro�Mountain�(all�south�of�San�Francisco),�Phleger
Estate�as�well�as�trails�in�Marin�County�and�in�San�Francisco�that�are�located�on
GGNRA�lands.
Dear�Mr.�O'Neill,
I�am�writing�to�request�that�the�GGNRA�preserve�existing�equestrian�facilities�and�trail�access
referenced�above.�I�have�been�living�and�riding�horses�in�the�Bay�Area�for�over�20�years�now.
My�10�year�old�daughter�is�just�now�old�enough�to�begin�trail�riding�in�these�areas.�We�were
planning�to�go�on�a�horse�camping�trip�into�the�Sierra�next�weekend�but�due�to�the�high�cost�of
fuel�we�are�changing�our�plans�and�will�ride�and�camp�on�local�trails�instead.�In�this�era�ofg g p p
greater�eco�consciousness�and�conservation�it�is�critical�that�trails�and�equestrian�facilities
remain�accessible�to�those�who�live�in�the�Bay�Area.�Horses�and�horseback�riding�play�an
important�role�in�keeping�the�Bay�Area�in�touch�with�our�environment.�Please�keep�in�mind�that
the�decisions�you�make�will�impact�generations�to�come�and�this�unique�way�for�them�to
appreciate�the�beauty�of�the�Bay�Area�and�encourage�its�protection.
Thank�you�for�supporting�the�continuance�and�enhancement�of�our�equestrian�facilities�under
your�management.
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Preservation�of�Equestrian�Facilities�in�GGNRA
From:�Friends,�boarders�and�management�of�San�Francisco�Horsemen’s�Association�Ranch
Re:�(I)�Support�for�preservation�of�equestrian�facilities:
Ember�Ridge,�Picardo�Ranch�(Millwood),�SFPUC�Watershed�easements,
Moss�Beach�Ranch,�Ocean�View�Stables,�Renegade�Ranch,�Rancho�Tierra
del�Coral,�Presidio�Riding�Club,�Miwok�Stables�and�Golden�Gate�Dairy.
(2)�Support�for�continued�equestrian�access�to�riding�trails:
Milagra�Ridge,�Shelldance�Nursery�area,�Sweeny�Ridge,�Cattle�Hill,�Mori�Point,
Pedro�Point,�Devil's�Slide,�San�Pedro�Mountain�(all�south�of�San�Francisco),�as
well�as�trails�in�Marin�County�and�San�Francisco�that�are�located�on�GGNRA�lands.
We�the�undersigned�seek�to�preserve�the�existing�equestrian�facilities�and�trail�access
which�may�in�the�future�be�affected�by�decisions�taken�by�your�General�Management�Planning
Team���GGNRA.�The�above�named�stables�have�successfully�operated�for�decades�in�our
local�areas.�These�facilities�are�well�known�and�highly�utilized.�Most�are�at�or�near�full
capacity,�confirming�the�enduring�popularity�of�horseback�riding�and�the�continuing�urgent
need�for�horse�boarding�facilities�in�these�coastal�areas.�Our�stables�enjoy�wide�public�supportg j y p
and�aid�many�sectors�of�the�local�economy�(hay�and�grain�production,�feed�stores,�tack�stores,
online�providers,�veterinarians,�farriers,�instructors,�rodeos,�shows,�restaurants,�etc.).�All�of
these�interests�would�suffer�if�riding�or�horse�boarding�opportunities�were�reduced.
As�urban�areas�encroach�on�rural�preserves,�it�becomes�all�the�more�important�that�the
government�recognizes�that�before�the�advent�ofGGNRA�our�equine�facilities�were�already
responsible�and�established�custodians�of�these�lands.�The�trails�have�been�cared�for;�they�are
not�degraded.�Precautions�have�been�taken�not�to�pollute�the�seasonal�streams.�Buildings�have
been�kept�to�a�minimum.�Dirt�bikes�and�off�road�vehicles�that�would�destroy�the�natural�habitat
have�been�discouraged�in�an�effort�to�preserve�the�areas.�We�continue�to�be�good�stewards�of
the�land.
With�the�continued�high�level�of�interest�in�horseback�riding,�horse�camps�for�children,
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Re:�(1)�Support�for�preservation�of�equestrian�facilities:
Ember�Ridge,�Picardo�Ranch�(Millwood),�SFPUC�Watershed�easements,
Moss�Beach�Ranch,�Ocean�View�Stables,�Renegade�Ranch,�Rancho�Tierra
del�Coral,�Presidio�Riding�Club,�Miwok�Stables�and�Golden�Gate�Dairy.
(2)�Support�for�continued�equestrian�access�to�riding�trails:
Milagra�Ridge,�Shelldance�Nursery�area,�Sweeny�Ridge,�Cattle�Hill,�Mori�Point,
Pedro�Point,�Devil's�Slide,�San�Pedro�Mountain�(all�south�of�San�Francisco),�as
well�as�trails�in�Marin�County�and�San�Francisco�that�are�located�on�GGNRA�lands.
We�the�undersigned�seek�to�preserve�the�existing�equestrian�facilities�and�trail�access
which�may�in�the�future�be�affected�by�decisions�taken�by�your�General�Management�Planning
Team���GGNRA.�The�above�named�stables�have�successfully�operated�for�decades�in�our
local�areas.�These�facilities�are�well�known�and�highly�utilized.�Most�are�at�or�near�full
capacity,�confirming�the�enduring�popularity�of�horseback�riding�and�the�continuing�urgent
need�for�horse�boarding�facilities�in�these�coastal�areas.�Our�stables�enjoy�wide�public�support
and�aid�many�sectors�of�the�local�economy�(hay�and�grain�production,�feed�stores,�tack�stores,y ( y g p
online�providers,�veterinarians,�farriers,�instructors,�rodeos,�shows,�restaurants,�etc.).�All�of
these�interests�would�suffer�if�riding�or�horse�boarding�opportunities�were�reduced.
As�urban�areas�encroach�on�rural�preserves,�it�becomes�all�the�more�important�that�the
government�recognize�that�before�the�advent�ofGGNRA�our�equine�facilities�were�already
responsible�and�established�custodians�of�these�lands.�The�trails�have�been�cared�for;�they�are
not�degraded.�Precautions�have�been�taken�not�to�pollute�the�seasonal�streams.�Buildings�have
been�kept�to�a�minimum.�Dirt�bikes�and�off�road�vehicles�that�would�destroy�the�natural�habitat
have�been�discouraged�in�an�effort�to�preserve�the�areas.�We�continue�to�be�good�stewards�of
the�land.
With�the�continued�high�level�of�interest�in�horseback�riding,�horse�camps�for�children,
hourly�lessons�and�horse�boarding,�it�is�only�reasonable�that�the�local�facilities�be�allowed�to
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Preservation�of�Equestrian�Facilities�in�GGNRA
To:�Brian�O'Neill,�Superintendent
Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area
From:�Friends,�boarders�and�management�of�San�Francisco�Horsemen’s�Association�Ranch

Re:�(I)�Support�for�preservation�of�equestrian�facilities:
Ember�Ridge,�Picardo�Ranch�(Millwood),�SFPUC�Watershed�easements,
Moss�Beach�Ranch,�Ocean�View�Stables,�Renegade�Ranch,�Rancho�Tierra
del�Coral,�Presidio�Riding�Club,�Miwok�Stables�and�Golden�Gate�Dairy.
(2)�Support�for�continued�equestrian�access�to�riding�trails:
Milagra�Ridge,�Shelldance�Nursery�area,�Sweeny�Ridge,�Cattle�Hill,�Mori�Point,
Pedro�Point,�Devil's�Slide,�San�Pedro�Mountain�(all�south�of�San�Francisco),�as
well�as�trails�in�Marin�County�and�San�Francisco�that�are�located�on�GGNRA�lands.
We�the�undersigned�seek�to�preserve�the�existing�equestrian�facilities�and�trail�access
which�may�in�the�future�be�affected�by�decisions�taken�by�your�General�Management�Planning
Team���GGNRA.�The�above�named�stables�have�successfully�operated�for�decades�in�oury p
local�areas.�These�facilities�are�well�known�and�highly�utilized.�Most�are�at�or�near�full
capacity,�confirming�the�enduring�popularity�of�horseback�riding�and�the�continuing�urgent
need�for�horse�boarding�facilities�in�these�coastal�areas.�Our�stables�enjoy�wide�public�support
and�aid�many�sectors�of�the�local�economy�(hay�and�grain�production,�feed�stores,�tack�stores,
online�providers,�veterinarians,�farriers,�instructors,�rodeos,�shows,�restaurants,�etc.).�All�of
these�interests�would�suffer�if�riding�or�horse�boarding�opportunities�were�reduced.
As�urban�areas�encroach�on�rural�preserves,�it�becomes�all�the�more�important�that�the
government�recognizes�that�before�the�advent�ofGGNRA�our�equine�facilities�were�already
responsible�and�established�custodians�of�these�lands.�The�trails�have�been�cared�for;�they�are
not�degraded.�Precautions�have�been�taken�not�to�pollute�the�seasonal�streams.�Buildings�have
been�kept�to�a�minimum.�Dirt�bikes�and�off�road�vehicles�that�would�destroy�the�natural�habitat
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CONCEPTPAPER
Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area
Living�Indian�Museum�System
Through
Civic�Engagement
Jose�Rivera,�Ranger
Alcatraz�IslandlNPS
��Civic�Engagement,�a�Native�Perspective:
Ancient�Greece�is�not�the�only�place�in�which�democracy�was�practiced�and�refined.
What�gave�birth�to�the�idea�that�the�separate�colonies�could�unite�for�their�mutual�benefit?
One�only�has�to�look�to�their�back�yard,�the�Americas.
The�Irokwa�(Iroquois)�Confederacy�originally�united�five�nations�(tribes),�later�to
incorporate�a�sixth�to�become�known�as�the�Six�Nations.�During�the�time�of�French
encroachment,�in�1742�an�Irokwa�Sachem�(chief)�named�Canassatego�answered�a�request
to�meet�with�Pennsylvanian�officials,�to�discuss�a�"League�of�Friendship."�Later�in�1744
at�Lancaster,�Pennsylvania�Canassatego�offered�a�bold�new�idea�to�the�colonialist,y g
Our�wise�forefathers�established�Union�artd�Amity�between�the�Five
Nations.�This�made�us�formidable;�this�has�given�us�great�Weight
and�Authority�with�our�neighboring�Nations.�We�are�a�powerful
Confederacy;�and�by�your�observing�the�same�methods,�our�wise
forefathers�have�taken,�you�will�acquire�such�Strength�and�power.
Therefore�what�ever�befalls�you,�never�fall�out�with�one�another.
This�bold�new�idea�was�debated�within�the�colonies,�not�only�against�French
encroachment,�but�against�British�tyranny�was�well.�Influence�of�the�Irokwa�Great�Law
and�their�united�confederacy�was�gaining�popularity�among�the�colonialists.�The�Irokwa
influence�was�gaining�so�much�ground�that�the�royal�governor,�George�Clinton�of�New
York,�complained�that�the�democratic�leaders�of�the�colonies"...were�ignorant,�illiterate
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The�Living�Indian�Museum:
The�Living�Indian�Museum�celebrates�"Living�Indian�Cultures"�and�embraces�the�culture
as�a�whole,�not�just�the�"artifacts."�Through�Civic�Engagement�the�Golden�Gate�National
Recreation�Area�would�work�directly�with�Tribal�and�Community�Museums�to�enable
them�to�"Tell�Their�Own�Story."�The�Living�Indian�Museum�concept�is�an�enlighten
museum�approach�that�accomplishes�many�positive�things:�address�and�counter
'institutional�paternalism,'�contributes�to�'Indian�cultural�preservation'�by�empowering
the�Native�communities�to�tell�their�own�story,�while�providing�the�visiting�public�with�a
superior�first�hand�educational�experience.
��Telling�Their�Own�Story:
The�GGNRA�through�Civic�Engagement�would�enable�Native�communities�to�"Tell
Their�Own�Story"�by�providing�them�with�a�space�and�expertise,�thus�creating�a�Living
Museum.�GGNRA�could�suggest�a�thematic�architecture,�but�ultimately�it�is�up�to�the
Tribe�to�determine�what�subject�matter�and�techniques�they�need�to�tell�their�story.
Suggested�themes�could�be:�1)�Our�Ancestors:�Pre�Contact,�2)�The�Dark�Cloud:�Contact
with�Europe,�3)�Survival�and�Adaptation,�4)�We�Are�Still�Here:�The�Living�Culture.p ) p ) g
Tribes�may�choose�any�combination�of�themes,�or�select�a�single�theme.�The�Tribe�could
use�any�combination�of�techniques�to�share�their�story�such�as�storytellers,�living�history
demonstrations,�hands�on�replicas,�interpretive�panels,�real�artifacts,�audio�visuals�or
computers.
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A�Living�Indian�Museum�System:
There�needs�to�be�more�than�one�Living�Indian�Museum�at�the�GGNRA�due�to�the
diverse�nature�of�the�Native�Bay�Area,�California�and�American�Indian�cultures;�plus�the
profound�significance�Alcatraz�Island�has�in�the�Indian�world.�The�Living�Indian

Museum�system�would�consist�of�two�facilities�(Alcatraz�&�California�Indian�Living
Museum),�with�one�facility�containing�two�sites.�Each�site�would�have�multiple�gallery
areas�to�accommodate�more�than�one�exhibit�at�anyone�time.�With�the�multiple�gallery
concept,�it�provides�a�chance�for�many�Native�communities�to�"Tell�Their�Own�Story."
One�facility,�the�Alcatraz�Island�Intertribal�Living�Museum�would�have�a�broader�cultural
brush�stroke,�analogues�to�the�National�Museum�of�the�American�Indian.�The�California
Indian�facility�would�have�two�sites.�One�site�would�be�located�in�the�Crissy�Field�area
dedicated�to�the�South�Bay�CostanoanJOWone�people,�and�provide�public�transportation
access�to�cultural�programming.�The�second�site�would�be�at�Fort�Baker�dedicated�to�the
North�Bay�Coastal�Miwok�people.�These�three�Living�Indian�Museums�would�meet
many�of�the�needs�the�California�Indian�people�and�the�general�American�Indiany p p g
community�has�been�asking�for�in�a�"community�orientated�museum."�Civic�Engagement
is�the�key�to�the�Living�Indian�Museum's�success;�and�a�long�term�relationship�with�the
Native�communities�is�vital.
Each�Living�Indian�Museum�(Alcatraz,�Crissy�Field,�Fort�Baker)�would�have�slightly
different�goals,�but�with�the�same�mission���celebrate�and�understand�the�living�American
Indian�cultures.�There�are�various�'multiple�museum�systems'�models�to�draw�upon�such
as�the�Museum�of�New�Mexico,�which�is�in�fact�a�consortium�of�museums.�There�is�the
National�Museum�of�the�American�Indian�with�its�four�museum�concept:�the�main�gallery
on�the�National�Mall,�the�Storage�&�Conservation�facility,�the�Heye�collection�in�New
York�and�a�Traveling�museum.
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There�is�no�need�for�GGNRA�to�develop�a�collection�for�the�Living�Indian�Museums
because�there�are�many�collections�at�hand.�Examples�are,�the�GGNRA�Living�Indian
Museum�system�can�become�an�affiliate�to�the�Smithsonian�and�the�National�Museum�of
the�American�Indian,�Tribal�and�Community�Indian�Museums,�the�Hearst�Museum�of
Anthropology�at�UC�Berkeley,�and�a�large�portion�of�the�California�State�Indian
collections�is�not�from�California.�Therefore,�if�the�Tribal�exhibit�needs�an�artifact,�there
are�many�of�places�for�the�Living�MuseumlGGNRA�to�draw�from.
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The�California�Indian�Living�Museum�(CILM).�The�CILM�is�a�'two�sites'�facility�to
highlight�the�diverse�Bay�Area�cultures.�Each�CILM�site�would�have�multiple�gallery
areas.�The�main�gallery�area�at�each�site�would�be�dedicated�to�the�local�people�Miwok,
or�Costanoan/OWone�people.�A�second�gallery�area�would�be�dedicated�to�all�California
Indian�people�on�a�rotating�basis.�A�third�gallery�area�would�be�open�for�traveling
exhibits,�or�other�American�Indian�tribal�people�to�use.
There�is�about�thirty�years�worth�of�testimony,�reports�and�community�meetings�with�the
California�Indian�community�by�California�State�Parks,�dealing�with�the�need�for�a�new
California�Indian�Museum.�A�consistent�and�repeated�theme�statewide�from�the
California�Indian�community�is�a�distain�for�a�large�tourist�style�museum�that�attempts�to
"interpret"�the�diverse�California�cultures�in�one�facility.�The�Native�people�do�not�want
a�museum�that�treats�Indian�culture�like�artifacts;�dead�and�extinct.�The�State�Parks
Native�American�Task�Force�in�1977�envisioned�the,�"�...�State�Indian�Museum�would�not
be�a�single�entity�but�would,�in�a�sense,�constitute�a�hub�oaf�wheel�with�at�least�six
radiating�spokes�[Regional�Indian�Museums]�(State�Parks,�1977:�6)."�The�GGNRA�can
become�the�"hub"�of�a�new�California�Indian�Museum�cultural�wheel.
The�CILM�is�a�way�for�the�GGNRA�to�meet�the�stated�needs�of�the�California�Indian
community,�contribute�directly�to�cultural�preservation�and�provide�the�park�visitor�with�a
unique�view�of�California�Indian�culture.�The�CILM�is�a�unique�and�fresh�museum
approach,�and�will�not�conflict�or�duplicate�the�work�presently�being�done�by�California
State�Parks,�but�it�would�complement�it.�Perhaps�through�Civic�Engagement,�GGNRA
and�California�State�Parks�could�work�together�with�the�California�Indian�community�to
create�a�comprehensive�California�Indian�Museum�System.
The�California�Indian�community�has�consistently�advocated�a�"Regional�Indian
Museum"�approach.�The�Regional�Indian�Museum�approach�makes�the�institution�more
accessible�and�alive�to�the�diverse�California�Indian�communities�statewide.�The�1977
Native�American�Task�Force�recommended,
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There�is�no�need�for�the�NPS�and�the�GGNRA�to�create�any�"Regional�Indian�Museums,"
only�organize�the�California�Indian�Tribal�and�Community�Museums�into�a�consortium
through�Civic�Engagement.�The�Tribal�Museums�in�effect�becomes�the�GGNRA's
Regional�Indian�Museum�system.�Thirty�years�ago�the�Indian�community�was�reliant
upon�the�State�of�California's�resources�to�develop�a�new�State�Indian�Museum.�At�the
present�time�the�situation�has�reversed,�many�California�Tribes�now�have�the�resources�to
develop�their�own�Tribal�Museums.�A�consortium�of�California�Tribal�and�Community
museums�would�be�the�"real�grass�roots"�California�Indian�Museum.
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Final�Thoughts:
This�proposal�is�the�ideal,�in�terms�of�its�development.�It�would�be�ideal�if�each�spoke�of
the�Living�Indian�Museum�System�(Alcatraz,�Crissy�Field,�Fort�Baker)�be�developed�at
the�same�time,�each�with�the�necessary�resources�and�staff.�However,�the�beauty�of�this
proposal�and�a�Regional�Indian�Museum�approach�is,�they�can�work�in�tandem�as�well�as
independently.�Each�Museum�spoke�may�have�its�own�evolution.�One�spoke�may�have�a
faster�building�period,�another�may�excel�in�community�outreach,�while�another�in
naturalistic�interpretive�programs.�Each�site�in�its�own�organic�evolutionaryp p g g y
development.
If�the�Civic�Engagement�efforts�are�successful,�the�California�Indian�and�general
American�Indian�community�will�feel�that�this�is�"their�museum."�Per�the�basic�precepts
of�Civic�Engagement�it�is�vital�that�the�Indian�Community�be�full�fledged�partners�from
the�inception.
"Ishim�looked�upon�us�as�sophisticated�children,�smart�but�not�wise.�In�we
know�many�things,�but�much�of�it�is�false.�But,�he�knew�nature�which�was
always�true."�A.L.�Kroeber,�describing�Ishim's�thoughts.
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The�GGNRA�was�brought�into�the�National�Park�System�because�of�it's�unique�location�and�character.��Undermining�it's�special�
quality�by�eroding�the�cultural�resources�is�a�crude�and�short�sighted�management�plan.
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GFNMS�has�an�entire�program�dedicated�to�the�protection�of�seabirds,�The�Seabird�Colony
Protection�Program,�which�began�in�2006.�This�Program�specifically�aims�to�reduce�human
disturbance�to�seabirds�at�coastal�breeding�and�roosting�sites�in�Central�California�in�order�to
improve�the�survival�and�recruitment�of�seabirds�by�targeting�the�three�main�sources�of�these
disturbances:�boats,�planes�and�humans�on�foot.�Annual�funding�for�education�and�outreach�is
provided,�and�this�is�also�a�partnership�program�with�state�and�federal�agencies,�including
National�Park�Service.�GFNMS�welcomes�an�ongoing�partnership�for�seabird�protection.
The�program�tracks�disturbances�through�monitoring.�Monitoring�data�has�shown�that�both
motorized�and�non�motorized�vessels�can�cause�a�disruption�to�breeding�activities,�and�that�boats
have�caused�the�most�severe�observed�impacts�to�seabird�colonies�by�approaching�in�close
proximity.�According�to�a�report�released�in�1998�by�H.R.�Carter�et�al.,�seabird�population
responses�to�preventing�disturbances�by�boats�could�include�increased�breeding�successes,
population�size�and�roosting�use.�These�benefits�to�seabird�populations�would�help�compensate
for�injuries�to�seabirds�from�oils�spills�and�other�anthropogenic�causes�by�speeding�and�ensuring
natural�population�recovery�in�the�near�future.
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GFNMS�also�has�a�Seabird�Technical�Advisory�Committee,�composed�state�and�federal�agenciesy p g
including�GGNRA,�which�advises�us�on�actions�to�protect�and�restore�seabirds.�The�Committee
advised�us�to�recommend�vessel�"no�go"�zones�around�the�ten�key�seabird�breeding�and�roosting
colonies�and�provided�a�1000�ft�closure�distance�recommendation.�These�actions�would
eliminate�91%�of�disturbance�and�95%�of�flushing�(causing�birds�to�fly),�according�to�U.S.�Fish
and�Wildlife�monitoring�data.�One�of�the�ten�locations�was�Bird�Rock�off�Point�Bonita.�This
recommendation�specifically�includes�non�motorized�vessels.�Therefore,�we�urge�GGNRA�to
consider�this�recommendation�when�determining�how�to�code�this�area�on�the�map.
The�other�"Sensitive�Resource"�zone�on�the�map�is�the�area�between�Rocky�Point�and�Muir
Beach.�It�would�be�helpful�to�describe�the�specific�reasons�for�listing�this�zone�for�special
protection�(i.e�intertidal�collection,�offshore�fishing,�motorized�vessels).
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Other�Planning�Topics
Climate�Change:�GFNMS�supports�the�planning�approach�for�addressing�climate�change.�We
recommend�that�the�preferred�alternative�address�impacts�of�climate�change�for�each�of�the
Management�Zones�and�clarify�if�there�are�any�specific�management�actions�for�addressing
climate�change.�We�also�offer�to�partner�with�GGNRA�on�addressing�climate�change�in�coastal
areas.
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Locate�the�visitor�center�at�the�Montara�Lighthouse.�Plan�for�connecting�to�the�Coastal�trail�from�Marin�to�S.F�to�Pacifica�to�
Montera.���To�follow�up�on�#2�above,�establishing�trail�connecting�from�the�Marin�Headlands�across�the�GG�Bridge�to�lands�
end,�Ocean�Beach,�Fort�Funston,�Mori�Pt,�Correl�de�Tierra�via�Devils�Slide�(both�on�that�1,�and�along�the�historic�San�Pedro�Rd�
behind�the�tunnel�is�critical).�
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If�it�works,�leave�it�alone.�Reevaluate�your�priorities�to�include�a�"sense�of�place"�a�"sense�of�history."��This�is�what�people�want�
to�see���not�the�"psuedo"�of�Las�Vegas�and�Disneyland.�The�visitor�center�born�at�Bear�Valley�is�lovely�but�it�is�not�a�barn.�
Reevaluate�your�priorities�to�include�peoples�lives�and�how�to�include�not�exclude�them.�People�are�not�"structures."���In�the�
future�anyone�visiting�Muirwoods�should�have�a�pre�purchased�ticket�as�Steep�Revine,�Eiffel�Tower,�Alcatraz.���This�is�the�
future���visitors�can�arrive�via�SF�tours,�shuttles�on�car�park���in�the�future�at�4�corners.�Eliminate�cars�from�Muirwoods�and�put�
into�action�pre�purchased�tickets,�with�all�given�number�of�tickets�available�for�date/time.�This�is�the�future�an�there�are�many�
precedents�that�you�can�give�use�as�examples.�This�ghost�the�Park�Service�and�the�world.�you�cannot�continue�to�allow�cars�
arriving�randomly�to�Muirwoods.�
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There�is�insufficient�concern�for�safety�of�the�public�who�use�roads�and�trails�on�public�land.�Mountain�bike�pose�an�
unacceptable�risk�of�harm�to�move�vulnerable�user�of�trailer�i.e.�hikers�and�horsemen.�The�longer�established�poling�that�a�
wheelchair�and�legs�don't�mix�on�single�track�trail�must�be�preserved.�Otherwise,�the�more�aggressive�users�will�drive�out�the�g g p gg
more�vulnerable���and�much�larger�segment�of�the�public.�
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After�the�presentation�at�the�Bay�Model�I�wrote�Brian�A�Aviles,�ideas�about�the�GGNRA�Management�Plan.�Especially,�I�
stressed�ways�to�have�the�GGNRA�affordable�and�available�to�diverse�community�populations�+�experiences�similar�to�
environmental�and�historical�program�opportunities�in�other�National�Parks.�I�stressed�that�Affordability�enabled�diversity�and�
that�the�Park�system’s�programs�enrich�recreational�experience.�I�mentioned�a�Pass�that�could�be�used,�as�1�have�often,�my�
(then�free)�Golden�Eagle�Pass�and�to�influence�my�continuing�support�of�National�Parks�and�Recreation�areas.�I�believe�
voluntary�donations�at�sites,�concession�%�for�parks�funding�and�a�pass�Special�Experience�system�would�achieve�as�much�as�
fees�for�parking�which�are�the�same�as�fees�for�use�and�are�prohibited�by�Robert�Burton’s�leadership�in�the�GGNRA’s�creation.�I�
said�l�would�send�my�Patriot’s�Pass�and�finally,�have�it�enclosed.�This�could�be�used�as�a�annual�PASS�for�Bay�Area�residents�
(with�a�time�constraint,�early�AM�or�late�afternoon�use.�A�large�percentage�of�visitations�I�uses�is�by�local�residents.�
Also,�I�copied�the�attached�(old)�Don�Olson�material,�which�you�might�use�as�a�base�line�for�any�current�GGNRA�drainage�
studies�that�relate�to�my�favorite�plea:�Acquire�as�Mann�open�space�the�privately�owned�parcels�in�the�community�of�Muir�
Wood’s�Park���The�community�is�planning�to�join�SASM;�so�sewers�shall�remove�the�County’s�present�restraint�—�septic�system�
fields.�New�impervious�roads�and�large�parcels’�“big�home�developments,�under�4,000�square�feet�that�meet�zoning�setbacks,�
etc�per�the�County�wide�Plan,�and�now�Title�22,�are�exempt�from�Design�Review.�Any�buildings�and�roads�on�the�trails�I�paper�
streets�shall�adversely�impact�the�Redwood�Creek�watershed�and�Muir�Woods.�
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Great�to�see�you�and�spend�some�time�with�you�Saturday.�You�are�one�special�woman!�

protection of the natural resources For example the boardwalk is an amazing way to give people non�verbal cues about

1013 L

I�had�a�bit�of�trouble�navigating�through�the�website,�but�was�finally�able�to�get�enough�information�to�give�you�so�feedback�
about�the�proposed�plan�for�the�Muir�Woods,�within�the�context�of�the�General�Management�Plan.�Here�a�some�thoughts:�
Park�Access:�
I�fully�support�the�movement�toward�an�off�site�orientation�station�for�visitors�at�the�1/101�junction,�with�shuttles�available�to�
bring�people�into�the�park.�Hopefully�the�shuttles�would�be�electric�or�solar�powered�vehicles,�or�some�other�zero�emissions�
alternative.�I�also�suggest�that�people�with�alternative�vehicles�(i.e.�quiet�and�zero�emission)�allowed�to�park�closer�to�the�
Woods,�much�like�the�City�Zip�Cars�or�Car�Share�system�in�SF.�This�shift�would�enable�Park�Management�to�return�some�of�the�
existing�parking�areas�to�meadows�or�more�natural�habitats.�And�of�course�any�way�of�strengthening�the�network�of�bike�and�
walking�trails�leading�to�the�Woods�might�also�ease�the�impact�c�cars.�
Delicate�Balances�
I�support�protecting�and�maintaining�the�most�low�impact�trails,�while�still�retaining�the�“boardwalk”�as�the�primary�access�
point�for�day�visitors,�international�visitors,�and�large�families�with�children.�This�is�often�the�first�or�only�
contact�many�of�these�user�groups�have�with�a�National�Park,�let�alone�a�redwood�ecosystem,�so�I�applaud�the�
multiple�efforts�made�at�the�Muir�Woods�to�invite�people�into�the�experience�of�the�natural�environment.�The�Park�Service�has�
been�extraordinarily�successful�in�preserving�a�precious�balance�between�access�for�people,�and�
protection of the natural resources. For example, the boardwalk is an amazing way to give people non�verbal cues about� � � � .� � ,� � � � � � � � � � � � �
where�they�can�go,�without�cluttering�the�landscape�with�fences,�and�barriers,�all�the�while�protecting�the�or�systems�of�the�
nearby�flora.�
Visitor�Needs�
In�keeping�with�the�above,�I�support�the�provision�of�minimal�amounts�of�food�and�drink�for�visitors.�And�of�course��
bathrooms.�I�suggest�that�interpretive�information�be�incorporated�into�bathrooms�and�eating�areas�to�help�us�(the�visitors)�
understand�our�impact�on�the�resource,�and�to�encourage�us�to�“tread�lightly�on�the�land”.�If�it�is�an�
economic�necessity�for�the�park,�I�suggest�that�items�for�purchase�should�be�limited�to�those�with�educational�or�
consciousness�raising�content,�but�not�items�and�redwood�knick�knacks�which�ultimately�contribute�to�our�
consumerist�waste�stream.�As�an�educator,�I�would�like�to�encourage�children�to�think,�feel�and�actively�engage�w�the�natural�
environment,�rather�than�buying�a�little�piece�of�it�to�take�home�as�a�trophy.�
Interpretive�Information�
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I�am�responding�to�the�alternatives�that�are�proposed�for�the�new�general�pan�for�the�parks.�I�am�an�equestrian�and�I�support�
the�majority�of�the�concepts�in�Alternative�1.�However,�Alternative�1�does�not�apply�to�all�the�areas.�The�final�plan�should�take�
into�account�the�need�to�retain�existing�stables,�provide�more�trails�(especially�a�variety�of�different�length�loop�trails)�and�
regional�connections,�provide�adequate�rig�parking�for�equestrians,�identify�water�sources�for�livestock,�and�provide�unpaved�
trail�surfaces�for�joggers,�bicyclists�and�horses.�I�also�support�multi�use�trails,�with�the�exception�of�the�trails�in�the�Phleger�
Estate.�Creation�of�volunteer�trail�patrols�is�vital�to�provide�“eyes�and�ears”�in�the�new�property.�
In�Mann�County,�California�I�support�the�position�of�the�Mann�Horse�Council�and�want�to�go�on�record�as�supporting�the�
continued�presence�of�the�horse�facilities�and�increase�in�access�to�trails.�The�final�plan�must�address�the�presence�and�needs�
of�equestrians.�
In�San�Mateo�County�I�support�most�of�the�proposals�in�Alternative�I�for�all�the�properties.�The�final�plan�should�take�into�
account�the�diverse�nature�of�the�land�in�San�Mateo�County�and�MUST�allow�for�the�continued�presence�of�the�horse�facilities.�
The�areas�that�have�not�traditionally�been�open�to�equestrians�in�the�GGNRA�should�be�re�examined�and�those�properties�
opened�up�where�possible.�I�support�the�details�that�ETRAC�and�the�Coastside�Horse�Council�have�proposed.�
I�would�like�to�address�the�issue�of�the�lands�in�the�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�parcel.�This�is�a�new�acquisition�and�must�be�
carefully�planned.�Horsemen�are�committed�to�multi�use�in�this�area.�Alternatively,�Section�1�should�be�amended�to�preserve�p y p
stables�where�they�are�because�they�provide�quality�of�life�for�the�Coasts�idea�area�and�San�Mateo�County�as�a�whole.�This�is�a�
large�enough�area�that�dogs�on�leash�could�be�allowed�as�well.�
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I�write�to�strongly�endorse�the�Concept�Paper�submitted�to�the�GGNRA�that�is�proposing�a�“Living�Indian�Museum�System�
through�Civic�Engagement.”�The�plan�involves�the�development�of�several�Living�Indian�Museums�within�the�GGNRA�that�will�
provide�fantastic�opportunities�for�public�education�and�outreach�about�local�
California�Indian�tribes.�What�is�innovative�about�the�plan�is�that�it�will�focus�on�
contemporary�Indian�communities�in�the�greater�San�Francisco�Bay�Area.�The�plan�calls�for�facilities�on�Alcatraz�Island�that�will�
incorporate�a�broader�perspective�of�Indians�in�California�and�beyond,�and�two�specific�sites�that�will�provide�detailed�
backgrounds�and�information�on�local�Indian�groups.�The�first�site,�at�Crissy�Field�in�the�Presidio�of�San�Francisco,�will�be�
dedicated�to�the�Costanoan/Ohione,�while�the�second�site�at�Fort�Mason�will�be�concerned�primarily�with�the�Coast�Miwok.�
I�am�very�enthusiastic�about�the�overall�goals�of�the�plan.�The�plan�provides�great�flexibility�in�how�the�three�facilities�may�be�
developed�in�close�collaboration�with�local�tribes�and�other�pertinent�stakeholders.�These�facilities�will�have�the�potential�to�
be�significant�centers�of�public�education�and�outreach�about�past�and�contemporary�Native�lifeways�and�communities�in�the�
greater�San�Francisco�Bay�Area.�As�the�proposal�emphasizes,�there�is�no�reason�for�these�facilities�to�be�extensive�artifact�
holding�
warehouses,�like�most�traditional�museums.�There�are�many�opportunities�to�obtain�excellent�artifactual�materials�on�long�
term�and�short�term�loans�from�other�institutions�(Smithsonian,�Phoebe�Hearst�Museum�of�Anthropology,�etc.)�which�can�be�
used�to�develop�truly�innovative�museum�displays�at�the�three�facilities.�p y
I�believe�the�plan�provides�a�series�of�realistic�steps�for�developing�a�Living�Indian�Museum�System�in�the�GGNRA.�The�key�
issue�will�be�gaining�the�support�of�the�local�tribes�and�for�them�to�play�critical�roles�in�how�the�facilities�are�developed�and�

139,�122,
174

�
P

Topic�1:�I�prefer�Alternative�1/Concept�1:�Connecting�People�with�Parks,�which�has�a�goal�of�"bringing�national�park�
experiences�to�a�large�and�diverse�urban�population,"�and�enhancing�access,�rather�than�making�the�park�less�accessible.

148,�149,
144

�
P

1.�I�prefer�Alternative�1/Concept1:�Connecting�People�with�Parks,�which�has�a�goal�of�bringing�national�park�experiences�to�a�
large�and�diverse�population,�and�enhancing�access,�rather�than�making�the�park�less�accessible.

205,�204,
158,�141,
201

�
�

P
Topic�1:�I�prefer�Alternative�1/Concept�1:�Connecting�People�with�Parks,�which�has�a�goal�of�"bringing�national�park�
experiences�to�a�large�and�diverse�urban�population,"�and�enhancing�access�rather�than�making�the�park�less�accessible.

205,�204,
158,�141,
201

�
�

P

Topic�3:All�the�alternatives/concepts�are�too�heavily�biased�toward�conservation�and/or�the�creation�of�sensitive�habitats,�
rather�than�balancing�recreation�and�conservation.�Recreation,�including�off�leash�dog�walking,�is�an�important�activity�which�
should�be�preserved�and�can�co�exist�with�protection�of�natural�resources.
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Alternative�3�is�a�reasonable�balance�between�Alternative�1�which�calls�for�too�much�development,�and�Alternative�2,�which�
calls�for�too�much�removal�of�existing�facilities.�The�Bay�Area�is�not�going�to�shrink�in�population,�and�the�number�of�visitors�
will�likely�also�continue�to�increase.�Alt.�1�recognizes�this�need�to�plan�for�more�visitors.�However,�I�do�not�think�that�hotels�are�
appropriate�in�locations�like�Alcatraz�or�Fort�Cronkhite,�nor�cabins�at�Kirby�Beach.�Visitors�don't�come�to�San�Francisco�to�be�
stuck�out�on�an�island�with�a�bad�climate.�Facilities�should�be�improved�for�the�broad�spectrum�of�visitors,�and�not�just�for�the�
wealthy.�Facilities�should�also�aim�at�a�broad�range�of�physical�ability,�from�disabled�to�marathon�runners.

76,�173,�
112 P

I�am�responding�to�the�alternatives�that�are�proposed�for�the�new�general�plan�for�the�parks.�I�am�an�equestrian�and�I�support�
the�majority�of�the�concepts�in�Alternative�1,�however�Alternative�1�does�not�apply�to�the�entire�area.�The�final�plan�should�
take�into�account�the�need�to�retain�existing�stables,�provide�more�trails�(especially�a�variety�of�different�length�loop�trails)�and�
regional�connections,�provide�adequate�trailer�parking�for�equestrians,�identify�water�sources�for�livestock,�and�provide�
unpaved�trail�surfaces�for�both�joggers,�bicyclists�and�horses.�

76,�173,�
112 P

I�also�support�multi�use�trails,�with�the�exception�of�the�trails�in�the�Phleger�Estate.�Expansion�of�volunteer�trail�patrols�is�vital�
to�provide�"eyes�and�ears"�in�the�new�property���this�is�already�in�affect,�with�at�least�one�existing�stable�on�the�property.p y p p y g p p y

97,�93,�
106,�107,
99,�87,�94
140,�81,�
96,�151,�
95

�
,�

P
Perfect�days�to�you!�I�strongly�support�Alternative�2�for�Alcatraz�Island,�all�San�Francisco�locations�in�San�Francisco�County,�the�
SFPUC,and�Mori�Point�in�San�Mateo�County�to�preserve�habitat�for�birds�and�other�native�wildlife�for�future�generations.

97,�93,�
106,�107,
99,�87,�94
140,�81,�
96,�151,�
95

�
,�

P
Please�do�your�best�to�communicate�and�support�our�understanding�that�not�only�wildlife�but�all�life�is�best�served�by�lack�of�
access�to�human�food�and�trash/waste�within�the�GGNRA.
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         331 Main Street,  

Half Moon Bay, CA 94019 

July 28, 2008 

National Park Service 
Denver Service Center 
12795 West Alameda Parkway 
P.O. Box 25287 
Denver, CO 80225-0287 

Attention: Mr. Stephan Nofield 

Dear Sir: 

Subject: GGNRA Management Plan for Rancho Corral de Tierra 

This document is presented by the Coastside Horse Council in response to your request for 
community feedback with regard to the GGNRA Management Plan alternatives. Our response 
centers on the Rancho Corral de Tierra region of the park. This is the area of the park with 
which we are most concerned and also the area for which we can make the greatest 
contribution to the planning effort.  
The content of this document serves two distinct purposes. The first is to provide a general 
response from a major segment of the horse community to the plan alternatives. This response 
is limited to the Management Plan as it impacts the horse community. The second purpose is to 
provide visibility into the role, contribution and impact of the horse community, past and present, 
on the Rancho and the surrounding communities. As responsible horse owners and residents, 
we are uniquely qualified to provide critical background information to decision makers who may 
have not experienced the San Mateo Coastside environment, nor had the opportunity to view 
first hand the significant part horses play in the local environment. 
Our goal is to achieve a management plan that serves the public without disrupting the 
character of the Coastside and the local communities. We are committed to working with your 
organization in any capacity that would allow us to make a positive contribution. As planning 
moves forward, we are hopeful that your organization will create advisory programs or forums in 
order to pro-actively involve the local community, including the CHC, in the process.  
If, after you read this document, you have questions or would like additional information, please 
contact Larry DeYoung at 650-728-5346 (email larrydeyo@aol.com). 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Larry DeYoung, President 
Coastside Horse Council 
 
Cc: Brian O’Neill, General Superintendent, GGNRA 
 Nancy Horner, Chief of Planning and Compliance, GGNRA 
 Christine Powell, Public Affairs and Congressional Affairs Specialist, GGNRA 
 Andrea Lucas, Landscape Architect, GGNRA 
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ABOUT THE COASTSIDE HORSE COUNCIL 
Founded in 1999, the Coastside Horse Council (CHC) is an advocacy group 
dedicated to protecting the equestrian lifestyle for the benefit and enjoyment of 
the general public and to preserving, enhancing and creating equestrian trails, 
facilities, staging areas and related open space areas. The CHC was originally 
formed to work with San Mateo County to develop a Confined Animal Ordinance. 
In partnership with the County and local environmentalists, we were able to 
create an ordinance that is fair and equitable to commercial stables and private 
horse owners, while protecting the sensitive watersheds. 

Currently, CHC consists of 50 active members and numerous local horse owners 
who rely on the CHC as a conduit for information and an advocate for the greater 
horse community. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
The following summarizes the key points presented in this document. The reader 
is strongly encouraged to read the complete document for a more 
comprehensive understanding of these points. 
� The CHC supports Alternative 1: Connecting People with the Parks with the 

recommendations and caveats described in the Management Plan Response 
section. 

� As Rancho Corral de Tierra becomes part of the GGNRA, horseback riding 
should continue to connect people with the park. This means continuing and 
enhancing the multi-use trail system and retaining the boarding facilities that 
currently house the majority of our horses. 

� The Rancho is a diverse ecosystem comprised of chaparral covered hillsides 
and several creek valleys that has coexisted with horses for 300 years. 

� The existing boarding facilities, some of which have existed since the 1940’s, 
serve as social centers for the horse community providing unique social, 
economic and recreational opportunities. 

� 300 horses reside in the boarding facilities located on the Rancho, 
contributing $2 million annually into the local economy. Removal or 
significantly downsizing these facilities will: 
 Have an untoward impact on the local economy. 
 Result in insurmountable relocation problems for owners. 

� The boarding facilities operating within the Rancho provide programs and 
classes that benefit people of all ages and abilities, including: 
 Equine clinics, shows and Pony Club 
 4H and Future Farmers of America 
 High-risk inner city programs 
 Therapeutic riding programs 

� The boarding facilities actively protect the watersheds by aggressively 
applying best practices in manure management and run-off control, and by 
preserving the riparian corridor. 

� The boarding facilities have an active water quality monitoring program in 
place along San Vicente and Martini creeks. 

� The horse community informally monitors the trails, assisting other users and 
reporting suspicious activities. 

� The horse community donates their time on a regular basis to maintain the 
trail system. 
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MANAGEMENT PLAN RESPONSE 
The CHC supports Alternative 1: Connecting People with the Parks with the 
recommendations and caveats described in the table below. In keeping with the 
theme of this document the recommendations focus on the needs of the horse 
and the horse community. We have encouraged our membership to submit their 
overall feedback to the GMP alternatives on an individual basis. 

The table below contains excerpts from the Alternative 1 description on the left 
and the corresponding CHC recommendation on the right. The table entries are 
ordered starting with the highest priority elements of the plan. 
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CONNECTING PEOPLE WITH THE PARK 
Throughout the history of Rancho Corral de Tierra, horses have played a key role 
in ‘connecting people with the land’. During the era of the Spanish land grants, 
and later when individual ranches dotted the landscape, horses were essential to 
ranching and farming, as well as basic transportation. As our economy has 
moved away from ranching and the population has grown, the Rancho has 
remained. In these changing times, horses and the Rancho continue to be 
closely linked. The large horse community, boarding facilities and private barns 
are here because the Rancho is here, and provides an unparalleled riding 
experience. Today as in the past, horseback riding is still the most popular 
means to explore the area. 

Over the preceding decades, the Rancho has become a de facto open space 
area. During this time, the land has been treated with respect. The local 
community has kept its impact on the land to a minimum. The trails that have 
been maintained are the old roads used as either fire breaks or access to power 
poles or other utilities. Equestrians, cyclists, hikers and dog walkers have shared 
the trails without incident.  

As Rancho Corral de Tierra becomes part of the GGNRA, horseback riding 
should continue to connect people with the park. A large portion of the Rancho 
Corral de Tierra is comprised of remote rugged back country with steep vertical 
ascents of 1000 – 1500 feet. The steep terrain is not friendly to the casual user. 
Consequently, equestrians will likely remain the majority users of the back 
country areas.  ‘Connecting people with the park’ means a lot of things to a lot of 
people. To the local horse community, it means continuing and enhancing the 
multi-use trail system and continuing the boarding facilities that currently house 
the majority of our horses and serve as the social and cultural center of the 
Coastside’s horse community. 

The remainder of this document takes a closer look at Rancho and its connection 
with the horse community. The Natural Environment, Historical Background, and 
Social and Economic Impact sections provide context that will help planning 
decision makers make more informed decisions. The Education and Park 
Stewardship sections focus on the contributions that the horse community, 
particularly the boarding facilities, already makes to the health of the Rancho and 
the well being the surrounding communities. 
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NATURAL ENVIRONMENT 

TERRAIN 

Rancho Corral de Tierra area is comprised of chaparral covered hillsides and 
several creek valleys. The steepness of the hillsides and the diverse character of 
the area make it challenging to traverse and trails are difficult to develop. 
Geologically, much of the area is decomposing granite and the hillsides are 
prone to landslides. The hills are wave cut terraces. The soil in the valleys is rich 
in nutrients and has been farmed for over 200 years. The entire area is an active 
tectonic area and is prone to catastrophic changes in erosion patterns. According 
to the Stanford University Geology Department, erosion caused by bikes and 
horses is a minor component in this type of landscape.  

WATERSHEDS 

The stables, which have been in the area for at least 140 years, are located in 
natural valleys. These valleys are the result of creek activity and water still flows 
through this area. The creeks may run all year, but in dry seasons they can be 
ephemeral, and San Vicente creek often dries up. Development in the area has 
had a major impact on the streams during the last century; they all have to run 
under the highway, through storm drains and over sewage pipes before reaching 
the ocean. Moreover, on the West side of the highway there are houses that 
border the creeks.  

FLORA 

It seems unreasonable to try to return this area to pre-1800 condition. The 
number of plants (grasses, thistles, clovers, Scotch Broom, and others) that have 
been introduced to the area would make it difficult to reinstate the endemic 
plants, other than some of the native bunch grasses and the flowers, such as the 
California poppy. We have the opportunity at this time to restore some of the land 
to a more “natural” state, but we will have to decide what natural state we are 
choosing. The Ohlone, who lived in the area prior to the Spanish, burned the hills 
regularly and kept the brush to a minimum. At this time, the amount of senescent 
brush is a major fire hazard, which should be addressed. Grazing programs in 
other open space areas have aided in reducing fire hazardous undergrowth. The 
Eucalyptus trees that were brought into to the region have extended far beyond 
the areas where they were first introduced. These trees have a major impact 
since the oils they produce are toxic to many of the native plants, especially in 
the riparian corridor. Many invasive plants such as Cape ivy, Scotch Broom, and 
Pampas grass are common in this area. The wildflowers, which bloom in the 
spring, include Lupine, Penstomen, Monkey Flower, roses and mustards. The 
native grasses have been far-outpaced by the non-native Avena Fatua and 
others. The native chaparral is still the biggest percentage of the flora in this area 
and probably dominates at least 75% of the hillsides.  
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FAUNA 

The fauna of the area is unaffected by the presence of the horses. Horses are 
not seen as a threat by deer and other animals which don’t seem to recognize a 
human on horseback. Indeed, many riders have reported passing only a few feet 
from bobcats, coyotes, raccoons, opossums, deer, fox, and the occasional 
mountain lion without disturbing these wild animals. The Rancho is well known to 
birders as an exceptional area for raptors during the spring and fall migrations. 
The area is part of the Audubon yearly bird count. California towhees, California 
quail, flickers, tanagers, a variety of wrens and warblers are also present in this 
area. There are thriving populations of pack rats, voles, ground squirrels, 
gophers, moles, etc. to support the larger mammals and bird populations. The 
flowers and other native and non-native plants provide ample food and shelter for 
the birds.  

This biological diversity has peacefully coexisted with horses for over 200 years. 
Every effort should be taken to preserve the fauna of the area. Working with park 
specialists, horse patrols could be organized to help monitor the biological health 
of the Rancho. 

The streams in this area are often seasonal and flow in the summer can be very 
low or non-existent. While no census has been conducted, stickleback and other 
species of small fish have been observed. There is a significant population of 
frogs and other amphibians, such as newt and salamanders. The most 
commonly seen snakes in the area include gopher and garter snakes.  
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HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 
For over 200 years, Rancho Corral de Tierra and the surrounding region have 
had a strong, continuous connection to horses and ranching. To this day the 
connection helps shape the unique character and lifestyle of the San Mateo 
County coast 

Rancho Corral de Tierra was originally known as “El Pilar” or “Los Pilares” (from 
the rocks at Pillar Point). During the 1700’s the lands became part of the Mission 
San Francisco and were used for grazing of the Mission’s horses, cattle and 
oxen. In October of 1839, 7766 acres of the Rancho Corral de Tierra were 
granted to Tiburcio Vasque. This portion of Rancho included the land along the 
ocean and what is now known as Montara, Moss Beach, Princeton and El 
Granada. The grant was used primarily for cattle ranching. One account of the 
Rancho shows the assets at the time to be “1 league of land, 2100 cattle, 200 
horses and mares owned by Tiburcio Vasquez on Rancho Corral de Tierra”1.  

As crops replaced range lands in the late 1800’s to the early 1900’s, horses were 
the backbone of the workforce. The historic barn in what is now “Ember Ridge 
Equestrian Center” was constructed during that period to house stock. It had 
stalls for horses on the outer edge while the main open expanse of the barn was 
used for storing hay and other crops. The social life of the community centered 
on the culmination of the harvests and branding. These gatherings provided 
much needed social contact, an opportunity to further commerce and to exhibit 
expertise in ranch riding skills and competitions such as roping and sorting cattle.  

The current horse ranches and boarding facilities, some of which have existed 
since the 1940’s, are the legacy and connection to the Rancho Corral de Tierra. 
They serve as social centers for the horse community. Boarding facilities provide 
unique social, economic and recreational opportunities that are increasingly 
difficult to find.  

The GGNRA has an obligation to preserve the history of the Rancho Corral de 
Tierra; an obligation that cannot be fulfilled without recognition of the role horses 
have played both in its history and today. One way to accomplish this might be 
an interpretative display of a few dusty saddles at a visitor center. A far better 
option is to preserve the horses’ connection to this land and to this community, 
and enable visitors to observe the ranching and riding culture firsthand. Reading 
and hearing about ranching and being immersed in it are two very different 
experiences. The latter having a more profound and lasting imprint on the park 
visitor. 

                                            
1 Davis, William Heath, Seventy-Five Years in San Francisco, 1929 
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SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT 

ECONOMIC IMPACT 

Approximately 300 horses reside in the boarding facilities located on the Rancho, 
with dozens more in the surrounding communities. To put this number into 
perspective, it is worth noting that in 2005, the American Horse Council reported 
that there were approximately 698,000 horses in California and that the value of 
the horse industry to California was $4.1 billion annually. Since 2005, the cost of 
feed has gone up by 60%, so by conservative estimate, the Rancho boarding 
facilities and surrounding horse operations inject from $2-3 million annually into 
the local economy. No other user group that currently uses the Rancho, or is 
likely to use the Rancho when it becomes part of GGNRA, produces this type of 
economic return.  

We firmly believe that removal or significantly downsizing the Rancho’s boarding 
facilities will have a serious deleterious impact on the economic health of mid-
coast San Mateo County. Besides owners and their horses, there is an extended 
network of goods and services providers that will be negatively impacted, and in 
many cases become unsustainable, if a significant number of the Rancho’s 
horses are lost. 

These include: 

� Hay and Grain producers 
� Tack and Hardware Stores 
� Instructors and Horse Trainers 
� Equine practitioners 

 Veterinarians 
 Equine Acupuncturists 
 Equine Chiropractors 
 Equine Massage Therapists 
 Equine Dentists 

� Farriers 
� Ranch Employees 
� Restaurants 

The loss of the above goods services will have a significant multiplier effect for 
the local horse industry.  The impact will extend to the private ranches and 
boarding facilities adjacent to the Rancho. A lack of equine related goods and 
services will make horse ownership very difficult and as a result, we can expect 
to see dramatic losses in the non-Rancho horse population.  
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GGNRA planners should also consider the financial ramification to the National 
Park system of closure or attrition of the Rancho’s boarding facilities. After all, for 
virtually no upfront investment, the GGNRA would inherit a money making 
operation. In this era of sharp cuts in government spending, it is difficult to see 
how any agency could afford to lose significant revenue.  

SOCIAL IMPACT 

The Rancho’s facilities provide some of the only affordable boarding in the San 
Francisco Bay Area. Inland boarding opportunities are limited and the cost is 
exorbitant. For many owners, there is simply no other place for their horse to go 
and they will have to give up their horses. At a minimum, moving to new locations 
would result in higher boarding costs and lengthy commutes – an alternative 
which many boarders cannot afford. 

On a broader scale, the social and cultural impact of removing the boarding 
stables from the Rancho cannot be overestimated. The State of California in its 
Local Coastal Program for unincorporated San Mateo County has recognized the 
importance of the horse community in preserving the semi-rural nature of the San 
Mateo Midcoast.2 It is this semi-rural character that accounts for much of the 
appeal of this area to residents and tourists alike. The GGNRA planners are 
invited to ask current visitors to the Rancho and the adjacent McNee Ranch 
State Park their reaction to encountering a horse and rider on the trail. We have 
no doubt that the vast majority of these visitors will tell you of their delight in 
seeing some of the “Old West.” They may also tell you that they asked the rider 
to pose for a picture. 

Thus, economically, socially, humanely and culturally, the Rancho community of 
horses and riders is a huge positive to the area. The greater good is served by 
maintaining that community. 

                                            
2 San Mateo County Local Coastal Plan, Pgs 7.10, 7.12, and 11.15 
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EDUCATION 
The boarding facilities operating within the Rancho boundaries provide public 
programs and classes that benefit people of all ages and abilities. While many of 
these programs have been around for a number of years, they remain popular 
with the public and continue to evolve and expand. 

Education and outreach is a win-win opportunity. By enabling these programs to 
continue, the GGNRA will provide the kind of community outreach and 
educational opportunities to which the Park Service is committed. In addition, it 
will demonstrate its commitment to supporting and maintaining the character of 
the San Mateo coast and local community. 

The programs listed below are hosted by the boarding facilities currently 
operating within the “Diverse Opportunities Zone” of the Rancho Corral de Tierra.  

EQUINE SKILLS 
� Equine Clinics and Shows – Open to all ages and abilities, these regularly 

scheduled events feature horsemanship and hands-on training delivered by 
nationally recognized experts. Events are sponsored by the hosting facilities, 
as well as local associations, such as the San Francisco Horseman and San 
Mateo County Horseman Associations. Topics range from riding skills, equine 
husbandry and equine health, to trail safety. Events are well attended with 
participants coming from as far as the Monterey Peninsula.  

� Pony Club – This internationally acclaimed program teaches not just riding, 
but stable management, land stewardship and superior horsemanship. Open 
to ages 7 to 22. 

COMMUNITY OUTREACH 
� 4-H and Future Farmers of America (FFA) – These school-sponsored 

programs (the local FFA chapter is the ONLY chapter in the Bay Area) have 
been hosted by the boarding facilities since the 1960’s.  The programs are 
open to students from ages 8 to 15. They provide a hands-on experience that 
lasts from November through August. During that time, each participant has 
the experience and responsibility for raising and caring for their own animals.  

� High-risk Inner City Programs – These activities are hosted by the boarding 
facilities as part of school district programs. They provide a unique horse 
experience that can have a positive impact on these children for a lifetime. 
The programs are almost entirely volunteer-based, which demonstrates the 
willingness of the local horse community to reach out to the community.  
For example, in past years, students from Malcolm X public school, located in 
the Bay View district of San Francisco, were invited to Ember Ridge for a 
weekend retreat. The visit included camping, riding, horse and ranch care, 
even a class in manure management. For many of these students, who 
witness violence daily, these programs provide a rare glimpse into a very 
different way of life.  
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� Therapeutic Riding Program – (This program is under development at this 
time and will be operational in the near future.) The therapeutic riding 
program will serve those children and adults with learning and physical 
restrictions who can benefit from proven horse-rider therapies.  
This program will be particularly valuable since similar programs in San 
Mateo County are currently wait-listed and unable to keep up with demand.  
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PARK STEWARDSHIP 

WATERSHED MANAGEMENT 

In place since the late 90’s, these programs are not only a critical aspect of 
protecting the water, land and people, but they provide a model for other facilities 
in how to minimize their impact in a watershed environment.  

San Mateo County Confined Animal Ordinance 

In the late 90’s, the CHC was instrumental in drafting and securing the adoption 
of San Mateo County’s Confined Animal Ordinance.  One of the stated purposes 
of the ordinance is to protect water quality, sensitive habitats, soil and other 
significant environmental resources from potential adverse impacts of confined 
animals. 

The environmental provisions of the ordinance were drafted in concert with the 
CHC, county public health officials and local environmental groups including the 
Committee for Green Foothills.  These provisions, which are strictly adhered to 
by the boarding facilities along Martini, and San Vicente Creeks, are presented in 
Appendix A. 

Manure Management 
Concurrent with the development of the Confined Animal Ordinance, the 
boarding facilities implemented aggressive manure management programs. 
Methodologies were based on accepted best practices. For example, Ember 
Ridge collects and composts its manure on concrete slabs and then provides the 
nutrient-rich compost spread to local farmers. 

Water Quality Monitoring 

Working with the County and other local organizations, the boarding facilities 
implemented a monitoring program along San Vicente and Martini creeks to 
measure water quality. Largely as a result of this effort, pollution sources above 
and below the ranch properties were identified and resolved. Today, the San 
Vicente and Martini Creeks are clean in the portion of the creeks that run through 
the ranch properties. (See the Figure that follows.) 
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Yearly average of E coli at Ember Ridge (ER) and Moss Beach (MB) Boarding Facilities 
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The graph shows the Escherichia coli levels measured in San Vicente Creek. 
The levels have been reduced significantly since the first samples were taken in 
2000. Acceptable levels are below 200 ppm. Manure management and changing 
the pattern of rain water runoff are contributing factors in controlling the E coli 
levels.  

NOTE: The EPA specifies 200 ppm or less is an acceptable E. Coli level for 
areas upstream from a recreational area (in our case Fitzgerald Marine Reserve). 
This is the same acceptability level used by the National Park Service. 

TRAIL MONITORING 

Because of the number of riders and their ability to navigate the roughest terrain, 
the equestrian community has assumed the role of an informal mounted patrol. In 
situations where someone is injured or missing, equestrians are among the first 
to mobilize and often first to make contact and report conditions and locations to 
the appropriate authorities. Equally important, the equestrian community is 
diligent about reporting suspicious behaviors and providing assistance and 
advice to other users. 

VOLUNTEER TRAIL MAINTENANCE 

The equestrians have developed and maintained most of the trails throughout the 
last 60 years. Today, members of the horse community donate their time on a 
regular basis to maintain the trail system by clipping overgrowth and keeping the 
area clear of brush and litter. They would gladly support any trail or park 
stewardship programs.  
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APPENDIX A. ENVIRONMENTAL EXCERPTS FROM THE  
SAN MATEO COUNTY CONFINED ANIMAL ORDINANCE 
Prohibited Locations.  Confined animal structures and animal use of the property, 

including pasture or range area, shall not occur in the following areas of the 

parcel: 

 

Lakes, creeks and streams. 

Land located within (1) fifty (50) feet of lakes, and perennial creeks and 

streams, and (2) thirty (30) feet of intermittent creeks and streams. 

Sensitive habitats, including riparian corridors and wetlands. 

Land located within fifty (50) feet of the outward boundary of riparian 

corridors. 

Land located within one hundred (100) feet of wetlands. 

Land used for a domestic well or septic tank, or located above leach lines. 

Slopes exceeding thirty percent (30) for structures, and fifty percent (50%) for 

animal use. 

Minimum Setbacks.  Confined animal structures shall maintain the following 

minimum setbacks: 

From front property line: 50 feet 

From side and rear property lines: 30 feet 

From a dwelling unit on the same parcel: 30 feet 

From the nearest setback line required for a dwelling 

unit on an adjacent parcel: 

80 feet 

From a domestic well:  

(1) Up to ten animals: 50 feet 

(2) More than ten animals: 100 feet 
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Drainage. 

a. All surface runoff, including rainwater that falls near or upon animal 

structures, shall not come into contact with stored animal manure.  Energy 

dissipaters, gutters, ditches, berms and/or other diversion devices may be 

used to divert rainwater from confined animal areas. 

b. All liquids shall not drain closer than ten (10) feet from wells, septic tanks, 

and/or drainfields. 

c. Animal waste runoff and liquids used to clean confined animals shall not 

drain directly into a creek, stream, lake or similar water body.  Runoff may be 

confined and diverted by various means, including maintaining the existing 

on-site filtering vegetation, planting new vegetation grass strips, installing 

filter fencing or straw bales/logs, and/or constructing earth berms, and 

sediment ponds. 

d. Standing water shall not be allowed to accumulate near confined animal 

structures. 

e. A minimum two percent (2%) downward slope shall be maintained on land 

that is within five (5) feet of confined animal structures to assure adequate 

drainage away from the structures. 

f. Facility drainage shall conform to the drainage component of the site 

management plan. 

Facility Management. 

a. The keeping of confined animals shall not create a nuisance or be 

detrimental to human or animal health, safety or welfare. 

b. On-site manure management shall conform to the manure management 

component of the site management plan. 

c. All animal wastes, including soiled bedding, shall be collected daily from 

confined animal structures, and managed in a manner that is not conducive 

to the proliferation of insects, rodents and other disease-carrying creatures.  
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Effective manure management methods include, but are not limited to, 

composting, mulching, spreading of manure, and covered storage.  Stored 

animal waste for off-site use or disposal may not be kept on the site for 

longer than fourteen (14) days.  Stored waste shall be covered and 

separated from the ground by an impermeable material.  Surface water runoff 

in the manure management area shall not come into contact with stored 

animal wastes.  Runoff may be diverted by various means, including 

constructing earth berms and/or installing straw bales/logs. 

d. Should active composting occur on the site, composted wastes shall be 

mixed or turned over often to increase aerobic bacteria activity and to keep 

the pile fully aerated and active.  Should passive or static composting occur 

on the site, the proposed process shall be reviewed by the Director of 

Environmental Health to assure that odor and fly breeding problems are 

prevented. 

e. Animal feed shall be stored in appropriate facilities or containers such that it 

is kept dry and, to the maximum extent feasible, free of mold, rodents and 

insects. 

 



















































































































































































Comments�from�San�Mateo�County�Farm�Bureau�regarding�management�alternatives�for�the�Rancho�Corral�de�
Tierra�site,�San�Mateo�County,�Calif.�
��
1.�San�Mateo�County�Farm�Bureau�appreciates�the�recognition�and�acknowledgement�by�NPS�staff�of�the�significance�
and�importance�of�the�adjacent�irrigated�row�crop�commercial�farming�operation�during�their�oral�presentations�at�
the�public�workshops.�We�would�suggest�that�this�recognition�be�captured�in�the�written�narrative�of�the�"Current�
Conditions�and�Management"�for�the�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�project.�
��
Suggested�language�could�be�"Approximately�300�acres�of�the�Rancho�are�not�included�in�the�park�boundary.�Those�
acres�encompass�farmland�of�"Local�Significance"�as�designated�by�the�State�of�California�Department�of�
Conservation"�and�will�remain�in�private�ownership�and�agricultural�use."�
��
2.�Important�farmland,�such�as�those�adjacent�to�the�NPS�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�project,�are�resources�which�are�
the�subject�of�several�layers�of�protection�in�San�Mateo�County�including�county�Planned�Agricultural�District�zoning�
and�the�Local�and�State�Coastal�Plan.�Beyond�protection�of�the�farmlands,�there�is�recognition�in�our�County�that�the�
business�of�agriculture�needs�insulation�from�nuisance�issues�arising�from�neighbor�complaints�about�normal�
agricultural�activities�associated�with�the�cultivating�and�growing�of�crops.�In�response�to�this�issue,�San�Mateo�
County�has�developed�and�adopted�a�form�of�"right�to�farm"�ordinance.�This�ordinance�reduces�the�likelihood�of�
"moving�to�the�nuisance"�complaints.�And�beyond�the�"right�to�farm"�ordinances�and�protective�zoning,�our�Farm�
Bureau�believes�that�a�buffer�zone�between�farmland�and�public�access�trails�is�important�from�both�a�public�safety�
as�well�as�for�"food�safety�and�security"�purposes�and�should�be�considered�when�planning�public�access�trail�
systems.�Such�buffer�zones,�however,�should�not�be�a�burden�on�the�existing�farm�or�cause�a�reduction�of�the�
production�footprint�of�the�farm.�These�topics�as�well�as�trail�closures�during�some�agricultural�activities�have�been�
highlighted�recently�during�deliberations�about�the�location�and�use�of�the�Coastal�Trail�where�it�will�be�constructed�
adjacent�to�existing�row�crop�operations.�

We�understand�that�the�siting,�planning�and�eventual�construction�of�trails,�access�and�NPS�facilities�will�be�
addressed�in�the�future�and�we�look�forward�to�further�discussion�at�that�point.�We�would�suggest,�however,�that�it�
is�timely�in�this�current�planning�process�to�acknowledge�the�issue.�
��
The�current�description�for�the�"Diverse�Opportunities�Zone"�for�Alternative�1�suggests�that�the�"working�agricultural�
landscapes"�be�"incorporated�into�the�visitor�experience".�We�would�suggest�that�it�would�be�appropriate�to�add�to�
that�language�"without�impact�to�the�agricultural�production".�
��
It�would�be�our�suggestion,�that�this�consideration�be�afforded�to�any�adjacent�production�agricultural�operation�for�
this�or�other�planning�processes�now�or�in�the�future�in�San�Mateo�County.�
��
3.�Within�the�"Current�Conditions�and�Management"�section,�there�is�a�statement�that�"The�headwaters�of�four�
major�coastal�watersheds�are�contained�within�this�property,�providing�important�riparian�habitat�and�a�scenic�
backdrop�&"�We�would�like�to�point�out�that�those�drainages�are�also�important�source�watersheds�for�both�
domestic�and�agricultural�uses.�
��
It�would�be�our�suggestion,�that�the�anticipated�more�specific�planning�efforts�for�the�Rancho�Corral�de�Tierra�site�
include�ideas�on�how�to�protect�existing,�possibly�enhance�existing�and�or�develop�new�water�facilities�and�storage�
within�these�watersheds�for�benefit�of�domestic�(urban)�users�and�agricultural�usage.�That�suggestion�is�made�
because�of�the�urgent�need�for�reliable�local�water�supplies,�while�also�recognizing�that�correctly�managed�water�
enhances�both�aquatic�and�terrestrial�sensitive�species�on�our�coast.�We�believe�that�this�use�of�water�resources�has�
precedent�within�the�National�Parks�system�(i.e.�Tuolomne�River�being�a�source�watershed�for�domestic�and�
agricultural�use�in�Yosemite)�or�even�within�the�Golden�Gate�National�Recreation�Area�(i.e.�GGNRA�easement�over�
SFPUC�watershed�lands�where�Pilarcitos�Creek�is�a�source�watershed�for�domestic�and�agricultural�use).�
��



In�terms�of�this�current�more�general�planning�effort,�we�suggest�that�the�agricultural�and�domestic�beneficial�uses�
for�these�source�watersheds�should�be�acknowledged�and�included�in�the�"Current�Conditions�and�Management"�
section.�
��
Suggested�language�could�be�"The�headwaters�of�four�major�coastal�watersheds�are�contained�within�this�property,�
providing�important�riparian�habitat,�important�sources�of�water�for�both�domestic�and�agricultural�use�and�a�scenic�
backdrop"�
��
Thank�you�for�the�opportunity�to�comment.�
�















August 1, 2008 
 
 

e Ranch, a nonprofit California corporation established in 1970, submits the following comments in response to the proposed 
ral Management Plan for the Golden Gate National Recreation Area (the “Plan”).  This statement was drafted by the Executive 
ctor and Vice President of the Board of Directors of Slide Ranch in consultation with the President of the Board and members 

of the board’s Executive Committee. 
 

Slide Ranch belongs and should remain where it is. 
 

most recent draft of the Plan presents three alternatives for the future of the historic coastal site now occupied by Slide Ranch 
tween Muir Beach and Stinson Beach, California.  Two of those alternatives call for the relocation of Slide Ranch to a “more 
irable location.”   Slide Ranch respectfully but strongly disagrees with any proposed relocation of the Ranch.  In this it is not 
.  The managers and staff of Slide Ranch have received a myriad of comments, written and oral, from past and present users of 
site, parents of children who have benefited from its many educational programs, and teachers, all of whom unanimously and 
thusiastically endorse the operation of Slide Ranch in its present site.  Slide Ranch management is advised that NPS staff has 
eived a similar if not greater volume of comments urging that Slide Ranch not be relocated away from its home on the coast. 

 
The reasons for this outpouring of support for Slide Ranch are not hard to understand.  Slide Ranch may be 

the most beautiful outdoor classroom in the world.   Its present location is ideally suited to the role Slide 
Ranch plays in the ecology and social well-being of Marin County and the entire San Francisco Bay Area.  

Founded in 1970, the year of the first Earth Day, located above the Pacific Ocean and blessed with a 
panoramic view of the Marin County coastline, Slide Ranch teaches visitors to discover the wonder of the 

natural world through hands-on activities and independent exploration.  Participants of all ages, socio-
economic and ethnic backgrounds experience a deep connection to the Earth, its soil, water and the human 
efforts that preserve the land and bring food to our tables.  From the moment of its founding in 1970, Slide 
Ranch immediately started serving inner-city children from San Francisco’s Mission District.  Today more 

than 8000 visitors – many of them underprivileged and at-risk youth -- attend Slide’s family days, school field 
trips, summer camp and overnight camping programs each year.  This direct and immediate immersion in the 
natural world has generated a deep base of support for Slide Ranch that spans generations of San Francisco 

Bay Area residents. 
 

Plan Alternative One, “Connecting People with the Parks,” calls for Slide to remain where it is, and is very 
much in line with the purpose of Slide Ranch.  The NPS should keep in mind that the Ranch site was 

purchased with private funds in 1970 and dedicated to public use in order to protect it from commercial 
development.  Slide Ranch’s founding and operation on the coast thus helped realize, and continues to 
further, one of the basic congressional mandates in the establishment of the GGNRA, namely, that the 
Secretary of the Interior “shall preserve the recreation area, as far as possible, in its natural setting, and 

protect it from development and uses which would destroy the scenic beauty and natural character of the 
area.”  16 U.S.C. §460bb. 



 
people of Slide Ranch have these words in mind every day.  They maintain a deep sense of stewardship for the land and ocean 
the creatures that inhabit them.  Staff regularly remove invasive plants, maintain trails and provide interpretive and educational 
grams that inspire visitors to help restore the coastal eco-system.  Visitors to this scenic historic coastal farm thus experience 
hand the connections between the food we eat and the natural elements that grow life.  The Slide Ranch site has been used by 
ers since the 19th Century.  Building on 21st century methods of ecology and farm husbandry, Slide Ranch staff and volunteers 

anage 134 acres of coast land consistent with its GGNRA Park Partnership and membership in Marin Organics (which Slide 
Ranch joined in 2005). 

 
elocation is unwarranted under the language of the Plan itself.  Slide’s tide pool exploration and education program, habitat 
ation days and curriculum are all heavily oriented to the Plan’s goal of “increasing visitor understanding, awareness and support 

or coastal resources through participation in stories and programs about human interaction with and dependency on natural 
urces.”   The Slide Ranch site, perched above the crashing waves, inspires a sense of wonder and awe unlikely to be replicated 

elsewhere. 
 

ors and program participants are not the only beneficiaries of Slide’s magnificent location and excellent programs.  Slide Ranch 
ecome an important national training ground for young environmental workers, teachers and thinkers who come from all over 
U.S. to participate in our Teachers-in-Residence program.  After ten months of working at Slide Ranch, these young people 

disperse to organizations nationwide to apply the knowledge and techniques they have learned at the Ranch. 
 

ct Slide Ranch is an “evolved cultural landscape”, to borrow a term from the NPS, and has been in continuous agricultural use 
more than 100 years.  It has performed multiple roles and tasks for generations of visitors at its current site.  Geological issues 
inly exist – indeed, the name comes from the historic “Big Slide” that served as a navigational landmark for 19th Century ships 
oaching the Golden Gate – but those very issues present opportunities for innovation and creativity.  The land beneath Slide’s 
stic facilities is a continuously changing landscape that requires and inspires creative design solutions emphasizing flexibility, 
tation and simplicity.  In this sense Slide Ranch is not only a classroom but a laboratory for ecologically sound engineering and 

land use in harmony with a rugged yet astonishingly beautiful environment. 
 

Ranch celebrates a style of farm architecture and working-the-land ethic that dates well back into the earliest days of settlement 
West Marin.  Its food growing practices, organic soil, re-use of resources, buildings and infrastructure exemplify a light-carbon 
otprint operation reminiscent of a younger world but which employ the latest tools of organic farming.  The Coastal Miwok 
ple harvested and smoked food from the sea at the Slide Ranch site 800 years ago.  Visitors today can examine the tide pools 

e the Miwok fished and moments later enjoy Slide’s organic vegetable garden, the pride of West Marin.  Slide Ranch honors the 
Miwok and all people in its very contemporary yet timeless efforts to connect us all to the Earth. 

 
We appreciate the opportunity to share with the General Management Plan team some of our views at this 

stage.  We may have additional comments and views to share with you as the planning process moves 
forward and one or more alternatives are published by the GMP team. 

 
You you have questions about the official position of Slide Ranch, please contact Executive Director Charles 

Higgins at 415.381.8758.
 

For more information about Slide Ranch, please visit www.slideranch.org. 
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  July 31, 2008 
 
Superintendent Brian O’Neill 
National Park Service 
General Management Planning Team – GGNRA 
Denver Service Center 
12795 West Alameda Parkway 
Denver, CO 80225-0287 
 
Re: Comments on Golden Gate NRA – General Management Plan 
 
 
Dear Superintendent O’Neill: 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the General Management Plan for the 
Golden Gate National Recreation Area (“GGNRA”). 
 
Transportation Alternatives for Marin (“TAM”) is a 501(c)(3) non-profit corporation 
whose mission is to promote pedestrian and bicycle transportation, particularly in the 
United States. This mission is advanced through the study of international best practices 
and the promotion of Marin County, California as a model community of pedestrian and 
bicycle transportation. Our objective is to demonstrate that investment in integrated 
bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, combined with education, can relieve a substantial 
portion of the overall transportation load. 
 
The mission of the National Park Service is to “preserve unimpaired the natural and 
cultural resources and values of the national park system for the enjoyment, education, 
and inspiration of this and future generations.” The best way to advance this mission is 
to develop sustainable alternative transportation systems as a means to reduce 
congestion both accessing and within the parks, reduce carbon footprint, minimize 
detrimental environmental consequences of automotive traffic and emissions, and 
enhance the peaceful, natural experience that draws visitors. We encourage the NPS to 
work with its local partners and gateway communities to develop creative, long-term 
transportation solutions in and around our parks.  
 
We encourage the National Park Service to emphasize non-motorized access to the 
GGNRA in this planning process.  A large number of everyday users of the GGNRA are 
local users. We recommend that the NPS consider the huge increase in non-motorized 
infrastructure in Marin County to access the GGNRA in the Marin portions of the 
National Recreation Area, particularly in Southern Marin. These notable increased 
access opportunities are primarily in the Tennessee Valley and Highway 1 areas.  
 
Our recommendations are made for the National Park Service to include in the General 
Management Plan EIR process to consider as Alternatives.  
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The recommendations we make below are primarily for safe and separate 
accommodation for non-motorized travelers, which are primarily cyclists and 
pedestrians. Safe and separate accommodations for pedestrians and cyclists are 
primarily Class I bike paths and multi-use paths. Separate infrastructure increases the 
number of non-motorized users and provides safer accommodation.  
 
The following are our specific infrastructure recommendations: 
 
1. Class I Bikeway from Vista Point to Ft. Baker. Ft. Baker has been renovated based 

upon sustainable principles. Non-motorized access to Ft. Baker provides the best, 
easiest access to Alexander Avenue, Sausalito. Safe and separate bicycle 
infrastructure should be constructed from Vista Point and GGNRA property down 
to Ft. Baker and from Ft. Baker to Alexander Avenue via East Road.  
 

2. Manzanita Transferium.  
a. The NPS should consider working with a public/private partnership including 

the owners of the land, or possible new owners of the land, next to the Holiday 
Inn Express on the north side of Highway 1 and the surrounding area at the 
Manzanita Exit. This is an excellent location for a bus access/transferium and for 
automobile parking. This should be studied as an opportunity to get people to 
use non-motorized travel as well as transit including busses to the GGNRA. 
There is plenty of space to build discreet parking in this area and also work with 
private parties to build accommodation for automobiles and transfer areas as 
well as hotel accommodations for GGNRA visitors. The strategy should be to get 
people to get out of their automobiles. Such strategies could include free parking 
at this area, only if people get out of their cars and use non-motorized or transit 
services, both private and public, to access the GGNRA. This would be an 
excellent location for a bike station, which would provide bike rentals. 
(Essentially, the GGNRA would only rent the bike station and leave the running 
of the business to a private business.) 
 

3. Tam Valley Mini-Loop.  
a. Part of the Tam Valley Mini-Loop is being constructed from Manzanita Station 

on the North side of Highway 1 to the Tennessee Valley path currently called the 
“Manzanita Connector.”  The Park Service should work to complete safe and 
separate infrastructure on each side of Highway 1 from the Manzanita station to 
the Tam Valley intersection of Highway 1 and Almonte Blvd. While parts of this 
will be completed soon, a complete system would facilitate non-motorized access 
through this area and provide accommodation to decrease congestion, 
particularly for local residents. This would be a huge mitigation measure for 
local residents given the amount of traffic that comes through this area into the 
GGNRA.  
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b. Grade separated intersection at Highway 1 and Almonte Blvd for automobile 
traffic and non-motorized users. The NPS should consider acquiring a 70 yard 
perimeter of the lands surrounding the intersection of Highway 1 and Almonte 
on each of the three sides of the T intersection of Highway 1 and Almonte Blvd. 
and convert such areas to resting areas, meeting areas and non-motorized access 
areas to the GGNRA. Additionally, the NPS should study elevating the roadway 
at the intersection, with bicycle and pedestrian facilities under the road in every 
direction beneath Highway 1 and Almonte Blvd. This would separate the 
automobiles from cyclists and pedestrians at a busy intersection, allowing safe 
and separate passage for all users.  
 

c. The NPS should consider acquiring the land on the east side of Highway 1 from 
Coyote Creek to the Highway 1 Almonte Blvd. intersection and return this area 
to wetlands. This would also provide better non-motorized access along the 
frontage area on the east side of Highway 1. This would provide the opportunity 
to raise the road level at this area and decrease traffic issues regarding flooding.  
 

d. From the Almonte Blvd. / Highway 1 intersection, along Highway 1, provide 
safe and separate bicycle accommodation on each side of Highway 1 up to 
Loring.  
 

e. From Almonte Blvd. / Highway 1 intersection, complete the Tam Valley Mini-
Loop by providing safe and separate non-motorized accommodation on each 
side of Almonte Blvd. from Highway 1 and Almonte intersection to the Almonte 
/ Miller Avenue split at the south end of Tamalpais High School. 

 
4. Tennessee Valley Non-Motorized Connection. The County of Marin is building a 

pedestrian / bicycle path from the North-South Greenway near Coyote Creek up to 
the Tam Valley Community Center. We recommend that the Park Service continue 
the path from the Tam Valley Community Center all the way into Tennessee Valley 
to provide continuous, safe and separate non-motorized access to this Park entrance.  
 

5. Southern Marin Parklands Flat, Paved Access to Muir Woods. We recommend that 
the NPS study an access route that provides non-motorized access from Manzanita 
Station (a connection to the North-South Greenway) to Muir Woods on a safe and 
separate continuous and basically flat path that would allow all users to access the 
GGNRA in a non-motorized fashion, as follows: 

 
a. Complete the path from Tam Valley Community Center to Tennessee Valley 

Park Entrance. 
 

b. Construct a tunnel near the Haypress region in Tennessee Valley through to 
Green Gulch. The tunnel would be approximately .85 miles long. From the Green 
Gulch side of the tunnel, construct a Class I multi use pathway from Green Gulch 
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to Muir Woods Park Entrance. The pathway would parallel Shoreline Highway 
to Muir Woods Road to the Muir Woods Entrance. 
 

c. Provide secure, covered bicycle parking at Muir Woods Park Entrance.  
 

6. Northern Loop, non-paved/pervious surface. We recommend the construction of a 
non-paved, pervious surface path for both cyclist and pedestrian accommodation 
from Muir Woods up to the ridge near Highway 1, above Highway 1 at the lowest 
elevation possible to Stinson Beach, from Stinson Beach down Highway 1 past the 
school, connecting to a planned, improved path up Bolinas Ridge to the Coastal 
Trail, the Coastal Trail to Rock Springs, from Rock Springs to Pan Toll, from Pan Toll 
back down to Muir Woods.  

 
7. Stinson Beach Improvements. Develop a specific plan for Stinson Beach working 

with the Stinson Beach residents for parking, bicycle and pedestrian improvements, 
in particular to limit the areas where people can park outside of the State Park. 
Consider using alternatives such as parking stickers for locals to identifying them as 
allowing to park on local streets and only allowing visitors to park in areas 
designated for visitor parking, including Stinson Beach State Park and the 
downtown Stinson Beach area.  

 
We recognize that some of these suggestions are bold. We also know that in the era of 
limited oil resources, greenhouse gasses, energy dependence, traffic congestion, and 
health concerns, bold solutions are needed. Some of our suggestions are rather 
straightforward. Others are expansive. We really encourage the NPS to consider these 
alternatives to get people out of their automobiles and to access GGNRA in a sustainable 
manner, with a reduced carbon footprint and healthier approach to GGNRA access.  
 
Thank you for your consideration. 

  
 Respectfully submitted, 

  
 Patrick M. Seidler 
 President 
 

cc:  Supervisor Charles McGlashan 
 Supervisor Steve Kinsey 
 Marin County Bicycle Coalition 
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