


you have copies of cfdg's letters.

in addition, the ggnra's gmp record of decision has some serious 
legal flaws.

i will continue to contact you since a replacement for frank dean has 
not yet been determined by the ggnra.

Thanks Martha

On Mar 15, 2015, at 9:48 PM, Christine Lehnertz <chris_lehnertz@nps.gov> wrote:

Hi Martha,

Thanks for sharing this perspective.

Chris 

Chris Lehnertz, Regional Director
National Park Service, Pacific West Region
333 Bush Street, Suite 500
San Francisco, CA 94104
415-623-2101 phone
415-623-2380 fax

On Mar 15, 2015, at 8:03 PM, Martha Walters < > wrote:(b)(6)





was created 40 years ago as a recreation area, an 80,000-acre swath
of publicly owned land that provided many recreational opportunities
within a short drive of the urbanized Bay Area.
In the wake of the National Park Service’s approval of the GGNRA’s
new master plan comes a chorus of complaints that its focus is more
on protection and preservation than recreation. Balancing those
worthwhile objectives is not easy, but that should be the goal as the
GGNRA builds public support for its planned improvements.
Certainly, many parts of the GGNRA deserve protective measures —
everything from saving important areas for native flora and fauna to
preserving historical features that are part of the area.
But recreation should not be ignored and not short-changed.
That’s the fear of some people who use the park to hike, jog or walk
their dogs. It is an issue that’s bigger than the longstanding debate
over allowing more trails and areas for dogs to run off-leash. That’s
certainly part of it, but park users are worried that recreation is being
cordoned and confined, ignoring the overriding priority of the
GGNRA’s formation.
Public involvement and keeping a focus on the GGNRA’s balance
are keys to successfully implementing the updated plan.




