July 29, 2008

To: Golden Gate National Recreation Area
National Park Service
U.S. Department of the Interior

Re:  Golden Gate National Recreation Area General Management Plan

Dear Brian O’Neill,

The overtlow crowd that met at the Muir Beach Community Center on June 26" 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 ail.
We strongly support this vision of the GGNRA General Management Plan:

L. Golden Gate Dairy: eliminate options for visitor services of any kind at the Golden Gate
Dairy. There is no room! We supnort both the preservation of the historic presence of horses
at the Dairy, under the auspices of Ocean Riders of Mearin, 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 thril]
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.

2. Banducci Ranch: the cultural and historical integrity of Banducci Ranch, which has been in
the Banducei 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 pad€ 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 {rom
their homes. = A

3. Slide Ranch: maintain, nurture and support the Slide Ranch environmental educational
center where it is now located, on the sit: of an old coast dairy ranch. Slide Ranch isa 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
‘ntrinsic to the children’s experience. Slide Ranch must remain as it is, and where it is.

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 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 lar swaps with the “iate, where use fil and feasible, 1o
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 alon? the valley floor with a limited trail system above
the valley floor that is “highty 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.

5 Trailhead Development: We do not supoort any proposal for intensified developmerit 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 50

spectacular.

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.

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.

§. 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.

Sincerely, %WM Q%WM G/N/%M



Brian O'neill
Superintendent

Golden Gate National Parks
Fort Mason, building 201
San Francisco, CA

94123

11/16/07
Dear Brian:

Following your suggestion, we are submitting this letter to you. We are very concemed
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 famming 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 apportunity, which | 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.

Sicnerely Yours,

Angelina Banducci.

Amadeo Banducci, & Family
1820 Shoreline Hwy
Muir Beach, CA

94865 .
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July 16, 2008

National Park Service - General Management Planning Team ~ GGNRA
Denver Service Center

12795 West Alameda Parkway

Denver, CO 80225-0287

Dear GGNRA Planning staff:
Re: Northern California

I am responding to the alternatives that are proposed for the new general pan for the parks. | am an
equestrian and | 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. | also support mutti-use trails, with the exception of the trails in the Phieger Estate.
Creation of volunteer trail patrols is vital to provide “eyes and ears” in the new property.

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

In San Mateo County | 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. | 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 Arsa 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.

Regards,
L s
i 3 pe / -
Ui 1585
Cheryl Bgn
Board Member

San Mateo County Horsemen’s Association
21 Camelot Court

San Carlos, CA 94070

650-364-3020

c-cheryl@sbceglobal.net
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Comments to the General Management Plan/ Environmental Impact Statement

Marin Headlands
: Oakwood Valley, Marin City Ridge, Gerbode Valley

Alternative 2

Tennessee Valley

:Bike path to Mill Valley

Keep the horse patrol and nursery at its current site. There are only a few staff
membe rs and volunteers working at the nursery and if the site would be moved to
the traithead, 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

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 traithead improvements.

Kirby Cove:

Alternativa 2

Alcatraé 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 to accommodate enhanced
visitor access. "It should be the other way around.
Don’t commercialize Alcatraz, we do not need a Disneyland

Capehart Housing:

L

Remove housing north of Bunker Road. Replace landscaping around housing
south of Bunker Road with rative 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.



Upper Fort Mason

Alternative 2
McDoweli Road should be kept as an pedestrian and bicycle path

Lands End

Alternative 2
Lands End proximity to the Clifl House attracts many tourist and visitors, a visitor
center, to replace the one closed in the Cliff House, would be appropriate.

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 runring 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 fiformation 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.

Preserve Battery Davis

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

Mori Point:

Alternative 2

General Statement: You loose your experience with nature with too many improvements
like overnight accommodations, food service and visitors center were people congregate.
Many trails are lit:le used and provide a much better enjoyment and feeling of nature

s
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S [ abaols
Ingrid Cabadd’
434 Fair Qaks Street
Sz Francisco, CA 94110



July 8, 2008

National Park Service

General Management Planning Team-
GGNRA

Denver Service Center

12795 West Alameda Parkway

Denver, CO 80225-0287

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the GGNRA plans.

I'd like to suggest that on Aicatraz Island, ample space should be dedicated for
birds and other wildiife that need an undisturbed place to rest and nest in the
bay. | believe this is listed as Alternative 2.

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.

Sincerely, %
St G
Bill Collins

531 Johnson Avenue
Pacifica, CA 94044



David and Bonnie MacKenzie

28 Starbuck Drive . -
Muiv Beach, CA 94965 7 / ¥ / 2exSy

415-389-1558

National Park Service

General Management Planning Team — GGNRA
Denver Service Center

12795 West Alameda Parkway

Denver, CO 80225-0287

This letter contains comments from us on the General Management Plan/Environmental Impact
Statement Newsletter 4 — Spring 2008: Golden Gate National Recreation Area — Muir Woods
National Monument.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the various alternatives presented in the plan and
recognize that a large amount of work has been done to develop the alternatives to this point. The
following comments are organized by the various sections of the plan.

Preliminary Alternatives for Muir Woods National Monument
Our preferred alternative 1s Preserving and Enjoying the Coastal Ecosystems, Alternative 2.
Specifically:

1. The increased primitive experience, with removal of built structures, would be very
valuable. The developed visitor center area and store tend to concentrate a lot of
visitors in a small area, resulting in congestion and significant noise. The existing
parking lot has historically been the nesting location for Spotted Owls for many years
(decades?) until the recent increased threat due to Barred Owls. Restoration of this
area will allow a more natural environment for the endangered owls (less stress due to
noise and food-seeking ravens and raccoons) and a more pleasant expenience for the
nature-seeking visitor. For me, Muir Woods is not a pleasant place to visit during the
day (especially weekends!) with the existing congestion and artificial environment.

2. The idea of reduced but more natural access to the creek floodplain in the woods is
excellent, especially give the likely stress on Sequoias due to climate change resulting
in less creek runoff in the future. Natural stream flow 1s surely the best for
endangered salmon, steelhead, owls, and frogs.

3 Moving the visitor center and transportation focus out of the woods is an excellent
concept, and also allows better management of the expected increase in tourism.

4. NPS should also consider rating the Camp Hillwood and Camino del Canyon as a
sensitive resource area based on the recent residence and nesting of Spotted Owls in
this canyon, likely to be a permanent situation unless the Muir Woods Barred Owls
are removed. Possible restoration of the remnant Redwood forest in this canyon (and
removal of structures) might help the habitat for owls within only a few decades.



David and Bonnie MacKenzie -
28 Starbuck Drive - ; /? /20?) g
Muir Beach, CA 94965
415-389-1558

Hopefully a partnership approach to the Dipsea trail with Mt. Tam State Park can be
arranged, in that it is a very poor strategy to have both the Deer Park Fire Road and
the Dipsea Trail parallel each other for several miles, resulting in unnecessary erosion
and duplication of trails. The fire road in particular is subject to significant erosion,
greatly due to vehicle traffic, and should be realigned or eliminated, which affects the
Dipsea access also.

Preliminary Alternatives for Marin County

Our preferred alternative is Preserving and Enjoying the Coastal Ecosystems, Alternative 2.

Specifically:

L

Alternative 1 gives too much emphasis to visitor facilities, whereas Alternative 2
rightly emphasizes the need to proactively consider the potential effects of climate
change. Also, Alternative 3 emphasizes the historic core, but we feel that there is
already a lot of emphasis on history and not enough emphasis on preserving the
critical environments in the face of global warming effects.

The Stinson-Beach to Bolinas-Fairfax Road element in Alternative 2 properly
addresses the need for improvements at Stinson Beach with regard to the restrooms
and food services. Easkoot Creek is a vital bird (and otter) migration corridor and is
correctly given emphasis. We also agree with the sand dune restoration concept.

The Highway | and Panoramic Highway element in Alternative 2 is the best, and the
idea of abandoning Highway 1 in the event of a major landslide is to be lauded!
Hopefully the road segments to the shide could be safely left open, at least to foot and
bike traffic, but this actual highway segment really isn’t needed and Muir Beach
would certainly appreciate the reduction in commuter traffic, as has been observed
during various previous closures. This section of highway also contributes to a
significant road kill of coyotes, foxes, bobcats, and deer which would be greatly
reduced with a closure.

We support the Slide Ranch Alternative 2 which would move the farm facility to a
better location. It’s present position in the middle of a natura! area is inappropriate
and probably not too good for the environment.

The Lower Redwood Creek element Altemative 2 is preferable. There are many
structures and septic issues to be resolved 1n thus area, and conversion to minimmal
historic uses with major emphasis on restoration is what we would also desire. The
heather removal project alone will be massive, but at least can be done over a long
period (better leave a “historic” heather element for local heather aficionados!).

We prefer the Alternative 2 for the Golden Gate Dairy. This area continuesto be a
significant problem for creek contamination, and restoration of the area is still
needed. The historic structure uses suggested would be appropriate. Very important is
the use of some of this site or nearby for a transport stop (full size buses).



David and Bonnie MacKenzie / ‘ /
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Muir Beach, CA 94965
415-389-1558

7. We have a general concern about any large parking area which might be created at
the Golden Gate Dairy. Similarly, we oppose any additional large parking areas
which might be proposed for the lower Redwood Creek or Muir Beach areas.

8. Tennessce Valley Alternative 2 1s preferred. We are particularly supportive of the
idea of conversion of unnecessary fire roads to trails, as is possible, but still providing
bike and horse and foot access. In general, this conversion is a good idea throughout
the GGNRA, and should not be a big problem since many emergency fire vehicles are
capable of traveling over rugged terrain; a well-maintained road is not necessary.

9. Marin Headlands, Oakwood Valley, Main City Ridge, and Gerbode Valley
Alternative 2 is preferred, especially the downgrading of Marincello road to a trail.

10.  Offshore Marin Environment Alternative 2 1s preferred. 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. Presently commercial and party
boats often come right up near the beach depleting shoreline resources and generating
a lot of noise. We would support shore fishing except near the Redwood Creek
mouth. This will also help reduce poaching in the area, which we have witnessed on
several occasions.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this plan.

Sincerely,

"D /a_-/@w.;) Mo fewns

Dave and Bonnie MacKenzie 4
7/F [0



We Want to Preserve our Stables and trails in the GGNRA
To: Brian ONeill
Superintendent
Golden Gate National Recreation Area
From: Children and teens taking riding lessons

Re: LS pport for preservation of equestrian facilities:

Ember Ridge Equestrian Center ®  (OCean View Stables, Presidio
¢ Picardo Ranch (Millwood Ranch) Riding Club
¢ Moss Beach Stables e Miwok Stables
® Renegade Ranch ¢  Golden Gate Dairg

2. Support for continued equestrian access to riding trails: Milegra Ridge, Shell dance Nursery
area, Sweeney Ridge, Cattle Hill, Mori Point, Pedro Point, Devil s Slide, San Pedro Mountain,
Rancho Corral de Tierra, SFPUC Watershed casements (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: (use extra paper as necessary)
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A Picture is worth a thousand words:

f/tf/o/fm “fzq,é,/‘nj f‘fo//rn, :
frsSone %(—EML
E/sz mé’gﬁ’rcu\ (1&“7[@,*

fm /qafé’o ﬂ&&c/ﬁ[yj £



Preservation of Equestrian Facilities in GGNRA

To: Brian O’ Neill, Superintendent
Golden Gate National Recreation Area
/@a/ecs @,nd %’/&:«uq(s c:f horses 1

o /M) Qmég CA Remeh

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.

From:

(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. Qur 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 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 of our equestrian facilities under your
management.
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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 our equestrian facilities under your

management.
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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 our equestrian facilities under your
management.
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Preservation of Equestrian Facilities in GGNRA

To: Brian O’Neill, Superintendent
Golden Gate National Recreation Area

From: Squorters of horseback riding in the Golden Gate National Recreation Area
wohe resicle in _San Frun cisco, the East Ba/ and San Aatco Cmuné/
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, Mori 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.

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 loss of income 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 well cared for and
maintained. Precautions have been taken not to pollute the scasonal streams. Buildings have
been kept to a minimum, 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, nding remains very



popular and we the undersigned need aﬁdjopptm our equestrian facilities in the planned
Golden Gate National Recreation Area,

Thank you for your attent:»« to oyp petition and please find attached signatures
supporting the continuance and enhancement of our equestrian facilities under your
management.

Supporters of horseback riding in the Golden Gate National Recreation Area:

Print Name - Signature City of Residence
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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 our equestrian facilities under your

management.

We support horseback riding and stables in the Golden Gate National Recreation Area:

Name City of residence
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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 our equestrian facilities under your

management.

iding in the Golden Gate National Recreation Area:

Su

Print Name Si,@ature City of Residence
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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 si gnatures
supporting the continuance and enhancement of our equestrian facilities under your
management.

Supporters of horseback riding in the Golden Gate National Recreation Area:

Print Name Signature City of Residence
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Preservation of Equestrian Facilities in GGNRA

To: Brian O’Neill, Superintendent
Golden Gate National Recreation Area

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, 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 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. Qur 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.

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 of our equestrian facilities under your
management.

We support horseback riding and stables in the Golden Gate National Recreation Area:

wName City of residence
i
Lﬁg[, 15’)&.‘-\)(‘2_@ Smm Q:rANc.gcu

W@L% acs vrug)  cA
C/)MK\LM %/*Q}\WC‘L(‘\CQ ) C,_

(M Jors
V- \ L WO S pzgn VER2EE < $-16
\,‘ eyt \) lbkC«\EfS, MEN WO e GA Ao -

/ﬁzﬂ%m‘fw S Forebale, 54 SE Ca s/
Jnpdy Wi o Bt W n s
Abee A/ AL v Bl & SEC ol
! :{:)m %M | LE AL FT 2y 10 A Mo Pestes
fre Ui b Yo frreciioo 2

Lpf’ T/ZA% L gf‘m [ T o




We Want to Preserve our Stables and trails in the GGNRA
To: Brian O'Neill
Superintendent
Golden Gate National Recreation Area

From: Children and teens taking riding lessons

Re: 1. Support for preservation of equestrian facilities:
® EmberRidge Equestrian Center ¢ Ovean View Stables, Presidio
¢ Picardo Ranch (Millwood Ranc]x) Riding Club
®  Moss Beach Stables e Miwok Stables
. Renegade Ranch e  Golden Gate Dairy

2. Support for continued equestrian access to riding trails: Milagra Ridge, Shell dance Nursery
area, Sweeney Ridge, Cattle Hill, Mori Point, Pedro Point, Devil's Slide, San Pedro Mountain,
Rancho Corral de Tiexrra, 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: fuse extra paper as necessary)
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National Park Service - General Management Planning Team - GGNRA
Denver Service Center

12795 West Alameda Parkway

Denver, CO B022%-0287

Dear GONRA Planning staff;

I am responding to the alternatives that are proposed for the new
general gan for the parks. I am an equestrian and T supporl the
majority of the concepts in Blternative i, however Alternative 1 does
not apply to all the areca. The final plan should take into account the
need to retain existing stables, provide more trails (especially a
variety of diflferent length loop trails) and regional connections,
provide adequate rig parking for equestrians, identify watcer 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.

In Marin County I support the position of the Marin Horse Council and
want Lo 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.

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 cquestrians in the GGNRA should be re-
examined and those properties opened up where possible. I support the
delails 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 caretully
plannmed. Horsemen are committed Lo 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
@s 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
degs on leash and in many areas off-lecash.

Thank you for the opportunity to give you my comments.
Kegards from,

Sl Tuma

EULE FERRAR]

Elie Ferrari
211 Willowbrock Dr.
Portola Valley, CA 94028
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We Want to P reserve our Stables and trails in the GGNRA 02

Ter Brian ONeiﬂ
Su perintendent
Golden Gate National Recreation Area

From: Children and teens taking riding lessons

Re: L Supporf for preservation of equestrian facilities:
® EmberRidge Equestrian Conter ¢  Ovean View Stables, Presidic
¢ Picardo Ranch (Mluwood Ranch) Ridin5 Club
®  Moss Beach Stables *  Miwok Stables
* Renegade Ranch ¢ Golden Gate Dairy

2 Support for continued equestrian access to riding trails Milagra Ridge, Shell danice Nursery
?R:nti’:a“:;a5?%:&3%%3%%:&::5ii';fs;“:miifi‘f;ﬂiﬁiﬁ;“;‘;“::;;:
trails in Marin County and San Francisco that are located on GGNRA lands
Why we wast to keep stables aud txails on the GGNRA park lands (use extra paper as necessary)
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July 15, 2008

National Park Service - General Management Planning Team — GGNRA
Denver Service Center

12795 West Alameda Parkway

Denver, CO 80225-0287

Dear GGNRA Planning staft:

!'am responding to the alternatives that are proposed for the new general pan for the parks. [ am an equestrian
and 1 support the majority of the concepts in Alternative 1, however Alternative | 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. [
also support muiti-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 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.

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 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.

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.

Al Filice  (Past President San Mateo County Horsemen’s Association 2005 & 2006, Member of the Coastside
Horse Council)

Sincerely,

Sarah Filice (Past President San Mateo County Horsemen’s Association 2007, Member of the Coastside Horse
Council)

2209 Purissima Creek Road
Half Moon Bay, CA 04019



We Want to Preserve our Stables and trails in the GGNRA
To: Brian ONeill
Superintendent
Golden Gate National Recreation Area
From: Children and teens taking riding lessons

Re: 1. Support for preservation of equestrian facilities:

® Ember Ridge Equestrian Center e  Ovean View Stables, Presidio
® Picardo Ranch (Millwood Ranch) Riding Club

®  Moss Beach Stables *  Miwok Stables

* Renegade Ranch ®  Golden Gate Dairy

2. Support for continned equestrian access to riding trails Milagra Ridge, Shell dance Nursery
area, Sweeney Ridge, Cattle Hill, Mori 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: (use extra paper as necessary)
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July 28, 2008

National Park Service - General Management Planning Team — GGNRA
Denver Service Center

12795 West Alameda Parkway

Denver, CO 80225-0287

Dear GGNRA Planning stafT:

| am responding to the alternatives that are proposed for the new general plan for the
parks. [ 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
joggers, bicyclists and horses.

[ 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 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.

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 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.

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.

Sincerely,

Pacifica, CA 94044
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The Marin County Equestrian Trail Guide
Sandy Greenblat, Publisher
105 Bay Way
San Rafael CA 94901
Tel: 415/459-1335 Fax: 415/460-5024
email: MarinTrailGuide@comcast.net

May 26, 2008
GGNRA

Re: Newsletter 4 — Spring 2008
GGNRA-GMP

Ladies and Gentlemen,
Thank you for providing the broad overview in Newsletter #4.
A 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 and
equestrian’s paradise, with an extensive network... etc... -etc.”

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 ciosest, 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.

Page 18 -  Preliminary Alternative’s for Marin County
Conzelman, Bunker & McCullough Roads:

The first section, Current Conditions and Management” as well as ail 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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Duffy & Ron Hurwin

558 Tenaya Dr.

Tiburon, CA 94920

July 21, 2008

To: GGNRA
Re: General Management Plan

I have been attending scoping sessions and trying to digest the verbose alternatives
presented as visions of the park’s future. | fear for any of these altematives as they all
in one way or another create more restrictions on the park’s uses and set up a sanitized
homogeneous experience from park to park. | 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.

I have been enjoying this park on horseback for 36 years. | am in fact a member of the
Marin Municipal Water District Volunteer Mounted Patrol. When | 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. The closest alternative proposed to my desires would be
#1 — Connecting People With the Parks. However | 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. | 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.

Since the increased population and recent creation of the mountain bike have added
traffic to the park, | 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 | do not want to see “interpretive” information tumning into the sanitized pre-
packaged park experience that robs visitors of their own experience of nature.
Mountain bikes, non motorized vehicles, have no historic precedent in the park. | 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 20" century vehicles used by
ranchers when the parklands were private property.
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| 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. OQur horses have an important place in
our history and that of the park. Without them, transportation would not have been
possibie 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.

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.

The trail system is excellent as it is in the park and | 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 runcoff, fallen tree limbs, etc.

| am very cognoscent 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 controlis. Also, many visitors are unaware
that they are visiting a wildemess 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.

Sincerely,

Ly ———

Duffy Hurwin
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July 30, 2008

Nationial Park Service

Denver Service Center

ATTN: Stephan Nofield
12795 West Alameda Parkway
Denver CO 80225-0287

RE: GGNRA, General Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statement I Newsletter 4

Dear Mr Nofield,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Golden Gate National Recreational Area General Management Plan.

[ am a frequent user of the GGNRA as both an equestrian and hiker. My major concern is the preliminary alternatives
in the GMP are confusing & vague toward the future of squestrian facilities & equestrian trail access in the GGNRA.
The land within the GGNRA has for the most part been ranch lands, in some cases for over a hundred years, and should
remain available for equestrian purposes as a community asset. Horses have a historic place in the GGNRA, and provide
the public with many wonderful educational & recreational opportunities. For Marin, San Francisco and San Mateo
counties, eliminating any of these equestrian facilities (or equestrian trail access) would create a significant loss to the
community.

In planning the future GGNRA vision for equestrian uses, I hope the NPS wil! ensute 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.

m 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 traits 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.

» TRAILHEADS: Please allow for separate and adequate parking for horse trailers when planning the development of
parking areas. Trailheads should include room to safely unioad horses, mounting blocks, tie areas, picnic tables and

access tc water.

Regarding the Proposed Alternatives for Marin Equestrian Facilities:

Golden Gate Dairy
Alternative 1 - “Equestrian uses would be relocated to Lower Redwood Creek®. Not enough information is provided

to select this alternative.
Alternative 2 is unacceptable.

Alternative 3 - T support Alternative 3. The Golden Gate Dairy Stables has successfully operated in this focation
for many years. This option allows continued equestrian access to traiis, 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 betwaen 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.

Lower Redwood Creek
Alternative 1 - Not enough information is given regarding potential "equestrian uses® to select this alternative.
However, | suppott the idea of expanding equestrian use opportunities to this area.

Alternatives 2 and 3 ("same as Alternative 2*) are not acceptable.

[PAGE Y OF 23
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Marin Headlands Stables at Rodea 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 buiiding to remain for the stables use, not a maintenance shed,

Lower Tennessee Valley Stables (Volunteer Mounted Patrol)
Alf 3 alternatives are unacceptable as they remove the LTV Stables. This historic location should be kept for eques-
trian 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 connect with the Mill Valley Bike path, and promoting "equestrian touring on a 'trajl to
the seda™ is an exceilent idea.

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.

Sincerely, v

aren Johnson

1323 Buenia Vista Bast #1 - San Francisoo, Cankiroia: 941317
E www karenjohnsondesign. com i 415.62 6%&'}_ 70
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July 16, 2008

National Park Service - General Management Planning Team — GGNRA
Denver Service Center

12795 West Alameda Parkway

Denver, CO 80225-0287

Dear GGNRA Planning staff:

I'am responding to the aiternatives that are proposed for the new general pan for the parks. | am
an equestrian and | 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. | 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 Marin County | 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.

In San Mateo County | support most of the proposals in Alternative 1 for all the properties. The
final plan shouid take into account the diverse nature of the land in San Mateo County and MUST
aliow 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. | 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 mudti-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 aiso 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 listening to my comments.
Regards from,

"“Z/tm, Kd(/u (,a.k
Jane Kikuchi

805 Tunitas Creek Rd.
Haif Moon Bay, CA. 94018



July 29, 2008

To:  Golden Gate National Recreation Area
National Park Service
U.S. Department of the Interior

Re:  Golden Gate National Recreation Area General Management Plan

Dear Brian O'Neill,

The overflow crowd that met at the Muir Beach Community Center on June 26"
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 arca 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:

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 anspices 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 Creck. Because the



co-cxistence 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.

. 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.

. 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.

. 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 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
State, where useful 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 accessibie opportunity
for visitors to fully experience the wonders of this great treasure.

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.

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.

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.

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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Sincerely,
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JULY 23, 2008

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
DENVER SERVICE CENTER
STEPHAN NOFIELD

12795 WEST ALAMEDA PARKWAY
PO BOX 25287

DENVER CO 80225-0287

As a member of the equestrian community, I wish to go on record in strong suppott 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 recornmending diverse uses by the mult-user
community, including equestrians. I am strongly in favor of improved trail access, improved parking
areas, trail maintenance and improvement for use in all wearher conditions, as well as picnic tables,
water troughs, hitching rails and manure bunkers for proper manurc management.

[ 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 cnsuring access to (and that arc discussed in the current
draft management plan) include (but are not limited to): Tennessee Valley, Marin Headlands:
Oakwood Valley, Mari City Ridge and Gerbode Valley, and Golden Gate Dairy.

B) The missing important elements arc:
*  Recognition of the valuable resource that exists in the current trail system
*  Advocacy for mulri-user trails that connect to other trail systemns.
®  Analysis of what is needed to enable equestrian access (as described above).
*  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.

Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments on the GGNRA management plan draft.

Sincerely,

M(G"W"‘—ff&‘a/

Lynn Cominsky

903 MUSTANG COURT » PETALUMA, CA - 94954
PHONE: (707) 782-9380 « FAX: (800) 848-6369
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JULY 24, 2008

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE, DENVER SERVICE CENTER
STEPHAN NOFIELD

12795 WEST ALAMEDA PARKWAY, PO BOX 25287
DENVER CO 80225-0287

Dear Mr. Nofield,

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 altcrnative that preserves
the current stables in GGNRA parkland in Marin 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 access to these trails which are located in proximity to a large urban area. It is
appropriatc that such a resourcc 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.

I am reminded of a story about a young driver that has Jjust 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™. 1 do hope this is a
situation with the 100 dollar fine. Why do I feel like I am being punished ?

In closing 1 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. 1 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 1
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 ensurcs better
communication with the public with an active fund raising clement for trail improvements.

Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments on the draft GGNRA management plan,

PS: If you are a staff person reading or counting this letter please
consider passing it on to the boss.

903 MUSTANG COURT » PETALUMA, CA » 94954
PHONE: (707) 782-9380 « FAX: (800) B48-6369



Preservation of Equestrian Facilities in GGNRA

To: Brian O’Neill, Superintendent
Golden Gate National Recreation Area

From: Friepds, boarders and management of
ﬂ'ﬁg&sﬁ_ﬁ;ﬁmmh , Daly City, CA

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 (reneral Management Planning Team — GGNRA. The above-named

stables have successfully operated for decades in our local arcas. |
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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 of our equestrian
facilities under your management.

Mo Vish 54
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Amelia S. Marshall
3327 Wisconsin Street

Oakland CA 94602

July 20, 2008

Stephan Nofield

National Park Service General Management Planning Team — GGNRA
Denver Service Center, 12795 West Alameda Parkway

Denver CO 80225-0287

Dear Sir:

Itis extremely important that the Golden Gate National Recreation Area continue to be hospitable to
equestrians.

One of the great things about our cuiture 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
whao 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 fifestyle 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 environmental protections.

Sincerely,

Amelca S Movslatd

Amelia S. Marshall



Preservation of Equestrian Facilities in GGNRA

To:  Brian O’Neill, Superintendent
Golden Gate National Recreation Area

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, 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.

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.

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 of our equestrian facilities under your

management.
We support horseback riding and stables in the Golden Gate National Recreation Area:

Name City of residence
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July 15, 2008

National Park Service

General Management Planning Team — GGNRA
Denver Service Center

12795 West Alameda Parkway

Denver, CC 80225-0287

Dear GGNRA Planning staft:

I am responding to the alternatives that are proposed for the new
general pan for the parks., I am an egquestrian and I support the
majority of the concepts in Alternative 1, however Alternative 1 does
nol apply to all the area. The final plan should take into account the
neced 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 watecr sources
for livestock, and provide unpaved trail surfaces for both joggers,
bicyclists and horses. T also support multi-use trails, with the
exception of the trails in the Phleger Estate. Creation of velunteer
trail patrols is vital to provide “eyes and ears” in the new property.

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

In San Mateco 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 eguestrians in the GGNRA should be
reexamined and those properties opened up where possible. T support the
details that ETRAC and the Coastside Horse Council have proposzed,

I would like to address the issue of the lands in the Rancho Corral de
Tierra parcel. This is a new acguisition 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 berause they
provide for guality of life For the Coastside area and San Mateo County
as a whole, This is a large enough area tLhat dogs on leash could be
allowed.

The plan should also address exlsting 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 Areas Ridge Trail
alignment. Most of these are appropriate multi-use trails and good for
dogs on leash and in meny areas off-leash.

Thank vo
Pegards

tor the opportunity to give you my comments,
rom,

;;2225 o

Nola Masterson

ToB West Califo
4
4

rnia Way
HWoodside, TR S4042



July 28, 2008

National Park Scrvice - General Management Planning Team -- GGNRA
Denver Service Center

12795 West Alameda Parkway

Denver, CO 80225-0287

Re: Comments on General Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statcment

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. 1
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. 1ride 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 Ticrra), and it is a remarkably well-managed and
accessible place, for people of all socio-economic backgrounds, ages and races.

[ 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.

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 term leases or other long-term arrangement, so that
management can invest in maintenance and management of the facilitics 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: Ido not support this alternative because it mandates relocation or removal
of equestrian facilities. | 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 Jjust an
unfounded assumption that there is a negative impact in connection with current stable
location.

Finally, I support the details that ETRAC and the Coastside Horse Council have
proposed.

Thank You,

Tessa McFarland
480 Castenada Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94116
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July 16, 2008

National Park Service - General Management Planning Team - GGNRA
Denver Service Center

12795 West Alameda Parkway

Denver, CC 80225-0287

Dear GGNRA Planning staff:

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 Jjoggers,
bicyclists and horses. T 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 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 reguirements of equestrians.

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
traditiocnally 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 acguisition 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 & whele. This is a large encugh 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 yecu for the opportunity to give you my comments.

Regards from, - o

Nancy Mjchalsii
1507 Kingsgate Drive, Sunnyvale, CA 94087
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In response to the meeting at the Muir Beach Community Center on June 26, 2008
with the National Park Service.

[t 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!

I also take issue with the idea of putting a visitor center and public transit stop at the
Golden Gate Dairy. There is a concern for the Fire Department not being able to perforin
1t’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 Kerri 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.

As for the Banducci Ranch.. .all T can say 1s...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 of the
community! Find another location for your planned activities. .. there is plenty of land in
the park system.

The NPS scems to have a concern about the “Stewardship” of the land. From my
perspective, the NPS is the big business in West Marin 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
Banducei Ranch, the activities at Slide Ranch or the nunimal activity at The Dajry.

Laraine Miller
Muir Beach, California

L.D.MILLER
POEOCX 64
MILLVALLEY CA 94941



Sandra Mullen
320 Bodega Avenue
Petaluma, Ca. 94952

707-765-1915

25 July 2008

National Park Service

Denver Service Center

ATTN: Stephan Nofield

12795 West Alameda Parkway
P.O. Box 25287

Denver CO 80225-0587

RE: Golden Gate National Recreation Area
General Management Plan/Environmental impact Statement

Newsletter 4
Dear Mr. Nofield:

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

| am disappointed to see a focus on management, control, and policing in the
language that appears to limit and confine access to the park. | 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 cattie and sheep on these lands they can at least continue fo 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.

The trail systems should be improved and expanded to help distribute the
increasing number of park users. Closing trails only results in overuse and



cultural resource and anchor to the equestrian network to remain. | 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 cuitural
resources is a crude and short sighted management plan.

Sincerely,

Sandra Mullen



238
Preservation of Equestrian Facilities in GGNRA

To:  Brian O’Neill, Superintendent
Golden Gate National Recreation Area

From: Customers, employees and management of Pastorino Hayv and Ranch Supply,
Half Moon Bay, CA.

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. For decades Pastorino’s has supplied horse barns, family farms and
individuals keeping horses on their own properties with needed grain, alfalfa, grass hay, stall
bedding and all manner of equine supplies. Pastorino’s is a large distributor and makes a
sizeable contribution to the economy of San Mateo County and neighboring counties through
employment and taxes. Were the barns in the Golden Gate National Recreation Area to be
closed or limited in their activities, Pastorino’s would suffer revenue loss that would, by exten-
sion, impact other aspects of the local economy.

Local stables enjoy wide public support and aid many other sectors of our local business
community (farming, tack stores, online providers, veterinarians, farriers, instructors, rodeos,
shows, riding apparel retail sales, restaurants, etc.). All of these interests would suffer if riding
or horse boarding opportunities were reduced.

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 of our equestrian facilities under your
management.  July, 2008

Pastorino Hay & Ranch Supply, Half Moon Bay, CA:
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We Want to Preserve Our Stables and Trails in the GGNRA

To:  Brian O’Neili, Superintendent
Golden Gate National Recreation Area

From: Children and teens taking riding lessons or in riding camp during July, 2008

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, Mori 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):

oo | Mesousth Woedoeto (Ot




We are some of the children and teens taking
horseback riding lessons
or in riding camp during July, 2008

My Name Age I live in ..
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Preservation of Equestrian Facilities in GGNRA

To: Brian O’Neill, Superintendent
Golden Gate National Recreation Area

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 10 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.

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 GG? 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 of our equestrian facilities under your
management.

We support horseback riding and stables in the Golden Gate National Recreation Area:

Name City of residence
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