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I am a 56 year old responsible dog owner with a limited income who uses the GGNRA for
my health and social activities.  I have used the GGNRA with my dogs for almost thirty
years.  During that time, I have watched the destruction caused by mountain bikers who
leave devastating ruts and kill the grasses on the trails.  On more than one occasion, I have
had to run out of the way as a subgroup of these bikers seem to feel the trails belong only
to them.  It is heartbreaking to see that the GGNRA seems to have been coopted by this
group and is now blaming dog-owners for damage to the area.

New rules will be devastating to me as I hike with my dog for security, for company, and for
exercise.  Why have responsible tax-paying dog owners like me become invisible to your
organization?

Currently the GGNRA is pushing forward with three separate plans that seek to limit access
to areas like Fort Funston, Rancho Corral de Tierra and the Marin Headlands. Two of those
plans could be signed off on as soon as this week—the General Management Plan, which
would establish zones where the GGNRA could actually prohibit people from doing things
likepicnicking at most of Ocean Beach; and a rule that would create restrictive and
expensive permits for professional dog walkers who people count on to make sure their
pets receive appropriate exercise.

Right now most people in the Bay Area have no idea what’s being planned (there has been very
little effort by the GGNRA to reach out to the public and gather input). That’s why the National
Park Service absolutely should not sign off on these plans right now. We need a real meaningful
public process that involves the people who are going to be affected. And we want a process that
really takes our input into account. The entire community should have the opportunity to
participate in this important discussion.

Unlike some staff members at the GGNRA, we do not believe people and nature are incompatible.
We believe we can balance both so that we can protect recreational opportunities and be
responsible stewards of our environment like we have been doing in the GGNRA for decades.

We live in one of the most densely populated urban areas in America. San Francisco is the
second most densely populated city in America after New York City. And the people of the San
Francisco Bay Area fought hard to establish and protect the area that was founded to provide
recreational opportunities to the people of this region. Now the National Park Service, which was
entrusted to protect public access, is trying to eliminate those recreational opportunities one by
one.

These are beaches and trails where people have been welcomed for 40 years into the GGNRA.
There is no credible reason to start denying access now.   

I urge you to reconsider.

J Z Brown, Ph.D., J.D., San Francisco
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